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contacting the committee administrator before 12:00 noon on 22/04/13
AGENDA - PART 1
1. WELCOME AND LEGAL STATEMENT
2, APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
3. DECLARATION OF INTERESTS
Members of the Planning Committee are invited to identify any disclosable

pecuniary, other pecuniary or non pecuniary interests relevant to items on the
agenda.

4. MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON 4
MARCH 2013 (Pages 1 - 12)

To receive the minutes of the Special Planning Committee held on Monday 4
March 2013.



10.

11.

MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE 26 MARCH 2013

To receive the minutes of the Planning Committee meeting held on Tuesday
26 March 2013.
TO FOLLOW

MINUTES OF THE PLANNING PANEL HELD ON 28 FEBRUARY 2013 -
NORTH CIRCULAR ROAD APPLICATIONS (Pages 13 - 24)

To receive the minutes of the Planning Panel held on Thursday 28 February
2013 regarding application refs P12-03179PLA, P12-03177PLA, P12-
02858PLA and P12-02859PLA.

REPORT OF THE ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, PLANNING AND
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (REPORT NO.) (Pages 25 - 26)

To receive the covering report of the Assistant Director, Planning and
Environmental Protection. (Report No. 212)

7.1 Applications dealt with under delegated powers.
(A copy is available in the Members’ Library.)

TP/10/0783 - HOLLY HILL FARM, 305, THE RIDGEWAY, ENFIELD, EN2
8AN (Pages 27 - 36)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Chase

P12-02750PLA - 62, VERA AVENUE, LONDON, N21 1RL (Pages 37 - 58)

RECOMMENDATION: Refusal
WARD: Grange

P13-00338LBE - ELDON INFANT SCHOOL, ELDON ROAD, LONDON, N9
8LG (Pages 59 - 66)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions.
WARD: Lower Edmonton

P13-00435PLA - LAND SOUTH SIDE OF WHITEWEBBS LANE,
INCORPORATING ROLEMILL SPORTS GROUND AND LAND REAR OF
MIDDLETON HOUSE, BULLS CROSS, ENFIELD, EN2 9HA (Pages 67 -
78)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Chase



12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

P13-00551PLA - CRAIG PARK YOUTH CENTRE, LAWRENCE ROAD,
LONDON, N18 2HN (Pages 79 - 88)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Edmonton Green

P13-00552PLA - LODGE DRIVE CAR PARK, LODGE DRIVE, LONDON,
N13 5LB (Pages 89 - 98)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Palmers Green

P13-00558PLA - 18, THE GREEN, LONDON, N21 1AY (Pages 99 - 108)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Winchmore Hill

P13-00581PLA - RUSSETT HOUSE SCHOOL, 11, AUTUMN CLOSE,
ENFIELD, ENI 4JA (Pages 109 - 118)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval in accordance with Regulation 3 of the Town
and Country Planning General Regulations 1992, subject to condition.
WARD: Southbury

P13-00316PLA - 1-16 EAGLE COURT, 35, SNELLS PARK, LONDON, N18
2TF (Pages 119 - 124)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Upper Edmonton

P13-00317PLA - 101-132, SNELLS PARK, LONDON, N18 2SY (Pages 125
- 130)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Upper Edmonton

P13-00318PLA - 1-32, TRINITY COURT, 33, SNELLS PARK, LONDON,
N18 2TE (Pages 131 - 136)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Upper Edmonton

P13-00590PLA - 1-9A, ANGLESEY ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 4HY (Pages
137 - 142)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Ponders End



20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

P13-00591PLA - 11-15A, ANGLESEY ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 4HY (Pages
143 - 148)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Ponders End

P13-00592PLA - 67-105, BOWOOD ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 7LL (Pages
149 - 154)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to conditions
WARD: Enfield Highway

P13-00615LBE - 161-167, GREEN STREET, ENFIELD, EN3 7LB (Pages
155 - 160)

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to condition.
WARD: Enfield Highway

P12-03177PLA - 1-23, TELFORD ROAD, 233-237 BOWES ROAD,
(KNOWN AS SITE 14), LONDON, N11 2RA

RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to completion of Section 106

Agreement
WARD: Southgate Green

P12-03179PLA - 244-262, BOWES ROAD, AND, LAND REAR OF 194-242,
BOWES ROAD, (KNOWN AS SITE 11), LONDON, N11 2RA
RECOMMENDATION: Approval subject to completion of Section 106
agreement.

WARD: Southgate Green

APPEAL INFORMATION

Monthly decisions on Town Planning Application Appeals.
TO FOLLOW

SECTION 106 AGREEMENTS - MONITORING INFORMATION (Pages 161
- 190)

To receive the report of the Director of Regeneration, Leisure and Culture.
(Report No.215)

EXCLUSION OF THE PRESS AND PUBLIC

If necessary, to consider passing a resolution under Section 100A(4) of the
Local Government Act 1972 excluding the press and public from the meeting



for any items of business moved to part 2 of the agenda on the grounds that
they involve the likely disclosure of exempt information as defined in those
paragraphs of Part 1 of Schedule 12A to the Act (as amended by the Local
Government (Access to Information) (Variation) Order 2006).

(There is no part 2 agenda.)
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Page 1 Agenda Item 4

PLANNING COMMITTEE - 4.3.2013

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE
HELD ON MONDAY, 4 MARCH 2013

COUNCILLORS

PRESENT Andreas Constantinides, Ali Bakir, Lee Chamberlain, Ingrid
Cranfield, Dogan Delman, Christiana During, Patricia Ekechi,
Ahmet Hasan, Ertan Hurer, Nneka Keazor, Paul McCannah,
Anne-Marie Pearce, Martin Prescott and George Savva MBE

ABSENT Toby Simon

OFFICERS: Bob Ayton (Schools Organisation & Development), Linda
Dalton (Legal Services representative), Bob Griffiths
(Assistant Director, Planning & Environmental Protection),
Andy Higham (Planning Decisions Manager), Aled Richards
(Head of Development Management), Richard Laws (Planning
Case Officer), Mike Hoyland (Senior Transport Planner), Giles
Sutton (Biodiversity Officer) and Stephen Downing (Tree
Officer) Jane Creer (Secretary) and Metin Halil (Secretary)

Also Attending:  Approximately 240 members of the public, applicants, agents
and their representatives
Councillor Del Goddard, Cabinet Member for Business &
Regeneration
Ward Councillors: Lionel Zetter, Michael Lavender, Robert
Rams, Andreas loannidis, Barry Evangeli, Joanna
Tambouridies

743
WELCOME AND LEGAL STATEMENT

The Chairman welcomed everyone to the meeting, and the Legal Services
representative read a statement regarding the order and conduct of the
meeting.

744
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

NOTED that apologies for absence were received from Councillor Simon.

745
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

NOTED that Councillor McCannah declared a disclosable pecuniary interest
in the application under consideration, as he lived near the site and was
consulted as a resident by the Planning Department. It was confirmed by the
Legal Services representative that Councillor McCannah must therefore leave
the room and take no part in the debate or the vote.
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746
P12-02266PLA - FORMER CAT HILL CAMPUS, MIDDLESEX
UNIVERSITY, 182, CAT HILL, BARNET, EN4 8HU

NOTED

1.

The introduction by the Planning Decisions Manager, including the
following points:
a. Summary of the proposals.
b. Summary of the main differences from the previously refused
application TP/11/0904.
c. Summary of the key planning issues for the current application.
d. Receipt of a petition containing 26 signatures from residents adjoining
the site.
e. Receipt of 13 additional letters of objection raising concerns in respect
of parking, infrastructure, crime, drainage, school places, transport, health
facilities, out of keeping, ecology, Oak Hill nature reserve, woodlands,
contamination, screening, quality of life, and use of site.
f. Receipt of additional points of objection on behalf of the Campaign for
Cat Hill including that Block A had been improved in terms of massing, but
was overwhelming and unsympathetic to the area; dissatisfaction with the
pattern of materials; and heights of Blocks B — F should be reduced and
set back.
g. Receipt of an additional letter on behalf of London Wildlife Trust —
Barnet Group raising concerns including likely disturbance to protected
species; some houses were too close to bats commuting along the
western boundary; and loss of habitat for Great Crested Newts.
h. Receipt of one letter of support.
i. The following updates to the report:
1. Paragraph 2.2 of the report proposal involves 57 and not 59
Terraced houses.
2. Paragraph 4.4.5 — Favourable conservation status of Newts not
Bats.
3. Paragraph 10.7 28% instead of 30% affordable rent / social rent and
72% intermediate units instead of 71%.
4. Paragraph 9.1.4 22" January to read Tuesday instead of Thursday
and 24" January to read Thursday instead of Tuesday.
j- Section 106 contribution and Mayors CiL of £1,739,160.

The deputation of Dr Kim Coleman, on behalf of the Campaign for Cat Hill,
including the following points:

a. The recommendation contained illegalities, in particular to wildlife
issues, and had been subject to an illegal process with submissions not
issued for public review and submissions issued too late for public review.
b. In response to previous refusal of planning permission, a few cosmetic
changes had been made to the scheme, but it was still out of keeping with
the character of the surrounding area and would be highly intrusive, over
intensive, too big, too dense, dark and forbidding and architecturally bland,
and contrary to the Council’s Core Strategy.
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c. The northern pond and southern woodland should be excluded in
density calculations.

d. Lack of full resolution of S106 payments and the Travel Plan.

e. There would be insufficient parking space, leading to overspill parking,
and references to parking availability on Mansfield Avenue and Vernon
Crescent were unacceptable, and not releasing survey details was illegal.
f. The new Transport Assessment was submitted too late for proper
consultation.

g. Shocking number of trees to be felled 40% across the site, loss of
ancient woodland and veteran trees, degradation of the woodland screen,
and impact on retained trees with likely loss to be more than indicated, not
in compliance with NPPF policies and Natural England note the impact on
the western boundary and therefore the Local Planning Authority must
refuse. Impact of increased soil levels on the site.

h. Inadequate bat surveys, not in accordance with Natural England
recommendations or legal obligations.

i. Loss of habitat of Great Crested Newt and negative effect on the
species with an inadequate and unlawful buffer zone from development.

j- Legal obligations in respect of protected species were not being met.

k. Flood risk concerns, especially effects on Vernon Crescent and Oak Hill
Park, where events had been cancelled due to flooding.

I. Ongoing grave concerns regarding ground contamination including lack
of testing for some substances, and presence of chemicals responsible for
causing birth defects, and substances remaining from the 1940s.

m. The site was given in trust and should have remained for education
use. Loss of educational facilities should be resisted, particularly at this
time when school places were in such demand in the area.

n. Residents of Southgate and Cockfosters opposed these proposals and
had given legitimate reasons for refusal of this application, and the
Committee was urged to reject the application.

. The deputation of Mr Daniel Keane, local resident and leader of the
Catholic Primary School Group at Cockfosters, including the following
points:

a. There were unanswered questions, and concerns that were not fully
resolved.

b. He questioned the decision to change the status of the land to housing
and advised this site would be suitable for a school.

c. He questioned what happened to the Lottery fund for setting up the
MODA museum.

d. The proposals were unsuitable in this woodland setting and buildings
would be too high and the density too great.

e. There would be negative impacts caused by increased traffic on
Cockfosters Road and increased demands on local services.

f. The extended woodland was important and the area should be used for
limited or small scale housing only. The land was not inner city. Trees and
natural habitats would be lost forever.

. The deputation of Ms Kathleen Levine, East Barnet resident and on behalf
of the Chipping Barnet Labour Party, including the following points:
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a. There were already traffic problems, especially coming out of Mansfield
Road into Cat Hill, and making the R-hand turn this was not covered in the
parking review, and concerns the volume of traffic would increase. She
was horrified at the assumption Mansfield Avenue and Vernon Crescent
were going to be used for overspill parking.

b. The flood risk report seemed to have reservations, and there were
ongoing concerns from East Barnet Festival organisers and Vernon
Crescent residents. Mitigations suggested that the development would add
to the problems.

c. Biodiversity issues were not addressed properly. She welcomed
additional research, but had not drawn the same conclusions. Concerns
remained about Great Crested Newts and Bats, and legal issues.

d. High numbers of trees to be lost and no indication that more would be
planted.

e. Impact of the blocks on people living in the area. These were five storey
buildings with extra lift housing and did not fit in with the surrounding area.

. The statement of Councillor Lionel Zetter (Cockfosters Ward Councillor, LB
Enfield) and on behalf of Mr David Burrowes MP (Enfield Southgate
Constituency), including the following points:
a. He read a statement from David Burrowes MP, who sent apologies for
not being present to speak in person due to business in Parliament.
b. In addition to drawing attention to paragraph 4.19.6 of the officers’
report, the following concerns were highlighted:
e The four storey buildings were out of keeping with the character of
the local area in terms of style, height and massing and failed to link
with existing houses and flats in Cat Hill.
e Despite reduction by 29 units, the stretched length of Blocks B to F,
and ten blocks of terraced housing was still an over intensive form of
development.
e The Committee’s previous objections had not been overcome,
particularly in respect of impact on the environment.
e Whilst T48 veteran oak has been saved, its long term future had not
been guaranteed due to its proximity to the new developments.
e The loss of about 40% of trees was not acceptable to the area.
e The Committee will note that the Mayor’s office wants confirmation
that there is no ongoing or future demand for education use on the site.
Given the demand for school places in Enfield, Barnet and London he
urged the Committee to reconsider the principle of development.
Enfield had limited primary schools plans and no plan to deal with
future pressures on secondary schools.
c. Mr Burrowes urged the Committee to maintain their robust position and
continue to defend the character and appearance of the local area and to
refuse this unsustainable development.
d. Councillor Zetter remarked on the level of opposition to the proposals,
which were too high, too dense and out of character with the area.

. The statement of Councillor Robert Rams (East Barnet Ward Councillor,

LB Barnet) and on behalf of Rt Hon Theresa Villiers MP (Chipping Barnet
Constituency), including the following points:
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a. He read a statement from Rt Hon Theresa Villiers MP, who sent
apologies for not being present to speak in person due to business in
Parliament.

b. Changes to the scheme were little more than cosmetic.

c. The environment would be damaged, especially along the western
boundary. Important wildlife habitats would be lost.

d. The buildings would be out of character with the low rise suburban
surrounding area, it was too high and too dense.

e. There was not the necessary infrastructure to support such a significant
number of dwellings.

f. Impact on traffic was a grave concern. Local roads were already
congested.

g. Parking provision would be inadequate. This was a major concern for
constituents. Suggestions about parking on nearby streets were
unacceptable and it was understood the surveys had not been disclosed
and there was concern about overspill parking in adjacent streets.

. The statement of Councillor Andreas loannidis (Brunswick Park Ward
Councillor, LB Barnet), including the following points:

a. He was the closest Labour councillor in Barnet and was speaking on
behalf of East Barnet residents, and on behalf of Andrew Dismore and
Joanne McCartney (Barnet & Camden and Enfield & Haringey London
Assembly Members) who sent their apologies.

b. Chipping Barnet Labour Party had sent objections in October and not
all points had been addressed.

c. LB Barnet was directly affected with impact on services and
infrastructure but it was unclear if they would receive S106 contributions.
Impacts were not properly accounted for.

d. Parking would overflow into neighbouring roads.

e. Full steps were not being taken to ensure flooding was prevented.

f. The cost should be covered for a controlled parking zone or parking
permits for all affected and for visitor parking.

g. Design of buildings would be out of character and blight the area.

h. There will be additional demand for services in Barnet.

. The statement of Councillor Barry Evangeli (East Barnet Ward Councillor,
LB Barnet), including the following points:

a. He was speaking on behalf of the councillors for East Barnet ward
which included Cat Hill, Mansfield Avenue and Vernon Crescent.

b. The height and density would be out of character with East Barnet and
Cockfosters wards, which had mainly two storey family homes.

c. Loss of so many trees including mature trees was unjustified and
unacceptable, and greenery would be pruned back which formed an
important privacy screen to Mansfield Avenue and Vernon Crescent
residents. Loss of important green habitat, questioned whether the thinning
of trees to make garden space was acceptable.

d. There were fears of huge overspill parking.

e. Concerns regarding pressure on Barnet services, particularly schools,
without any guarantee of S106 money to compensate.
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f. Reductions from the previously refused scheme were minimal and there
would be such detrimental effects that this application should be rejected.

9. The statement of Councillor Michael Lavender (Cockfosters Ward
Councillor, LB Enfield), including the following points:
a. The entire community of the area would be affected, across Enfield /
Barnet boundaries.
b. The significant tree and shrub removal would degrade the woodland
screen. That alone should be sufficient to reject the application.
c. The applicants were cramming too much development into the site, to
cover their losses.
d. It seemed the Council wanted to pick and choose the planning
guidance to justify the recommendation.
e. Paragraph 13.1.6 set out changes to education contribution figures
further to adoption of S106 Supplementary Planning Guidance, but that the
contribution had to have regard to the viability of the scheme so would only
be £600k in this case, and similarly £400k for health provision. A £1.8M
shortfall would not be provided for, and he questioned the governance of
writing off this amount of public money.
f. This site should be used for educational purposes. As set out in
paragraph 13.1.4, Government policy was that any new schools would
now be either academies or free schools. The Council would not be
interested in such provision as it would be outside their control.

10. The response on behalf of L&Q, the applicant, including the following
points:
a. Mr Simon Baxter, Project Manager, L&Q spoke on behalf of the
applicant and advised that L&Q had been operating in Enfield for 50 years
and owned and managed around 2000 homes including private and
shared ownership and affordable rented homes catering for those in
modest or average occupations.
b. The officers’ report dealt with all relevant policy issues, including the
Local Plan and the London Plan and guidance. There had been detailed
scrutiny and the application found to be in compliance with policy.
c. As illustrated by slides, the buildings on site at Cat Hill at the moment
included concrete panelling, flues and asbestos, none of which would
feature in this development. The GLA and officers had expressed
satisfaction with the applicant’s design approach.
d. There would be a 25 year woodland management plan.
e. Ecological surveys had been supported by the Council and carried out
to Natural England guidelines.
f. Heights had been reduced from six storeys to four storeys.
g. The housing tenure mix was confirmed as 162 for owner occupation, 50
for shared ownership for first time buyers and 19 affordable or social rent.
h. There would be investment in local facilities through S106 and CiL
contributions, and a local labour scheme would be instigated, and local
suppliers and contractors would be used in construction.
i. He appreciated concerns regarding traffic, but previously 2,000 students
and 200 staff used to visit the university. Surveys indicated a 1 to 2%
increase in traffic.
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j. Methodologies used met recommended guidelines. It was understood
parking surveys regarding capacity in Vernon Crescent and Mansfield
Avenue were carried out in response to points made at the Planning Panel
that these roads were saturated already, not for consideration as overspill
parking for the development.

k. The Environment Agency was a statutory consultee and had to be
satisfied in respect of flooding and waste water issues. The site was not in
a flood risk area and there would be no flooding caused by the
development. Surface water attenuation meant that water would leave the
site at a considerably slower speed so there should be a beneficial impact.
[. Mr Michael Derbyshire, Planning Director of Savills spoke as agent and
planning consultant, with reference to reasons for refusal of the previous
scheme and how these had been addressed.

m. There had not been objection to the principle of residential use on site
or loss of education.

n. In response to the specific refusal in relation to T48 veteran oak, the
road layout no longer passed next to the tree and was replaced by a
pedestrian path. Conditions 28 and 29 also related to protecting this tree.
0. There were no objections on highways grounds from the Council or TfL.
There would be a different type of movement in and out of the site than the
previous university use with an increase of around 2% in traffic. This is not
a significant increase. There was capacity in local roads but it was not the
intention to encourage overspill. There would be S106 highway
contributions including for pedestrian crossings and footway
improvements, cycle paths and modelling on Cat Hill roundabout, a Travel
Plan, and upgrading of four bus stops.

p. The drainage strategy was now amended. Existing foul and surface
water pipes could be re-used with minimal impact upon the south west
woodland. Significant improvements would be made to the pond and
overall there would be a net ecological benefit.

g. Officers accepted some tree removal in the western boundary
woodland compartment, and this would be good arboricultural practice.
Significant new planting was proposed and a 25 year management plan.
Distances were considerable, even if there was no screening, and all
exceeded minimum standards, and taking into account ground levels.

r. The number of units had been reduced and the density level was at the
lower end of GLA standards. Houses backing onto Vernon Crescent were
now semi detached and there were gaps between terraces. There was
also more traditional architecture. Heights in this location were entirely
appropriate and not exceptional even in this area.

s. Education issues were covered in the report. Neither Enfield or Barnet
supported a school on this site. A S106 contribution would be made.

t. A new homes bonus of £2.2M would also be gained by Enfield Council:
an incentive proposed by government to encourage home building.

u. Mr Andrew Macarthy, a Technical Director from SLR Consulting,
responded on ecology matters. He was a chartered environmentalist and
licensed to survey bats and Great Crested Newts by Natural England. He
dealt with European protected species regularly and had worked on a
range of sites, including internationally important sites. He had become
involved with this application in 2012 following the previous refusal.
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v. The level of survey work had been proportionate given the nature of the
site and type of habitats on this essentially brownfield site. The Council
and Natural England were satisfied the survey work was adequate.

w. Tree loss would be offset by positive mitigation elsewhere on site.
Woodland management would be covered by the 25 year plan. Positive
mitigation measures would benefit Great Crested Newts, bats,
invertebrates, and White Letter Hairstreak Butterflies. Licences would be
obtained to ensure compliance with wildlife legislation and there was no
reason to think that Natural England would refuse the licences. With the
mitigation measures the application would preserve and enhance the
ecological value of the site. The conclusion in the environmental impact
assessment was there would be overall net gain.

X. Residual impact on the western boundary would be offset by work
elsewhere and this would be conditioned.

11. A brief comfort break adjournment was taken before the meeting resumed.

12. Officers’ responses to points raised, including the following:
a. The Schools Organisation & Development Officer confirmed that when
developing a strategy for additional school places it was necessary to look
at areas where demand was greatest. This area was not the highest
priority area in Enfield in this respect, but the impact of the proposal was
recognised and Enfield and Barnet had been liaising on school expansion
plans to ensure sufficient pupil places were available to meet projected
demand across the area as a whole. In Enfield further reports to Members
would come forward on future phases of primary and secondary school
place provision to meet projected need. A school on this site would not
address needs across the borough for either Enfield or Barnet. It could not
be assumed that either a free school or academy would be approved in the
area to meet demand, so the two Authorities could only plan to provide
additional places in existing schools. However, should any free schools or
academies be approved by the Secretary of State, they would be taken
into account in developing future strategies.
b. The Planning Decisions Manager clarified calculation of the density,
which was not just numeric, but took a whole site approach, and was
considered compliant with the London Plan.
c. Ecological impacts (its strengths and weaknesses) had been
acknowledged in the report. Policies concentrated on minimising harm.
Natural England and the Environment Agency had not raised objections.
Conditions were proposed to deal with issues raised.
d. Heights and densities had been reduced, but Members may take
subjective views.
e. Ground contamination was covered by Condition 11.
f. The Council had adopted S106 supplementary planning guidance and
secured appropriate contributions set balanced against viability.
g. The Senior Transport Planner confirmed the S106 contributions linked
to highways issues were significant and would cover concerns
appropriately and provide acceptable mitigation. Parking provision was tied
to London Plan policies and this scheme’s parking provision was towards
the top end of London Plan standards. Parking was not given as a reason
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in the previous refusal. An additional parking survey had been carried out
to satisfy concerns raised. Surveys were public documents. The survey
showed average 61% parking occupancy in Mansfield Avenue and Vernon
Crescent: a level which did not cause concerns regarding unacceptable
potential impact. S106 contributions would mitigate the highway issues.

13.Members’ lengthy debate, including the following points:
a. Ongoing concerns regarding parking provision. Overflow parking onto
other streets was felt to be unacceptable. Officers confirmed that the
approach to car parking was set out in the London Plan which had clear
policies; and the impact had been looked at.
b. In response to Members’ queries it was confirmed that the parking
surveys referred to on page 45 of the report were carried out at 8:30pm in
the evening on 22", 23" and 24™ January, when most residents were
likely to be at home, and over a few days.
c. Parking provision included within the total 245 spaces was confirmed.
This included the visitor and disabled spaces and those providing electric
charging points. This provision is compliant with London Plan. The number
of cycle spaces was confirmed as 353 in line with London Plan standards
and these were distributed through the site.
d. Ongoing concerns regarding mass and density and that the proposals
would be out of keeping with the locality. Members expressed that heights
of blocks had not been reduced by enough. Officers clarified density
calculations, which included the whole site area.
e. Costs to the community in terms of education and health provision had
been suggested as £2.8M against which £1.8M would be contributed. A
shortfall due to viability for the applicant was not considered acceptable.
It was confirmed that officers had clear models, and were satisfied with
contributions and the balance with promotion of sustainable development
and housing provision. The NPPF promotes growth and housing. Advice
had also been received from an external independent consultant on the
scheme’s viability. Members commented that they would have liked to
question the consultant on the robustness of the calculations. Confirmation
was given that the new homes bonus was a central government scheme.
This application also included a S106 contribution towards health provision
as this issue had been raised at the Planning Panel as an important
infrastructure need.
f. In response to Members’ queries regarding S106 contributions for
health provision in particular, it was advised that there had been
discussions with the health authority and the preference was for a single
practice in a combined facility, and that active discussions were ongoing
but that the S106 contribution would be held for health purposes. Officers
confirmed that previous applications had not provided for health care
provision but that this application responded to concerns raised previously.
g. Members highlighted concerns received relating to ground
contamination and queried the wording of Condition 11. Officers agreed to
review the condition to ensure it would investigate presence / mitigation of
specific contaminants.
h. In response to Members’ concerns regarding potential detrimental
effects of excavations on the site, it was confirmed there were three
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relevant conditions dealing with surface water drainage which were
satisfactory to mitigate impact, further to discussions with the Environment
Agency.

i. The comments of the Cabinet Member for Business & Regeneration in
respect of S106 and CiL contributions and viability issues; the need for
housing; and that the application was compliant with Enfield’s Core
Strategy and the London Plan.

j- SUSPENSION OF COUNCIL CONSTITUTION - TIME OF MEETING
AGREED that the rules of procedure within the Council’s Constitution
relating to the time meetings should end (10:00pm) be suspended for a
period of 30 minutes to enable the business on the agenda to be
completed.

k. Officers confirmed that a standard condition prevented tree cutting
during nesting periods, and that distancing standards met required
guidance.

I. Members’ comments on the importance of working closely with
communities affected by an application, and the high levels of opposition
expressed by residents, councillors, MPs and GLA Members.

m. Confirmation that the GLA were a consultee, and that Enfield and
Barnet had been clear the site was not appropriate for a school and would
not best meet school places needs under existing programmes and
emerging school places strategies. There were no current free school or
academy applications for this area.

n. Members’ concern that demand for school places had grown recently;
that sites for education were increasingly important and full consideration
should be given to retaining sites for educational use in the borough.

o. Confirmation that the Environment Agency were satisfied with the
application if conditions indicated were imposed, and that the landscaping
plan indicated 161 trees would be replanted.

p. In response to concerns raised over flooding, officers responded that
the Environment Agency was satisfied that drainage was sufficient.

g. In response to Members’ queries regarding facilities for children, it was
confirmed there would be three play areas, two of which would be for
under five year olds, and a trim trail.

r. Members’ comments on the poor existing state of the site, and
welcoming the reduction of units while providing affordable homes to meet
housing needs in the area.

s. Confirmation that crime prevention officers had been consulted on the
proposed scheme, and their recommendations had been taken on board.
t. Confirmation that Officers considered that concerns leading to refusal of
the previous scheme had been satisfactorily addressed but that certain
issues and elements were subjective and it was for Members to reach their
decision.

14. The support of the majority of the Committee for the officers’

recommendation: 8 votes for and 5 votes against.

AGREED that subject to the referral of the application to the Greater London
Authority and the Mayor raising no objection to the recommendation, and the
signing of the S106 agreement the Head of Development Management /
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Planning Decisions Manager be authorised to grant planning permission,
subject to the conditions set out in the report and review of Condition 11 as
above, for the reasons set out in the report.

747
MINUTES OF PLANNING PANEL 5 DECEMBER 2012

NOTED the minutes of the Planning Panel meeting held on Wednesday 5
December 2012.
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PLANNING PANEL - 28.2.2013

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE PLANNING PANEL

COUNCILLORS

PRESENT

ABSENT

OFFICERS:

Also Attending:

1
OPENING

HELD ON THURSDAY, 28 FEBRUARY 2013

Ertan Hurer, Ingrid Cranfield, Ahmet Hasan, Martin Prescott
and George Savva MBE

Andy Higham (Planning Decisions Manager), Ray Reilly
(Principal Planning Officer), David B Taylor (Traffic and
Transportation) and Neeru Kareer (Planning Policy Officer)
Jane Creer (Secretary) and Metin Halil (Secretary)

Applicant (Notting Hill Home Ownership) Representatives:
Ken Barnett — Notting Hill Housing
Karen Jones - CgMs
Martin Hughes - Polity
Ewout Vandeweghe — Stock Woolstencroft
JMP transport consultant representative
MP for Enfield Southgate : David Burrowes
Councillor Del Goddard, Cabinet Member for Business &
Regeneration
Ward Councillors:
Councillor Alan Barker (Southgate Green Ward Councillor)
Councillors Yasemin Brett and Alan Sitkin (Bowes Ward
Councillors)
And approximately 200 members of the public / interested
parties

1. Councillor Hurer as Chairman welcomed all attendees to the meeting and
introduced the Panel Members, the Council officers and the applicant’s

representatives.

2. The purpose of the meeting was to provide local residents and other
interested parties the opportunity to ask questions about the applications
and for the applicants, officers and Panel Members to listen to all the

comments.

3. A decision on the applications would be made by the full Planning
Committee at forthcoming committee meetings.

2

OFFICERS' SUMMARY OF THE PLANNING ISSUES
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NOTED

1.

3

Andy Higham, Planning Decisions Manager, gave a brief outline of the
proposals and the planning issues.

This meeting was a further opportunity to express opinions on the
proposed developments and was part of the ongoing consultation process.
A large number of emails and comments had been received to date.
Comments made at this meeting would be noted and would also form part
of the overall assessment. A copy of the notes would be appended to the
reports to Planning Committee. Residents would be notified of those
Planning Committee meeting dates in advance.

The sites were within the area of the North Circular Road Area Action Plan
(AAP). The Local Plan and the Core Strategy had identified this wider area
as suitable for 1300 homes to be provided (including Ladderswood
Estate).

Key planning issues raised were: height, design, internal standards,
relationship to neighbouring properties, environmental impact, local
infrastructure, access, traffic generation, parking, and sustainability.

If people had further questions and comments these would be continued to
be accepted up until Friday 8 March so that they could be taken into
account and reported as part of the main assessment of the applications.

PRESENTATION BY THE APPLICANT / AGENT

NOTED

1.

Ken Barnett, Project Manager, Notting Hill Housing Trust (NHHT) gave an
introduction of the proposals:

e He had been working with NHHT since April 2009, when discussions
started with Enfield Council and other parties, and as they had moved
forward in taking over properties from Transport for London (TfL).

e There were a number of properties involved on a number of sites and
there were four phases to the development. The first phase was
refurbishment, which had now been completed for 257 homes, many of
which were now occupied. The second phase covered smaller residential
development sites: around 55 new homes had a resolution to grant
consent. The third phase covered the proposals under discussion at this
meeting — the larger residential development sites. The fourth phase would
cover locations in Green Lanes / Ritz Parade, where there was more work
to be done, taking the lead from the AAP, for mixed uses: no planning
applications had been made yet on these.

e In relation to consultation, NHHT had been holding regular meetings
with officers, local councillors and various stakeholders.
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e There had been public consultation from July 2011 regarding Sites 11
and 14. A good response had been received and a lot of changes had
been made in revising the proposals.

e There had been public consultation from March 2012 regarding Site 6,
and adjustments had been made to the submitted application.
Subsequently, a number of points were being re-looked at, and the
Planning Department would be re-consulting on Site 6 proposals.

e The original aim in the Core Strategy was 2000 new homes, but a total
of 1300 was included in the emerging AAP, and NHHT were providing
some of that housing need.

e NHHT were aware of concerns raised. In terms of density, the Greater
London Authority’s (GLA) London Plan’s drive was to optimise use of land
in London generally to provide more houses, and these proposals were
within density levels set for this type of location.

e NHHT recognised the need for infrastructure facilities for existing and
new residents and had not pushed forward with phase 4 as those were
locations which could potentially accommodate additional facilities.
Otherwise S106 agreements would provide contributions for facilities.
South West Enfield Partnership (SWEP) had also been involved in these
aspects. Site 11 proposals also included 230 sg.m. for a community use.
e The GLA policies set a minimum amount of new parking at less than
one space per unit at this type of location. Where possible NHHT had
created additional spaces, and a car club was also proposed.

e Studies of increase in traffic generated by these developments, by TfL,
indicated in the morning peak for all three sites there would be an
additional 24 cars. It was also worth noting that in the 2011 census 39% of
households in the area around Sites 11 and 14 did not own a car. This was
new build and new residents moving in would be aware of the restricted
parking. People with cars would avoid these developments.

e Through demolition rather than piecemeal development on Site 6 there
would be much more cohesive development, with new family housing.
Across the three sites, 72 three and four-bed properties were proposed, as
against the existing 26 family units. There would also be a mixture of
tenures including private sale and shared ownership. There was also a
need for one and two-bed units as well as family properties.

Mr Ewout Vandeweghe, Stock Woolstencroft, as the architect provided
more detail on the design and rationale, illustrated by slides:

e Proposals for Site 11 had been reviewed and were now for a six-storey
development stepping down to two storey, and a mews development, and
L-shaped building on the corner. Elevations and layouts were shown,
including a shared surface around the mews.

e Proposals for Site 14 had been revised substantially with a reduction by
20 units, and would provide a residentially friendly environment to the rear.
e Proposals for Site 6 a and b had been scaled down and reduced in
height, and would be predominantly two and four-storey.

QUESTIONS BY PANEL MEMBERS
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NOTED the following questions and observations from Members of the Panel.

1.

Members asked about the following issues:

a. What would the child yield be from these development, and what
proposals were there for additional school places for those children?

b. What was the size of the proposed community hall referred to, in
comparison with other local halls?

c. Inthe London Plan, parking provision standards ranged from 1 to 2.5
spaces for three-bed homes: had the developer worked on lower or higher
range figures?

d. Considering that in Outer London, people were likely to want cars,
would the developers consider raising the parking provision to at least 1
space per unit?

e. How much total housing in volume would be for social housing?

f. What was meant by ‘mews’?

g. Were there sewage or flooding problems in the area?

Responses were provided, including the following:
a. Officers did not have precise child yield figures available at the meeting,
but the Council had clear policies in respect of calculating contributions for
education under S106 agreements. A formula set out in the Local Plan
was used to set the financial contribution which the Council put towards
education in the borough. There was currently significant expansion of
primary schools (including Garfield School) to meet existing and projected
demand including for expected yield from these developments.
b. The applicants advised that the community hall in Site 11 would be
equivalent to approximately 2/3 of the Trinity at Bowes hall being used for
this meeting. There was potential in phase 4 to bring through such facilities
which met people’s needs. More information was requested on the size of
the community hall in comparison to the size of the development itself — to
be added to the minutes.

ACTION: NHHT
c. At the upper end of their range, the maximum parking provision defined
by the GLA was 1 space per one and two-bed property, and 1.5 to 2
spaces for four-bed homes.
d. These developments were in an area which was highly accessible by
public transport, with PTAL ratings of between 5 and 2. This was reflected
in the parking ratios, which were higher for some of the sites than others.
All properties three-bed and upwards were considered family units and
each unit had a parking space. The lower parking provisions were for the
smaller units. It was considered that first time buyers would be attracted to
the one and two-bed units and many would not have cars. Discussions
were also progressing on a car club, which would also discourage car
ownership.
e. The proposals were for mixed tenure schemes, including for social rent,
shared ownership, and private sale, with a minimum of 40% in line with the
borough target being affordable. Within affordable housing it was
envisaged 60% rental and 40% shared ownership.
f. A mews house was typically a small sized terrace, two or three storeys,
with limited front garden, and accessed off a cobbled street. A
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characteristic of traditional mews housing was a shared surface. It was
also confirmed that the developments on Site 11 adjacent to the school
would have no windows facing the school boundary.

g. It was advised that no damp areas or sewage problems had been
identified. The sites were not in a flood risk area and the developers had
not been asked to do a flood risk assessment.

QUESTIONS BY WARD COUNCILLORS / MP

NOTED the following questions and observations from Ward Councillors and
MP:

1.

Councillor Alan Barker (Southgate Green Ward Councillor) asked about
the heights of the buildings on both sides of the road and potential for the
tall buildings to cause a wind tunnel effect and push vehicle exhaust
emissions up to high levels. He suggested that a 3D model be provided to
assist consideration at Planning Committee.

In response it was advised that the landscaping proposals would break the
transition from vertical to horizontal surface, eg. the line of trees alongside
Site 14. Also, buildings had been designed so that clean air would be
drawn to the backs of homes, away from the road. He did not envisage the
problem to which the councillor referred.

Councillor Alan Sitkin (Bowes Ward Councillor) made the following
comments:

a. There had been concerns from the outset at the way the developments
were being done on a piecemeal basis.

b. He would have liked to see an overall vision, and concrete plans in
respect of social infrastructure, GP surgeries, etc.

c. An adaption to the schedule so phases 3 and 4 were not so far apart
would be preferable and to confirm that the social infrastructure needed
would be in place to mitigate the numbers of new residents.

Councillor Yasemin Brett (Bowes Ward Councillor) made the following
comments:

a. She agreed with points made by Councillor Sitkin, particularly regarding
the phasing.

b. There would be loss of jobs in shops and businesses in Ritz Parade,
which was unfortunate in these economically difficult times.

c. She shared residents’ frustrations at poor liaison and concerns about
sewage infrastructure which was already inadequate and constant digging
and works in the area. She urged consideration with TfL and Thames
Water to minimise disruption to local people who have had to live with
constant change in this area.

d. She appreciated that there was money allocated to be spent by 2014
and that they were lucky to get new housing as people needed it, and
officers had worked to improve sustainability.

e. She re-iterated the request that a 3D model be provided.
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In response it was confirmed that phase 4 would see additional facilities,
and that the proposals tied in with the evolving AAP. Funding was
controlled by the GLA and was part of the reason behind the phasing. The
55 units previously referred to involved money needed to be spent by
March 2014. The affordable element involved money to be spent by March
2015, which meant construction should start on site at least by September
this year. If phase 4 did not progress as envisaged, the Council would still
gain S106 contributions.

A huge range of organisations and Council departments had to be
consulted before and after a planning application was submitted. The
applicant would have to resolve any issues raised or appropriate
conditions would be added to any planning permission granted.

In respect of employment, it was advised the AAP brought out employment
opportunities in the area. The SWEP had an Employment Sub Group. The
developers also ran a construction employment initiative. It was also
advised there was no employment on these sites, and these applications
would not remove any employment land.

4. David Burrowes MP (Enfield Southgate Constituency) made the following
comments:
a. He stated an interest as he was a governor of Broomfield School.
b. He supported improved development and regeneration, and the
opportunity should be taken for people to work together to gain improved
roads, housing and infrastructure so they could get back a community.
c. He questioned if the committee would be able to take full account of the
AAP in determining the appropriateness and sustainability of the
development.
d. It was estimated over 400 cars would seek to negotiate the access to
Wilmer Way from Site 11 and he was concerned how danger would be
mitigated.
e. The proposals were of an intense and overbearing nature.
f. Proposals for Site 14 perpetuated the isolated nature of the site and lack
of easy access to leisure space.

5. Councillor Del Goddard, Cabinet Member for Business and Regeneration,
highlighted the context and phasing of the proposals. The AAP could not
be adopted until the overall Core Strategy had been approved. NHHT had
to start the work on the properties in the meantime, and housing grants
were a driver and a pressure. The draft AAP had now been approved for
consultation and could be taken into account in the planning process.

6
OPEN SESSION - QUESTIONS AND VIEWS FROM THE FLOOR

NOTED the following questions and observations from attendees:
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A Ritz Parade business tenant advised they were not aware of any recent
meetings with the businesses, but that NHHT had served them with a
notice to leave, and jobs would be lost as a result. She also asked for
more information about Site 11, particularly the pathway serving the mews
houses, no rear windows in those houses backing onto Broomfield School,
and confirmation that there would be two way passing traffic, as drawings
appeared unrealistic. A personal application for planning permission for a
secondary access here in 2010 had been refused on grounds that it would
lead to potentially dangerous vehicle stopping and slowing, and she did
not feel such permission should be given to the developers.

In response, the JMP traffic consultant advised that there was sufficient
width for vehicles to pass each other and still sufficient width for
pedestrians to move. People using this shared space would effectively act
as a traffic calming measure. The idea of shared space was equal use by
a mixture of traffic and pedestrians. A detailed transport assessment had
been submitted to back up the application, and there had been discussions
with TfL, GLA and the Council’s Traffic and Transportation Team. Parking
provision here was for 32 new parking spaces, so two vehicles meeting
would occur once in a while, but movements would be mainly tidal. Access
for refuse and emergency vehicles had been tested and verified.

It was also advised there was one small part of a business tenancy
affected in Site 11, due to the impact on the yard area at the end of the
proposed mews.

A representative of Broomfield Home-owners and Residents’ Association
advised that the association had circulated a sheet of nine questions for
NHHT, and highlighted the following points:

a. Broomfield Road at the back of Site 6 would be directly impacted as it
would be used for access and there would be a significant increase in
traffic.

b. Broomfield Road was likely to experience overspill parking, and the
proposals would take away around 50% of its existing on-street parking.

c. Alot of the trees which characterised the street would be lost, and the
setting of the 150-year old cottages would be destroyed by a development
of this scale and density. The blocks overlooking Broomfield Road would
have a huge impact. 95 of the 125 new units would have a direct impact on
their street of 25 units and would be quite overwhelming. It was recognised
that the derelict sites needed to be developed, but this should be done
without alienating the community.

d. Such proposals would not be considered acceptable in more affluent
areas, and this scheme was out of character in this vicinity too.

e. Residents considered the designs ugly and not in context in the area.

Applicants advised that the street parking was recognised as a potential
issue, but this was informal parking now available due to the current
situation in Broomfield Road. Councillor Hurer suggested opening dialogue
to discuss a compromise. It was confirmed that the applicants would be re-
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submitting an amended application including reduction of the development
and parking at a higher ratio, and the Council would be re-consulting on it.

. The headteacher of Broomfield School raised the following concerns:

a. While recognising that redevelopment opportunities were positive,
these proposals would damage the quality of the school environment in the
view of the school’'s management and governors.

b. The resulting inevitable increase in the number of children in the area
would mean it was more important that the school was enhanced.

c. Focusing on Site 11, at the moment there was a playground area to the
side of the school building. It was a light, quiet area with trees where
children often sat to have lunch. The proposed development came right up
to the school perimeter, with one side of the three storey mews houses
having a blank wall facing the school. School representatives had several
meetings, but NHHT had failed to adequately address the concerns. The
school had been offered additional planting, but this was unlikely to thrive
in what would become a gloomy claustrophobic playground.

d. S106 contributions would go towards education generally in the
borough and may not come to this school.

e. Plans showed a red line running inside the school perimeter, and it was
unclear what this meant.

f. There were concerns about greater danger for pedestrians as the
roadway was confirmed to take traffic both ways, but would not have a
pavement?

The applicant confirmed meetings with the current and previous
headteacher and there had been sunlight studies on the impact. The red
line on the plans was technical and related to works to be done behind the
mews houses. There were bits of land they would like to give to the school.
At the moment there was a poor quality access road and a poor quality
boundary to the school. There was a desire to reach something that would
work for both parties. There were continuing discussions in relation to the
shared surface: there would be no pavement but there may be distinction
by colour. This had worked very successfully in other schemes elsewhere.

. An attendee raised concerns in relation to Site 14 and that the proposal
would introduce 62 flats in blocks up to six storeys in height in what had
been a service road. This would be against the Core Strategy.

. An attendee was concerned about taking of garden space from residents
who were already NHHT residents and loss of trees to facilitate the
development at Site 11. He also questioned the introduction of hundreds of
homes at the busiest junction of the busiest road in London.

. Questions were raised about the S106 contributions, and that money for
education and health facilities could be made available before the start of
phase 4: the Council was urged to take monies that were being offered as
early as possible. The Planning Decisions Manager advised that S106
contributions were based on looking at all the sites together, and adequate
infrastructure provision for all the developments. Trigger points were
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incorporated at varying stages for the payments, and discussions were
ongoing on the size of contributions.

Residents questioned the siting of 62 units at Site 14 in a land-locked area
with the only access through a cul-de-sac. Not enough consideration had
been given to the existing residents, especially those in Pevensey Avenue,
and Bexhill and Hastings Roads who would be affected by increased
traffic.

Attendees highlighted that population densities in Bowes Ward were
already above the borough average, and these proposals would raise the
population enormously, without the infrastructure to serve them. Density
issues were highly relevant and should not be dismissed.

Attendees stated that a lot of people liked to live here due to the area’s
suburban character of mostly two storey homes. These developments
would lead to loss of trees and green spaces, and demolition of Victorian
villas which were not beyond repair. High rise blocks would change the
nature of the area. The AAP also opposed back garden developments, but
that is what the mews houses were.

10. Attendees requested more detail about the expected child yield from the

11

developments, which would introduce many more children into the area,
and how the demand for school places would be met.

.A residents’ association member queried the references to housing grants

driving the timing, and felt that adequate time should be taken to get the
development right, and it should not be accepted as imperative to begin
construction by September. The developments would also be built before
the AAP was ratified, and many new residents would be brought into the
area where there would never be facilities to support them. These
residents would also need cars as east-west travel was very difficult
without a car. The level of concern was apparent in the numbers attending
this meeting.

12. Attendees expressed dissatisfaction with images of the proposed

developments produced by the applicant, particularly pictures showing
mature trees in front of the buildings and it was questioned whether such
aged trees would be planted. Residents would also like to see a scale
model of all phases.

13. An attendee stated that Ritz Parade was a lovely historic parade and

should be preserved. Residents feared it may be demolished, and that a
slice of Broomfield School playing fields opposite may be lost.

14. An attendee asked how much S106 monies were expected, their timing,

and assurance that all S106 contributions would be ringfenced and utilised
for the benefit of the community affected.
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The Planning Decisions Manager advised there was no final figure, but the
contributions would be ringfenced to the AAP area, and focused to this
area. There were S106 agreements linked to each of the applications.
Contributions to education provision had already been secured from
applications granted, and there were more significant elements to come.

15. A resident of Westminster Drive commented that their road had been
identified as at high flood risk. It sat low down and in line with Site 6. The
residents also felt they would be eclipsed by the development which would
cut their light and privacy.

16. A resident of Seafield Road commented that this was also considered a
high flood risk area, and surely nearby Site 11 would be too.

17. An attendee quoted paragraphs of the New Southgate masterplan
guidance which should also be applied in this case and were inconsistent
with these proposals. These developments would not improve the
neighbourhood, or respect the context of the area, and the flats would lead
to high population turnover. It was questioned why NHHT was acting like a
private developer and seemed motivated by maximising the return on their
investment above balancing what was good for the community, and why
the Council was prepared to go along with that strategy.

18.1In response to a resident’s query it was confirmed that 40% of the
development would be social housing. Details of the full mix of housing
type were requested. The Chairman asked that these details and other
written answers be appended to the minutes and published on the
Council’s website.
FOR ACTION

19. At the close of the meeting, all attendees confirmed by show of hands that

they were not in principle opposed to regeneration of the area, but no-one
was supportive of the applications under consideration.

7
CLOSE OF MEETING
NOTED

1. The Chairman thanked everyone for attending and contributing to the
meeting.

2. Notes taken at this meeting would be appended to the Planning Officers’
reports to be considered by the Planning Committee when the applications
were presented for decision at a future meeting.

3. Afull report for each application would be prepared by Planning Officers
for Planning Committee. This would form part of the agenda for the

-10 -



Page 23

PLANNING PANEL - 28.2.2013

meeting and would be published on the Council’s website at least a week
before the meeting.

. There was a deputation procedure whereby involved parties could request
to address the Planning Committee meeting: details on the Council
website www.enfield.gov.uk or via the Planning Committee Secretary 020
8379 4093 / 4091 jane.creer@enfield.gov.uk or metin.halil@enfield.gov.uk
and residents could also ask ward councillors to speak on their behalf.

-11 -
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MUNICIPAL YEAR 2012/2013 - REPORT NO 2 1 2

COMMITTEE: AGENDA - PART 1 ITEM 7
PLANNING COMMITTEE

23.04.2013 SUBJECT -

REPORT OF: MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS

Assistant Director, Planning
and Environmental Protection

Contact Officer:
Planning Decisions Manager
Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841

7.1  APPLICATIONS DEALT WITH UNDER DELEGATED POWERS INF

7.1.1 In accordance with delegated powers, 171 applications were determined
between 13/03/2013 and 09/04/2013, of which 149 were granted and 22 refused.

7.1.2 A Schedule of Decisions is available in the Members’ Library.

Background Papers

To be found on files indicated in Schedule.

7.2 PLANNING APPLICATIONS AND APPLICATIONS TO DISPLAY
ADVERTISEMENTS DEC

On the Schedules attached to this report | set out my recommendations in
respect of planning applications and applications to display advertisements. |
also set out in respect of each application a summary of any representations
received and any later observations will be reported verbally at your meeting.

Background Papers

(1)  Section 70 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 states that the
Local Planning Authority shall have regard to the provisions of the
development plan, so far as material to the application, and to any
other material considerations. Section 54A of that Act, as inserted by
the Planning and Compensation Act 1991, states that where in making
any determination under the Planning Acts, regard is to be had to the
development, the determination shall be made in accordance with the
plan unless the material considerations indicate otherwise. The
development plan for the London Borough of Enfield is the Unitary
Development Plan (UDP).

(2)  Other background papers are those contained within the file, the
reference number of which is given in the heading to each application.
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APPEAL INFORMATION INF

The Schedule attached to the report lists information on town planning
application appeals received and also contains information on decisions taken
during the specified period.
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. d ;

PLANNING COMMITTEE Date : 23" April 2013
Report of Contact Officer: Ward: Chase
Assistant Director - Planning, | Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Highways & Transportation Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841

Mr S. Newton Tel: 020 8379 3851
Application Number : TP/10/0783 Category: Change of Use

LOCATION: HOLLY HILL FARM, 305, THE RIDGEWAY, ENFIELD, EN2 8AN

PROPOSAL: Change of use of Unit 7 from redundant cattle housing to canine training
and exercising (RETROSPECTIVE).

Applicant Name & Address:
D Williams and Co
Cattlegate Farm,

Cattlegate Road,

Agent Name & Address:
Jane Orsborn,

Jane R Orsborn Associates
121, Queen's Road

Enfield, Hertford
EN2 8AU SG13 8BJ
RECOMMENDATION:

That planning permission be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Site and surroundings

Holly Hill Farm is a Council-owned agricultural holding located on the northern side of
The Ridgeway, approximately 460m west of the small settlement known as Botany
Bay village.

There is a 2-storey brick built farmhouse (Listed grade Il) approximately 8m to the
west of the barn.

The site is bounded by the M25 to the north and surrounded on all other sides by
agricultural land. It lies within the Metropolitan Green Belt and within an area
designated as an Area of Special Character.

Proposal

Retrospective permission is sought for the change of use of Unit 7 from redundant
cattle housing to canine training and exercising.

The planning statement confirms the following:

e The business has been operating since August 1% 2009 and is concerned with
dog training and dog care.

e The training and exercising of the dogs takes place at Holly Hill Farm while dog
sitting and walking takes place from clients’ homes.

e The proprietor collects dogs each day from owners and transports them to the
farm in a transit van, where they are then exercised within Unit 7.

e The maximum number of dogs on site is 20.

e Hours are limited to 10:00 to 16:00, Monday to Friday with no weekend or
overnight operation.

e Occasional overnight boarding is offered as a service but not at the farm.

Relevant planning history:

LBE/92/0018 - Provision of new steel framed barn and re-erection of Bentalls wet
grain bin and intake pit presently situated at North Lodge Farm. — granted
12/11/1992.

LBE/90/0032 - Erection of cattle building and conversion of existing grain store to
cattle housing together with landscaping. — granted 19/12/1990.

LBE/01/0014 - Change of use of part of site from agricultural to residential use. —
granted with condition 20/11/2001.

TP/10/1640 - Change of use of part of farm yard to a recycling facility for imported
green waste to create compost (RETROSPECTIVE). — granted with conditions on
16/08/2011.

Consultation

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

Traffic & Transportation

No objections are raised.
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Environmental Health

It is advised that there are no objections and that the premises must hold a Boarding
Establishment licence.

Public response

Due to the isolated nature of the site, two immediately adjoining residential occupiers
were notified. No comments have been received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012 allowed
local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for the full
implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local planning authorities
could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the Core Strategy, which was
adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period has now elapsed and as from 28th
March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and Core Strategy policies will be given due
weight in accordance to their degree of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been prepared under
the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission version DMD document
was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for submission to the Secretary of
State for examination. Examination and subsequent adoption is expected later this
year. The DMD provides detailed criteria and standard based policies by which
planning applications will be determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in assessing the
development the subject of this application.

The London Plan

Policy 2.6
Policy 5.13
Policy 5.14
Policy 6.3
Policy 6.9
Policy 6.10
Policy 6.12
Policy 6.13
Policy 7.4
Policy 7.8
Policy 7.15
Policy 7.16
Policy 7.22

Outer London: Vision and strategy
Sustainable drainage

Water quality and wastewater infrastructure
Assessing effects of development on transport capacity
Cycling

Walking

Road network capacity

Parking

Local character

Heritage assets and archaeology

Reducing noise and enhancing soundscapes
Green Belt

Land for food

Local Plan — Core Strategy

CP30: Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open environment
CP31: Built and landscape heritage
CP33: Green Belt and countryside

Saved UDP Policies
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(ING6 Areas of Special Character

(IHG11 To ensure that new developments in the green belt do not have a
detrimental impact on the surrounding landscape.

(1G22 To support and foster the needs of farming in the Green Belt

(IhGD3 Aesthetics and functional design

(IhGD6 Traffic

(IHGD8 Site access and servicing

Submission version DMD

DMD45 Parking Standards

DMD47 New Roads, Access and Servicing

DMD68 Noise

DMD82 Protecting the Green Belt

DMD84 Areas of Special Character

DMD89 Previously developed sites in the Green Belt

Other Relevant Policy Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges

Analysis

Principle of development

At the heart of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) is the presumption in
favour of sustainable development. Paragraph 20 of the NPPF confirms the positive
approach to sustainable new development in rural areas.

Within the NPPF, the London Plan, and the Enfield Plan Core Strategy there is a
general presumption against inappropriate development in the Green Belt unless it is
proven that very special circumstances exist to justify that inappropriate
development. Inappropriate development is, by definition, “harmful to the Green Belt.
It is for the applicant to show why permission should be granted. Very special
circumstances to justify inappropriate development will not exist unless the harm by
reason of inappropriateness, and any other harm, is clearly outweighed by other
considerations”.

Impact on the Green Belt

There are five purposes for including land in the Green Belt (para.80 NPPF). These
are:

to check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas;

to prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one another;

to assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment;

to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and

to assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other
urban land.

In addition, paragraph 90 of the NPPF confirms that the re-use of buildings is not
inappropriate in the Green Belt providing that it is of a permanent and substantial
construction.
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The building is of a permanent and substantial construction and the proposal does
not involve any external alterations to it. It is therefore considered that the
development does not further harm the open character and nature of the Green Belt
due to the activity taking place within the building referred to as ‘Unit 7°. In addition,
the use of the land to park the single transit vehicle will not have an unacceptable
impact on the Green Belt.

Impact on Amenity

There are two dwellings located on Holly Hill Farm, the Farm House (grade Il listed)
which is located approximately 8m to the west and south of Unit 7, and a further
dwelling located approximately 50m south west of the building.

The development, as discussed above is considered not to have a visual impact on
the Green Belt. There is the potential however for noise and disturbance arising from
up to 20 dogs on site at any one time. However, they will be contained within the
building. The applicant has advised that the hours of opening would be Monday to
Friday 10:00 hours to 16:00 hours. It is considered that the proposed hours are not
unreasonable as they are within what can be considered to be normal working hours.
Conditions could be imposed to restrict the number of dogs on the premises and the
hours of operation to ensure that the amenity of the neighbouring residential
occupiers is not unduly affected.

Transportation

The access road to the site is a typical farm access of a single vehicle width and
would naturally restrict the number of vehicles able to enter / exit the farm at any one
time, particularly as there are no waiting bays within the site or along The Ridgeway.

The use of one transit van used to collect / deliver the dogs would not in itself have
an unacceptable impact on traffic conditions along The Ridgeway. However, regard
must also be given to the other uses of the site, for example, the approved mulching
operation (ref: TP/10/1640). This use, it was advised (and therefore restricted by
condition), generates a total of 30 vehicle movements per day directly attributable to
the delivery of the mulch and a further 8 movements per week attributable to the
machinery being hired out. A condition could therefore potentially be imposed to
ensure that dogs are not delivered to site by owners but are collected by the
proprietor of the business or employees of the business.

Other Matters

An area of paddock to the side of the dwelling has been set up with equipment to
provide outdoor training. This does not form part of the current application and a
further application would be required should this use be continued. A Directive would
advise the applicant of this.

The Planning Statement refers to policy (11)G23 of the Unitary Development Plan as
being not saved. This is incorrect, although it is not relevant to this site as it is not
within the Crews Hill Defined Area.

Conclusion

The proposed re-use of an existing farm building is considered acceptable in Green
Belt terms and will; not further harm the openness of the Green Belt.
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Approval is recommended for the following reasons:

1.

The re-use of an existing redundant agricultural building (identified as Unit 7 on
the submitted plans) for a canine training and exercising facility, will not unduly
harm the openness of the Green Belt or the character of the Enfield Chase Area
of Special Character, having regard to Policy (11)G6 of the Unitary Development
Plan, Core Policy 33 of the Core Strategy, Policies 82, 84 & 89 of the Submission
version DMD, Policy 7.16 of The London Plan, and with guidance contained with
the National Planning Policy Framework (in particular section 9).

The change of use of an existing agricultural building (identified as Unit 7 on the
submitted plans) to a canine training and exercising facility, will not unduly impact
on the existing amenity of nearby residential occupiers in terms of noise and
disturbance, having regard to Policies (I)GD3 & (I1)GD6 of the Unitary
Development Plan, Core Policy 33 of the Core Strategy, Policy 68 of the
Submission version DMD, Policy 7.15 of The London Plan, and with guidance
contained with the National Planning Policy Framework (in particular sections 3 &
9).

The development benefits from an existing access and site layout that is
appropriate for the development given the scale and level of vehicular
movements associated with the operation taking place on the site having regard
to Policies (I11)GD6 & (I1)GD8 of the Unitary Development Plan, Policies 45 & 47 of
the Submission version DMD, advice contained in the Design Manual for Roads
and Bridges, Policy 6.3 of The London Plan, and with guidance contained with
the National Planning Policy Framework (in particular section 4).

Recommendation

That planning permission be GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.

C60 Approved Plans

2. NSC1 Restriction on Deliveries

There shall be no transportation of dogs to and from the site in
connection with the canine training and exercising facility other than
by the applicant or any person directly employed in connection with
the canine training and exercising facility.

Reason: To ensure that (i) the daily number of vehicle movements
taken together with other lawful uses on the site does not lead to
conditions prejudicial to the free flow and safety of pedestrian and
vehicular traffic on the adjoining highway; (ii) the level of vehicular
activity remains appropriate to the size of the junction and access
road; and (iii) having regard to the amenity of neighbouring residential
occupiers.

3. NSC2 Restriction of Operating Hours

The canine training and exercising facility hereby approved shall only
be open between the hours of 10:00 hours to 16:00 hours Monday to
Friday only and not at all on weekends and Bank Holidays.

Reason: Having regard to the amenity of neighbouring occupiers.

4. NSC3 Restriction of Overnight Boarding
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There shall be no overnight boarding of dogs without the prior written
approval of the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: Having regard to the amenity of neighbouring occupiers.
Restriction on Number of Dogs
There shall be no more than 20 dogs on the site at any one time

without the prior written approval of the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: Having regard to the amenity of neighbouring occupiers.
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LBE - Holly Hill Farm

Building | Area(m?)
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2 747
3 343
e 230
5 343
6 343
7 346
9 173

10 97
11 43
12 940
13 88
14 56
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE Date : 23" April 2013

Report of Contact Officer: Ward: Grange
Assistant Director - Planning, | Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Highways & Transportation Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Ms L.Dye Tel: 020 8379 1203

Application Number : P12-02750PLA Category: Dwellings

LOCATION: 62, VERA AVENUE, LONDON, N21 1RL

PROPOSAL: Redevelopment of site involving demolition of existing dwelling and
erection 1 x 4-bed detached single family dwelling, accommodation in roof space with
front balconies at first floor and rear balconies at first floor and roof level, roof lights and
solar panels to roof, integral garage and off street parking to front.

Applicant Name & Address: Agent Name & Address:
Murat Aydemir, Murat Aydemir,

Intelliarch Ltd Intelliarch Ltd

30, PEMBROKE AVENUE, 30, PEMBROKE AVENUE
ENFIELD, ENFIELD

EN1 4HB EN1 4HB
RECOMMENDATION:

That planning permission be REFUSED.

Note for Members:

Members should note that at the Planning Committee meeting on 26 March 2013 the
determination of this planning application was deferred until the April meeting pending a
site visit. The date of the site visit is to be confirmed.




Development Control

7 8 9 10 1" 12 13 14 150m
ENFIELD
Council Time of plot: 09:45 Date of plot: 10/04/2013
© Crown copyright. London Borough of Enfield LA086363,2003
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Site and Surroundings

A two-storey semi-detached single family dwelling situated on the southern
side of Vera Avenue. The area is characterised by a mix of two storey
detached and semi-detached residential properties, the only exception to this
being a bungalow on the opposite side of the road.

Proposal

Permission is sought for the redevelopment of the site involving the
demolition of the existing dwelling and erection of a 4-bed detached single
family dwelling with accommodation in the roof space, first floor balconies at
the front and rear, as well as second floor balconies in the rear. There would
also be rooflights and solar panels to the roof, an integral garage and off-
street parking to the front of the site.

The proposed development would have a modern design that would
incorporate features including first and second floor glazed bi-folding doors
and balconies, 21 solar panels over the standing seam metal roof and powder
coated aluminium window openings to complement the rendered exterior.
The proposed 4/5 bed dwelling (the playroom could serve as bedroom 5)
would be set out over three floors with room in the roof as well as a large rear
extension that would be 9 metres in depth. The rear extension would be fully
glazed and would serve as the dining/living area of the dwelling.

Relevant Planning Decisions
The planning history at the site is as follows:

TP/11/0602 — Redevelopment of the site involving demolition of existing
building and erection of 6-bed detached dwelling house incorporating
basement and accommodation in roof space with front and rear balconies and
association car parking was refused in September 2011 for the following
reasons:

e The proposed new dwellinghouse by virtue of its size, siting, design, bulk,
and appearance would result in a form of development entirely out of
keeping and character with its immediate surroundings, detrimental to the
appearance of the street scene and surrounding area. This would be
contrary to Policy (I)GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, Core Policy
30 of the Core Strategy, as well as Policy 7.4 and 7.6 of the London Plan,
PPS1 and PPS3.

e The proposed new dwellinghouse due to its size, siting and proximity to
the common boundary with No.60 Vera Avenue would lead to the creation
of a terracing effect within the street scene through a closing of the first
floor separation between properties. This would be detrimental to the
appearance of the area and contrary to Policies (I)GD3 and (lI)H14 of the
Unitary Development Plan, and Core Policy 30 of the Core Strategy.

e The proposed new dwellinghouse, due to its size, siting and excessive
depth, would result in an unduly prominent and overbearing form of
development detrimental to the residential amenities of this property
through a loss of light and outlook to the rear windows and rear amenity
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space at the adjacent properties Nos 60 and 62, that would adversely
affect the residential amenities enjoyed by the occupiers of the adjacent
properties, contrary to Policies (I1)GD3, and (l)H12 of the Unitary
Development Plan, and Core Policy 30 of the Core Strategy.

e The proposed new dwellinghouse having regard to the extensive
balconies would give rise to conditions through overlooking and a loss of
privacy, adversely affecting the residential amenities enjoyed by the
occupiers of the adjacent properties, contrary to Policies (I1)GD3 and
(INH8 of the Unitary Development Plan.

3.1.2 On appeal, the decision was upheld with the Planning Inspector concluding

3.3

4,

41

411

that :

“While the proposal would accord with policy 7.6 of the London Plan as being
architecture of a high quality, it would not complement local architectural
character or be acceptable in terms of its impact upon the residential
amenities of neighbours; other important strands of that same policy. Further
it would not have regard to the pattern and grain of this part of Vera Avenue
as required by policy 7.4. It would also fail, contrary to the views of the
appellant, to have full and proper regard to its surrounding as required by
policies (I)GD3, (I1)H12 and (lI)H14 of the UDP and policy CP30 of the CS.
Considerable harm would be caused to the living conditions of neighbouring
occupiers as a result of significant loss of privacy from overlooking; thereby
being at odds with UDP policy (I1)H8.

The objections to the proposal are compelling and it would seriously conflict
with the aims and provisions of the development plan. For the above reasons,
and having taken all other matters raised in the representations into account, |
conclude that the appeal should be dismissed.”

A copy of the appeal decision is attached in Appendix 1 and the refused plans
are attached in Appendix 2 of this report.

Consultations

External and Internal Consultees

Biodiversity

The Bat Survey submitting with the application (carried out in August 2011)
revealed that no bats were seen to emerge from the building (although they
were seen in the general vicinity of the area) therefore there are no ecological
constraints to this development. However, any approval should be subject to
the following condition:

Should development not commence prior to August 2013 an updated bat
survey is to be undertaken (by an appropriately qualified ecologist) and the
results submitted to, and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.
Should bats or evidence of bats be found no development is to commence
until the relevant licence(s) have been obtained from the Statutory Nature
Conservation Organisation (Natural England).



41.2

413

41.4

4.2

4.21

422

5.1

Page 41

Reason: To ensure that bats are not adversely impacted upon by the
development, in accordance with Policy 36 of the Core Strategy.

Landscape
No specific comments on the proposals.

Thames Water

With regard to surface water drainage it is the responsibility of a developer to
make proper provision for drainage to ground, water courses or a suitable
sewer. In respect of surface water it is recommended that the applicant
should ensure that storm flows are attenuated or regulated into the receiving
public network through on or off site storage. When it is proposed to connect
to a combined public sewer, the site drainage should be separate and
combined at the final manhole nearest the boundary. Connections are not
permitted for the removal of Ground Water. Where the developer proposes to
discharge to a public sewer, prior approval from Thames Water Developer
Services will be required. They can be contacted on 0845 850 2777. Reason -
to ensure that the surface water discharge from the site shall not be
detrimental to the existing sewerage system.

There are public sewers crossing or close to the development to the
development site. Approval should be sought from Thames Water where the
erection of a building or an extension to a building or underpinning work
would com within 3 metres of a public sewer.

Thames Water would advise that with regard to sewerage infrastructure and
water they would not have any objection to the planning application.

Traffic and Transportation

No objections to the proposal on the grounds that appropriate provision for
access, refuse storage and car parking would be made, having regard to
Policies (I1)GD®6, (I1)GD8, (I1)T13 of the UDP, Policy 6.13 of the London Plan
and the NPPF.

Public

Consultation letters were issued to 5 neighbouring properties. In addition, a
notice was also displayed at the site.

Two letters of representation has been received which raise concerns on the
basis of the planned rear balcony which would overlook the adjoining
neighbouring properties and gardens, resulting in a loss of privacy. There is
support for the contemporary and innovative design, but concerns over the
footprint of the ground floor building which extends well beyond the building
line (i.e. without extensions) along the properties from No. 56 to 64 Vera
Avenue as well as the bulk and massing of the building also seems large for
the plot size and the rear balconies are significant.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
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the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and

therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.

The London Plan

Policy 6.13  Parking

Policy 7.4 Local character
Policy 7.19  Biodiversity and access to nature
Policy 8.3 Community infrastructure levy

Local Plan - Core Strategy

SO10 Built environment

CP30 Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

CP36 Biodiversity

Unitary Development Plan (UDP) Policies

(INhGD3 Character and Design

(InGD6 Traffic Generation

(InGD8 Site Access and Servicing

(INT13 Creation and Improvement of Access
(IHH8 Privacy

(IHH9 Amenity space

(IhH12 Residential extensions

(IhH14 Continuous facade

Submission version DMD

Draft DMD1  Achieving High Quality and Design-Led Development
Draft DMD3 Sustainable Design and Construction Statements
Draft DMD10 Residential Character

Draft DMD12 General Standards for New Residential Development
Draft DMD13 Amenity Space

Draft DMD46 Parking Standards

Draft DMD48 Access and Servicing

Draft DMD50 Energy Efficiency Standards
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Draft DMD78 Nature Conservation

Other Relevant Policy Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework
Analysis

Principle of Development

The principle of a replacement dwelling has been established. Consideration
therefore turns to the impact of the proposed development on the character
and appearance of the surrounding area, neighbouring amenity and other
matters.

Effect on Character and Appearance of the Surrounding Area

Policy (II) GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan seeks to ensure that a high
standard of design is achieved in all development. Furthermore, Policy 7.4 of
the London Plan indicates that developments should have regard to the form,
function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and orientation of
surrounding buildings. Section 7 of the NPPF also attaches great importance
to the design of the built environment and states that good design is a key
aspect of sustainable development, is indivisible from good planning, and
should contribute positively to making places better for people. The Planning
Inspector's report also stresses the need to support rather than stifle
innovative and distinctive modern design.

The previous officer report and Planning Inspector’s decision acknowledged
that there are distinctive groups of properties along Vera Avenue that combine
to form pockets of uniformity that contribute to the appearance of the
neighbourhood. One such grouping comprises Nos. 60 to 64 Vera Avenue.
These were originally constructed as matching two storey detached houses
on fairly narrow plots with limited separation between buildings. Whilst it is
noted that No.66 has been extended to the side, it still clearly forms part of the
distinctive character of the aforementioned properties. The application
property is the centre of these three properties and the current proposal seeks
a new dwelling that would be a full three storey in height with modern features
which consist of large glazed elements at first and second floor level,
accentuating the upper floors. It is considered that the scale of development,
together with its bulky metal roof and long flank elevations would result in a
form of development entirely at odds with the row of properties of which it
forms a part. The development would therefore be out of keeping and
character with the surrounding area, and at odds with the prevalent street
scene, contrary to Policy (I1)GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan as well as
Core Policy 30 of the Core Strategy.

The Planning Inspector’s report acknowledges that as a piece of stand-alone
architecture, the proposal would be a well designed large house with
innovative features and good sustainability credentials. Notwithstanding its
intrinsic merits, the proposed dwelling would fail to respond satisfactorily to its
immediate context.

The revised proposal would also have a significantly larger footprint than the
existing dwelling, increasing from approximately 110 to 176 sq.m which would
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exacerbate the visual incongruity of the development within the street scene.
The proposed dwelling would also abut the site boundary adjacent to No. 60
Vera Avenue at first and second floor level. This would not meet the minimum
requirements set out in the UDP in terms of spacing to side boundaries, and
as a result would have the potential to create a continuous fagade. This is of
particular concern having regard to the three storey nature of the proposed
dwellinghouse and bulky roof design and thus, it is considered the proposal
would be contrary to Policy (IhH14. When viewed from the street, this
shortfall would result in a demonstrable harm to the street scene, having
particular regard to the existing situation where the distances between
properties are often at the minimum considered appropriate; a fact
demonstrated by the nature of extensions in the surrounding area being to the
front and rear as opposed to the side. A clear gap should be maintained
between the application property and the adjacent property, and a continuous
facade would be out of keeping with the character of the area.

The revised scheme would retain the proposed balconies at first and second
floor across front and rear elevations. This again would result in features and
an overall appearance, out of keeping with and detrimental to the character of
the neighbouring properties and surrounding area, especially when the
traditional appearance of surrounding properties with their heavily feature bay
windows, are taken into account. The proposal is therefore considered
contrary to Policy (I)GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan and Core Policy
30 of the Core Strategy.

Neighbouring amenity

In respect of the refused scheme, the Planning Inspector considered that the
building would have a substantial and overbearing presence when viewed
from the neighbouring properties and associated garden areas. The
enjoyment to be derived from these relatively modest garden areas would be
considerably eroded by the oppressive scale of the proposed dwelling and its
juxatapositioning with adjoining curtilages.

The adjacent property No.60 Vera Avenue has a part single storey, part two
storey rear extension. The proposed new dwelling would extend beyond the
rear of the No.60 by approximately 5 metres and would break a 45 degree
line taken from the neighbours nearest ground floor window, contrary to
Policies (I)GD3 and (I)H12 of the Unitary Development Plan. Whilst the
adjacent property No.64 Vera Avenue benefits from a single storey rear
extension, the proposed dwelling would still extend beyond the rear of No.64
by approximately 9 metres and would significantly break a 45 degree line
taken from the neighbours nearest ground floor window, contrary to Policies
(INGD3 and (11)H12 of the Unitary UDP. Furthermore, it is considered that the
overall scale and form of the proposed building, particularly the second floor
and bulky roof design, would result in a significant presence when viewed
from the rear windows of No.64 and the amenity space immediately to the
rear of the dwelling. The proposed development would fail to respect to
amenities of adjoining neighbouring occupiers and would result in a loss of
light and outlook to the rear windows and rear amenity space at the adjacent
properties Nos. 60 and 62.

The proposed development has not sought to reduce the level of glazing
within the rear elevation and the proposed balconies would be within 1 metre
of the adjoining neighbouring properties. This it is considered, would result in
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substantial overlooking leading to a loss of privacy for the residents of the
adjoining properties, contrary to Policy (lI)H8 of the Unitary Development
Plan.

Access and parking arrangements

The proposed development would make use of the existing access
arrangements and off-street parking provision within the site. As such, the
overall access, parking and servicing arrangements for the proposed
development are considered acceptable and will not give rise to unacceptable
on street parking conditions that would either be prejudicial to the availability
of existing on street parking spaces or result in conditions that may have a
negative impact on the free flow of traffic and highway safety conditions,
having regard to Policies (I1)GD6 and(ll) GD8 of the Unitary Development
Plan and Policy 6.13 of The London Plan.

Other matters

The Council’'s Ecology Officer comments that there are no ecological
constraints to the proposed development, however, in the event of approval of
the application a relevant condition. The Council’s Tree Officer has also
commented that the proposed development would not have implications
concerning loss of trees and officers consider that any approval could be
subject to relevant landscaping conditions.

Policies 3.8 and 5.2 of the London Plan and Policy CP4 of the Core Strategy
seeks to ensure that all new homes are built to exceed Level 3 of the Code
for Sustainable Homes. In addition, 10% of all new homes completed in the
Borough should be designed to Lifetime Homes standards. Lifetime Homes
standards would ensure that new housing would meet the requirements of a
wide range of households, including families with push chairs, wheelchair
users and allow for adaptability in future.

The applicant’s pre-assessment statement indicates that the proposals would
achieve a minimum Code Level 3. In addition, the residential flats have been
designed to meet Lifetime Homes requirements. The proposed development
would therefore meet an acceptable standard in accordance with the
Council’s Policies and overall the proposals are sustainable in their design
and construction demonstrated by the achievement of a minimum code Level
4 and the requirements of Lifetime Homes. The proposals therefore comply
with Policy CP4 of the Core Strategy and Policies 3.8 and 5.2 of the London
Plan 2011.

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)

The proposed development would be subject to the Mayoral CIL which was
introduced in London to fund strategically important infrastructure. The
contribution towards the Mayoral CIL for the proposed development has been
calculated at £3632.04.

Conclusion
Having regard to the refused planning application and dismissed appeal

under LPA reference TP/11/0602, and those considerations outlined above, it
is considered that the proposal is unacceptable
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Recommendation

That planning permission be REFUSED for the following reasons:

1.

The proposed new dwellinghouse by virtue of its size, siting, design, bulk,
and appearance would result in a form of development entirely out of
keeping and character with its immediate surroundings, detrimental to the
appearance of the street scene and surrounding area. This would be
contrary to Policy (I)GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, Core Policy
30 of the Core Strategy, as well as Policy 7.4 and 7.6 of the London Plan
and the National Planning Policy Framework.

The proposed new dwellinghouse due to its size, siting and proximity to
the common boundary with No.60 Vera Avenue would lead to the creation
of a terracing effect within the street scene through a closing of the first
floor separation between properties. This would be detrimental to the
appearance of the area and contrary to Policies (I)GD3 and (lI)H14 of the
Unitary Development Plan, and Core Policy 30 of the Core Strategy.

The proposed new dwellinghouse, due to its size, siting and excessive
depth, would result in an unduly prominent and overbearing form of
development detrimental to the residential amenities of this property
through a loss of light and outlook to the rear windows and rear amenity
space at the adjacent properties Nos. 60 and 62, that would adversely
affect the residential amenities enjoyed by the occupiers of the adjacent
properties, contrary to Policies (I1)GD3, and (l)H12 of the Unitary
Development Plan, and Core Policy 30 of the Core Strategy.

The proposed new dwellinghouse having regard to the extensive
balconies would give rise to conditions through overlooking and a loss of
privacy, adversely affecting the residential amenities enjoyed by the
occupiers of the adjacent properties, contrary to Policies (I1)GD3 and
(II)H8 of the Unitary Development Plan.
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Appeal Decision
Site visit made on 21 March 2012

by Peter J Golder Dip TP MRTPI

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government

Decision date: 4 April 2012

Appeal Ref: APP/Q5300/A/11/2165458
62 Vera Avenue, London N21 1RL

The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
against a refusal to grant planning permission.

The appeal is made by Murat Aydemir against the decision of the Council of the London
Borough of Enfield.

The application Ref TP/11/0602, dated 17 May 2011, was refused by notice dated 15
September 2011.

The development proposed is redevelopment of site involving demolition of existing
building and erection of 6-bed detached dwelling incorporating basement and
accommodation in roof space with front and rear balconies and associated car parking.

Decision

1. The appeal is dismissed.

Main Issue

2. There are two main issues in this appeal:

e The effect of the proposed dwelling upon the character and appearance of
the locality

e The impact upon the living conditions of the occupiers of neighbouring
properties.

Reasons

Planning Policy

3.

The development plan comprises the Unitary Development Plan 1994 (UDP),
the Core Strategy 2010 (CS) and the London Plan 2011. Both the Council and
the appellant refer to a number of policies in these documents. In the main
these policies focus upon the need for new developments to be of high quality,
design led and to have special regard to their context, and to ensure that harm
is not caused to the living conditions of neighbours.

These policies predate the recently published National Planning Policy
Framework (the Framework) and in the case of the UDP are now of some age.
However the development plan policies relevant to the determination of this
appeal do not conflict with the provisions of the Framework. For this reason
and in the light of the facts in this case the Framework does not alter my view
that this appeal should be determined against the relevant policies of the
operative development plan.

www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate
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Character and Appearance

5.

10.

While many of the houses have been much altered Vera Avenue retains much
of the appearance of a traditional suburban residential street. There are
several different house designs and styles but most are of a similar age and
use common building materials and features; giving an overall uniformity of
character. As noted by the Council there are small but distinctive pockets of
what were once largely identical dwellings. No 62 is the central one of three
such two-storey houses. Although variously extended, common features such
as the double height bays, forward projecting wings, hipped gables and general
roof form give continuity and harmony to the immediate street scene.

Core Policy 30 of the adopted Core Strategy 2010 and policy (II) GD3, among
other provisions of the development plan, seeks development with a high
standard of design which takes account of its context. In my view the broad
approach of the development plan is to support rather than stifle innovative
and distinctive modern design. Close examination of the inspector’s decision in
respect of the new house at No 58 readily shows how this consideration was
taken into the balance in that case, although equally clear in the inspector’s
thinking was the particular merits of that site and the building to be replaced.

As a piece of stand-alone architecture the proposal would be a well designed
large house with innovative features and good sustainability credentials. In
this respect it would contribute towards the CS requirement for 4+ bedroom
properties in the borough and more than satisfy the CS sustainability
guidelines. However, the particular circumstances of No 62 are quite different
from those at No 58 and notwithstanding its intrinsic merits, the proposed
dwelling would fail to respond satisfactorily to its immediate context.

The dwellings at Nos 60-64 are in close proximity to one another. This
relationship emphasises the architectural harmony in this section of the street
scene. While the proposed building would have an overall height similar to
neighbouring ridges, curved balconies which in limited measure would reflect
the existing front facing bows, and roof features which would faintly echo the
prevalent hips adjacent, the close juxtaposition of the buildings would only
highlight the incongruity of the proposed design within its immediate context.

From the street the building would appear as a clear three storey structure; the
wholly glazed full height upper floor emphasising this overall form. The
virtually full-width mass of the structure over all three floors again furthering
the physical and visual impression of a building of significantly greater scale
than those on either side. Whereas the present prevailing roof style clearly
establishes the two-storey form of the neighbours, roots the buildings to the
ground thereby visually reducing their scale and emphasising the spacing
between the dwellings, a feature which frequently extends down to first floor
level. Overall the proposed design takes little reference from its immediate
neighbours, especially in terms of those features of form, scale and detailing
which establishes the harmony of the street scene and additionally, pays scant
regard to the articulation of massing which imparts an element of
spaciousness, especially above the ground floor.

Many examples of other schemes in the area have been put before me.
However, in the circumstances of this proposal, I regard the context of this part
of Vera Avenue to be that most pertinent to the determination of this appeal.

In short the proposed dwelling would not be a high quality, design-led response

www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate 2
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to its particular context. Nor would it represent an appropriate modern or
innovative response to local character and distinctiveness. For these reasons I
believe it would be harmful to the character and appearance of the street
scene.

Living Conditions

11.

12.

13.

14.

All three dwellings at Nos 60-62, while having a similar rear building line for
the main two-storey elements of the buildings, have each been extended
variously at the rear with single storey additions. The garden areas here, and
where the built form turns the corner into Cadogan Gardens, are more modest
and enclosed than others to the east.

The overall built form of the proposed dwelling extends substantially further
into the plot to the rear than the present house. In seeking to establish a
precise relationship between the proposed building and those on either side the
submitted drawings are not particularly helpful. Other than the proposed
street scene they do not show proposed footprints and elevations in relation to
those on either side. What is clear is the building would be a full three stories
with what is effectively a flat roof and that the three-storey section would
project significantly beyond the present line of the two-storey element of No
62. Similarly the single storey section of the building, including the “full glass
structure” shown at the rear of the lounge and kitchen would further
substantially extend the built form over and above that at present. This would
be within 1m of the common boundary of No 64 and hard upon the boundary
with No 60. The elevational drawings show this to project above the existing
fence. Both first and second floor rooms would have large balconies across
much of the width of the building.

Without the benefit of dimensioned comparative drawings and access to the
gardens of Nos 60 and 64 it is not possible to be certain as to if, or to what
extent, the precise standards of Annex A1.8 of the UDP would be offended
against. However, even allowing for there being no adverse reduction in the
amount of natural light for rooms at neighbouring properties, the building
would have a substantial and overbearing presence when viewed from the
neighbouring properties and associated garden areas. The enjoyment to be
derived from these relatively modest garden areas would be considerably
eroded by the oppressive scale of the proposed dwelling and its
juxatapositioning with adjoining curtilages. Further neighbouring gardens,
including those in Cadogan Gardens, would be materially exposed to view from
the large balcony areas proposed. The potential for overlooking and loss of
privacy in these private amenity areas would be substantial. I am not
persuaded that this is a consequence of the development which could be
satisfactorily mitigated by conditioning a specific form of screening.

In conclusion therefore I consider that the overall quality of the residential
environment for those in neighbouring properties would be substantially
reduced were the development to go ahead and their living conditions
materially and unacceptably harmed.

Conclusions

15.

While the proposal would accord with policy 7.6 of the London Plan as being
architecture of a high quality, it would not complement local architectural
character or be acceptable in terms of its impact upon the residential amenities

www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate 3
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of neighbours; other important strands of that same policy. Further it would
not have regard to the pattern and grain of this part of Vera Avenue as
required by policy 7.4. It would also fail, contrary to the views of the
appellant, to have full and proper regard to its surrounding as required by
policies (II)GD3, (II)H12 and (II)H14 of the UDP and policy CP30 of the CS.
Considerable harm would be caused to the living conditions of neighbouring
occupiers as a result of significant loss of privacy from overlooking; thereby
being at odds with UDP policy (II)H8.

16. The objections to the proposal are compelling and it would seriously conflict
with the aims and provisions of the development plan. For the above reasons,
and having taken all other matters raised in the representations into account, I
conclude that the appeal should be dismissed.

Peter J Golder

INSPECTOR

www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate 4
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director - Planning,
Highways & Transportation

Contact Officer:

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr P. Higginbottom Tel: 020 8379
3927

Ward: Lower
Edmonton

Application Number : P13-00338LBE

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: ELDON INFANT SCHOOL, ELDON ROAD, LONDON, N9 8LG

PROPOSAL.: Variation of condition 18 under ref:LBE/03/0004 to allow pedestrian access

onto Woodland Road.

Applicant Name & Address:
Julie Messer
ELDON INFANT SCHOOL,

John Keefe,
Ream Partnership

Agent Name & Address:

ELDON ROAD, Wickham House
LONDON, 464, Lincoln Road
N9 8LG EN3 4AH
RECOMMENDATION:

In accordance with Regulation 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations

1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Development Control
ENFIELD
Council Time of plot: 10:05 Date of plot: 10/04/2013
© Crown copyright. London Borough of Enfield LA086363,2003
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Site and Surroundings

The application site comprises the Eldon Infant school and Eldon Junior
School. The site is located on Eldon Road and surrounded by Woodland
Way to the north and St Peter’'s Road to the west.

The main access to the site is Eldon Road from the south which provides both
vehicular and pedestrian access. Pedestrian access is available from St
Peters Road. Staff and service vehicles currently have access via
Woodlands Way.

The site is not within a conservation area nor does it contain any listed
buildings.

Proposal

The proposal is for the variation of condition (18) under ref: LBE/03/0004 to
allow pedestrian access onto Woodland Way.

Condition 18 of permission granted under LBE/03/0004 states that “The
vehicular access onto Woodland Road hereby approved shall be used solely
by staff to access the parking area and service vehicles attending the school
and shall not be used to provide general access to the school by pupils.
Details of a scheme to prevent general access by pupils shall be submitted to
and approved by the Local Planning Authority and thereafter implemented
prior to the occupation of the development hereby approved” . The reason for
the imposition of this condition was “in the interests of safeguarding the
residential amenities of properties along Woodlands Road.”

Relevant Planning Decisions

LBE/03/0004 - Erection of replacement early years unit with associated play
space together with construction of new site access to Woodlands Road and
provision of car parking. (Outline). Granted subject to conditions on 08
October 2003.

LBE/03/0004/1 - Submission of reserved matters for design, external
appearance and landscaping pursuant to conditions 01, 02 and 03 together
with submission of details of phasing, surfacing, levels, enclosure,
parking/turning, loading/unloading, access roads/junctions — Approved
Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

Traffic and Transportation — No objection subject to a condition regarding the
implementation of parking restrictions (zig-zag lines) at the entrance of the
school on Woodland Road.

Public

Consultation letters have been sent to the occupiers of 97 neighbouring
properties. The consultation period elapsed on 12 March 2013 and 3
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responses have been received together with a representation on behalf of 30
local residents. The following issues were raised:

° Condition 18 was attached to protect residential amenities
Parking would be more of a problem

Increase in pollution

Further obstructions on the pavement

Parking restrictions would affect residences

Impact on disabled access

Impact on visiting carers/dial a ride

Impact on health

Traffic risk to children from accidents

Increased congestion

Objection to concern of vehicular access through the site
Concern on increased opening hours.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application."

The London Plan

Policy 7.1 Building London’s Neighbourhoods and communities
Policy 7.4 Local character

Local Plan - Core Strateqgy

CP8 Education
CP30 Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Saved UDP Policies

(IhGD3 Aesthetics and functional design
(IhGD6 Traffic impact
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(IhGD8 Servicing and access

Submission version DMD

DMD Policy 47 — New roads, access and servicing

Other Relevant Policy

National Planning Policy Framework

Analysis

The main issues for consideration in the determination of the application are
the impact on the character of the surrounding area, the impact on nearby

residential amenities and the effects on the local highway network.

Character and Appearance

The proposed use of the entrance of Woodlands Road for pedestrians will not
involve any physical alterations as the existing entrance has a separate
pedestrian gate which is currently locked. The proposal is therefore
considered to respect the character and appearance of the surrounding area
and street scene with regards to Core Policy 30 of the Enfield Plan Core
Strategy and Policy (I)GD3 of the UDP.

Impact on residential amenity

The proposal will involve the use of the existing entrance for pupils and
parents of the nursery to access the site without having to cross the school
playgrounds. The existing entrance is currently used for staff and service
vehicles. It is recognised that the use of the Woodlands Road access by
pedestrians has the potential for temporary increases in the level of traffic and
demand for off-street parking along Woodlands Road. However, the dropping
off and collection of pupils from the entrance, although in proximity to
residential properties will only occur at two periods of the day which is not
considered to significantly impact on the residential amenities of the occupiers
of nearby adjacent properties with regards to Policy (I11)GD3 of the UDP.

A number of residents have objected to the proposal, indicating the increase
in traffic and pedestrian movements will disrupt local residents. Whilst it is
noted that there will likely be an increase in both vehicular and pedestrian, the
increase is not considered to be significant.

Impact on local highway network

The proposal to allow pedestrian access to the school via Woodland Road is
likely to result in pupils being dropped off and picked up via Woodland Road.
It would increase temporary parking demands during drop off and pick up
periods given that there are no parking restrictions on Woodland Road. On
the other hand, allowing pedestrian access via Woodland Road would
redistribute parking demands and vehicular and pedestrian traffic throughout
the surrounding highway network. This would therefore be beneficial for traffic
flow. However, a mitigation measure, parking restriction (zigzag lines), would
have to be implemented during school hours at the entrance of the access on
Woodland Road to ensure road safety. This would prevent parking at the
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entrance, which would otherwise cause conflict of movements for pedestrians
and vehicles entering and leaving the site.

The proposal is not considered to give rise to conditions prejudicial to the free
flow and safety of traffic using the adjoining highway, including pedestrian
traffic, having regard to Policies (Il) GD6, (Il) GD8 and (Il) T13 of the Unitary
Development Plan and Submission version DMD policy 47.

Conclusion

The proposed variation of condition 18 of planning permission ref:
LBE/03/0004 to allow pedestrian access onto Woodland Way is not
considered to be detrimental to the character of the surrounding area, nor
impact on nearby residential amenities or the local highway network.
Accordingly it is recommended that the proposal is approved for the following
reasons:

1. The proposed variation of condition 18 under ref: LBE/03/0004 to allow
pedestrian access onto Woodland Road is considered to respect the
character of the surrounding area and not cause undue harm to the
residential amenities of nearby properties with regards to Core Policy 30
of the Enfield Plan Core Strategy and Policy (I1)GD3 of the Unitary
Development Plan.

2. The proposal is not considered to give rise to conditions prejudicial to the
free flow and safety of traffic using the adjoining highway, including
pedestrian traffic, having regard to Policies (II) GD6, (lI) GD8 and (ll) T13
of the Unitary Development Plan and Submission version DMD policy 47.

Recommendation

In accordance with Regulation 3 of the Town and Country Planning
General Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be
GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with
the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which forms part
of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The use of the access shall not be available other than for staff and
service vehicles attending the school until such time as parking
restrictions in the form of zig-zag lines have been implemented at the
entrance of the school on Woodland Road.

Reason: To ensure that the development complies with Unitary
Development Plan Policies and does not prejudice conditions of safety or
traffic flow on adjoining highways.

3. The development to which this permission relates must be begun not later
than the expiration of three years beginning with the date of the decision
notice.



Page 65

Reason: To comply with the provisions of S.51 of the Planning &
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE Date : 23" April 2013

Report of Contact Officer: Ward: Chase
Assistant Director - Planning, | Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Highways & Transportation Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr S. Newton Tel: 020 8379 3851

Application Number : P13-00435PLA Category: Other Development

LOCATION: LAND SOUTH SIDE OF WHITEWEBBS LANE, INCORPORATING
ROLENMILL SPORTS GROUND AND LAND REAR OF MIDDELTON HOUSE, BULLS
CROSS, ENFIELD, EN2 9HA

PROPOSAL: Proposed extension to ecological area and associated re-contouring of the
site known as the 'Western Field'.

Applicant Name & Address: Agent Name & Address:
Tottenham Hotspur Football & Athletic Co Richard Serra,

C/O Agent Savills

Ground Floor

City Point

29 King Street

West Yorkshire

Leeds

LS1 2HL

RECOMMENDATION:
That planning permission be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Site and Surroundings

An open field bordered by Whitewebbs Lane to the north, the Tottenham
Hotspurs training facility to the west and Archer’'s Wood to the south.

The entire site falls within the Green Belt, the Forty Hill Conservation Area,
and the Enfield Chase Area of Special Character (AoSC). Archer's Wood is
designated as a Site of Metropolitan Importance for Nature Conservation
(SMINC).

Proposal

Permission is sought for the proposed extension of the existing ecological
area and associated re-contouring of the site known as the 'Western Field'.

The development will involve the re-contouring of the field through the

provision of an earth bund of approximately 2m in height around the perimeter

of the field, with planting over.

The proposal does not seek to bring the Western Field within the Training
Centre.

The existing ecological area within the Western Field will be extended from
0.9ha to 2.06ha.

Relevant Planning Decisions

TP/07/1623 - Construction of a football training centre comprising a building
incorporating training and associated facilities, ancillary buildings and plant,
external pitches, access roads, parking, pathways, fences and external
lighting. — Granted at Planning Committee on 11/04/2008.

TP/07/1623/DP5 - Details of Ecological Management Plan and Ecological
Construction Method Statement submitted pursuant to condition 15 of
approval under Ref:TP/07/1623 for construction of a football training centre.
Granted on 08/09/2008.

Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

Traffic & Transportation

It is advised that there are no objections.

Biodiversity Officer

It has been advised that the site may be inhabited by reptiles and additional
survey work will be required to establish the presence or otherwise of any
protected species.

Conservation Advisory Group
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Objections are raised against the proposed development. In addition the
following points have been raised:

¢ One of the main motivations appears to be to further conceal the training
ground from public footpaths.

e The bunds will reduce views across the countryside here and make the
footpaths quite enclosed. This was not considered to be an improvement
to the character of the area.

e The chain link fence should be replaced with something that retains views
through it. Why the applicants have applied for this now (rather than with
the initial applications) is questioned.

e The Biodiversity Officer should be consulted on whether the planting
scheme is in accordance with the permissions.

Public response

Letters were sent to six neighbouring occupiers in addition to site publicity.
One letter of objection has been received raising the following points:

e The Western Field is the only piece of land taken by Spurs that has
not been altered.

e ltis already an ecological zone in that it is a rare habitat in this area —
grassland.

e |t would be far better managed as a wild flower meadow, which is the
habitat we are short of in this area.

e Putting raised bunds around the edge if the field is just a way for
Spurs to extend their recycling area and keep it hidden from view.

e Spurs do not have much interest in conservation — if they had they
would not have planted laurel bushes around the perimeter of the site.

e The Western Field is attractive to look at. It gives a sense of space as
one looks across it.

e Itis part of the land of the Forty Hall Estate.

¢ Walking along Whitewebbs Lane or along the new footpath through
the woods, outlook will be blocked by a raised bund.

e The development is inappropriate for the area and will be detrimental
to its overall appearance.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
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criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be

determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.

The London Plan

Policy 5.1
Policy 5.13
Policy 5.14
Policy 7.4
Policy 7.8
Policy 7.16
Policy 7.18
Policy 7.19
Policy 7.21

Climate change mitigation

Sustainable drainage

Water quality and wastewater infrastructure

Local character

Heritage assets and archaeology

Green Belt

Protecting local open space and addressing local deficiency
Biodiversity and access to nature

Trees and woodlands

Local Plan — Core Strateqy

CP30: Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

CP31: Built and landscape heritage

CP33: Green Belt and countryside

CP34: Parks, playing fields and other open spaces

Saved UDP Policies

(ING6
(ING11

(I'GD3
(I'GD6
(I'GD8

Areas of Special Character

To ensure that new developments in the green belt do not
have a detrimental impact on the surrounding landscape.
Aesthetics and functional design

Traffic

Site access and servicing

Submission version DMD

DMDA47
DMD71
DMD78
DMD79
DMD81
DMD82
DMD84
DMD89

New Roads, Access and Servicing
Protection and enhancement of Open Space
Nature conservation

Ecological enhancements

Landscaping

Protecting the Green Belt

Areas of Special Character

Previously developed sites in the Green Belt

Other Relevant Policy Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework
Enfield Characterisation Study (2011)
Forty Hall Conservation Area Character Appraisal

Analysis
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Principle

Condition 15 of the original approval for the construction of a football training
centre (Ref: TP/07/1623) required the submission of details of an Ecological
Management Plan (EMP). The approved EMP (ref: TP/07/1623/DP5) created
a woodland habitat strip along the northern boundary of the Western Field,
fronting Whitewebbs Lane with the remainder of the field to be used for green
waste recycling.

The approval of a smaller area of land to be used for green waste recycling
(ref: P12-01774PLA) has resulted in the ability to provide further ecological
enhancements. This is accepted in principle, providing that there are no
further impacts on any protected wildlife.

Green Belt Considerations

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) confirms that the
fundamental aim of the Green Belt policy is to prevent urban sprawl! by
keeping land permanently open and that the essential characteristics of
Green Belts are their openness and their permanence (para.79).

The purposes of including land in the Green Belt are to:

check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas;

prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another;

assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment;

preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and

assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and
other urban land.

It also confirms that inappropriate development is harmful to the Green Belt
and should only be approved in very special circumstances (para.87) and
substantial weight must be given to any harm to the Green Belt. Very special
circumstances will not exist unless the potential harm to the Green Belt by
reason of its inappropriateness, and any other harm, is clearly outweighed by
other considerations (para.88).

The proposal is not inappropriate development in Green Belt terms as it does
not involve any built development or a material change of use of the land.
Planning permission is however, required for the earthworks.

Impact on Character of Conservation Area / AoSC

The site falls within an area described within the Enfield Characterisation
Study as “2B - Whitewebbs Park and Forty Hall”. The three areas that make
up this sub area (Whitewebbs, Forty Hall and Myddelton House) are
described as being surrounded by agricultural land and small woodlands
which provide a rural setting to those landscaped areas. The Study, written
whilst the training Centre was under construction, also noted that the Training
Centre was creating a more urban and institutional character.

Additional landscaping and ground re-profiling is considered to not harm the
overall appearance of this part of the Conservation Area. The bund will help
to provide a soft visual screen of the built structures that form the Training
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Centre. In addition, a large central area within the Western Field will remain
open.

It is considered that the development will not detract from the Conservation
Area and AoSC and will ensure that the rural character is not undermined but
strengthened.

Impact on Neighbouring Properties

The nearest residential dwelling, Keepers Cottage, is sited approximately
80m from the nearest part of the any element of the proposed bund. The
development will not have any detrimental impact on the amenity of the
adjoining occupier.

Highway Safety

The development does not raise any additional highway safety concerns.
Access for maintenance purposes will continue from the existing western
entrance to the wider site.

It is proposed that the works are carried out in accordance with the approved
construction methodology for the Training Centre. This secures details such
as hours of work, wheel cleaning and storage of materials. These will be
secured by an appropriately worded condition.

Biodiversity

The application site is suitable habitat for reptiles, such as slow worm, adder
and grass snake, and the proposals, which involve significant alterations to it,
including the construction of a large bund around the perimeter of the site,
would impact upon reptiles if they were present. The ecological report
identified habitat suitable for reptiles on the site but no reptile survey was
undertaken, although it was noted that these areas would be cleared of
reptiles prior to works being undertaken. It is likely, unless proved otherwise,
that reptiles inhabit the site.

All species of reptile are protected under the 1981 Wildlife and Countryside
Act as amended and are also a species of principle importance for the
conservation of biodiversity included in the England Biodiversity List
published by the Secretary of State under section 41 of the Natural
Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. This means that they are a
priority species as defined in the NPPF and as such are a material
consideration in the planning process.

The applicant is currently undertaking the additional surveys of the site which
will be made available to the LPA prior to the Committee meeting. Members
will be updated at the Committee meeting.

The presence of reptiles does not necessarily mean that the development
could not proceed. The applicant would need to obtain a Licence from Natural
England and the LPA is confident that such a Licence would be granted given
the previous works on the wider site.

In relation to works being undertaken near to existing flora, the applicant
advises that the contouring has been designed to ensure that there will be no
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impact upon existing trees and hedgerows. Whilst this assurance is
welcomed, a condition will be imposed to secure details of such measures.

Conclusion

The proposed development is considered to not have any greater detrimental
impact on the openness of the surrounding Green Belt or on the historic
setting of the surrounding Conservation Area and AoSC.

The proposed development would result in a net gain of ecological
enhancements to the site and surrounding area.

That subject to confirmation that there are no reptiles on site or are that
appropriate mitigation measures are to be put in place, planning permission
be approved for the following reasons:

1 The proposed development, will not detrimentally impact on the purposes
of including land within the Green Belt and will not harm the openness of
the Green Belt, or the setting of the Forty Hall Conservation Area and
Enfield Chase Area of Special Character, having regard to Policy (11)G6 of
the Unitary Development Plan, Core Policy 33 of the Core Strategy,
Policies 82, 84 & 89 of the Submission version DMD, Policies 7.8 & 7.16
of The London Plan, and with guidance contained with the National
Planning Policy Framework (in particular sections 9, 11 & 12).

2 The proposed development will not unduly impact on the existing amenity
of nearby residential occupiers in terms of noise and disturbance, having
regard to Policy (I)GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, Core Policy 33
of the Core Strategy, Policy 68 of the Submission version DMD, Policy
7.15 of The London Plan.

3 The development will not lead to conditions detrimental to highway safety
on Whitewebbs Lane having regard to Policies (11)GD6 & (I1)GD8 of the
Unitary Development Plan, Policy 47 of the Submission version DMD,
Policy 6.3 of The London Plan, and with guidance contained with the
National Planning Policy Framework (in particular section 4).

Recommendation
That planning permission be GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

C60 Approved Plans

C51A Time Limited Permission

NSC1 Construction Methodology
The development shall be undertaken in accordance with the
submitted Construction Methodology, unless otherwise
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

el

Reason: To ensure that the implementation of the development
does not lead to damage to the existing highway and to
minimise disruption to neighbouring properties and the
environment

4. NSC2 Ecological Management Plan
The development shall be carried out and maintained in
accordance with the approved Ecological Management Plan,
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unless otherwise approved in writing by the Local Planning
Authority.

Reason: To ensure that the ecological interest of the site is
maintained and enhanced.

5. NSC3 Tree / Hedgerow Protection
Prior to the commencement of the development details of
measures to protect existing trees and hedgerows shall be
submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority.
The approved measures shall be introduced prior to the
commencement of works and shall be maintained throughout
the building period.

Reason: To protect existing planting in the interests of amenity.

6 C17  Details of landscaping
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director, Planning &
Environmental Protection

Contact Officer:

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon Davidson Tel:020 8379 3841
Mr C Ahmet Tel: 020 8379 3926

Ward: Edmonton
Green

Application Number : P13-00551PLA

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: CRAIG PARK YOUTH CENTRE, LAWRENCE ROAD, LONDON, N18

2HN

PROPOSAL: Installation of two temporary storage containers

Applicant Name & Address:
Mr Stefan Cadek

London Borough of Enfield
PO Box 51

Civic Centre

Silver Street

Enfield

Middlesex

EN1 3XB

Agent Name & Address:
Mr Andrew Lloyd

Curl la Tourelle Architects
80 Lamble Street

London

NW5 4AB

RECOMMENDATION:

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations
1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Site and Surroundings

The application site comprises the recently extended and upgraded Craig
Park Youth Centre buildings and associated grounds, located in the
Edmonton Green ward of the Borough. The immediate surrounding area is
primarily composed of residential land uses. The site and its grounds are not
designated within a Conservation Area nor are they statutorily listed.

Proposal

The application seeks temporary planning permission to locate two metal
storage containers (side by side) to the northwest corner of the recreation
grounds of the youth centre. Members should note that the grounds are not
designated Metropolitan Open Land or Local Open Space. The applicant has
indicated that they expect the containers to be in situ for no more than two
years.

Each container would be sited on timber railway sleepers to provide a level
surface, measuring approximately 6m (d) x 2.4m (w) and 2.6m (h). The
containers are metal in construction. The containers would provide ancillary
storage for the youth centre.

Relevant Planning Decisions

LBE/10/0033: Part 2-storey, part 3-storey extension to south elevation
involving demolition of a single storey building and refurbishment of external
facade involving new recessed windows, translucent polycarbonate covering
to external walls at first and second floor level and new boundary fence.
Approved 25 Jan 2010.

Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

Environment Agency: No objections to the proposals.
Public

Notification letters have been sent to 19 neighbouring properties. In addition,
a site notice was displayed at the site. The period for comment expired on the
4™ April 2013. No representations were received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.
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The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.

The London Plan

7.1 Building London’s Neighbourhoods and communities
7.4 Local character

Local Plan — Core Strategy

CP30 - Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Saved UDP Policies

(INGD3 - High standard of functional and aesthetic design

Submission Version — Development Management Document (DMD)

DMD37 - Achieving High Quality and Design-Led Development

Other relevant policy

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

Analysis

The principle issue for consideration is the impact on the recreation function
of the grounds; the character and appearance of the surrounding area

including neighbouring residential amenities.

Impact on recreation function

The grounds to the front of the building, part of which comprises the
application site, provides recreational space for users of the centre. The siting
of two metal containers within a discreet corner of the grounds on a
temporary basis would not cause harm to this provision.

Impact on the character and appearance of the surrounding area

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration, in all developments. Similarly, Policy CP30 of the
Core Strategy seeks to ensure that all developments and/or interventions in
the public realm are of high quality having regard to their context. In addition
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan states that developments should have regard to
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the form, function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and
orientation of surrounding buildings.

The size of the containers would not be of a nature that would be readily
noticeable beyond the immediate perimeter of the site. Their siting in the
northwest corner of the site also serves to reduce their prominence.

In order to meet the centre’s temporary needs as well as ensuring that the
visual integrity of the containers is maintained, it is recommended that
planning permission should be restricted to two years only.

Overall, the impact of the metal containers on the character and appearance
of the surrounding area is considered negligible and would therefore comply
with Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy and Policy
37 of the DMD.

Impact on Neighbouring Residential Properties

The use of the containers for storage, including their scale and siting relative
to existing residential uses would not cause harm to amenity.

Conclusion

Overall, it is considered that the proposed scale and siting of the containers
together with their intended purpose would not have a harmful impact on the
recreational value, character and/or appearance of the area nor existing
residential amenities. Planning permission is accordingly recommended for
approval for the following reason:

1. The proposed containers would not adversely impact on the character and
appearance of the surrounding area having regard to Policy (II) GD3 of the
Unitary Development Plan, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy, Policy 37 of the
Submission version DMD and Policies 7.1 and 7.4 of the London Plan.

Recommendation

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General

Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject

to conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The containers shall be painted in a colour to be agreed in writing by

the Local Planning Authority before installed onsite.

Reason: To ensure a satisfactory external appearance.
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The containers shall only be used for storage purposes ancillary to the
activities directly associated with the Craig Park Youth Centre and
shall not be used for any other purpose.

Reason: To ensure that the use remains strictly incidental to the
existing operations onsite.

This permission is granted for a limited period expiring on 25 April
2015 when the use hereby permitted shall be discontinued and the
buildings hereby permitted removed and the land reinstated.

Reason: To ensure that the buildings and their use are properly
controlled.
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director, Planning &
Environmental Protection

Contact Officer:

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr C Ahmet Tel: 020 8379 3926

Ward:
Green

Palmers

Application Number : P13-00552PLA

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: LODGE DRIVE CAR PARK, LODGE DRIVE, LONDON, N13 5LB

PROPOSAL.: Installation of a temporary library building to south of site involving a loss of

24 car parking space.

Applicant Name & Address:
Mr Doug Ashworth

Enfield Council

PO Box 50 Civic Centre
Silver Street

Agent Name & Address:
Mr T Nadaraju

Enfield Council

PO Box 50 Civic Centre
Silver Street

Enfield Enfield
Middlesex Middlesex
EN1 3XA EN1 3XA
RECOMMENDATION:

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations
1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Site and Surroundings

The application site comprises part of Lodge Drive Car Park in the Palmers
Green ward of the Borough. The site is owned and run by the Council as a
pay and display car park providing 159 spaces in total. The car park is
currently accessed off Lodge Drive via a shared service road.

The surrounding area is composed of a mix of commercial and residential
land uses. To the northeast and east, the site is adjoined by two storey
residential properties and their gardens; St Anne’s Catholic High School
including grounds to the south; and to the west and northwest three/four
storey commercial buildings within the Palmers Green shopping area.

Proposal

The application seeks planning permission to install a single storey pre-
fabricated building to serve as a temporary library before commencement of
the proposed refurbishment works at the existing Palmers Green Library and
Southgate Town Hall. No dedicated parking has been provided for library staff
as part of the proposal.

The applicant has indicated that the facility would be required for a temporary
period of no more than two years.

Relevant Planning Decisions
No relevant planning history
Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

Traffic and Transportation do not object to the proposals.
Public

Notification letters have been sent to 88 neighbouring properties. In addition,
a site notice was displayed at the entrance to the site. The period for
comment expired on the 4™ April 2013. No representations were received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for



5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

6.1

Page 92

submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application."

The London Plan

6.9 Cycling
6.13 Parking
7.4 Local character

Local Plan — Core Strategy

CP11 Recreation, Leisure, Culture and Arts

CP25 Pedestrians and cyclists

CP26 Public transport

CP30 Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Saved UDP Policies

(INGD3 High standard of functional and aesthetic design
(I1) GD6 Traffic generation

(Il) GD8 Site access and servicing

(1) CS1 Provision of community uses/services

(I CS3 Provision of community uses/services

Submission version - Development Management Document Policies (DMD)

DMD16 - Provision of New Community Facilities

DMD37 - Achieving High Quality and Design-Led Development
DMD 45 - Parking Standards and Layout

DMDB80 - Trees on Development Sites

Other relevant policy

National Planning Policy Framework
Southgate Town Hall Planning Brief (October 2011)

Analysis

The main issues arising from this application are the loss of car parking
spaces, the impact of an increase in traffic movements, including the impact
of the building on the amenities of adjoining commercial and residential
occupiers.



6.2

6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.4

6.3

6.3.1

6.3.2

6.3.3

6.3.4

Page 93

Loss of car parking spaces and associated increase in traffic movements

The application would involve the loss of 24 car parking spaces in total.
Traffic and Transportation have assessed the parking survey carried out and
consider that the car park is currently underutilised and despite the loss of
parking spaces, would continue to provide adequate capacity to
accommodate the additional demand that would be generated by the
proposed temporary library use.

In terms of the increase in vehicle movements, they acknowledge that traffic
to and from the site would increase although this would not increase
congestion and/or compromise the safety of users of the temporary library or
car park.

Space for cycle parking has been made available although specific details
have not been provided. Access for disabled users has been considered via
the provision of ramps to the entrance and exit points of the building. Should
planning permission be granted, it is recommended that further details of
cycle parking is secured by planning condition.

Overall, the loss of car parking spaces, including the increase in vehicle
movements would not be harmful to the safety of users of the existing car
park nor to the safety and free flow of traffic on the adjoining access road.
Accordingly, it is considered that the proposed loss of parking and the
associated impacts is acceptable and therefore complies with Policies (ll)
GD3, (II) GD6 and (ll) GD8 of the Unitary Development Plan; Policies 25 and
26 of the Core Strategy, Policy 45 of the DMD and Policies 6.9 and 6.13 of
the London Plan.

Impact of temporary building on the amenities of adjoining commercial and
residential occupiers

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration in all developments. Similarly, Policy CP30 of the
Core Strategy seeks to ensure that all developments and/or interventions in
the public realm are of high quality having regard to their context. In addition
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan states that developments should have regard to
the form, function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and
orientation of surrounding buildings.

The proposed building would be sited to the southern part of the car park
adjacent to the Council’s depot. The building measures approximately 21.7m
(d) x 12.4m (w) x 3.1m (h) and would be a pre-fabricated construction.
Bollards would be provided to the north and east perimeter of the building to
segregate from the rest of the car park.

The location of the building and its scale relative to adjacent users would not
cause harm to either commercial or residential occupiers in terms of loss of
light, outlook or privacy or through the activity associated with the use.

Overall it is considered that the proposed temporary building and use would
have an acceptable impact on adjacent commercial and residential occupiers
and as such complies with Policy (Il) GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan;
Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy and Policy 7.4 of the London Plan.
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Other matters

Arboricutural impact

With regard to the impact of the proposals on existing trees, the associated
arboricultural report recommends that no trees within the application site
would require removal. The Council’s Arboricutural Officer has not objected to
the recommendations although advises inclusion of planning conditions to
secure details of tree protection and an Aboricultural Method Statement
(AMS). Overall the impact of the proposal on existing trees is acceptable and
would therefore comply with Policy 80 of the Submission version DMD.

Equalities impact

The public sector Equality Duty, at section 149 of the Equality Act, requires
public bodies to consider all individuals when carrying out their day to day
work — in shaping policy, in delivering services and in relation to their own
employees. It requires public bodies to have due regard to the need to
eliminate discrimination, advance equality of opportunity, and foster good
relations between different people when carrying out their activities. It is
considered that each protected characteristic (age, diability, gender
reassignment, pregnancy and maternity, race, religion or belief, sex and
sexual orientation) has been considered sufficiently in the design and layout
of the proposals.

Community Infrastructure Levy

Since April 2012 the Mayoral CIL has been applied to all new developments
in order to fund strategically important infrastructure. In this particular case,
liability would not be extended to the temporary provision of a library building
as Regulation 5 (2) of the CIL Legislation states that, ...”planning permission
does not include planning permission granted for a limited period”.

Conclusion

Overall, it is considered that the provision of a pre-fabricated building to serve
as a temporary library facility whilst refurbishment works are carried out to the
existing library at Southgate Town Hall would not cause significant harm
having regard to existing parking provision, the amenities of neighbouring
commercial and residential occupiers and or existing trees on site. Planning
permission is accordingly recommended for approval for the following
reasons:

1. The proposed development would not adversely impact on existing
parking levels and the amenities of neighbouring commercial and
residential occupiers having regard to Policies (Il) GD3, (II) GD6 and (lII)
GD8 of the Unitary Development Plan, Policies CP25, CP26 and CP30 of
the Core Strategy, Policy 37 of the Submission version DMD, and
Policies 6.9, 6.13 and 7.4 of the London Plan.

2. The proposed development would allow for the continued provision of
library services in the Palmers Green ward during refurbishment works to
Southgate Town Hall, having regard to Policies (Il) CS1 and (Il) CS3 of
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the Unitary Development Plan; Policy CP11 of the Core Strategy and
Policy 16 of the Submission version DMD.

Recommendation

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning
General Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be
GRANTED subject to conditions:

1.

The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

This permission is granted for a limited period expiring on 25 April
2015 when the use hereby permitted shall be discontinued and the
buildings hereby permitted removed and the land reinstated.

Reason: To ensure that the buildings and their use are properly
controlled.

Details of cycle parking shall be submitted for the written approval of
the Local Planning Authority and provided in accordance with the
approved details before first use of the building. These parking spaces
shall be removed from site when the use of the building ceases in
accordance with Condition 2 of this permission.

Reason: To ensure satisfactory cycle provision is made in accordance
with the recommendations of Policy 6.9 of the London Plan.

Hours of opening (9am-8pm -Mon-Fri); (9am-5pm — Sat) and No
Sundays/Bank Holidays.

Details of Tree protection

Aboricutural Method Statement
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE Date : 23" April 2013

Report of Contact Officer: Ward:

Assistant Director - Planning, | Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848 Winchmore Hill
Highways & Transportation Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr N. Catherall Tel: 020 8379 3833

Application Number : P13-00558PLA Category: Change of Use

LOCATION: 18, THE GREEN, LONDON, N21 1AY

PROPOSAL: Change of use from restaurant (A3) to mixed use restaurant and take-
away (A3 & A5).

Applicant Name & Address: Agent Name & Address:
Matthew Wheeler MATTHEW WHEELER,
18, THE GREEN, MJW Surveyinng
LONDON, BUSINESS INNOVATION CENTRE
N21 1AY 1, ELECTRIC AVENUE
ENFIELD
EN3 7XU
RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the application be APPROVED subject to conditions.
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1. Site and Surroundings

1.1

1.2

The premises comprise the ground floor and basement of a terraced property
situated within a parade of shops on the northern side of The Green in
Winchmore Hill. The application site falls within the designated Winchmore
Hill Green “Large Local Centre“. There is only one other premises within this
Centre used for take-away purposes, this being No.63 Station Road. With the
exception of the commercial uses within the Centre, the surrounding area is
predominantly residential in character.

The site is located within the Winchmore Hill Conservation Area.

2. Proposal

2.1

2.2

23

Permission is sought for the change of use of the ground floor of the premises
from a restaurant (A3) to a mixed use restaurant and hot food takeaway
(A3/A5). The application is retrospective and the take-away use is currently
operating.

The ground floor provides a mix of restaurant and takeaway comprising a
service counter and food service area along one side, with tables and chairs
to the other side and to the rear, and an informal seating area comprising a
barstool seating arrangement to the front in connection with the takeaway
service. The basement provides additional seating for the restaurant and
toilet facilities. Overall, the proposed use would have predominantly A3
characteristics.

The proposed opening hours sought are 12pm until 10pm Tuesday to
Thursday, 12pm to 11pm Friday and Saturday, 12pm to 9pm on Sunday, and
closed on Monday.

3. Relevant Planning Decisions

e TP/00/0540/DP1 - Details of fume extractor and refuse storage submitted
pursuant to conditions 1 & 2 of approval granted under reference
TP/00/0540. Approved, May2011.

e TP/00/1693 - Conversion of first and second floors into two 1-bed self-
contained flats with third storey rear extension, loft conversion with rear
dormer window and external staircase. Granted with conditions, March
2001.

e TP/00/0540 - Change of use of basement, ground floor and first floor to
food and drink (A3), incorporating ground floor extension and new
shopfront. Granted with conditions, July 2000.

e CON/6394 - Unauthorised installation of replacement shopfront. This
matter continues to be investigated and a further report on this matter will
be brought to the Committee in due course

e INV/12/0857 - Alleged unauthorised take away at business - no Planning
Permission.
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4. Consultations

4.1 Statutory and non-statutory consultees

4.1.1 Environmental Health have made the following comments:

41.2

41.3

41.4

4.1.5

They do not object to the application as there are no foreseeable issues
regarding noise, nuisance or air quality. The site has been operating as a
restaurant for some time and there are no justified complaints recorded. The
part change of use to the ground floor to encompass the takeaway is very
unlikely to lead to a loss of amenity to any local residents due to noise and
disturbance. The hours of operation will create no further noise and
disturbance to the surrounding area if part use as a takeaway is granted. The
existing ventilation system will ensure that there is no odour release.

Out of Hours Licensing Enforcement have monitored the location and have
not recorded any matters which required enforcement.

Traffic and Transportation have raised no objection to the proposal.
Southgate District Civic Trust made the following comments:

e Parking required for a takeaway service is difficult in the area of The
Green.

English Heritage have raised no objection to the proposal.

Thames Water have raised no objections subject to standing advice.

4.2 Public response

4.2.1

422

423

Consultation letters were sent to fifteen surrounding properties, the
consultation period ended on 03 April 2013. In addition six site notices were
placed around the local centre, the consultation period ended on 11 April
2013. At the time of writing twenty three replies have been received.

Twenty two objections to the proposal were received raising the following
points:

Use out of keeping with the Conservation Area
Increase in demand for parking

Increase of litter

Increase of late night noise

A grant of planning permission should be personal and secured by
condition

e Litter should be controlled by condition

One letter of support was received raising the following points:

e The premises is very well maintained and providing a quality service
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It is noted that a number of consultation responses highlighted concerns over
the shop front at the application premises. This element is not included in this
application and so cannot be assessed as part of the analysis below.

5. Relevant Policy

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.

London Plan

2.15 - Town Centres

6.13 - Parking

7.1 - Building London’s neighbourhoods and communities
7.4 - Local Character

Core Strategy

CP17 - Town Centres

CP30 - Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

CP32 - Pollution

Saved Unitary Development Plan

(II) GD6 - Traffic generation
(II) GD8 - Site access and servicing
(I1) S18 - Assess food and drink proposals

Submission Version Development Management Document (DMD)

DMD 28 - Large Local Centres, Small Local Centres and Local Parades

DMD 32 - Managing the Impact of Food and Drink Establishments In and
Outside Designated Centres

DMD 34 - Evening Economy

DMD 45 - Parking Standards

DMD 68 - Noise
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Other Relevant Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework
Winchmore Hill Conservation Area Character Appraisal
Circular 11/95: Use of conditions in planning permission

6. Analysis

6.1

6.1.1

6.2

6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

Impact on the vitality and viability of the “Large Local Centre”

The approved use for the application premises is as a restaurant within Use
Class A3. The proposed change of use would involve the retention of the
restaurant use, with the addition of a takeaway service (Use Class A5). It is
considered that the mixed (A3/A5) nature of the premises would not adversely
affect the character of this Large Local Centre, or limit the availability of
premises to provide a range of convenience goods to the locality.

Effect of Use on Character and Residential Amenities of Surrounding Area

The use of the premises would predominantly remain as a restaurant within
Use Class A3 with the vast maijority of floor area being dedicated to the
restaurant use. In addition the appearance of the premises is considered to
be that of a restaurant, whilst there is a bar stool area to the front it is not
uncommon for restaurants to have waiting areas to the front. The siting of the
service counter towards the midway point of the premises ensures that the
common appearance of many hot food takeaways is not replicated here and
therefore contributes to maintaining the character and appearance of a
restaurant use. Therefore the introduction of a takeaway use at the
application would preserve the character of the Conservation Area.

The permitted opening hours for the existing restaurant use, secured by
Condition 3 of planning application TP/00/0540, are 8am to 11.30pm Monday
to Saturday and 10am to 11pm on Sunday. The proposed opening hours
sought are 12pm to 10pm Tuesday to Thursday, 12pm to 11pm Friday and
Saturday, 12pm to 9pm on Sunday, and closed on Monday. The proposed
hours are a reduction of those currently permitted, given the concerns raised
over increase noise generated by the addition of a takeaway element, the
hours proposed by the applicant are considered to be reasonable. In addition
to this it is noted that the proposed hours would fall within the opening times
contained in the Councils Supplementary Planning Guidance for opening and
closing times (food & drink establishments) within Large Local Centres.
Furthermore the opening times are broadly in keeping with existing food and
drink establishments within the Large Local Centre. As such any increase in
noise or activity would be within an acceptable range given the siting of the
premises towards the heart of the Local Centre, and it is noted that no
objections have been raised by the Environmental Health Section in this
respect. It is therefore considered that the proposed opening times are
acceptable.

A number of public consultation responses raised concerns about potential
litter generation. Winchmore Hill Green is divided into two with a road running
between the two elements, each element has one litter bin, in addition to this
there is a litter bin on the footpath outside No.2 The Green. It is noted that
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the application is retrospective, to date no complaints have been received by
the Council in relation to litter generation. Whilst it is acknowledged that
warmer weather will likely result in some utilisation of the Green for casual
consumption of food, the current litter bin provision is considered to be
suitable. There have been no recorded issues with little generation in relation
to the existing A5 premises at No.63 Station Road, it is therefore unlikely that
a mixed use A3/A5 at the application premises will lead to an unacceptable
level of litter.

The suggestion that any grant of planning permission should be personal to
the current applicant was raised in response to the public consultation.
Circular 11/95: Use of conditions in planning permission, states that ‘planning
permission runs with the land and it is seldom desirable to provide otherwise’,
going on to suggest that it should only be applied for a use that would not
normally be allowed at the site. Given the siting of the premises within a
Large Local Centre and the predominance of the A3 use, a personal
permission is not considered to be reasonable or within the circumstances
considered appropriate as detailed in Circular 11/95.

Traffic Generation/ Parking

The site has a fairly low PTAL rating. However there are pay and display
parking facilities adjacent to the applicant premises and surrounding The
Green. Having regard to this, the proposal is considered acceptable in
transportation terms and is not considered to give rise to any significant
adverse highway conditions due to the absence of any dedicated parking
provision. It is further noted that the Council’s Traffic and Transportation team
have raised no objection to the proposal.

7. Conclusion

7.1

7.2

It is considered that the proposed change of use of 18 The Green from A3 to
mixed use A3/A5 would not undermine the character and amenity of the
surrounding area, and would not result in unacceptable traffic generation or
parking issues.

It is therefore recommended that planning permission be granted for the
following reasons:

1. The change of use of the premises from A3 use to a mixed A3/A5 use is
not considered to adversely impact on the viability and vitality of the
Winchmore Hill Green Large Local Centre having regard to Policy (1) S18
of the Unitary Development Plan, and Core Policy 17 of the Core
Strategy.

2. The change of the premises from A3 use to a mixed A3/A5 use is not
considered to give rise to conditions prejudicial to the free flow and safety
of traffic or additional on street parking problems on the adjoining highway
having regard to Policies (Il) GD6 and (ll) GD8 of the Unitary
Development Plan and Policy 6.13 of the London Plan.

3. The proposed use of the premises including the proposed opening hours,
does not give rise to conditions prejudicial to the amenities of local
residents or the residential character of the surrounding are having regard
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to Policy (II) S18 of the Unitary Development Plan and Supplementary
Planning Guidance.

8. Recommendation

8.1 It is recommended that the application be approved subject to the following
conditions.

1.

C60: Approved Plans. The development hereby permitted shall be carried
out in accordance with the approved plans, as set out in the attached
schedule which forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

The premises shall be used for a mixed A3/A5 use within Town and
Country Planning (Use Classes) Order 1987 (as Amended) and retain the
degree of the mixed use shown on the approved plans. The area given
over to takeaway service shall not be increased unless agreed in writing
by the Local Planning Authority.

Reason : In order to protect the amenities of the surrounding locality and
to ensure the use of the premises enhance and protect the vitality and
viability of the Large Local Centre.

The premises shall only be open between the hours of 12pm until 10pm
Monday to Thursday, 12pm to 11pm Friday and Saturday, and 12pm to
9pm on Sunday.

Reason: In order to protect the amenities of the surrounding locality and to
comply with the guidance for opening hours for Large Local Centres set
out in the Supplementary Planning Guidance.

Directive

1.

Thames Water recommends the installation of a properly maintained fat
trap on all catering establishments. We further recommend, in line with
best practice for the disposal of Fats, Oils and Grease, the collection of
waste oil by a contractor, particularly to recycle for the production of bio
diesel. Failure to implement these recommendations may result in this
and other properties suffering blocked drains, sewage flooding and
pollution to local watercourses. Further information on the above is
available in a leaflet, 'Best Management Practices for Catering
Establishments' which can be requested by telephoning 0203 577 9963.
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director - Planning,
Highways & Transportation

Contact Officer: Ward: Southbury
Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr S. Newton Tel: 020 8379 3851

Application Number : P13-00581PLA Category: Other Development

LOCATION: RUSSETT HOUSE SCHOOL, 11, AUTUMN CLOSE, ENFIELD, EN1 4JA

PROPOSAL: Retention of existing classroom building together with link canopy to the

north of existing block.

Applicant Name & Address:

Agent Name & Address:

Director Schools & Childrens Services, T Nadaraju,
Enfield Council Enfield Council
CIVIC CENTRE, CIVIC CENTRE
SILVER STREET, SILVER STREET
ENFIELD, ENFIELD

EN1 3XA EN1 3XA
RECOMMENDATION:

That planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED in accordance with Regulation 3
of the Town & Country Planning General Regulations 1992, subject to condition.
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Site and Surroundings

The Special Needs School is located behind Carterhatch School, on the north
side of Carterhatch Lane. It is accessed via Autumn Close, which runs north
off Carterhatch Lane and parallel to the Great Cambridge Road (A10), with
residential properties between the A10 and the application site. The main
school buildings are situated between the backs of houses on the Great
Cambridge Road, to the west, school playing fields to the south and east, and
a petrol filling station and flats, to the north.

The existing development is predominantly single-storey, with some of the
core elements of the school complex rising to a two-storey height.

Proposal

Permission is sought for the retention of a temporary classroom building to
the north of existing block, along the school’s eastern boundary together with
a link canopy.

The building is approximately 7.9m x 8.5m and to a height of approximately
3.5m to the top of a flat roof.

Relevant Planning Decisions

In May 2011, Committee resolved to grant planning permission (ref:
LBE/11/0010) for a part single, part 2-storey extension to provide a classroom
block, dining room and kitchen with a plant room at first floor level, pick up
and drop off bay at front, relocation of fence to southern boundary between
Russett House School and Carterhatch School and new car parking area and
associated landscaping and formation of a Multi Use Games Area (MUGA)
with 8m high lighting columns to Carterhatch School playing fields. This
permission has been implemented.

An application for the installation of a temporary classroom building to the
north of the existing block (ref: LBE/10/0023) was approved at Committee in
July 2010. Due to the building being a temporary solution to assist the school
in meeting with its accommodation requirements whilst a permanent
extension to the school was developed, permission was granted for a limited
period of 2 years, expiring on 27 July 2012.

An application for the installation of a temporary building to provide 1
classroom with ancillary facilities (LBE/04/0011) was granted a limited period
permission on 29" June 2004, with the permission expiring on 1! October
2005. The application was made in combination with an application for
permanent additional classrooms (detailed below).

An application for the erection of single storey extensions to north and south
elevations to provide additional classrooms, therapy rooms and associated
facilities, together with erection of store to hall (LBE/04/0012) was granted
planning permission on 2™ July 2004. These structures have been completed.

Consultations
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Statutory and non-statutory consultees

Traffic and Transportation

The Head of Traffic and Transportation advises that there are no objections.

Property Services

No comments have been received from the Director of Property Services.
Public response

Notification to 13 neighbouring and nearby occupiers. No comments have
been received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.

The London Plan

Policy 3.16  Social infrastructure
Policy 3.18  Education facilities

Policy 5.1 Climate change mitigation

Policy 5.2 Minimising carbon dioxide emissions

Policy 5.3 Sustainable design and construction

Policy 5.5 Decentralised energy networks

Policy 5.6 Decentralised energy in development proposals
Policy 5.7 Renewable energy

Policy 5.8 Innovative energy technologies

Policy 5.9 Overheating and cooling

Policy 5.10  Urban greening

Policy 5.11 Green roofs and development site environs
Policy 5.12  Flood risk management

Policy 5.13  Sustainable drainage

Policy 5.14  Water quality and wastewater infrastructure
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Policy 5.16
Policy 5.18
Policy 6.3
Policy 6.7
Policy 6.9
Policy 6.10
Policy 6.11
Policy 6.12
Policy 6.13
Policy 6.14
Policy 7.1
Policy 7.2
Policy 7.3
Policy 7.4
Policy 7.6
Policy 7.14
Policy 7.15
Policy 7.19

Page 113

Waste self-sufficiency

Construction, excavation and demolition waste
Assessing the effects of development on transport capacity
Better streets and surface transport

Cycling

Walking

Smoothing traffic flow and tackling congestion

Road network capacity

Parking

Freight

Building London’s neighbourhoods and communities
An inclusive environment

Designing out crime

Local character

Architecture

Improving air quality

Reducing noise and enhancing soundscapes
Biodiversity and access to nature

Local Plan — Core Strateqy

CPS8:
CP9:

Education
Supporting community cohesion

CP11: Recreation, leisure, culture and arts
CP20: Sustainable energy use and energy infrastructure

CP21:

Delivering sustainable water supply, drainage and sewerage

infrastructure

CP22:

Delivering sustainable waste management

CP24: The road network

CP25:
CP26:
CP30:

Pedestrians and cyclists
Public transport
Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open

environment

CP31:
CP32:
CP40:

Built and landscape heritage
Pollution
North east Enfield

Saved UDP Policies

(INCS1
(INCS2
(INCS3
(INGD3
(NGD6
(INGD8
(INT1

(INT16
(INT19

Land requirements for facilities and services

Community services and the effective use of land

Facilities provided in the optimum location

Aesthetics and functional design

Traffic generation

Site access and servicing

To ensure development takes place in locations which have
appropriate access to transport networks

Adequate access for pedestrians and people with disabilities
Needs and safety of cyclist

Submission version DMD

DMD17
DMD37
DMD42

Protection of Community Facilities
Achieving High Quality and Design-Led Development
Design of Civic/Public Buildings and Institutions
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DMD45 Parking Standards

DMD47 New Roads, Access and Servicing
DMD49 Sustainable Design & Construction Statements
DMD50 Environmental Assessment Methods
DMD51 Energy Efficiency Standards

DMD53 Low and Zero Carbon Technology
DMD54 Allowable Solutions

DMD55 Use of Roof Space/Vertical Surfaces
DMD56 Heating and Cooling

DMD59 Avoiding and Reducing Flood Risk
DMD61 Managing Surface Water

DMD68 Noise

Other Relevant Policy Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework
Analysis

Principle

The building was initially erected as a temporary solution to assist the school
in meeting with its accommodation requirements. The school has since
implemented a permission to provide additional classroom facilities (ref:
LBE/11/0010) and would now like to retain the building permanently to
provide flexibility of use of teaching space.

Whilst the principle of the building is accepted, consideration must be given to
its design and sustainability as a permanently retained structure.

Impact on Character of Surrounding Area

Design

The building is a typical portacabin-type structure, unremarkable in all facets
of its design. Due to the temporary nature of the original permission sought,
some flexibility was given in terms of the design. A building intended to be
retained permanently should be more appropriately designed in terms of its
appearance and sustainability credentials.

Policy 42 of the Submission version DMD confirms that civic buildings,
institutions and other buildings providing services to the public, such as
educational facilities must be designed to a high standard. This lends weight
to the need to have a purpose-built building rather than to continue with the
temporary building. It is therefore considered appropriate to recommend a
further temporary permission for two years whilst a permanent structure is
designed and implemented, should the school still wish to continue with the
additional space that the building provides.

Height / Massing / Proximity to Boundaries

All elements of the proposal are appropriate to the context of the site and
surroundings.

Impact on Neighbouring Properties
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Distancing

The nearest affected dwelling to any part of the proposed building is
approximately 50m distant. It is therefore considered that there will not be any
detrimental harm to the amenities of the adjoining residential occupiers.

Loss of Light / Outlook

Due to distancing and the low height of the proposed buildings, there will be
no impact on neighbouring occupiers in terms of loss of light and outlook.

Highway Safety

Access and Traffic generation

The development would not generate additional school traffic movements as
the proposal is not for the expansion of the school or pupil numbers but for
the retention of the existing building to allow flexibility of space.

Parking

The development does not impact on parking provision.

Sustainable Design and Construction

Policy 49 of the Submission version DMD confirms that all new developments
must achieve the highest sustainable design and construction standards. It
also requires all developments to include measures capable of mitigating and
adapting to climate change. Core Policy 20 of the Core Strategy requires that
all new developments address the causes and impacts of climate change by
minimising energy use, supplying energy efficiently and using energy from
renewable sources.

The building does not meet with the appropriate standards for sustainable
design and construction for a permanent structure. This is considered to lend
weight to a temporary permission.

Conclusion

Whilst the principle of the building is accepted, due to its poor design and
sustainability credentials, it is considered inappropriate to retain the building
on a permanent basis.

A temporary permission for a further two years is considered more
appropriate to enable the school to make use of the space which it affords
and to enable the school to have a more appropriately designed permanent
building implemented.

Having regard to all of the above, Approval is recommended for the following
reasons:

1. The retention of the temporary classroom by virtue of the limited
period condition imposed, will not unduly detract from the character
and appearance of the surrounding area having regard to Policies
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(INCS2, (INCS3, (INGD3 and (l1)H8 of the Unitary Development Plan,
Core Policies 8 and 30 of the Core Strategy, Policies 37 and 42 of the
Submission version DMD, and with Policies 7.1 and 7.4 of The London
Plan.

2. The proposed temporary classroom having regard to its design, size
and siting does not unduly affect the amenities of adjoining or nearby
residential properties having regard to Policies (11)GD3 and (lI)H8 of
the Unitary Development Plan, Core Policy 30 of the Core Strategy
Policy 68 of the Submission version DMD.

Recommendation
That planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED in accordance with
Regulation 3 of the Town & Country Planning General Regulations 1992,

subject to the following condition:

1. C50A Limited period permission (24months)
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director, Planning &
Environmental Protection

Contact Officer:

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr C Ahmet Tel: 020 8379 3926

Ward: Upper
Edmonton

Application Number : P13-00316PLA

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: 1 -16 EAGLE COURT, 35, SNELLS PARK, LONDON, N18 2TF

PROPOSAL: Replacement windows and front entrance doors and raise height of metal
balustrade to balconies to a height of 1100mm.

Applicant Name & Address:
Enfield Homes
9, Centre Way

Agent Name & Address:
Paul Hemmant
Pellings LLP

London Northside House
N9 OAP Mount Pleasant
Barnet
Hertfordshire
EN4 9EB
RECOMMENDATION:

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations
1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Site and Surroundings

The application site comprises a three storey block of flats, owned and
managed by Enfield Homes, located in the Upper Edmonton ward of the
Borough. The immediate surrounding area is primarily composed of
residential land uses. The site and its grounds are not designated within a
Conservation Area nor are they statutorily listed.

Proposal

The application involves the replacement of the existing metal windows and
doors with UPVC, similar in style and design. The proposals also involve the
raising of the metal balustrades to a height of 1.1 metres.

The proposed works are part of ongoing improvements to the Snells Park
Estate.

Relevant Planning Decisions
No relevant planning history
Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

None
Public

Notification letters have been sent to 36 neighbouring properties. In addition,
a site notice was displayed at the site. The period for comment expired on the
4™ April 2013. No representations were received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.
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The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application."

The London Plan

7.1 Building London’s Neighbourhoods and communities
7.4 Local character

Local Plan — Core Strategy

CP30 Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Saved UDP Policies

(INGD3 High standard of functional and aesthetic design

Submission Version — Development Management Document (DMD)

DMD37 - Achieving High Quality and Design-Led Development

Other relevant policy

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

Analysis

The principle issue for consideration is the impact of the replacement
windows, doors and balustrades on the character and appearance of the
parent building and surrounding area.

Impact on character and appearance of parent building and surrounding area

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration, in all developments. Similarly, Policy CP30 of the
Core Strategy seeks to ensure that all developments and/or interventions in
the public realm are of high quality having regard to their context. In addition
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan states that developments should have regard to
the form, function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and
orientation of surrounding buildings.

The replacement windows and doors would be UPVC in design and
construction and similar in style to the existing. The proposed increase in
height to the balustrades are necessary to meet current health and safety
requirements. Overall, it is considered that the nature of the proposals and
their relative impact on the character and appearance of the parent building
including the wider surroundings would be minimal. Therefore, it is considered
that the proposals would comply with the requirements of Policy (II) GD3 of
the Unitary Development Plan, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy, Policy 37 of
the DMD and Policy 7.4 of the London Plan.
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Conclusion

Overall, it is considered that the proposed replacement windows, doors and
increase in height of balustrades would not have a harmful impact on the
character and appearance of the parent building nor the surrounding area. In
addition, there would be no new openings and/or alterations proposed that
would provide grounds for concern. Planning permission is accordingly
recommended for approval for the following reasons:

1. The proposed development would not cause adverse harm to the character
and appearance of the parent building nor the amenities of the surrounding
area having regard to Policy (II) GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, Policy
CP30 of the Core Strategy, Policy 37 of the DMD and Policies 7.1 and 7.4 of
the London Plan.

Recommendation

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning
General Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be
GRANTED subject to conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The development to which this permission relates must be begun not
later than the expiration of three years beginning with the date of the
decision notice.

Reason: To comply with the provisions of S.51 of the Planning &
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of

Contact Officer:

Ward: Upper
Edmonton

Assistant Director, Planning &
Environmental Protection

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon DavidsonTel:020 8379 3841
R.Laws Tel: 020 8379 3605

Application Number : P13-00317PLA

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: 101-132, SNELLS PARK, LONDON, N18 2SY

PROPOSAL: Replacement windows and front entrance doors and raise height of metal

balustrade to balconies to a height of 1100mm

Applicant Name & Address:
Enfield Homes

Housing & Professional Services
9 Centre Way

Claverings Estate

Agent Name & Address:
Mr Paul Hemmat
Pellings LLP

Northside House

Mount Pleasant

Edmonton Barnet
London Hertfordshire
N9 OAP EN4 9EB
RECOMMENDATION:

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations

1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Site and Surroundings

The property is a 4 storey residential block of flats with a pitched roof situated
on Snell’'s Park Road close to the junction with Grove Street. The block is
managed by Enfield Homes. The surrounding area is residential in character.
The site is not located within a conservation area and is not listed building
Proposal

The proposal involves replacement of the existing single glazed metal
windows and front entrance doors to the block with new UPVC double glazed
windows and doors of a similar style and design. The proposals also involve
the raising of the height of the metal balustrade to balconies to a height of
1.1m.

The proposed works are part of ongoing improvements to the Snells Park
Estate.

Relevant Planning Decisions
No relevant planning history.
Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

None
Public

Consultation letters have been sent to 53 neighbouring properties. In addition,
a site notice was displayed at the site. No representations have been
received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Planning Policy Framework ( NPPF) published in
March 2012 allowed local planning Authorities a 12 month transition period to
prepare full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from the 28" March 2013 the Council’s saved UDP
and Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their
degree of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The Policies list below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
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Therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.

The London Plan

7.1 Building London’s Neighbourhoods and communities
7.4 Local Character

Core Strategy

CP 30- Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Saved UDP polices

(I GD3- Design and character

Submission version DMD

DMD 37 - Achieving High quality and Design Led development

Other Relevant Policies

National Planning Policy Framework

Analysis

Principle

The principle issue for consideration is the impact of the replacement
windows, doors and balustrades on the character and appearance of the

building and surrounding area.

Impact on the character and appearance of the surrounding area

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration, in all developments. Similarly, Policy CP30 of the
Core Strategy seeks to ensure that all developments and/or interventions in
the public realm are of high quality having regard to their context. In addition
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan states that developments should have regard to
the form, function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and
orientation of surrounding buildings.

The proposed replacement and doors would be UPVC in design and
construction and similar in style to the existing. The proposed increase in
height to the balustrades is to meet current health and safety requirements.
Overall, it is considered that the proposals and their impact on the character
and appearance of the area would be minimal. Therefore, it is considered that
the proposals would comply with the requirements of Policy (lI) GD3 of the
UDP, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy and Policy 7.4 of the London Plan
and DMD policy 37.

As such, the impact of the replacement windows, doors and increase in
height of balustrades would not adversely impact on the character and
appearance of the surrounding area and therefore comply with Policy (II) GD3
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of the UDP, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy and Submission version DMD
Policy 37.

Conclusion

Overall, it is considered that the proposed replacement windows, doors and
increase in height of balustrades would not have a harmful impact on the
character and appearance of the building and surrounding area. Planning
permission is accordingly recommended for approval for the following reason .

1 The proposed development would not adversely impact on the
character and appearance of the property or surrounding area having
regard to policy (Il) GD3 of the UDP as well as having regard to CP 30
of the Core Strategy and Submission version DMD policy 37.

Recommendation

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning
General Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be
GRANTED subject to conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The development to which this permission relates must be begun not
later than the expiration of three years beginning with the date of the
decision notice.

Reason: To comply with the provision of S.51 of the Planning &
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director, Planning &
Environmental Protection

Contact Officer:

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon DavidsonTel:020 8379 3841
R.Laws Tel: 020 8379 3605

Ward: Upper
Edmonton

Application Number : P13-00318PLA

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: 1-32 TRINTY COURT, 33 SNELLS PARK, LONDON, N18 2SY

PROPOSAL: Replacement windows and front entrance doors and raise height of metal

balustrade to balconies to a height of 1100mm

Applicant Name & Address:
Enfield Homes

Housing & Professional Services
9 Centre Way

Claverings Estate

Agent Name & Address:
Mr Paul Hemmat
Pellings LLP

Northside House

Mount Pleasant

Edmonton Barnet
London Hertfordshire
N9 OAP EN4 9EB
RECOMMENDATION:

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations

1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Site and Surroundings

The property is a 4 storey residential block of flats with a pitched roof situated
on Snell’'s Park Road. The block is managed by Enfield Homes. The
surrounding area is residential in character. The site is not located within a
conservation area and is not listed building.

Proposal

The proposal involves replacement of the existing single glazed metal
windows and front entrance doors to the block with new UPVC double glazed
windows and doors of a similar style and design. The proposals also involve
the raising of the height of the metal balustrade to balconies to a height of
1.1m.

The proposed works are part of ongoing improvements to the Snells Park
Estate.

Relevant Planning Decisions
No relevant planning history.
Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

None
Public

Consultation letters have been sent to 53 neighbouring properties. In addition,
a site notice was displayed at the site. No representations have been
received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has elapsed and as from 28" Match 2013 the Council’s saved UDP and Core
Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree of
consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for submission to
the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and subsequent adoption
is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed criteria and standard
based policies by which planning applications will be determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
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therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.

The London Plan

7.1 Building London’s Neighbourhoods and communities
7.4 Local Character

Core Strategy

CP30 Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open environment
Saved UDP

(I1) GD3 High standard of functional and aesthetic design

Submission version DMD

DMD 37- Achieving High Quality & Design led development

Other Relevant Policy

National Planning Policy Framework

Analysis

Principle

The principle issue for consideration is the impact of the replacement
windows, doors and balustrades on the character and appearance of the

building and surrounding area.

Impact on the character and appearance of the surrounding area

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration, in all developments. Similarly, Policy CP30 of the
Core Strategy seeks to ensure that all developments and/or interventions in
the public realm are of high quality having regard to their context. In addition
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan states that developments should have regard to
the form, function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and
orientation of surrounding buildings.

The proposed replacement and doors would be UPVC in design and
construction and similar in style to the existing. The proposed increase in
height to the balustrades is to meet current health and safety requirements.
Overall, it is considered that the proposals and their impact on the character
and appearance of the area would be minimal. Therefore, it is considered that
the proposals would comply with the requirements of Policy (lI) GD3 of the
UDP, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy and Policy 7.4 of the London Plan
and Submission version DMD policy 37.

As such, the impact of the replacement windows, doors and increase in
height of balustrades would not adversely impact on the character and
appearance of the surrounding area and would therefore comply with Policy
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(I) GD3 of the UDP, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy and Submission
version DMD policy 37.

Conclusion

Overall, it is considered that the proposed replacement windows, doors and
increase in height of balustrades would not have a harmful impact on the
character and appearance of the building and surrounding area . Planning
permission is accordingly recommended for approval for the following reason.

1 The proposed development would not adversely impact on the
character and appearance of the property or surrounding area having
regard to policy (Il) GD3 of the UDP as well as having regard to CP 30
of the Core Strategy and Submission version DMD policy 37 .

Recommendation

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning
General Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be
GRANTED subject to conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The development to which this permission relates must be begun not
later than the expiration of three years beginning with the date of the
decision notice.

Reason: To comply with the provision of S.51 of the Planning &
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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Agenda Item 19

LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director, Planning &
Environmental Protection

Contact Officer:

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr R. Singleton Tel: 020 8379 3837

Ward: Highlands

Application Number : P13-00590PLA

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: 1-9A ANGLESEY ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 4HY

PROPOSAL: Replacement windows and doors to all elevations and cladding to front

elevation

Applicant Name & Address:
Enfield Homes

The Edmonton Centre

36-44 South Street

Mr Sean Coyne
Ridge
50 Southwark Street

Agent Name & Address:

London London Bridge
N9 ODX London

SE1 1UN
RECOMMENDATION:

That in accordance with Regulation 3 of the Town and Country Planning (General)
Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subiject to conditions
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Site and Surroundings

The application site comprises a four storey residential block of flats located
to the north side of Southbury Road. The immediate surrounding area is
primarily composed of residential land uses. The site and its grounds are not
sited within a conservation area nor are they statutorily listed.

Proposal

The application involves the replacement of the existing metal windows and
doors with UPVC, similar in style and design. The proposals also involve the
replacement of exterior composite board cladding with new UPVC cladding
boards.

The scheme forms part of a wider initiative by Enfield Homes, to upgrade
existing social housing stock across the borough.

Relevant Planning Decisions
None.
Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

None.
Public

Consultation letters were sent to 27 neighbouring properties. In addition,
notice was displayed at the site. No objections were raised

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.
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Local Plan — Core Strateqy

CP30: Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Submission Version DMD

DMD 37: Achieving high quality and design led development

Unitary Development Plan

(INGD3 Aesthetic and functional design

London Plan

Policy 7.1 Building London’s neighbourhoods and communities
Policy 7.4 Local character

Other Material Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

Analysis

The principle issue for consideration is the impact of the replacement
windows, doors and exterior cladding on the character and appearance of the

parent building and surrounding area.

Impact on character and appearance of parent building and surrounding area

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration, in all developments. Similarly, Policy CP30 of the
Core Strategy seeks to ensure that all developments and/or interventions in
the public realm are of high quality having regard to their context. In addition
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan states that developments should have regard to
the form, function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and
orientation of surrounding buildings.

The proposed replacement windows and doors will match the design and
style of the existing fixtures. While it is obvious that the style and materials
used in the replacement windows and doors would differ from the existing
frames, every effort has been made to replicate the design of the original
installations in the replacement units, with consistent openings to match the
original window configuration, to present a uniform appearance that differs
only in a marginal variation in the casement width. In relation to the proposed
exterior cladding, the variation in materials proposed would not alter the
overall aesthetic of the subject property and would as a result of the change
result in a consistent external appearance overtime with minimal
maintenance. This given, it is considered that the replacement windows,
doors and external cladding would maintain a measure of consistency in the
facade and consequently would not unduly affect the character and
appearance of the property or the surrounding area. Therefore, it is
considered that the proposals would comply with the requirements of Policy
(II) GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy,
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DMD 37 of the Submission version Development Management Document and
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan.

Conclusion

Overall, it is considered that the proposed development is acceptable and it is
recommended that the application be approved for the following reason:

The proposed replacement windows, doors and external cladding would not
have a harmful impact on the character and appearance of the parent building
nor the surrounding area. In addition, there would be no new openings and/or
alterations proposed that would provide grounds for concern. The proposals
therefore comply with Policy (II) GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, Policy
CP30 of the Core Strategy, Submission version Development Management
Document policy 37 and Policies 7.1 and 7.4 of the London Plan.

Recommendation

8.1

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General
Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject
to conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The development to which this permission relates must be begun not
later than the expiration of three years beginning with the date of the
decision notice.

Reason: To comply with the provisions of S.51 of the Planning &
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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Agenda Item 20

LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director, Planning &
Environmental Protection

Contact Officer:

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr R. Singleton Tel: 020 8379 3837

Ward: Highlands

Application Number : P13-00591PLA

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: 11-15A ANGLESEY ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 4HY

PROPOSAL: Replacement windows and doors to all elevations and cladding to front

elevation

Applicant Name & Address:
Enfield Homes

The Edmonton Centre

36-44 South Street

Mr Sean Coyne
Ridge
50 Southwark Street

Agent Name & Address:

London London Bridge
N9 ODX London

SE1 1UN
RECOMMENDATION:

That in accordance with Regulation 3 of the Town and Country Planning (General)
Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subiject to conditions
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Site and Surroundings

The application site comprises a four storey residential block of flats located
to the north side of Southbury Road. The immediate surrounding area is
primarily composed of residential land uses. The site and its grounds are not
designated within a Conservation Area nor are they statutorily listed.
Proposal

The application involves the replacement of the existing metal windows and
doors with UPVC, similar in style and design. The proposals also involves the
replacement of exterior composite board cladding with new UPVC cladding
boards.

The scheme forms part of a wider initiative by Enfield Homes, to upgrade
existing social housing stock across the borough.

Relevant Planning Decisions
None.
Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

None.
Public

Consultation letters were sent to 52 neighbouring properties. In addition,
notice was displayed at the site. No objections were raised

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application.
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Local Plan — Core Strateqy

CP30: Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Submission Version DMD

DMD 37: Achieving high quality and design led development

Unitary Development Plan

(INGD3 Aesthetic and functional design

London Plan

Policy 7.1 Building London’s neighbourhoods and communities
Policy 7.4 Local character

Other Material Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

Analysis

The principle issue for consideration is the impact of the replacement
windows, doors and exterior cladding on the character and appearance of the

parent building and surrounding area.

Impact on character and appearance of parent building and surrounding area

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration, in all developments. Similarly, Policy CP30 of the
Core Strategy seeks to ensure that all developments and/or interventions in
the public realm are of high quality having regard to their context. In addition
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan states that developments should have regard to
the form, function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and
orientation of surrounding buildings.

The proposed replacement windows and doors will match the design and
style of the existing fixtures. While it is obvious that the style and materials
used in the replacement windows and doors would differ from the existing
frames, every effort has been made to replicate the design original
installations in the replacement units, with consistent openings to match the
original window configuration to present a uniform appearance that differs
only in a marginal variation in the casement width. In relation to the proposed
exterior cladding, the variation in materials proposed would not alter the
overall aesthetic of the subject property and would as a result of the change
result in a consistent external appearance overtime with minimal
maintenance. This given, it is considered that the replacement windows,
doors and external cladding would maintain a measure of consistency in the
facade and consequently would not unduly affect the character and
appearance of the property or the surrounding area. Therefore, it is
considered that the proposals would comply with the requirements of Policy
(II) GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, Policy CP30 of the Core Strategy,
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DMD 37 of the Submission version Development Management Document and
Policy 7.4 of the London Plan.

Conclusion

Overall, it is considered that the proposed development is acceptable and it is
recommended that the application be approved for the following reason:

The proposed replacement windows, doors and external cladding would not
have a harmful impact on the character and appearance of the parent building
nor the surrounding area. In addition, there would be no new openings and/or
alterations proposed that would provide grounds for concern. The proposals
therefore comply with Policy (II) GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, Policy
CP30 of the Core Strategy, Submission version Development Management
Document policy 37 and Policies 7.1 and 7.4 of the London Plan.

Recommendation

8.1

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning
General Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be
GRANTED subject to conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The development to which this permission relates must be begun not
later than the expiration of three years beginning with the date of the
decision notice.

Reason: To comply with the provisions of S.51 of the Planning &
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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Agenda Item 21

LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director - Planning,
Highways & Transportation

Contact Officer:

Andy Higham Tel: 020 8379 3848
Sharon Davidson Tel: 020 8379 3841
Mr A. Jarratt Tel: 020 8379 3842

Ward: Enfield
Highway

Application Number : P13-00592PLA

Category: Other Development

LOCATION: 67-105, BOWOOD ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 7LL

PROPOSAL: Replacement windows and doors to all elevations.

Applicant Name & Address:
Tom Steggles,

Enfield Homes

EDMONTON CENTRE,
36-44, SOUTH MALL,

Agent Name & Address:
Sean Coyne,

Ridge

Ridge and Partners LLP
50 Southwark Street

LONDON, London
N9 OTN SE1 1UN
RECOMMENDATION:

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations
1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject to conditions.
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Site and Surroundings

A 4 storey residential block of flats located on the northern side of Bowood
Road. The immediate surrounding area is primarily composed of residential
land uses and associated amenity spaces.

Proposal

Planning permission is sought for the replacement of all existing windows and
doors. The new doors and windows would utilise the existing window and
door openings and would all be white UPVC. The improvements would also
bring the block up to ‘secure by design’ standards

Relevant Planning Decisions

None relevant

Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

None consulted
Public

Consultation letters have been sent to 2 neighbouring properties. Notice was
also published at the site. No responses have been received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application

London Plan
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7.1 Building London’s Neighbourhoods and communities
7.4 Local character
7.6 Architecture

Local Plan — Core Strategy

CP20 Sustainable energy use and energy infrastructure

CP30 Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Saved UDP Policies

(INGD3 High standard of functional and aesthetic design

Submission version Draft Management Document

DMD37 — Achieving high quality and design led development

Other Relevant Policy

National Planning Policy Framework

Analysis

The principle issues for consideration are

a) the effect of the proposed external changes on the character and
appearance of the block and surrounding area
b) the effect of the alteration on neighbouring residential amenities.

Effect on Character and Appearance

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration in all developments. In addition, Policy 7.4 of the
London Plan states that developments should have regard to the form,
function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and orientation of
surrounding buildings.

This application proposes alterations to replace windows and doors on all
elevations. The existing windows are made up of a mix of double glazed
UPVC and single glazed crittal casement windows. The submitted information
demonstrates that the design of the proposed windows and doors would be
similar to the existing with the main differences being that the window frames
would be slightly thicker due to the UPVC material and that the replacement
doors will have a larger solid (UPVC) element with 4 smaller glazed panels.
Solid panels are also proposed to the lower portion of the existing windows, to
the side of the main doors and these are currently clear glazed. Despite these
changes, whilst noticeable in terms of appearance, the proposals would not
detract from the overall appearance of the block or its appearance in the
surrounding area.
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An additional benefit is that the proposal is likely to result in creating much
better heat retention and insulation capabilities in relation to all the existing
units. .

Impact on Neighbouring Residential Properties

The proposals do not involve the enlargement of any existing windows or
doors, Moreover, there are no additional doors or windows proposed. As a
result, there would be no effect on the amenities of neighbouring occupiers.

Conclusion

In the light of the above factors, the proposed replacement of all windows and
doors is considered to be acceptable for the following reason:

1. The proposed replacement of all existing windows and doors, by virtue of
their design, siting and relationship with their surroundings, would not
cause undue harm to the character and appearance of the subject
building or wider surrounding area and would not impact upon the
residential amenities of neighbouring occupants in accordance with
Policies (I1)GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, CP30 of the Core
Strategy; 7.1, 7.4 and 7.6 of the London Plan, Submission version DMD
policy 37 and on the guidance of the National Planning Policy Framework.

Recommendation

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning
General Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be
GRANTED subject to conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The development to which this permission relates must be begun not later
than the expiration of three years beginning with the date of the decision
notice.

Reason: To comply with the provisions of S.51 of the Planning &
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD

PLANNING COMMITTEE

Date : 23" April 2013

Report of
Assistant Director - Planning,
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The Edmonton Centre,

Sean Coyne,

50 Southwark Street

Ridge and Partners LLP

Agent Name & Address:
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London SE1 1UN
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RECOMMENDATION:

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations

1992, planning permission be deemed to be GRANTED subject to condition
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Site and Surroundings

A 2 storey residential block of maisonettes located on the southern side of
Green Street. The immediate surrounding area is primarily composed of
residential land uses and associated amenity spaces.

Proposal

Planning permission is sought for the replacement of all existing windows and
doors. The new doors and windows would utilise the existing window and
door openings and would all be white UPVC. The improvements would also
bring the block up to ‘secure by design’ standards

Relevant Planning Decisions

None relevant

Consultations

Statutory and non-statutory consultees

None consulted
Public

Consultation letters have been sent to 2 neighbouring properties. Notice was
also published at the site. No responses have been received.

Relevant Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012
allowed local planning authorities a 12 month transition period to prepare for
the full implementation of the NPPF. Within this 12 month period local
planning authorities could give full weight to the saved UDP policies and the
Core Strategy, which was adopted prior to the NPPF. The 12 month period
has now elapsed and as from 28th March 2013 the Council's saved UDP and
Core Strategy policies will be given due weight in accordance to their degree
of consistency with the NPPF.

The Development Management Document (DMD) policies have been
prepared under the NPPF regime to be NPPF compliant. The Submission
version DMD document was approved by Council on 27" March 2013 for
submission to the Secretary of State for examination. Examination and
subsequent adoption is expected later this year. The DMD provides detailed
criteria and standard based policies by which planning applications will be
determined.

The policies listed below are considered to be consistent with the NPPF and
therefore it is considered that due weight should be given to them in
assessing the development the subject of this application

London Plan



5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

6.1

6.2

6.2.1

6.2.2

Page 158

7.1 Building London’s Neighbourhoods and communities
7.4 Local character
7.6 Architecture

Local Plan — Core Strategy

CP20 Sustainable energy use and energy infrastructure

CP30 Maintaining and improving the quality of the built and open
environment

Saved UDP Policies

(INGD3 High standard of functional and aesthetic design

Submission version Draft Management Document

DMD37 — Achieving high quality and design led development

Other Relevant Policy

National Planning Policy Framework

Analysis

The principle issues for consideration are

a) the effect of the proposed external changes on the character and
appearance of the block and surrounding area
b) the effect of the alteration on neighbouring residential amenities.

Effect on Character and Appearance

Policy (II) GD3 of the UDP aims to ensure that high standards of design are
taken into consideration in all developments. In addition, Policy 7.4 of the
London Plan states that developments should have regard to the form,
function and structure of an area and the scale, mass and orientation of
surrounding buildings.

This application proposes alterations to replace windows and doors on all
elevations. The existing windows are made up of a mix of double glazed
UPVC and single glazed crittal casement windows. The submitted information
demonstrates that the design of the proposed windows and doors would be
similar to the existing with the main differences being that the window frames
would be slightly thicker due to the UPVC material and that the replacement
doors will have a larger solid (UPVC) element with 4 smaller glazed panels.
Solid panels are also proposed to the lower portion of the existing windows, to
the side of the main doors and these are currently clear glazed. Despite these
changes, whilst noticeable in terms of appearance, the proposals would not
detract from the overall appearance of the block or its appearance in the
surrounding area.
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An additional benefit is that the proposal is likely to result in creating much
better heat retention and insulation capabilities in relation to all the existing
units. .

Impact on Neighbouring Residential Properties

The proposals do not involve the enlargement of any existing windows or
doors, Moreover, there are no additional doors or windows proposed. As a
result, there would be no effect on the amenities of neighbouring occupiers.

Conclusion

In the light of the above factors, the proposed replacement of all windows and
doors is considered to be acceptable for the following reason:

1. The proposed replacement of all existing windows and doors, by virtue of
their design, siting and relationship with their surroundings, would not
cause undue harm to the character and appearance of the subject
building or wider surrounding area and would not impact upon the
residential amenities of neighbouring occupants in accordance with
Policies (I1)GD3 of the Unitary Development Plan, CP30 of the Core
Strategy; Submission version DMD policy 37, Policies 7.1, 7.4 and 7.6 of
the London Plan and on the guidance of the National Planning Policy
Framework.

Recommendation

In accordance with Regulations 3 of the Town and Country Planning
General Regulations 1992, planning permission be deemed to be
GRANTED subject to conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance
with the approved plans, as set out in the attached schedule which
forms part of this notice.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper
planning.

2. The development to which this permission relates must be begun not later
than the expiration of three years beginning with the date of the decision
notice.

Reason: To comply with the provisions of S.51 of the Planning &
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.



—Page

I[

e

L NOILVHLSINId MOANIM A3SOd0Odd

0s

WS

WS

TRE

e
DI

S
i
S
S S

TS

sseto prpurs. D

£
afshaisl
SRy

ssero anosa0. D

| ©® NOILVATT3 LSIM A3SO(

0ol

| ® NOILVAZ13 HLNOS A3S0d0¥d

00l

| ® NOILVAZI 13 HLYON a3s0do¥d

00l

| ©® NOILVAZT3 LSY3 3S0d0¥d

(0[]

OIS T4 53X

SONT¥334 314
200/zz8leL

ON 9¥a

HOdTY

S3IWOH a131dNT

N3

33HLS NIFHO 291 - L9l

103r0Md|

NOILVHLSINIS|
MOANIM A3SO0d0dd

NIy
TVOUROUS

€1/10/82

EY

3iva 308

A8 NMVHD

Mvaa]

ONINNY1d

M

'LNSNOD NALLIYM HOI¥d LNOHLI
/03010043 38 OL LON SONIAYAQ ‘LHONIAIOD®
ILYOL03AS ¥ SONINVRIQ SI3NIONS THNLONKLS
S ¥ HLIM NOLLONNTNOD NI Q¥34 38 OL SONIMVO

7
d

TI0S 10N 00

310N




Juawdoaas( ayy Jo
AJrumora o UM [PUN0D

PLIDIA
oriqnd e uo y y } , Ay} Aq pauorssiuuiod o, uoyuowpy
1puny yojeur 0 st 0 wse st 0 000°0T- O q 03 Spomye Jo a0ard © 0} ANI1AVEd ON 00°000°0C wddn
M URIPLIDIA uonnqruod
Surdeospue] pue uSisaq
m JUBWNIZY 90TS 943 JO 17T
asnep rapun pasordde
erp ’ . . — . N uojuowrpy
of puny o Q 0 0 88.°LT 88L'LT 88L'LC- Elqradoy 00009~ o1 auayps juswiojdury ANITAVHA ON 0000009 wddn
= ay jo uonjejuaud[duy
aurapg jusukoydury
C
e 03 109[q]
ds aq pnoo
nyrpuadxg eaIy U210 Uojuowpy
> Ay 03 oy ur Sunyred joans oot
yejuawa[dur a7\ y YhL'eeT- 0 000¢8 YhL'eeT- £9°65T°91~ 000061~ 'NOMIANH | JJO [0QUOD 0} SWDYS € 10§ 0T°€0°'T0 00°000°0ST zoucoﬁw
€10C auoz Supyreg pafjonuo) Pd
15u0d a3e)s Jo uonyejuawarduuy
\ passnosIp
Je)s puooag
1 pajopduwod 0 0 0 0 000 0 ‘NOJIANHA 2g13015onbar uo ANITAVEd ON 00°000°0S B
s 107 Summm uoynqLyuo) ZJD puoddg uoyuowpy
©
— pue oy
(] Jo Ayumdia ayy uryyim aoeds
(@] Ayuawre 19130 10 uorsiaoxd
@© Aunururod /Jeuoryeanat
o o , 0 JuawaAoxdwr 10 UoEaId o, U210
) 0 0 0 0 0 00'70C'6~ $0T'6 o au) 105 UOTIEIIEA JO PRI 007026 woyuowpy
y8nouuyy saruowr euonippe
S9INDIS JWADS 0} UOISTADY
uoynqryuo)
sjyauag Ajrununuo))
00%0T'69L 00'60'8T
. o, U210
opdwo) 0 0 0 9g¢ 000 0 O 00°000°00T uojuowpy
N M0LLF Koy
84°766'90¢- H0Z'60¢- Apmurwios /eare ferd
s,uaIp[Iyd 3 asodind
e Jo uorstaoxd ayy pue ayis weeIny
Surureway 0 0 12T 112°C 11T'c OTd uoneordde ay jo Lrunia 00°000°00T uojuowpy
L U1 oy ur aoeds uado Sunsixe
Ay} 0} JuswaAoxdur
1p pue Surdesspuey ayy
uoal!
wopy qangoy 0 0 1es 00124 1es 00642661~ 00000 o1 uonnqrauoed 00000002 :B:o.w
| uoaIn) sjrjauag Ayrunururo)) 3
aanenIu|
drysrouyre J uoyuowpy
[} 16 umMop AU} 0} Paje[aI SIATIeTIUT woin
ur st aduereq 0 0 188 188 188~ EVerL6l- 000°0C- o1l Sururen pue juawfodws 00°000°0C opuowpy
qo[ puny o, jo Surpuny ayy P
uonnqruod
Sururex], 23 yuawkoydury
A51[0 UTeYD) USdID) AU} 0}
B ~ OSvN o juensind syrom Surperddn . U910
- SYHH 0 0 0 4 T 00°000°0T 000°0¢; o J0 uorstaoad o 10 00°000'0C uoyuowpyg
uonnqryuo) Surdesspuey
BAIY UddID)
UojuOWpy ay ur mquQm N




ot} UM salialoe

0 0 0 00°000°SH~ 000°S¥- o w \su MM.M NWMWMM MMM\UM oL ANITAVEd ON 00°000°Sy
JuawaSeue
anua) umMog,
dnoin) Surrealg
pojeN[RAd 2ALI( 19A0TD 3y 4q
sod au3 yeuy 0 0 0 0 "NOJIANA paroxdde uelg yrodsuer V/N 00°000°0ST
,w::u:mwmyso S[qeuteisns e Usiqeiss of,
Bnoyry uerd
jodsuen ajqeurejsng
1 - 9391 dwio) 0 eerece €€1'6CC 0F'€ET’6CC €er'6CT 0 ‘NOJIANA
i 3e ALDD
ANUDAY UOSI[[O]A] pue
Kepp uerprsjAl Jo yySua|
oy Suore syuawaaoxduur
Ip 9q TRJUSWIUOIIAUS PUE LIy
1 - 9p9pdwo) 000°s- 0082¥ 00SZ¥ 00528 008'¢s- 0 ‘NOWIANH | [EHISnpUL POy 39qIeH
vV ¥e ALDD a3 pue sajeisy [erysnpuy
[reySuruuay pue nSejuoy
o Ay} Jo uonersuadar
(o] 058aIG- [ergsnpur uonejwr 000S8'STS
—l moym Surpnpur
‘YUY Jo ysnoroq
% AU} UTY}IM IOPLLIOD)
®© A9[eA e oy Suore
i uonerauada ferysnpuy
w_m”.wu.w V61T °9T°0C- 0 00'792°0C 90T 0 ‘NOWIANH | 28emoous 03 syeradordde
SI9PISUOD [IUN0D)
AU} Se SaINSeau 10j
SuoI}ed0] uonnqiRuoy
0M .Ez:.: pueT] [erasnpuy
oue yedioo]
| saruow
urery awry
d[qeus [Im
ajeSnsaAur 0£0°S01~ 0 00°0£0°S0T 0£0°S01~ 0 ‘NOJIANA
JUTETISUOD
ou pasifeury
dexBodoy,
uadap
[edsawTy
eIpLON
0 09 09 09 09- 00°0¥6'61~ o1
M UeIPLIBI
SUORE0| e Le- 0 00'1¥C'LE IvT'Le- 0 ‘NOJIANA
(0M TerjIuf
oue yyedioo]
| saruow
urery owry -
MMMMWMN a124> ayy 03 syusuraAoxduy
sSmﬁmCOU. “odsuen oqnd ym
ou pasipeury sy Surpnput “Asedorg
idodor oy 000°5¥2- o1 01 ssaxoe ueLnsopad 6002°90°T0 00'000°5¥2

r a1 vford 10

03 sjusuraAoxduur

000S8'S€0°T

uoyuowpy
raddn

uoyuowpy
raddn

uoyuowpy
raddn

uojyuowpy
addn

20'60'sT




ISS01D) BIqaZ

D A e

uonnqryuo) peoy

[uno) jo 3sanbar ug L, uoyuowpy
2yd puooag 0 0 0 0 798w Zad 00°000°s€ raddn
- STOUATS DUTISTXS OU UTIAT ToWowpy
0 0 0 000 0 auoz Sunjre] pajjonuo) 1addn
‘NOYIANA © 109330 ojur Surduriq
o Jo Aypiqiseay ayy 0} o uoyuowpy
wﬂ:_mﬁmm 0 0 0 0 0 0£50¢- 185°0C preSar yyam uoneSnsaur 00°000'8T 1addn
L6LT0CE pue uoje;nsuod 1oy
i} ] 23 uoyuowrpy
0 1T 0 0 1T 193815 ZdD 12ddn)
ue[] [dARI],
Sursnoy a[qepioyyy
ySnoiog
a uryym Gurprsar suosiad
[€D0] 0¥ SWAYDS 3} JO Lorour
0 0 0 0 O uonerado pue uonoNIsuod Areysuour uou 7 P
raddn
ay) jo yred se saprunyzoddo
Sururen pue juswiorduws
Surpraoid 105 fesodoxd e
aSeyped
Sururex], 23 yuswlodwyg
. R uojuourpy
S 01 paroN 0 0 0 0 0 000°¢- O 934 uorsiaradng ANITAVEd ON 00°L10"S woddn
STe sowwA J ur ——
J SoWwA | 0 0 0 0 0 0 00°000°0€- 000°0¢€- ‘NOWIANE | syuswasoxduar opraoxd o, 00°000°0€ P o
saddn 0LF0'80
uonnqruod
Spreq sawruA g
o
AP
syuauraaoxduur .
, . ’ ’ , , . syped apoAd pue syjedjooy o, 006105 uoyuowpy
0 089'T&- 9£°080tF 80FF 199°¢6 1996~ 0 000°G6" NOJIANA ‘shemySry spremoy 00%02S6 wddn
u are uqers uonnqryuo)) sAemySry
SSA00V MS6F
ySnoiog
. fr A UnpIM sanIjey o uoyuowpy
SOIV M6ETF 0 0 0 0 0 00'6£6'6EH 6L6'6EY SO®S [euoeonpo apraoxd o 00'646'6EY wddn
uonnqrIuo) uoyEINpy
- 51500 [e39] y - . 871010 OL uoyuowrpy
“apordwon 0 0 0 00sC 00SC NOYUIANH HZDO@U\ MZ%ZM_/EZMM wddn
STITTF HHL TVNINOI OL
uoyuowrpy
0 0 0 0 0 wddn
a11s a3 Jo AjruIora Ay ur uojuou
g Pa
0 0 0 0 0 2262601 000021 syuawaroxdur Surdeospuey roddn
M a8priq “s)pur] 94> pue uernsapad
raaoxduur . 03 syuswaaoxdwir ‘9318 o,
Gurureway NOYIANH AU} JO AJTUIDIA U} UT SYI0M 00000021
1, Peoy JuswRSeuew d1jyen) pue
suaAoxdury Gurnuwyed oyyyen puny o,
0 1L¥'ST- 0 78T LLY'8T- syudwanoxdwy AemySry ’ co“w % mc rd
00°000°6¥C n P0'S0'¥C
ym Juads
381q [[e19A0 1adofaaa(g ayy
dxa zoupany ym poaaide spuaurasoxdur
S} SIoMm NNO CH- T£O‘ONT - Rhaled< nnclc TLTC/ TETOTT- NN cNno‘a- ITalaWora il SNTOWTT A NTT ﬁomm:m‘b 335& Jayjo 10 BTN CO'FHT RTaNaaadoras Eoucm:ucvm




L S L R

srojsuel] 0 0 0 000S€1- ‘NOJIANA JusuraSeuey ds1yyer 00°000°GET
oLIagSURL 0 0 0 62996~ odL ‘NOMIANH | AeM ssa1801g 03 100 0052996
00°529'7€C a9rqn( 01091
; ANITAVAd ON
sypuow
©MO) SaTuOUI puer a3 Jo Ayrumdra ayy
SU0D I3 85C9- 0 008579 85C9- 0 161°9- ‘NOWIANH | Unpim spuswasoxdwt 1oy 00°000°€
wonnqryuo) AemySiy
URIA d1jer].
o
o 5;2 LL6'T 0 LL6'C LL6'T 0 ocL'T "NOMIANE | 9y3 Jo Suuopim spremoy | ANITAVEA ON 00024 000c£T  [PHed [HHYSN | £0'90°'LT
1o uonnqryuo)) skemySry
M apn[oUl 0}
D) Pajedo[Y
10y
 ued paen Sunyred 19015 uo jo oeduur
1 0} 21U
Ay} SuneSnmu jo 3500
HO ‘Supjred y y y . . ey - uojuowpy o
JAT SOILOW a8 0 Y98%C PS8 9¥1- 000°s¢- NOWIANH | 24} spIemoj uonnqriyuod | gNIT1AvVId ON 00°000°¢T 000005 19MO Y0v0¥C
. T 1
Supyred joans
fur o) anp uo pedwy SugeSyr
S 1o Suppred yoedury SuneSniN
> Arew3o
4
(o]
-
Q
(o))
@©
Soy a JuoweRISy
[duoo 90TS Peoy uosiq
UOT}RIDOSS Y SYIOM M woy A[reur3rio
q padoaaap 95hes- 0 9sv'as 95hes- LTLTe- €81'811~ O SI0M uoHEISURIaT ANITAVEd ON 00°000°00T 00°00000T pug sIopuoq 80°CL'60
 [eLgsnpur 10J UOYNQLIU0D
» 03 Surpuny Sjre ssaursng
uraq MV A URIPLIDIN JE SYIOM
SIeJ eaouuy
e 3[Ie DUIS UOPUOT
a3 jo T aseyJ uryIm
9 jo[dwoy) SGurpuedxs pue o3 Sugesor
. I o, uoyuowpg 0N
¥0¢- 0 0 ¥0¢- 618TC- €TH'8TC- o1 saruedwod Suysisse ANITAVId ON 0000000 0000000 ToMOT 009020
5SN ¢TH'8TTTF Jjo asodind ay3 103
v—thH rAouuy
e sanssI uoneRUa3ax
SpIEMmo} UONqLyuo))
. (s3un uojuowrpyg
0 0 0 NOJIANE Gp) Sursnoy ajqepioyyy Arezauou uou raddn
ue[q yodsuer], usain
100115
2104 pue pue| oy} UsamIaq
) suernsapad 10§ suonIpuod
0D FSTOLD . . . . e . aaoxduut 03 AemySuy ayy oo uojuowpy
)G I9ATIS il 1L7TEL8T €eL'81 VLL'81 VLL'8T 0 IST'LT NOYIANH | 15 somseow Jo uorstaond 00°000°ST wddn

[ UeLSaPaJ

9y} 10§ pasn aq 0}
sjuduraAoxdur
uergsapad 10y Surpunyg




jo .\Qw.\:_mﬁ mﬁ .mﬁumgou
SuorssIury
SDRIXOII U0QIRD

0)'€10T LeN
10D) "apere]
paredo[[y

£6'GE61C

9€6'TC

08461~

08£'61~

0cee-

000°SZ-

‘NOYIANA

s3upyrewr a8erired pue
syI0M Aemi00] /sanoey
Sursso1 ‘suonoLysax
SBunrem pasiaar apnpur 0}
uonynqryuo) skemySIy

ANITAVid ON

00°000'5C

00°000'5C

a3uern)

018020

AeIp
onuaidde
INQLIUOD
j310oddns o,

Els4

0Ly

90L¥-

009°¢-

OTd

qaM U0LOINISU0D
J0 Surrojruour
SpIEMO} UONqLIu0D)

ANITAvad ON

00009'€

00009'¢

uoyuowpy
raddn

90°€0'0€

‘NOYMIANA

sduURURJUTEW
Jo surrexrSoxg
Kemd[[ep| 1DATY
suwrayds Surdesspue
yyed aph)

Arejouowr uou

0s€T

OoTd

221 SurIojruoA 90TS

aurpeap oN

000S€'T

M eIquInjoD)

SERREICY':)
(o]

0%0°0T-

0¥0°0T-

0%0°0T-

000°0C

OoTd

JTeUM
eIqUIN[OD) J€ SyeyIqey
Sueq pue orenbe jo
JUSUIADULYUS 3} SPIEMO}
uonnqryuo)
JTEYM BIqUIN[OD

91'10°0C

00°000°0C

00°0S€'TC

oapqn|

oapqn(

oapqn|

IT'IT0L

| paLIay:

—]
]
ST
191dwo;
0} paje

889'T-

8891

8891~

96851~

¥8S'LY-

SO%S

ySnoiog
AU UnpIM SIRI[IORY
[euoneonpa apraoid oy
uoynqEyu0) uoyeEINpyY

120T01'8C

00C66'Sy

pue
uone[dI ut
 uonounfuod
INENRS

260°1€-

260°1€-

260'1€-

810°1¢-

OTd

TOTHPUO,)) STUS WO AOIATT
ssadde pue
JudUIRdURYUD SUIDEJINSaX
Kemjoo5 ‘uonesieuon el
ugts “GuraNOAp ‘Temaudr
‘armyunyg joams ‘Sunuerd
991} SSaIpPE 0} AJIUIDIA
ayy ur syuawaAoxduur
wirear drigqnd axejepun o,
sjudwadURUY
BAIy UOLJRAIISUOD

120T01'8C

00°000°0€

00°766'S4

u9915)
uoyuowpy

u9915)
uoyuowpy

80'80°20

Juawke

‘NOYMIANA

ue[J [dAeL],
preyug ur sjusuaderd
SIOM 93UTEI} UOTONISUOD
jo uorstaoxd sy} spremoy
uoynqryuod
uorPNISU0)
awaypg Surdesspue]

Arejouowr uou

pug s1opuog

peYedOTY

2584

PSSy

refeq ‘€1/¢T
pasnaqofg,

0009

0009

0009~

0006~

"NOATANH

uefq
ToAeIL], 103 99 SurIojTUOIA

OTd

uonnqryuo)
uonPNYsU0)
103 331 SurLIojIUOA!

OTd

uonnqryuo)) aferadorg
qof 105 924 SurI0jTUOIN

00°000°¢

00°005C

00°005°¢

000006

pug sopuog

pug sepuog

puf sopuog

refeq ‘€1/TT
pasnaqof,

6IV'EL

617'EL

6IV'EL-

0S€'eT-

OTd

uonnquod
a8exajorg qof

000S€°€T

00°0S€°€T

pug sepuog

TT'T00L




LORMEAVA MV Ipiauat Yy

J2usqof pparyuy

OTd

*(901S
943 JO T A[NPAYIG) dWYdG
AU} YIIM UOPIUU0D Ul
93] + ASajeng Sururexy,
pue juaurkoyduryg

00°000'6

uojuowrpsy

JVREL|
uawdofosap
°p [01]U0D
doraaap o3
Juruurerd oN

"NOJYTANH

JuBuRRISY Ay
JO S[NPAYDS YHNO, 3} Ut
PA]LIOSIP SE }9911G SA0ID)
pue 392115 310, Jo uonoun|
AU} Jo AJTUIDIA S} Ut IO Je
[UNo) 3y} Aq Mo parLred
39 0} 3)1S Ay} Jo AJruIoIA
Ay ut syuswaAoxduur
A3ayes pue uernsapad wrroy
0} A1eSSa0aU SIOM ([
ssI0M AemySry

SO%S

uoneonpa
Arepuodas gpg’GTF pue
uonjeonpa Arewtid $§//07F
uoneonpyg

ANITAVId ON

00°000°9€

00°000°0€

0000099

uojuowpy
raddn

uoyuowpy
raddn

£0CICL

GwdoPAOp
S[ep
HOOUIWILIOD
119dou ] Tory

eary ssaursng
UMOPSWILIG S} UT UOT}Ed0[
I9YJ0 YDNS 10 7 “ON UB[J U0
paxadpa eare ur arnjruing
adeaspoopy jo uoneyreisug

yuowAed
jo AresroAruue g

00°000°ST

00°000'ST

pug s1opuo

£090°¢tL

166

SYIOM IR
IOUIWUDY)
paxay>(0

Surppn@l

‘NOYMIANA

suergsapad pue
SISI[2AD Js1SSE 0) Saanseaw
JO UORe[[eISUL Y] «
93euSIs Mau JO UOTSIAOL] ,
suonpLgsar Junjred pue
Burpeoyun /3urpeoy pasiaax
Jo uonejudwRduy ,
[y
(03 payru 30u 3nq) spnpdut
0} peOY UOSIOJA 0} SSIOA
SYIOM
Juauaroxduuy AemySrpy

9102100

00°000°0%

00°000°0%

pug s1opuo

607042

OoTd

uonPNsuod Surmp
papraoixd aq [[Im sjuapIsax
105 JuawAordws Tesor
pue sapunjroddo Sururen
Moy Sunjensuowap
A3ayeng
juawAordurg uononysuo)

jun) doyg ayy ur
papraoid aq [[Im sjuapIsax
105 JuawAo[dws Tesor
pue sapunjroddo Sururen
Moy Sunensuowap
A3a1eng jun doyg

Arejouowr uou

u2915)
uoyuowpy

o ungm
0} Pa3edo[[y

0005~

000G

0005~

000G

‘NOYIANA

Juawdoraaap jo
aouanbasuod e pe saxmbax
puef 9y} Jo Aumra
AU} UIL}IM S991} J99.13S
jo uorsiaoxd ayy spremoy
UONQIIU0)) 1], }9913S

sruowr A1dde
Suraprsuod

00007~

00007~

00007~

00007~

‘NOYIANA

(ots
uo s[rejap) juawdofasap
Ay} jo aduanbasuod
e se paxmbai y3nooq ayy

ANITAvId ON

00°000'S

00°000°0%

00°000'S¥

U210
uojuowpy

U910
uojuowpy

crance




dojanap jo
uowked 1y

OoTd

SICaA
€ 10J S)TUN [EDIDUIUIOD
JO SJUBUD)} 0} DTAIDS
Suuayoiq qol apraoxd
0} Wea ], }9Usqo( SpIemoy
uoNqLIFuod Jousqo(

OoTd

[puNno)) ayy Aq A391eng
SBururex ], yuawojdurg
ay Surojruow spIemoy
29, pue £3ajeng
Sururex], pue juswkorduug

SO%S

2ouanbasuod
e se paxmbaz sanioey
[EUOT}EINPA SPIEMO}
UonNQLIUOY) UOHeINPH

M
ouno) £q
Ayrunuruao))
0 03 JIOLI]

‘NOYMIANA

2100 pue
[[2ys 03 adeds Ajyrunururod
e jo uorsiaoxd ayy 10§
uonnqLIuo))
sane Arunuwo)

JyuowAed
Jo 1dredar ayy
JO s1eaA O Ui m

000006

0000001

00¥1T8LL

00°000°0S

00'¥12'£9C

uojuowpyg

uojuowpyg

uojuowpyg

uojuowpyg

crenoe

OTd

J4.L oM Jo
350D pue 331 skemySry

o4dlL

097'€T-

OTd

391 SurojIuoN 901S

xq
| Po3edO[
N~

[45 4723

Ivve

[45 47

CIyve-

SO®S

peyug
UT SOI[IDR] [euoneonpa
Teuontppe apraoid o3
uonednpyg

O

—
.Em:&@
uowr aq gy
uey) L1EPu
uonnq@oo
JHI0U S190150
sjuswAe |

P6€° 011~

P6€° 011~

P6€° 011~

P6€° 011~

SVVHH

juawdop@Aap ayj jo
aouanbasuod e se ygnoroq
auy ur Sursnoy] ajqepiogye
jo uorsiaoxd ayy spremoy

Suisnoy a[qepiozyy

LITOTLL

00°09%€T

00CTI¥PE

08°£8£°0¢C

08'699'89¢

aseyD

aseyD

aseyD

aseyD

112180

u usaq dAey
oI Juswhe |

85T

"NOATANH

judwdorasa paseyq
10J UOISSTWING UINLIM
s3ez 81z pue saur] mo[eA
a[qnop /sSunjrew reapd
doaay “Burpnpur Ajrumia
au) ur suondLsar Surrem
Jo uorsIAax 10§ apraoid oy
suonpdIysY Junrepm

004

004~

004~

OTd

391 SuriojruoN 901S

6£0°¢-

‘NOJYTANH

337 + Ue[J [dARIL

00004

"NOATANH

7 757
sduny paads ‘s3urssord
BIQaZ pasIel apnyur 0}
saInseawr Jurwyed dyyes jo
uone[rejsur ayj apraoid oy
Sunure duear

009901~

009901~

009901~

8€€0¢-

"NOAUTANH

P 2[eSunysiN
“Burpnpur awas
ayy jJo Arepunoq ayj Jo
a8eraA00 A1DD apraoid o3
ALDD

LUTT'TO

00°005'C

00002

00°000°¢

00°000°0Z

00°000°0€

00°00T'90T

aaIqnf

Q9rqn(

Q9rqn(

a9rqn(

aaIqnf

CL'T0'90

OTd

:NT‘H —®>th~1
23] SurI0JIUOIA 90TS

"NOAUTANH

(oueT [ng
‘Tour) sarnjonns AemySny
Bunsixa uo aaey [[Im MMA
au jo yoeduur Tojruour 0y
uonnqryuo)) aedg uadpo

00058°€T

00°000°0T

uojuowrps

uojuowrpsy




D7D

[eUOT}EdNPD SPIEMO}
uonNqLIuo) uonedINpy

2100 pue
[1oys 03 adeds Ajyrunururod
e jo uorsiaoxd ayy 10§
uonnqLIuo)
sane] Ayrunuwwo)

Vicsll

00005

ek Al utbs §

uojuowpyg

o

uonjednodo o3 torid jousqof
PIoyug 03 J1wuqgns o3
110day] JuawmnIdaY

o

(%06 3o
e 10J SunuNodoe) [9J0H
U} 03 aoueysIp SureAes)
S[qeUOSEaI B UT}IM
SIUSPISAI JO JUSUWIIINIIDI
ajowroxd 0} Jausqof pyug
YIM IOM PUE [IUN0)) AU}
Aq pasoxdde se yuswardur
pue [UNO 3y} 0}
A3ayens yyeIp e jruIqgns oy
A3ayeng
juswdordwiyg 13304

ANITAvVad ON

o

TUnoy oy
Aq pasoxdde se yuswadur
pue [UNO 3y} 0}
A3ayems yyeIp e juIqgns oy
A3ayeng
Juawfodurg uonONISU0)

Axeyouowr uou

Axejouowr uoN

u9915)
uoyuowpy

u9915)
uoyuowpy

U915
uoyuowpy

[Uan48

0
%o}

002~

OoTd

23] SuLIoIUOIAl 90TS

00002

-l
Q

Q) waa%

Id —m>mu®l

pue pansst

0) 901S a4
p Juawke ]

"NOJUTANH

99F + UR[] [2ARI],

ANITAvVId ON

‘NOYIANA

ssadoe
pue Sumeyms “‘Gupypred
“BunyyS1y 105 syrejaq

LI

"NOATANH

eary SunyreJ 10y asea]

00°000°¢

00£¢

U915
uoyuowpy

U910
uojuowpy

Axeyouowr uou

u9915)
uoyuowpy

Arejsuowr uou

U99I0)
uojuowpy

19010

U0D 0} IOLLJ

OTd

ue[J [9ARI],

A3roug
A81oua yeay jo A[ddns e 0y
103UU0D 0} WA} S[qeUD 0}
SINIINISLIJUL JO S}SOD YJIM
saruedwod [[ews jsisse 0}
pung
AraAT[2( ImpdNISRIU]

‘NOYMIANA

eale [ed0] A} ur
Ayrenb are Suriojruow 1oy
uonnqLiuo)) Ayfeng) my

‘NOYMIANA

030 skoamns Supyred pue
oyjen 10y asn 03 sppdrey
1S }99W J0OU SA0P Ue[ ]
[PABL, AU} JEU} JUDAD AU} U]
puog [aaer],

JyuowAed
Jo 1dredar ayy
JO s1eaA O Ui m

00°000°GE

00°000°0€

00°000'S

uojuowrpsy

00°000°04

uojuowpyg

uojuowpyg

4540

19191

OTd

29 SunojuolN 9018

191 ‘71

uojuowrps

Suneapy Arunuwwo))
(syun
¥¢) SusnoH s[qepiogy
qniD 1eD 3 ue|d [PARIL




o4dL

‘NOYIANA

Sunysr 1eamg

srduroy

ge-

g€

ge-

1¥y'9s-

‘NOMIANA

juawrdopaap
ayy jo Apedof ayy
ur juawrdinba Gurrojruowr
Ayrenb are Sururejurewr
pue Surpei3dn

[ A}
q ‘papodsiua
/90€00Tv
N 1Y

€8

€€87C

€8T

€60°L6"

‘NOMIANA

‘Buriojruoy Ayieng Iy
juawrdoaaap

ayy jo A1pedof ayy

ur juawrdinba Gurrojruowr

Ayrenb are Sururejurewr

pue Surpei3dn

-SurrojruoA Lyrreng) ary

[[Im dduefeq
1918 UoneI§
waAoxduy
OIIAUY

£2508

£2508

£2508

€25°05-

000°0¢-

‘NOYMIANA

($3[10M 10 SaInseawt
sAemySiy pue diyzery 03
a3y 30U nq Surpnpu)
pue 2y jo Ayrumra oy ut
syuawaaoxduy

(488

‘NOYMIANA

[EIUDUIUOIIAUT

000°0%

00°000°0ST

00°000°0ST

AemySry
PRy

AemySr
pRyug

AemySr
pRyug

AemySr
pRyug

(o))
(o]
—
[
(o)
®©

0000ST

000°0ST~

‘NOYIANA

sSurpunoxns
S)eIPaWIUI S} PUE 21U
UMOJ, POYUH SPIEMO],
JuLwdURYUY
/syuduraaoxdury
TeJUdUIUOIIAUY

00°000°0ST

00°000°5¢C

q
A - Em?muls

ST 9dUeTRg
Ur SYIOM

8ST'LL-

8SCLL

8ST'LL-

odL

00054~

‘NOYIANA

‘uonoun/ peoy
umor) /peoy Anqunog
auj je sjeudis oyyen
SGurpraoid jo younon
3} 0} 150 3} SPIEMO]

skemySry

00°000°SZ

Amquinog

€6'90°20

Amaquinog

OTd

234 SurIojruo| 901S

T917L

uojuowrpsy

OTd

‘uoneoyadg
Aroe Arunuwon)
S} YIIM 20URpPIOdDR
ur 23e)S [[2Ys © 3sed]

je 03 AR, Ajrunuwoy)
A} JO UOTONIISUOD
oy 2anooid /3pnnsuod

- Ayoe Ayununuro))

‘NOUIANA

wd)sAg
Suneapy Arunuwwo))
(syun

¥¢) SuisnoH s[qepiogy
anpD 1eD 3 ue|d [2ARIL

OTd

anua)

1Lgsiq uojuowpy saddn
AU} JO SaLIEPUNO A}
Jo wQOg uryim jre drqnd
jo uorsiaoxd ayj spremoy

ﬁm«uwmxw

dofaaap jo

‘NOUIANA

uonNgLIuO) MY dI[gn,j
aoedg uad( suyof
1S JO dURULIUTEW pUR
spuawaAoxdwr spremoy
aoedg uadp

Juawed

0 ydredar ayy

000°0€

00005

SLET8T

uojuowpy

uojuowrpy

uojuowrpsy

uojuowrpy

€1'e0'0c




U LM duT|

S[reJ eaouuy

L0'60°LT

pajsonbaraq Guratas sanoey rodsuer 007¥7¥86 S070'8C
uny snidans y ’ ’ ’ X : o e wTriL
dwos mou st £80°G- 0 £80°S £80°G- odlL 000°0TC- NOWIANE | onqnd pue sadiams snq 00°000°0TT 3Po[ ppPyug
N ayy 03 syuswaAoxdwr 1oy
ied eaouul jrodsuery, oriqng
pIdUBYUD U :
em Surpun,y
-uonoun( ayy
g d10AUT 03 syusuaAoxdwr afqrssod
mo je aoerd Ajryuapr 03 19piIo ut
onounl o1y . , . o . uonounl GZIN/0TV a3 yiim . o
Jrunjroddo F09°0T 0 $09°0T F09°0T 0 000°0T NOYIANA wondeIour 831 pue uonoun( €102°20°90 00°000°0T 201 preyug
ow 3y} aueT roow[ng /QTV Y3 Jo
11, "uonoun( uonerado ayy jo Apmys e st
uked N¥1L yPIYM Apris NI 9Y 10§
juswieg NY'LL
dwo , . aoeds uado ayis o, o1 Dlo
[duro’ s 0 5] s 6166~ 00001~ NOJYIANA 170 uorstaoxd ay spremoy 00°000°0T 3Po[ pppyuyg
uonnqriuo)) adedg uadQ
rerp O
BEEEW.& saynor uernsapad pue
aouere 0 Te0'sy Te0ey Te0°sy [Aci G68'96- "NOMIANE | s&em 9243 sy jo uorstaoxd 0000005 3Po[ ppPyug
nq oge Qm AU} JO 3500 A} SPIEMO],
zm_bmwﬁ% S9IN0Y I[PAD ULLYSIPIJ
o
B 9015
uawaAoxd 1] eaouu]
suny sndans Guratas sanoey rodsuer
dwod mou st 0I¥'8I- 0 01I¥'8T 0I¥'sI- 6Ch- £0T'LT~ "NOWIANE | Hqnd pue sadiames snq 00°000°0TT 32o[ ppPyug
STeJ eAouu| au} 03 syuawaaoxduur 10y
pIdUBYUD Ue yodsuery, oriqng
em Surpun,y
) Ayrumora oy unpm Ayroey ) SemuBing
idwo) 6C- 0 6C 6C- 000¢- ‘NOWIANE | Ajunurwod e apraoxd of, 00°000°0ST oug
sjyauag Ajrununuo) Py
juads uaaq
oxd axe smyy
H seruig 4q KemySr
USUIIOIIALD 0 £'L¥898 8¥8°9¢ 00°962'sS 66/'eg- €15°0¢- ‘NOJIANA mw :.mI
© 2dURIDJJIP PIoY
B OM ISNIL
M paureay sjuejiqeyur
eoo[[e A[[ng S$}1JO 10 pue| 3y}
H puel e 00°000°08T

JO AJIUIDIA 9y} UT eaIe AU}
JO J1JouRq [eIoudd AU} 10,
sjrjauag Ayrunururo))




R

uonoun(
1oa1G AodIn, /QTV ay 1e
sanI[oey 3urssom 9[dAd pue
uernsapad jo juawaroxduwr
ayy pue uonoun/

¥ DML 0 €86~ 0 €8¢ €86~ [y GeL'ozt- ‘NOJIANA M_H “N\%MM\M_M%WM“MHWWM_ 00°000°02T umop,
aue Joows[ng /OLY
ayy 03 Juauraaoxduur
oy Surstadwod syrom
sAemySiy a31s-3j0 10§ 00°000°09¢ 8070 TL
SYI0AA JuduaAoxdwy Ty
oueT
Ioows[[ng pue sso1D) s[ng
Jo uonoun( 3y pue ssorD)
0 [Ing ‘peoy sqgamaym
rrewr oy 0 0 16018 601°8€ €80T €80T SLLITT- 898071~ "NOATANHA ‘aue] sqqEMAIIYM F10T'80'8T 00°000°0%T umog,
: uo syuauwraoxdur
£jayes [erouald pue spaads
dljjer) JO UOIIINPAI A} 10§
SNIOM sAemySiy ayg 310
eare
nq } . ssaursng zionmEmm ayp - femyBig
a1 snorre 0 0 0 0 000ST- 000°sT- NOUIANH | pue eare ayy ur prodsuel], 00°0006c pRYuR
uda15) jo uonjowoxd ay 1oy
uoynqryuo)
[PARI], USIID)
00°000°5CT SOF0'TT
— SYIOM N[ SPISIDATY
— e , e o . 3} JO ddoURULUTEW pUR asea] o, AemySr
. N~ 0 £99°LET 0 £99°LE1 £99°LET 0 000'80T NOJYIANA stredar Jo 1500 oy} spremoy | xead oz jo wra, 00°000°00T pRYuT
SCO adUBUIUTEIA
ITm AdUOTAl :
0] A[eM dPIsIAR]
(o)
[
o 0 0 0 0 0 0 "NOATANHA SLonnquIneS 00°000°0¥¢ 3Po[ ppPyug
0o Sunremy podsuer] Awapesy
SreJ eaouup
03 310dsuen 0 0 0 0 0000TT- 000011~ "NOATANHA Bunsos sonioe podsuen 00°000°0TT 3Po[ ppPyug
107 pasn orqnd pue sadrazes snq :
au} 03 syuswaAoxduur 10y
jodsuery, sr[qng
S
101 Jo yuawdofanap ayy £q
PajeISsadaU 3N0I0q Y}
\eIp UIIm sanI[oe) Sunsixa oy
M JO aduLL] 0 0 $P9'8ST ¥H9'8ST YH9'8G1- 0 lidauas SO%s sjuawaroxdur 10 saney | £10Z'60'6T 00 FPFFPL 0] peyug
) Pa3edo[Y [euoneonpa Arepuodas
pue Arewid euontppe
jo uorsiaoxd ayy 10y
UONQLIu0) UoyedINpyg
181H L
[ADI 0} pasn I eaouup
oq  aq Aewr woIj pue 0} (suernsapad
> Apuarmd Surpnpur) oygex jo Ljayes
sordwiA[O ’ ’ , ’ ’ . au} aao0xdwr 10 MOy Ay} L o,
\p pakeop 809191~ 809'10C- 0 00007 809'10C- 0 000°00C- NOUIANE | s oy 10pI0 I Ajuoyjne 0L0Z'10°T0 00°000°00C 32o[ ppPyug
s1p Sureq AemySry eoor ayy
] SdueURPIO) se [rouno)) ayy Aq pasodoxd
OV SPIYIA syuaurasoxdwr sAemySry
VAOW jo 10§ SHIOAA UOTjeIOI[dUIY

SeY 000°0VF




uonNqIIU0)) uoEINpy

ep 0098279 S0°€0°1T
00 Sunremy
AOp UMEIp
[[NJssa0ons
1 SawaYdS
[e1s 39sJj0 syooloxd uonersuagar pue
[Teurs e osfe , , , ) puej [eLSNpUI S [IDUN0D) . . KemySrry
JO SjusIAD 0 €98°16" 0 €986 €98°16" PEVLT- £6C°€01~ O oy spaemoy pargdde aq o3 TI0T'60°90 007000 pRYUT
[0T}TPUOd uoynqryuo)
(rrrewnrid pueT [ergsnpuy
00 s3o9foxd
11 S9)eYS
1j puadsiono
D0TF 800C YT
, AemystH
— 0 0 0 0 000'601~ O $SIM AO4V AAV OL -
(%52) vorstaorg
Sursnoy a[qepioyyy
. eore o, AemySr
pa 0 0 0 0 0008ST- 000881~ SO®S o} SAT9S JeU) UOREINPa 00°0008ST pRyuT
jo uorstaoxd ay} spremoy
uonnqrIuo) uoyEINpy
00°000'8S¥ S0¥0°6C
NI syooloxd uonersuagar pue
IDASU 1) , , ’ ue| [eLSNPUL §,[I0UN0D) o, AemySry
mmhﬂzu:m%xm 0 0 0 £9T°eT £9C'ST- €ELYET 000°05¢- O %ﬁ m_v_hm\soﬁﬂm:%&m aq o 00°000°05¢ Emwcm
[ 195730 O, uoynqLyuo)
pueT [erysnpuy
0 0 0 0 0 6189~ 26185~ "NOMIANH | $1oM AemySiH 2315 3O 00°000°0S AoaiSiy
Kiages peoy - prRyuy
ang ay
J0 Ayrumra oy ur uongoun|
1 67~ 61~ 0 0 61 1866~ 00001~ "NOJIANA w:MMHM% vahwwmwﬂ< 0000001 3o payuyg
(V] Ay 10y Apn3s e spremo],
N~ JuawAeg dryyer],
i
Q
(o))
@©
3 bto,mdh
H 3o o omdun( VINGH 00°000°0T1 SOTOTL
2q Surureurax :
ay} Je wSAS VAOIN
L L R
w%m ;w:o_ﬁw 0 6CL'811~ 0 6CL'8TL 6CL'811~ 0 8C8911- "NOMIANE | [[PL 10 pue /[1puno) ays 4q TLoTe0'1e 00°000°00T R0 pRyUE
paxmour s3s00 radoxd pue
[[BI9A0 3ot} 9[qRUOSEAI A} SPIEMO}
Hgouaq o wa)sAG BAOJA
> AU} SSNOSIP
sordwA[O uo
(efap 100lo01 ]
PRyu Jo ysnoioq
aU} UNpIM sanTATOR
, JusuaGeuew 21U o,
0 0 0 0 000ST- 000°sT- O UMO} JO 1500 D3 SPIEMOL ANITAVEd ON 00°000°ST umop,
JuawaSeue
anua) umMojg,
SISIAD
105 sanyi[oey /Surdesspuey
5As aouepmg 3j0s /prey /sulis
 3uro3-uo ) y _— , , . [euonoaIrp . .
Jeu pastape 0 0 [ARRVA 6579% 89T 00 LIL'TZ LILTL- G809¢T- 961°L0C- NOJYIANA spred 1e0 10 pUE AInyIUINg 0L0T°S0'9L 00°000CS 00°000°9T. umog, 70'80°ST
Mo, pyuy 1921)S 10 SHIOM 3}IS JJO
jo uorstaoxd ay} spremoy
uonnqryuod
SAIOM 331S JJO
15 U0 umof, ppryug ut
1 - 9jadwod 0 G88’e- 0 00°588°¢ G88'e- 81€901~ 00006~ ‘NOJIANHA sontpioey fartiqous doys jo 0000006 umop,
1 pnus uorsiaoxd pue uonINISUOd

juawamdoxd ay} 10§

Amaow doug




N Fe

¥1) Sursnoy 3[qepIogy

ad se
T 30 T0KRIA[
Surdeospuey 694°81~ 0 69481~ 69481~ 9vLaE- SISPs- "NOYIANA a31s a3 Jo Ajrumora 0000075 39915 Aodpmy,
aoxduur ayy ut eare Aeyd suaIpyiyd
HEWEN] Sunsixe uryym juawdmba
Mmau jo uorstaoxd ayy 10y
juawdmbyg
Aeyq sua1pIyd
ANITAVEd ON 00°005°0€C P0¥0°ST
5 aoeds uado Gururolpe auy
d " 0 0 0 000Cs- 000C&- "NOWIANE | y8noiu suni yeys yredzooy 00°000"¢S 39915 Aodpmy,
Vv €8 ﬁ@@; €3 W_L: %O «COEF—W_Q.:.—%D.— .—Ow
0CV L6€95F Juaurysiqanyay yredjooq
3)1S A}
’ J0 AJIUIDIA B} UT UOTIEdINPS ’
npg 0 0 0 000001~ 000°00T- SO®S J0 uorstaosd o spremoy 00°000°00T 19918 Ao,
I° 0000013 uonNqLyuo) uoyEdINpy
g s
1z ) 0 0 0 00S¥¢C- 00S¥¢- "NOMIANE |24 Jo Aumdra oy ut syiom 00°005'%¢ 39915 Aodpmy,
02V 000923 AemySny ay1s Jjo spremoy
uonnarmio sSAPMugIng
(%52) vorstaorg
Sursnoy a[qepioyyy
eyuadpnu oald
__w w me umm 0 0 0 1L¥'%S- | 'NOMIANA | Sul[P o) sayoeoxdde 00°0¢SCL aseyd
:MEm m:_w uo aueT ypjeyIaiIe)) Suore
L SunySry orqnd Suraoxdwr
SpIemo} pasn aq 0}
wonnqryuo) Sunysry
00°01CPLL 700120
e AOTYPA snipex
pue MO% 0 0 0 00166~ 001’66 'NOYIANH | o[t § UI}Im uonesnpa 0000166 9SEYD
u e Jo Sy jo uorstaoxd ay} spremoy
1} 103 pas(1 uoynqryuo) uoyedInpy
©
(@]
> m%m%r%ﬂ 0 T'980ST G80°C 000°€T £98 £98- T66CT 698°cT- 'NOWIANH | 2[NPayos UL no 395 SYI0M 00065°C9 ISEYD
) "a3erduo)) j10dsurer) jo 3500 spremoy
uoynqryuo)) yrodsuery,
(samrpuadxa uononasuod
punod uormuty rod
sauren T - saoeyd sauren
1113 Jouued radogpaap J1)
puny aaurer],
0 y65’L Te0'sy $6SL ves'L- 0 0052 O 000052 Iseyd
€2Mpayds ur g’y
‘exed ur saanoalqo A3a1eng
juawordury ayy jo
JuaLIMD 995 SULIO}TUOW AU} SPIEMO} o, -
LMOp UMPID Juourkoydury ANITAVEd ON 00°009°¢S 60'90°81T
| pajedo[y
S1om ojur y8noroq
oy ur ofdoad Sunyed
| | | ’ e paure SadIAISS JO AJdLIeA L, .
0 1e8'Le 1e8’LC 1e8'Le 64181~ 0009%~ OTd e Surpraoid [punoy 00°000"9% o
oy Aq papraoxd ao1azes
a8eraxoiq qol e sueawr
PN sqof pryug
v . . . , , auoyz SunyreJ , ,
ur 239[dwod €a8F% 10cescl erden 4 L66°L 699°L 699°L- scoee- YL 07 "NOATANH 00'6€0°0% 00°6€0°0% Amquanog S0Cree

OL PIPHUH

Pa[[0[UOD UMOT, P[ayu
oy spremoy pardde aq o3

uonnqIIUO) Z4d




Aepp 3pAD

AeIp , , , , £8ajeng juswlorduy o, o -
O} pajedo[y 0 91T'Sy 91T'sy 91T'SH- 0 000°S¥~ O worPINISUO) [220] 00°000°S¥ 20T pRyug
eaIE SSauIsnq
f— UMOpSWILIg pue d)1s
3y} Jo AIuIdIA Ay UNpPIM
LMOpSUILIg y y y y . - 00 Kemy3ry .
/90010 Leevl- 0 £eiog 4 Leevl- £has- ¥68°Cc- NOWIANE  [sdaneniu] 3odsuer] usa1d | ANITAVAd ON 00°000°0C 00°000'0C PRYyuR 10°60°€0
. o uonjowoxd ayy spremoy, oy
| KouoI
uonnqruod
podsuer], uaarn)
eare
Ay} utyim spusuaAoxdur
4L UL [eIUSUILOIIAUD
\ otardwo) 8Tee- 0 8T¢e 8Tee- 0 000°¢- "NOATANHA [e19USS SpIEMO} ANI'TAVAd ON 00°000°¢ 00000°¢ Amquanog $6'90°€T
D 0LV uonnqryuo)
sjudurasoxdury
[ejUdWIUOIIAUY
— :umw_svw.a wwmﬁms
ad e 105 pasn puer a3 Jo AJrumdra ayy mwﬁmwuwomﬂu:
L - 939[dwod P89Y1- 0 ¥8SY1L P89Y1- 91¥0T- 0005z "NOWIANE | ur AemySny oy aa0xduar %Z.v worednano 00°000°5C 00°000'5¢ spueySiH §0C0°LT
10qepunox 0} SYIOM 3}IS JJO SPIEMO} :
1SSOID BIqI7 uoynqryuo) skemysSry IS 91 3O
: s : Aresroatuuy g
a)1s 3y} Jo
Anuarxoxd ayy ur sSunyrew
> SYIOM SIT'T- 0 [ rag SIT'T- G8/¢- 000°¢- "NOMIANH | peox Suraoxdur 1o/pue | gNITAVEA ON 00°000'S 00°000'S Amqunog $0°£0°80
IR ﬂmm Sururejurews spremoy
N~ uoyNqIIUoD diFFeLL,
-
Q
OJ
@©
mEm:ule “PlRYUA Jo ySnoioq pue
) Ayrunuuod auyy Jo spuspIsax
6/2L1X P P 10§ sapTIoRy AjrUDUIE NCT G Amgquno
0 0 0 0STVSr'e 0ST¥SP'e Juswaoedas Jo wLiog 00°0ST¥Sv'e quinos
swdoaaap
AU} Ut sjjauRq Ajrununuod
I sanIey
offe Spung apraoid o [pUNO)) ay3 10§
1 syjauag Ayrununuo))
ANITAVEd ON 00°0S1'¥SL°€ 86'S0°LL
lwo) - peoy
uorstaoxd
arorduo saInseaut
wu MHM s 2 Bunyred pue juowaZeuew
: mco:w " L¥e- PEPI8C ¥18CT wr'e 91'e- Gevs6T- £65'86C "NOATANHA dljjen pejelosse 00°000°00€ Amquanog
[euontpp AU} JO $}SOD T9A0D 0}
LI uonnqriuo)) sfemySry
M doure[eg M et
ds 072F
sKemySrE]
(@a1
. jo 3sanbax uQ) saanseawr
. Q . /,
10> 03 191 0 0 0 0 NOMIANE | ZdD 243 Jo uoheuatuajduur 00°000°9€
AU} 10§ WINS [EUOHIPPY
JISEF UonNqImuod 745
00°000°€S spueySH 90'%0'9C
DE—VH UMO, QIjuy ur
M puny oy o L PRYUH Ul ZdD
0 Sunews: Uurpua)xa uo Junnsuod
_ms o 9//'81- 0 9/44'81 94481~ 0 00081~ ‘NOMIANA | pue uSsap Areurwrpid | gNITAVAA ON 00°0008T




TeTd TiaaTd

doloxd , , y , Surdeospuey pajerosse .. o, - KemySBipy .
ey Juawke g 6¢£C'sel- 6¢£C'sel- 0 6¢£C'sel- 0 6€C'sCl- O pue pue] oy 0] juadelpe LG0T 00°000°0TT 00°000°0TL pRyuT 60'90°81
N[eM SPISIDALI 3} JO
JuswaA0IdWT 10 UOTSIAOIL]
SI[EM dPISIBATY
. y AemySry
: 0 6¢- 6€ 6¢- 8€8CE- LL8T¢- SO®S ysnorog ANI'TAVAd ON 007£48°CE -
oY} UIYHIM SanITIORy PR
[euoneonpa apraoid oy
uonnqriuo)) uoyeINpy
puef 9y} Jo Aumra
AUy urym Auoginy (urryuod o3 Juage)
SRE! - - - 7 . AemySBrp ayy £q paxmba d "00S" Aemysiy
5109101 $0S°C $0SC 0 $0S°C 0 00SC NOYIANA USIH 943 Aq padmbal | uona[duos jo 00°005C pRYUT
2q Aew se suonpysal | ajep woiy s1eak g 00°2£€°09 i orerotr
Gunrem ayerrdordde 1oy
SuodIISAY Sunrep
OpuoT pue] ayj Jo Ayrumdra
W30 PRI y y y y . ds Kerd -~ LemySipy
0 0v0°ce- 0v0°se 0v0°se- 0 000°sT- NOUIANE | Unpim saoeds Aefd 1o pue | gNITAVIA ON 00°000°ST
I[IqIssadoe pRyUg
S S sadeds uado uraoxduur 10y
ueqava uonnqryuo)) aedg uadpo
Lo
N~
i
Q
w 0 Areyouour uoN umoj, 01°50'97
o
sonbax auoyz SunjreJ pajjonuo)
ysonbor ug 0 0 0 0 ‘NOJIANA 2y jo 3oadsar ur 00°000'GZ Amquinog
uonnqryuo) 740
SJUDPISAY AU} JO UDIP[IYD
P 10§ uorEINPa A1EPUOdAS
, ,M,So 0 0 0¢- 0 9€L191- 989'191- SO%S pue Arewid ‘jooyos-axd 00'9€9'19T Amquinog
P v Jo [PUNO)) a3y} Aq uorsiaoxd
J0 1800 Y} Jo Joadsar ur
uonNqLIu0)) uoyEINpy
‘SjuapIsay-uou pue 009€1'¥4C £090°ST
SYUSPISIY JO 3youaq a3 10§
np e Ao 0 0 0 0 "NOMIANE | qnID D e apiaoid pue dn STeoer 0000S°CT Amquinog
L . 195 0} qnDIEDAID) d[qeus
03 qnDIeDAND 03 9[qeded
uonnqryuon qnpd 1ep
911S Y} Jo ATumdIA
™ Ay} ur syuauaAoxdwr
oIym pug 000°€T~ 000°€T~ 000°€T~ 0 000€Z- "NOATANHA skemySny pue STe0EL 00°000°5C Amquinog
yos Jolewr [EJUSWIUOIIAUD SPIEMO}
uonnqriuo) AemySry
29 [JUSWUOIIAUF
Surrojruoy
0 0 0 0 o1l 48a3eng yuaworduwy 00°000°S 07T pRYUL
UOINISUO)) [0
UIMO[[0]
ow g £oAms 0 0 0 0 "NOATANHA Supjreq 00°000°5C 3201 ppyug
ed SupyreJ
L
wir Surmor[oy N N N N o o o




s aq [im

b1e $309[01, ] sAeq Supyred
S 0 0 0 o' Tho'Te- 0 000'TT- 'NOYIANH | 1994S UO WO SWwodul Jo 00°000'TT umof, 10°se
ajesuadurod sso[ ay} 10§ ajesuaduwod 0} 00'CTT8ET e
> Apuaday] uonnqryuo)) Sunyrey oreoel
1opuoT] aAneRIUl AISIDAIPOI
Tenuajo g S,[IDUNOY) SPIEMO) pue
uaAoxdut 0 060°SP- 0 060°sP 060°SP- 0 000°GF~ ‘NOMIANE | 9deds uado 03 ssoooe pue 91°01°0C 00°000°Sy umof,
erd jo JO JUSWDDURYUD SPILMO}
) Sureq YV uonngryuo)) Surdesspue]
(00T 31s Uo) syrun
6 - SuISnoy d[qepioyyy
s[dwoy
esLoyny 0 96T~ 0 9S1T 961~ 6£T8C S6£'8T SO%S 00°56€'8T 00°96£'8C ISBYD 90'%0°ST
1d 1504 pue[ a3 Jo Arurra
Ay} utgm uorsiaoxd
uoneonpa Arewtrd spremoy
uonnqLIuo) uoyEINpy
dads sy1om p p p y . (zad) Ay Ay .
ST “ZdD 0 010'¢- 0 010¢ 010'¢- Iee- e NOJIANA U0y Supjreg pafonuos ANITAVEd ON 00°000°¢ 00°000¢ umop, S0°€0°01T
onesLoyny umoJ, pyuy ayi
0} SjUSWIpUAUIE SPILMO}
uonnqrIuod Zdd
, Ay AemysTH
[Te) 0 0 0 0 000T 23,1 SuLI0)IUOIN 901 00°000'T PRguT
_—l_ aroqe
) woj s}nsax uo yuepuadap
HLIM :@ 0 0 0 0 0 0 ‘NOJIANA ouoz Supfred payjonucd 00°000°0C Aemusiey
i © JO UOTSUR}Xd /SUOTILIST pRyug
o Sunrem 39a1s A1essadou
Guonponur Jo )00 104
UOTIDLISON SUNIPAA 1991G
uowidofanap ooe 00°00€'1C T90°CL
ay} Surpunorms speox
uo Aoamns Suryred joans KemySig
00T~ 00z~ 0 0 00z~ 0 00z~ "NOJIANA PUOD3S B axeIapun 0} pRyuT
Asaing Supjre 39315
juowed jo 10j UOYNqLYUO)) puy LT50°9T
[ 19513j0 pea]
Juswdoraasp ayy
001- 001- 0 0 001- 0 001- "NOWIANE | PUROLNS e} SPEOLI0] 00001 Aoy
AKaamg Sunjrey pRyUg
19216 10J UOHNGLIUO)) ST
y8noioq
o SuIsno . . . . ayy ut Sutsnoy d[qepioge orer 3
IsnoH Elhiavia Elkigvis 0 0 Elkigvis 0 ITV'e¥ SVVHH Jo uotstaoxd ayy spresmoy 98' Gy ey Spueysry
Sursnoy a[qepiozzy
ANITAVEd ON 98'S11'LS LT'€0¥0
1 "9191dwoy yBnosog
| M“u.w_ﬂwoi 0 0 00£°€T 00£°€T 00£°€1~ 0 00£€1- SO®S U} unIM SanIey 00°00L°€T SPUBYSIH
Teuoneonpa apraoid oy
uonnqrIuo) uoyeINpy
(9re1paULIAIUL SjIUN QT
29 pajual A[[erdos sjun gg)
S woxy Suisnoy a[qepiozry
a301dwod aq , , , , X o,
iy “spalord 6V8'cH- 6V8'cH- 0 0 6V8'cH- 0 6V8°Sh- NOMIANA 00°000°0% Amquinog

yuswAed jo
[ 195130 pea]

pue[ ayj 03 Juaoelpe

peOoy AMquinog uo payedo]
sdoys snq apeiddn oy

uoynqyuo)) yodsuer],




Red y3noiog
e S[oM 0 0 0 0 SO%S A UIYITM UoTRIN PR 00°STTET spuerySIH
uqns usaq Jo uorstaoxd ayy 10§ L -
swudopaop wonnaIIos wonEnp Juowked 0¢'681'ST 112090
) soud o ydredax
' spuswie ] proyug ur Sursnoy WM‘_HM@MH r“ot
d M
0 0 0 0 SYVHH | _rdehiomeio Hersier 00°5£8°0T spuerySIH
a1} 0] UONINQLIUOD E SE :
uonnqLIuoD)
Buisnop a[qepioyyy
0 0 0 0 o1 00'1£L'6 spuerySiH
TONNqIIU0D 99, SULIOJUOIA 901S
] SUTATEA
uoneLeA
o y8noiog
30 S 0 0 0 0 sows AU UM voneonpy 00THPE spueSi
uorjeurIojur . N °
: : Jo uorstaoxd ayy 10§ €1'20'T0
Axeay o3 anp wonnguyuoy uogeonpy | ANI1AVIA ON 00°T61°50C 119002
51 rodojana(]
oM pue
- plRYu ur Sursnoy
[2A9p JO 0 0 0 0 syyin | Clagpronelo uosiond 00'800'19T spuerySH
e spuowiAeg A} 0] UOHINQLIUOD E SE :
uonnqLIuoD)
Suisnop a[qepioyyy
LaIR AU} UIYIIM INJILLINg
199138 pue S99} }99.S
WA TR \m\ntwv_ doup jo uorstaoxd jdradar ) )
1S ponruqns 0 0 0 0 "NOYMIANH sjonuod Aeq Supjred | jo ajep ayy woxy 00°000°sT 00°000°5T SPUBYSIH 60'10°€C
Is papnuq Pa[qesIp /SUonoLIsax s1eak ¢ UrIp
[Y}INy ON
Sunrem
JO uondPNpON[UI AU} 104
uonnquiuoy) skemySrpy
N~
N~
i
s
<o) y y y , . 2¢) Sursnoy a[qepIoyyy - sonc Ko
mm:oé:mu ¥e0's- ¥e0's- 0 ¥e0's- 0 000°s- NOMIANE weLd [pARLL U201 00°000°G- 19908 Aayng,
o suondLysay Sunrep
Auoia
y y y y . A UM DY Supu[ed - £
sty 9ge0L 9ge0L 0 9g€0L 0 00002 | NOMIANE | 50n'e Suguowordu pue 00°000°0Z- 121G Aaym]
Gunynsuod ‘Buikjiuapr 1oy
suwpude SunureN DIIeIT
puey auj Jo Ayumia
y o o L . au ur syusuraAoxduur e
S oSt TSt 0 TSt 0 000°ST NOMIANE uiptes spremoy 00'000°€1 10915 Aoxm
syuawraAoxduy Suryrey
juawdo[aAap ayj jo 91'90'%¢
aouanbasuod e se saxmbai
ySnorog ayy unpm
woAoIdur 0 per'ce- per'ce per'ce- 0 000'zE- "‘NOWIANE | sonroey oeds Leyd /adeds 00°000°T€- 006ze’c0e | 192RS Ay 112180
qyvda uado jo uorstaoxd 10
juswaaoxdwr ayy spremoy
uoynqryuod
uonoun(ig
119qTID) /P PIORISH oY 18
estioun 0¥T05- 0¥T05- 0 %208 0 0000~ | "NOMIANE | [249] 2o Je 20ejns pareys 00°000°0¢- 101G Aosuny
Homny pajeotpap e Surpraoxd
pue uodn Sunnsuod 10§
uoynqryuo)) skemySry
juawrdoraaap ayy Jo
. . ; er sduanbasuoo e se ySnorog e Somc Kosn
o1 ororduon 0 8.8 8.8 8.8 1SL0ST 62€'TET SO%S SR 00'62€'TET 1ang Aamy,
[euonjeonpa apraoxd 0y
uonyNqLyUO) uoyeINpY
dopasq

pur aseqejep
Duweeury

ySnorog ayy
unpim senIjoey Sunsixe

B TR P

e O




n St i Ay £ 8

M IUMO 971 £4q o
10H] 193 1e]\ PaLLIED 3G 0} JUSWISSASSY 71'€0°0€
YQAIIS U 0 0 SYVHH jusurfed aSeraaQ odlL SPUCIYSIH
b ouno) £q pue juauissassy aferaaQ
0 2d130U A}
331 33e1900 0068792
Juawdoraaap jo
douanbasuod e se parmbax
03 poreolly ’ ’ ’ yrdnd Vrdnd SII}I[IDe] [eUOI}RONPD 0L "19G” spueySr
red 160°ZTL 160°ZTL 160°ZTL L60°ZTL 160°2TL SO®S Hioey [euoleonp worse 0019915 pueysH
[eUOHIPPE AU} SPIEMO}
 IopUIEUIod UoINqLIU0)) uorjEdINpy
Beonpy 9%0< o )
[1ouno)) jo eaoxdde ayy
10§ Ue[ ] [9ARI], YIOMIWERL]
® JO uorssIuqns
ue[] [dARI],
. ¥ o[npayds - N
0 0 NOYIANA ur os eoy 1od se 00°005C 20T peyUg
[PUNO)) Yim paside aq 03
A8ayeng Sururex],
pue juswforduryg yes0
TOM Feqy AS8areng
IOUAWIWOD 0 0 o Supurex], pue juswkordwy 00°005°T 3207 pRyUd
e payoaypd €207 103 331 SULIOJIUOIA s M&MumLEE e -
pIwgns usaq Jo oyep oy} J 00°6LEcT 06T
s1eak g UIIIp
wdofaaap jo ) uerg
Ie SWall [y 0 NOJIANE [3ARI], 10J 39,1 SULIOJUOIA!
. SI0MIDN L) Aemuaarny .
—R/v 0 0 NOMIANA 105 294 SurIoyUONY 00648 2o pyUg
-
n%q pue ay 03 Ayiqrssadoe
© SISSe 0} AWAYDS
o . a19£d skemunarn) ayy jo o,
0 0 NOJIANA suonas Jo uonejuawadur 00°009°Z1T 3207 payuyg
Ay} SpIEMO}
uonnqryuod
0 0 0 O 234 Suo3IUOIN 901S 0005¥7'C 2o peyug
y8noog ayy urypm
0 0 0 "NOMIANA | syped ap4> Aem uoard 00°000°0T 3207 pRyU
Jo uorsiaoxd auy spremoy
uoynqryuo)) Aep| U1
> 90130 9}1S awdYds Ay} Jo
[0 Surp[ing aouanbasuod e se parmbax }

-0nQ 00°0¥%1S Trenee
> uruurerd 0 0 0 SO%S y3norog ayy unpIm 87'€0891 3P0 pyuyg
PUIO)) SaNI[IDB) [RUOTRINPD ANI1Avad ON
LU0 [ jo uorsiaoxd ayj spremoy

uoyNqLIUO) UuoyEINpy
yS8nooq
ay} ut ursnoy a[qepiojye o
0 0 0 SVVHH J0 uors1roid spremoy ¢9'961°CC 3207 preyug
uonnqryuod
Sursnoy ajqepioyyy
juawdoraaap pasodoxd
ay jo yoeduur ayy ysijqelsa
q sey 0} skoaims jo swwrerdord
dJeAeIy, -osn 0 0 "NOMIANT ASojopoysay Aoamg SI9)SOPYO0D)
oW g UIYHM Supyred pue dyger]
ue[] [9AL], UIIID)
0 0 00 23,1 SuLI0)IUOIN 901S 0000 SI9ISOPP0D

(901S 2ys ur papnpour

s[rejap) [rejroys Suryred




Vi jUloulaca

) SULID) AU}
A9 d[qeysn( K
1qennsn spuowrded g x Bureisut jo | q\r1qyvag ON 00°008'18 80°TL'80
0} pasiape s3500 Tenjoe Aed 03 3 puey
AOU U29M}2q AU} Jo Aem300] B} UMM
1 1adojpaaq 0 "NOMIANE | payedof juowdmba juerd 00°005°T umog,
[pue ays Suraowai /3unesopar pue
pudopPAsp seraured A [DD Surfreisur
yuswiAe oyur uonednsaauy
uonnqriuo)) AJLmoag
. ueyd paen Surrojruow 10y . MDOT
0 NOJYIANA o0y 00°000"¢ QTN
SULIOYUOIA] Ue[] [oARI],
SS[IOM
IDUaWwI0d
e paydaYd . Surdeospuey ayis jjo o, o D01 e
-~ 0 NOJIANA J0 uorstao1d Jo 1oadsar ur payads auoN 00°000°0T 00°000cT QAN Lrso'te
wdofaaap jo uonnqriuo)) Surdeospuer]
e SWaY [y
Aruia ayy unpm
suonpun| je suonLysaI
0 "NOMIANA | Sunrem jo uonepuswafdut 00°000°0T 001
) pue syrom [€QEIEINE!
sAemySiy 231s Jjo spIemoy
LIONNALION SAPMUGILT
puef 9y} Jo Aumra
. Ay} ur sjuauaAoxdwur o, MDOT
SA5p 0 NOJYIANA [PUAWILONAUD 00°000°08 ATALN
1o 9sequ@| [e1auad spremoy .
snnuqh~ uonnqruuos ANITAVEA ON 00°00098 T1oc<0 No
55&23 [eRUSIUOIIAUL 9050
> syuaw ARY
(@]
®©
o
ySnoiog
I AD01
0 SO®S A} UMM uonesnpa 00°0009€
jo uorsiaoxd ayj spremoy QTHINE
UuonNqLIIUOD) UOHEINPH
puepayy
. JO AJIUIDIA B} UT S{TOMIBU o, Amaumno
0 NOMIANA peox [o1 o uo sdojs snq 00°000°0T quinog
EwwEmecmz Sunsixs 0} syuswasoxdwr
'S ouq yrodsuer, orqng juawded jo
J [1e321 pooy . .
' 5Sue 3d1e0a1 Jo apep A 00°0005T 80'10°CC
D 10§
, puef ays Jo Ayumdra ayy | JO seak G UnpIpm
n jo a8ueyD)
UTIIM 10 peoy] A3[s1ea]
NP JUSWARJ
0 'NOWIANH | 10 pue proy umoi) ‘peoy 00°000°ST Amquinog
Amqunog ur Aemjooy
Ay} 03 spudwRAoxdwr 10,
uonnqLiuo)) Aemjoo]
QwAYDS Ay Jo
OUR PIATIDAI aouanbasuod e se parmbaxr
PBreydsi 00099~ 00099 SO®S ySnoiog ays umyrrm ANITAVEd ON 0000099 0000099 3207 payuyg S0°Z0%1L
SaNI[IDB] [EUOT}EINPS
jo uorstaoxd ay} spremoy
uonNqLyuo) uoyEdINpy
EIEIRCET )
orsspuLiad 2ouanbasuod e se parmbax wuawied 10




JI9ye] ON

ue[J [dAeL], 33 03 ue[q
[oAe1], wirayuy ayepdn
“Ue[q [9ARL], WLISJU]

‘NOYMIANA

sjuauwaduerry
$S200Y JO s[reaq

Arejouowr uou

AemySr
pRyug

"NOJUTANH

awaydg
SurdesspueT jo sqrezaq

Arejouowr uou

AemySry
prRyuy

2UO UMM

OoTd

ade>pdeg Sururer] pue
juawkorduryg jo spreza(q

Arejouowr uou

AemySr
ppRyug

"NOAUTANH

ueyd paexn Surrojruow 10y
293
SuriojTuoA el [2ARIL

"NOJYTANH

syuawaroxdwr dojs snq
‘syuswasoxdwr Aemjooy
‘ALDD JO uone[EIsur
74D 23 0} UOISUIXD
‘suonIsal Sunrem -0y
pajrur] jou ng Surpnpour
juawdoraAp 243 Jo Jnsax
e se parmbau saimseaw
uonednru AemySy 105
uonnqryuo)) skemySiy

JuowAed
JO ayep ayy
Jo sreak g urIpm

00°005°¢

00°000°0S

00se8

AemySry
prRyuy

AemySry
prRyuy

Ccreroo

91T

TID [eroAey

00921'C

EwE%me

SVVHH

y8noioq ay} ur Sursnoy
a[qepiojye jo uorsiaoxd
)1 JJO A} SPIEMO)
uonnqryuod
Sursnoy a[qepiozyy

JuowAed
JO ayep ayy
Jo s1eak g urpIpm

00°529'8¢

00°88T°CE

20'90'9¢

L6S1

£69°T-

1691

OTd

Buniojuoly 901S

0¥'£6S'T

Page 18

199q sey
SiomIeq
o aseqejep
uqns uaaq
owdofoaap
Te SUSWARJ

SO®S

QwdYS dU} JO
aouanbasuod e se parmbax
ySnorog au unpm
SaNI[I0.) [EUONEINPD
Jo uorstaoid ayy spremoy
uoyNqryuUO) UoHEINpPY

JuowAed

0 3dredarx
JO 23ep oy woLy
s1eak G unpIp

96°'£06'9

TID TeroAey

00921'C

SVVHH

yS8noroq ayy ur Sursnoy
a[qepiogye jo uorsiaoxd
9115 JJO A} SPIEMO)
uoynqryuo)
Sursnoy a[qepIioyyy

yuowked

o ydredax
JO d)ep Ay} woLy
steak g unpim

00°0%0'SC

9¢°1L9'SE

spueySiy

SPUBIYSTH

spueySiy

spueysiy

croreL

PISUOD 0}
S8 [ SCINGRENS
uowke

‘NOYIANA

-a3euSis Aressanou
pue juswdopasq
Ay Jo Ayrumora ayy
UM SUOTLISaT Surjrem
errdordde yuswadurr
0} 1910 JuswaFeuew
onyen e Sunoword
Jo rouno)) ayy Aq uorstaoxd
70 3500 3} Jo 3oadsar uy
suonPIysay Sunrem

‘NOYIANA

A[eUCSEST JUIWTOITAT
JO 103021(] A} S AWADS
I9U30 UINS 10 UL SIOWIe]
woxy Anua yim A[uo
uondaIIp A[I93sea ypou
e uraq [[im Aep PRYII
Uo S9[I1YaA Jo Sur[jpAer)

QU1 AgaIoUM DeON

ANITAVId ON

00°005C

0000

000002

109mG Aaxymn],

109mg Aoy,

CL'80¥vL




p syuswke

SVVHH OIS JJO 9} SpIemoy

uonnqryuod
Sursnoy a[qepioyy

00°000°0T

SpueysIy

p syuswke g

"NOJYTANH

OIS SUT UT UMOT!
se puer ayj 0} 55008
Te[NOIYaA 9y} JO ATUmdIA
ayy ur 10 Aepp JoyseD

Aue jo uoneyuawarduur
pue uisap a2y}

10§ Pasn aq 0} g NPaYdS
UILM ddURPIOdIE Ul

ur suondLNsaI Junrem yons

SUOIOLIISAY Sunrepm

(018
ur pjoysaiyy) ageraaQ

1p JuawiAe ]

SO%S

Qwayds dy Jo
souanbasuod e se parmbax
ySnoiog oy urgm
SaRI[IO’) [EUOHRINDPD
3o uorstaoxd ayj spremoy
uoyNqLyuo)) uoKEINpy

jdreoax
JO dyep ay} woiy
steak g unpim

0y
im pred
IINGLIFUOD
i 03 Aed
wI0d 0} IOLI

SVVHH

yS8noroq ayy ur Sursnoy
a[qepiojye jo uorsraoxd
3)1S JJO 3Y} SPIEMO)}
uoynqryuo)
Sursnoy a[qepiozzy

00005C

00CI¥¥e

00C16'9€C

00°000°00C

a8uern)

a8uern)

cra06c

a3uern)

a3uern)

-

OTd

391 SuriojruoN 901S

ANITAvVad ON

00626

(e 0]
i

uowdofossp
JuowiAe,

ge

Pa

"NOAUTANH

‘JuawaaIde du} Jo uondas
suonruya(] ayy ur payrads
SWdY JO TdqUINU € Jo
Kem Aq Burssom uernsapad
e jo uorsiaoxd ay} spremoy
uoyNqLUO)) [eIdURUL]

“JNO paLLIED aIe
SYIOM I9JJE SHIIM
7 9101110
e apraoxd
O, 5’ PIAIOIAI SEM
juawied ayep
oY) wog s1edk g

00°005'6T

00°£¥'0C

207 preyug

TrL06C
00T PRYUT

VLY T

OTd

23] SurIojIUOIA 90TS

s
lofoaap jo
uowked v

‘NOYMIANA

ySnoxog ayj ur
puny uoqued e jo uorstaoxd
3} 0} UOTINQLIJUOD SE
[oUno) ayy 03 pred aq 0y
uonnquod
pung uoqre)

SLELV'T

ANITAviId ON

00°SL¥'6C

GL'8¥6'0E

Amaquinog

€100
Amquinog

Y1

OTd

391 SuriojIuoN 901S

SOEVT

SO®S

QwdYS dU} JO
douanbasuod e se parmbax
ySnorog au unpm
SaNI[IO.) [EUOHEINPD
jo uorsiaoxd ayy spremoy
uoyNqLYuo) UoyEINpPY

wod uodn

SVVHH

yS8noroq ayy ur Sursnoyy
a[qepiojye jo uorsiaoxd
3)1S JJ0 BY} SPIEMO}
uoynqryuo)
Sursnoy a[qepiozzy

Jo s1eak G U

JuowAed
JO ayep ayy

00°£06'9

00'996'1C

G9°S1E0E

AemySry
pPrRyuy

AemySry
pPrRyuy
CLCriL

AemySr
ppRyug

$96'7-

$96'7-

OTd

331 SuriojIuoN 901S

16'€56'7

oo

SO®S

wdYS dU} JO
aouanbasuod e se parmbax
ySnorog au unprm
SaNI[I0.] [EUOHEINPD

jo uorstaoxd ayj spremoy

JuowAed

B T4 T T 1T 1701115 T

¥6'£99°S

30 jdraoar

a8uern)

S1°CE0°06

a8uern)

CLeroo




oTd 23,1 SuLI0}IUOIN 901S SCI9TY Amquanog
‘NOJIANA Surroyuo el [2ARIL 00°sze’e Amqunog
st o ANI'TAVAd ON STTVL'S €1'60°0C
AUy Jo Y3norog o
wdopaaop jo ur Mu_s..w mm«uws ske m:MwH
uowked v : A PAD SAEM S
‘NOJIANA ay jo uorstaoxd ayy 03 00°000'S Amqunog
uopnqryuod
N0y AL shep| udarn)
AemySipy
297 Suniojruo 0€0” :
O ' SULIOJIUOIA 90TS 91°0€0T pRyuT
y3noioq ayj ur Sursnoy
oudoadp SVVHH w_umw HM%MMW m_mmw_pﬁ“a ANHAvAAON 0T°€09°0C e R e
nqruos Hy ’ uonnquuod Preyug
Sursnoy a[qepioyy
§e5e O 234 SupojIUOIN 901S LTESE'E Amquanog
(s3run) 1) UoIsIAOLg
SVVHH Sursnol S[qePIO Y Arejouowr uou Amqunog
0 aatasPle
e ag1 8
03 st uSHo proysanyy) aderaaQ o4l Amqyinog
‘ueyy a1
jordwo: o -
juowiAed 8795072 €109
[a W Jo 1dredar ayy
JO s1eaA O Ui m
QwAYDS Ay Jo
aouanbasuod e se parmbaxr
ukeg SO®S ySnoxog ays uryrrm 1€°€040L Amqunog
SaNI[IDB] [EUOT}EINPS
Jo uorsiaoxd ayy spremoy
uonnqLyuo) uoEdINpy
AemySr
22 Surrojruo . I
O | T 901S LL18 PRyuR
QwaYDS Ay JO
douanbasuod e se parmbax
: AemySry
SO®S y3noIog au Unpim 66'€09 -
SaNI[IDB) [RUOTRINDPD o L .
i ¥ ITLILT €I'10°€T
jo uorsiaoxd ayj spremoy
wroo uod, uoyNqLIUO) uoyEINpy idrooa1 jo ojep
0 o : Ay wog s1edk g
yS8noroq ayy ur Sursnoy
a[qepiojye jo uorsraoxd ) femyBig
SVVHH 911S JJO oY} spIemoy 07" 10T oug
uognqryuod Py
Sursnoy ajqepioyyy
QwdYDS Ay JO
aouanbasuod e se parmbax
ySnorog au unpm 3droda1 jo d3ep - P o
[ JUoWwIAe, | SOBS SoNIfIde] [RUONIRINDD QU1 WOIJ SIeaA T 00°STI'EL 00°sTT’EL a3uern CLoT'10°LL




; uowarduur

pueTq
olle 128pna . . . , 3y} JO AIUIdIA Ay UNpIM , , mH
D3I 0} 12010 SLT9T- GL19T SLT9T- 000°€T- 'NOWIANH | g 1160010 e1qoz © Surressur CL0T'SO'PL 00°000°€T 00°000€T asounypuI £0°S0°ST
WMMMMN—MHM j0 asodand ayy 103
: v -uonnqryuo) skemySry
iow yuadsun
radofoaag
puowaduur
13110 peoy
Mo_w_mww s1oddopy Aq [[eH] aurnog
Loy y , y , 1920 Sursson uernsapad ’ , IMH
% pajurodde $09°01- $09°0T $09°01- 0 00001~ ‘NOJIANHA © Jo adUEUAUTEL CL0T'T0'T0 00°000°0T 00°000°0T arounpuIA 80'10'%C
wcwm_n_ommws pue uorINISUOd
“—Mrv__wsom Ay jo Surpuny ayy spremoy
mzu::_ o -uonnqryuo)) sAemySry
1 e 105 w13
[ uo nd sem
og e syI0M
0} pajedo[y
aue uodeiq
% uaa1) uo Aemjooy oriqnd
" — JO JudWIdJRISUIAT pue
1 skemuydy 98¢'C- 98CT 98¢’ VILL- 000%- "NOMIANA | [ITH Yysng ut peap Surwny | gNI1avad ON 00°000% 000007 a8uern 80°60'81
o punoure aeudis pue
ac s3unjIew peol ‘SuondLISaI
o Gunrem spremoy
-uonnqryuo)) sAemySry
panturad yery
yoea jo uonardurod uodn
-sjuauIeISUI
L €148 €IL8 €148 TeLe0c- yev'cie SVVHH ur o[qeded uonnquyuo) | ANITAVAA ON 1€'616°G5T aduern
08€3 Gursnoy enos jo uorsraoxd
A)1S JJO A} SPIEMO]}
Sursnoy [e208 a41s 3O
616'80C 00720°6C
puef 9y} Jo Arumra
Ay} ur sjuauraAoxdwr
. . . . . ~M«CDE:O.—_>CD 5 , w
Payed0[[ VY ¥26'9- ¥26'9 ¥26'9- S0S6¥- 6798~ NOMIANA [e1oua8 spIEMO) ANI'TAVEd ON 00°000°€S doueID
sjuduraaoxdury
[ejURWIUOIIAUY
9)1S Y} Jo ATumIA
>EMO] postt y , y 9)RIPAWILI AU} UT SAINSLIW , }
1 -epdwo) 0 $69C S69°C- soge- 000¢- "NOATANH Sunupes oyyern spremoy ANI'TAVAd ON 00°000°G 00°000¢ U99I5) SIaWe] 10C0°€C
[ MOT[PA ’ .

- syuduraaoxduuy
uonyeyrodsuery 2 orjyery,




Peoy| $193S0p20)) Ut

Mnm:mcww un SyI0M ABM]00] pajeIdosse
\uzumsfwu 0 0 69TV 00S'TT 699C ag6’el GS6°€1- 0 00001~ ‘NOJIANA pue pue[st a.uss ANITAVHd ON 0000001 0000001 SI9ISOPP0D 01'90'%C
orea0 © JO UOT}ONIISUOD SPIEMO)
Hporedoly uonnquiuo)) skemy3rpy
Soe ] [9ALL, SJUIPISY
0 0 0 0 ‘NOWIANHA 1pI0 Areyouow-uoN SI9)SOPO0D)
juawaSeueyA d1jgeL],
0 0 0se 0ge- 0ge- 23] Suno3TUOIN 90TS
ppRyUg
ungm Sursnoy a[qepioye
HELLIUO0S jo uorsiaoxd ayy 10 ’
0 uoyednodo 0 0 0 0 0 0 SYVHH | sjuswoanordur spresmoy, 00°000%2T SI9ISOPO0D
1 2[qepIoV uonnquuo>
Sursnoy a[qepioyyy
oy
W wﬂw:m qava 0 SST0€- 0 asr'oe SST0€- 0 000°0¢€- ‘NOWIANE | deds uado 03 ssanoe pue 91'90'%C 00°000°0€ SI91SOPIP0D
: JO JUSWIADUBUD SPIEMO}
uonnqryuo)) aedg uadp
M.o Juowoaide 00°000'9¢
’ ’ ’ p Ay unpim pagads y
Sou m_w LL0'ST- LL0'ST- 0 0 LL0'ST- 0 000°ST- "NOATANHA SI0M JO 1SI] © SPIEAO) 91'90'%C 00°000°ST SI9)SOPI20D
n%q uonnqruod
© jusuraaoxdury AemySry
o
juawrdofarap
, aup} jo aduanbasuod e ’
dwod 0 61T 0 61¢ 61T €LLSY 66'SH- SO®S Se plaYU UIyiMm SanIoe) 00°000°S¥ SI9ISOPO0D
[euonjeonpa apraoid 0y
uonnqryuo) uoyedInpy
Aue w.o :mﬁmgemwn pue
" Teaowar 3y} yym 1ay3a8oy
3108 s1 st 98- 98- 0 0 98- 0 0058 ‘NOJIANHA SI9AOSSOID TeTNOI2A ANITAVEd ON 000058 SI9ISOPP0D
f0e StSL MaU UaaM}aq UT sjusuraed
JO SuTOeJINSaIT SPIEMO}
onnarmon sApmudirr
00°00S"€T
e porerd SIOAOSSOID U9aMIDq
pojuef ’ ’ ’ ’ ur a3ejuory yusurased ,
JUoD sey 0 $90°C- 0 $60C $90°C- 9Iv6C- 0006~ "NOJIANA o Suoe soex arnjew ANITAVHd ON 00°000"¢ SI9ISOPP0D
u_u_mw M”I u was jo uotsiaoid auyy 10y
3 poreolly uoynqryuo)) Surdesspue]
”MMEOE £joyes peor aaoxdur
lo1 Sorow 0} pauSIsap sanseawr
el : ’ ayerrdordde rauyo 10 suSrs ’ y
2[S1 oyjen 0 0 0 0 0 00001~ 00001~ "NOATANHA paads sruoxoep Surpraord ANI'TAVAd ON 00°000°0T 00°000°0T SIAISOPPOD 900191
meMwmm_MME JO S}S0 3Y} SPIEMO}
M muuo Hnos uonnqLIuoD)
FEOI 0TS JuduIGeURIA OLyJRI],
0 0 0 0 00058~ 00058~ uoynqryuoy 0000058 spueysiy

sapied Aunwwo)




Teoo] 1oy Sururen pue
Juawfojduwa asearour o}
uonnqryuod
£Sayeng yuawforduryg

1oAF
(quowfed
%08 811

S6°

[4LR L]

£09'T9

20919~

1065~

L01°6S-

SO®S

juawrdopaaap
jo @duanbasuod
e se paxmbax sanoey
[eUOT}EINP? 10] PAsn aq 0}
uoyNqLIU0) uoyEINpy

L10T01'8C
910C°01°0C

007IT'8IT

usaIn)
aedymog

SVVHH

(smun
81) Sursnoy a[qeprozry

Arejouowr uou

U93I0) SIoUIe ]

urodax ayy
B[NOID YVA

cerse-

cerse

cerse-

000°s¢-

‘NOYMIANA

puey
3} JO SNIPeI WG e UIiim
sadeds uado a[qerreae
Aprqnd jo [punod ays 4q
uorstaoxd au jo 3oadsax ur
[PUnoD Ay o3 pred aq 0y
uonnqriuo)) adedg wadg

eq S[qe[reAr
swraAoxdwur
ISeM SIY],

€9V'T

€9V'T

€9V'T

L8€T

"NOJUTANH

SIINSEAW PIJRIDOSSE
pue yieJ pRrywoolg
e sanioey Aerd rermjeu
Suraoxdwr spremoy

(nn)
uonnqryuo)) aedg uadp

NECIE](eltilvg)

o

SLE

SLE

SLe

9678~

££€'a8~

SO®S

©aIE AU} UI}IM
saoefd [ooyds Arepuodas
10§ pue uoneINpa
axeop(Iyd /sreak Ajrea
jo uorsiaoxd ayy spremoy
uoyednpyg

LZ'60°0C

00°000°GE

$0°Le€T

00°££€'s8

¥0'vL9'TCL

U9915) SIoWe]

U93I0) SIoUI e ]

U99I0) SIoUIe ]

0T°20°0C

\ur aq 0,

[c]

—
]

(o)
©

o

‘NOYMIANA

e [ORCIT,

Kemyooy pue KemaSerrred
JO JudWwd RISUTT
‘sunyrewr peox jo gunured
-31/[eAOWDI ‘S}921)S
£qIeau 0} S)I0M ‘9)1S 3} 0}
§S9008 MU © JO UOT}EdId 0]
uonnqryuo)) sAeMySIg

Sunjejsurax
3uaq Yva

¥20'e-

yeo'e

¥20's-

000°¢-

‘NOYMIANA

awayds
Surdeospuey papruuqns
e jo uorjejuaua[dur
Ay} SpIEMO}
uonngryuo)) Surdesspue]

11 9jo1dwod
D Sunremy

¥10°G-

¥10°G-

¥10°G-

000G

"NOJYTANH

AWAYDS 7D Sunsixa
A} JO SSAUDATIONJD AU}
Gurroyiuowr pue Surssasse
pue SUIMIIADI SPIEMO],
uonNqIIuod Z4D [enIu]

xed
| 03 392lqng

‘NOYMIANA

ZdD

) urypm spoxuod Sunyred
pastaar Sunuawardurr

pue uodn Sunnsuod 10§

uonNqIyU0) ZJD WyHng

ANITAVId ON

padtoAur aq o],

a3uern)

00°000'S

00°000'S

00°000°0C

00°000°0€

a3uern)

a8uern)

a3uern)

0T°20°0€

)
o)) "saue|
} p1edO[Y

792098

asy'c

8119

€871

€87°el-

000°ST-

‘NOYMIANA

ssrom sAemySny
pajenosse Aue pue ‘peoy
PRYYSIH Ul s£emiooy
Ay} jo juawasoxdur
‘peod PRYYSIH
Ul SUOOLIISAL Surjiem
BUNSIXd JO MIIAIIL SPIEMO]}

ANITAvVad ON

UONNAINUON SAeMUSILT

00°000°ST

00°000'ST

QIOWYDUIAN

902042




prROY SaMOg
> are Suro3uo
SLIoyNy

9€0°S-

9¢0°Sy

9€0°Sh-

000°S¥-

‘NOYMIANA

juawrdoaaap
ay jo Ajrpenor ayy
ur yuawdmba Suriojruow
Ayrenb are Sururejurewr
pue Surperddn
“Burnoyuoy Aeng) amy

"NOJUTANH

*AWAYDS AJRIPIULIAIUT
ue :31 dur] Surprengajyeg
Jo uonEdFRUIPY

"NOJUTANH

Jwaydg Juaurasoxdury
[ejudUIUOIIAUY
pue £333eg pasodoig

HNITAVId ON

00°000°Sy

Arejsuowr uou

Arejsuowr uou

00000y

uLaID)
aedynog

usaID)
aedymog

usaIn)
aedymnog

80°€0'TL

@
81) Sursnoy a[qepiozzy

Arejsuowr uou

IH
SIOUTIUTAL

0S¢~

OTd

94 ONTIOLINON 901S

00°0s¢-

Ju001g uo
100 dIe SYIeJ

000°ST~

000ST~

000ST~

000°ST-

(o)
091 JUDUETE ]
o

000ST~

000ST~

000ST~

000°ST-

‘NOYMIANA

S2INSEaW PAJRIIOSSe
pue jred payuoorg
Je sanoey Aerd
Temyeu Suraoxdur spremoy
uonnqryuo)
aoedg Lyruaury

Juawarde ay jo /1d
U0 PaIejap se pajeroosse
$1S00 DPN]OUT 0} SAINSLAU

pajerosse pue (saue

uda10) AemySry orqnd

3} 0} SHYIOM SPIEMO}
uoynqriuo)) sfemySry

10D) "[ooyds
)} Pa3edoTy

££€°e8

Lgg’e

££€'68~

££€'98~

SO®S

BaIE AU} UIIIM
saoefd [ooyos Arepuodes
10§ pue uonEINPa
areop(Iyd /sreak Aprea
Jo uorsiaoxd ayy spremoy
uonesnpyg

HNITAVId ON

00°000°ST~

00°000°ST~

00°££€'e8~

00'£8S°ST1~

I'H
QIOWYDUIAN

I'H
QIOWYDUIAN

H
SIOUTIUTAL

01'60°20

4

of[e mou

ur pajaduwod
) PreId

£69°C-

€69C

£69°C-

L0€g-

0009

"NOAUTANH

9S0[D) pILSIL] 0} SUOTeId} e
Kemjo04 *g 'suonOLISAI
Sunrem pasraar juswaduur
0} syp1om apraoxd
0} 2P0 JudWASeueur
Jljjer} JO UOLOWo ]
'T9S0D predld /peoy
aseyD) auey ySur no
SunjIeA T 10j pasn aq o,
uoynqryuo)) sfemySry

ANITAVId ON

000009

000009

aseyD

01'90'8¢

1, "9[dwo)
} SYIOM
0} pajedo[[y

6L1CL

611°CL

611°CL

611CI-

611TL

SO®S

juawdorasap
o aduanbasuod
e se paxmbar y8norog
AU URpEM SIRI[IORY
Teuoneonpa Arewrrd
Teuonippe apraoxd oy
uoyeonpy

u2aq sey
I JuawAe |

SPL'vET-

SPL'vET-

SPL'vET-

906'80T

SVVHH

juawrdoaaap
Jo @duanbasuod
e se pyuy ur 3ursnoy
d[qepiojye jo uorsiaoxd

9} 0} UOTNLIJUOD € SE

ANITAVId ON

00°000°0T

00°586'20T

00'GE6'LTT

SI9)SOPO0D)

IT'60'6L




(syrun
6) Sursnoy a[qepIoyzy

ANITAvad ON

1, "91dwo)
0} pajeso[y

SE6'T8

GE6'18

SE6'T8-

GE6'18-

SO®S

TITTITO o7 o P oY
Aq payeyrssaoau y3norog
AU URpIM SARI[IORY
Sunsixe 03 syuswaaoxduur
10 sadeds 10 sapI[ey
uoneonpa Arepuodss
pue Arewrxd [euonrppe
jo uorstaoxd ayy 10§
uoneonpyg

Arejouowr uou

00TTCTL

00CCTTL

U93I0) SIoUIe ]

U93I0) SIoUI e ]

creoel
60'80°0L

pannuqns aq 03 sreRQ
S9IN0Y SSINY

pueT Sururolpy/anoy
$S200Y d1[qng

JusIpyUIER
pred /. Mwm

pue|

drysiaumo ‘ddueusjurenr
“JuawsSeuewr
103 WdYIS JO S[re}Rq
-pueT Aieg
21ns1a] pue syiodg

sanIoey s310ds jo asn pue

\oxd EL e

> SUOTSSTSI(]

)
(o)
®©
o

‘NOYMIANA

puerays jo
Arumdra ayy unyim sanrjoey
semySy pue yrodsueny
o1qnd jo uorsiaoxd ayy 10§
jrodsuer], orqn g

1d1edar jo ajep
oY) wog s1edk ¢

SVVHH

(syrun
9¢) Sursnoy a[qepiozyy

Arejouowr uou

Arejsuow uou

00°000°THL

SO®S

juawdoraaap
a3 jo aouanbasuod e
Se PRIJU UIYITM SSnI[Ioe]
[euonjeonpa apraoxd 0y
uoyNqLyUO) uoEINpY

Arejouowr uou

00°000T9T

00°000'%0¢

samog

samog

samog

samog

samog

£080790

[} POULITJUOD
wdopaaag
P ‘P

"NOJUTANH

SoTSCotT

£yoyes AemySny pajerax
Iay0 Aue pue saynox
924> U913 03 uoTNGLIUOD
‘suSis ururem pajeanoe
paads jo uoponpoxnur
‘suonornsal unrem
[euonippe apnpaut 0}
Ajayes AemySny aaoxdwr oy

purdopaap
1p JuawAe ]

SO®S

uonnquuoy) skemySipy

juawrdopaaap
aup} jo aduanbasuod e
Se PRIJUF UIYHM SI[Ioey
[euoneonpa apraoid oy
uoyNqryuUO) UoyEdINPY

jdradax
Jo 9jep woiy sIA ¢

00°000°5C

00°££8°TE

00°£L8'LS

[IFH dr0urypuI]

[T dr0uypuI]

1L'%0'T0

0€ey

0€ey-

0€ey-

OTd

29 SumojIuolN 901S

yuadxg 9018
ULI ] mm\SOm
[UO Sied
LYV YH1F

¥9'8S1-

¥19'8G1

¥#9'851~

965°¢1-

SO%S

juawrdoaaap
au} jo aduanbasuod e
Se PRIJUF UIYHM SI[Ioey
[euoneonpa apraoid oy
uoyNqryuUO) UoyEINPY

00°0€€¥

ANITAVId ON

00°STT'ET

juawrdofaaap

00°£¥6'8L

samog

samog

T1C0'TL




sjuawAe |

0001~

0001~

0001~

1€€0LD

000'T~

"NOJYTANH

SPIEPUL)S SOWOF] WY1
Suneawr jou juswrdorasap
Ay} jo aduanbasuod

e se paxmbaz ySnolog
AU} UIIIM IDYMIS[D
SpIepue)s SOWOL]
sawiayr] 03 uawdopaap
e jo apeiddn ayj spremo],

uoynqryuo)

SIWIOY WA

(9018

sjuswAe |

0T’

0T’

0T’

S0€0LD

0cv'e

"NOJUTANH

OTd

uo s[rejap) Justudopasp

ayy jo aouanbasuod

e se paxmbar ySnoroq ayy

UIIIM 21yMas|d sSuraes

SUOISSIW SPIXOIP UOGIEd
JO AT9AT[OP dY} SpIemO)

SUOISSIWY dPIXOI(] UOqIeD)

29 SunojuolN 9018

ANITAvVId ON

00°000'T

000T¥'C

a¥'0L8

H
SIOUTIUTAL

CLOT'TL

mH
SIOUTIUTAL

uoaI)
aedymnog

awod uQ

SVVHH

OTd

Juswrdoreaap jo
aouanbasuod e se parmbax
pRYuUF ur Suisnoy
a[qepiogye jo uorsiaoxd
AU} 0] UOIINQLIUOD © Se
uoynqryuo)
Sursnoy a[qepiozzy

23] SuLIOIUOIAl 90TS

ANITAViad ON 00'607'TT

00°005'C

uoarn) Cr'80°L0
aedynog

Amgqrasery

e
0o 100V
yorduwos o

SVVHH

Juawdorasap jo
aouanbasuod e se parmbax
plRYuE ur Sutsnoy
a[qepiojye jo uorsiaoxd
AU} 0} UOHINQLIUOD © SE
uonnqryuod
Sursnoy a[qepiozyy

HNITAVId ON

00°000°TS

Tre06T
Amqrasery

Page

OTd

221 SurIojruoA 90TS

[lepsenn

sdofers]
} papIuIqns
[0 aseqeje]
[oA3p JO
uawed 1y

000°T-

OTd

SVVHH

Juawrdoraaap jo

plRYuE ur Susnoy
a[qepiojye jo uorsiaoxd
AU} 0} UOHINQLIUOD E SE
uonnqryuod
Sursnoy a[qepiozyy

23] SurIoJIUOIA 90TS

douanbasuod e se parmbax

ANITAVIAd ON

00°TSL0€

00°000'T

SI9}SOPP0D)

Cre0’se

SI9}SOPO0D)

U99I5) SIoWe]

TPIWILUT 10]
PUT poiers
dopA
} papIuqns
[0 aseqee]
[0A3p JO
uowed [y

SVVHH

plRYuE ur Susnoy

uonnqryuod
Sursnoy a[qepioyyy

a[qeprojye jo uorsiaoxd
AU} 0} UOTINQLIUOD E SE

ANITAVId ON

00°000°0C

LLCroc
U93I0) SIoUI e ]

SdoaAA

Saanseauwr

Kyoyes KemySny pajerax

1230 Aue pue sanox
924> usa13 03 uoHNQLIUODd

"NOJUTANH

‘sugrs Sururem pajeande

aedymnog

JuowKed 00°000°0C




09~

SO%S

aouanbasuod e se parmbax

ySnorog au unpm
SaNI[I0.) [EUOHEINPD
Teuonippe apraod oy
uonedonpy

P
1 SYUdWIAR |

020

2ouanbasuod e se parmbax

SVVHH aqepaogge jo uorsiaoxd
9} 0} UOYNJLIJUOD € B

Juswrdoraaap jo

PRYUF ur Sursnoy

uonnqryuo)
Sursnoy ajqepioyyy

ANITAVId ON

66'€09

00020'C

89°969'S

8T'SSLT

samog

samog

'H

€1'e0'80

OTd

23] SurIojIUOIA 90TS

*saa1} Juawade[dar jo

1NQLIU0d

uorsiaoxd ay} pue Suraed

‘NOJIANE Gurpnpur syprom AemySny

Aemyooy yuauuaderdar
0} pajiwuI] Jou yng

Aressadou spIemoy
uonnqryuod

0} DUIPIAD
D[PAP “DYIS
uswdofosap
PUI] Xopu]

SVVHH

aouanbasuod e se parmbax

Juswrdoraasp jo

PRYUF ur Suisnoy
a[qepIojye jo uorsiaoxd
9} 0} UOIINGLIJUOD © Sk
uonnqryuo)
Sursnoy ajqepioyyy

SHOM sAeMySTH ANITAvEd ON

TEH0ET

09°€6L'70T

0T0e

SIOUTIUTAL

09°€64°CLL

H
SIOUTIUTAL

II'H
QIOWYDUIAN

U99I0) SIoUIe ]

crence

OTd

23] SurIojIUOIAl 90TS

10D 0} X

Pdge 189

SO%S

Juawdorasap jo
aouanbasuod e se parmbax
ySnorog au unpm
SaNI[I0.] [EUONEINPD
Teuonippe apraod oy
uoyednpy

ANITAviad ON

66'€09

617€9

U9915) SIoWe ]

aedynog

€r'1091

90¥'L

90V'L-

OTd

23] SurLIoIUOIAl 90TS

P
I JUDWIAR ]

8€8'4C1-

SVVHH

juawrdoreaap jo
souanbasuod e se parmbax
pRYUF ur Suisnoy
a[qepiogye jo uorsiaoxd
AU} 0] UOIINQLIUOD © Se
uoynqryuo)
Sursnoy ajqepioyyy

Je sasse[d
[€ SSTUOTA]

¥4T'0C

¥4T'0C

y47'0C-

SO®S

Juawrdoraaap jo
aouanbasuod e se parmbax
ySnotog au unpm
SaNI[I0B) [EUOHEINPS
Teuonippe apraod oy
uoyednpy

1S°S0V'Z

ANIT1AvVId ON

88°€LT°0C

0€'8e8°4TT

69°416'SST

aedynog

aedymnog

L1040

€81~

OTd

29 SunojuolN 9018

P
I JuswAe |

050

SVVHH

Juawdorasap jo
2ouanbasuod e se parmbax
plRYuE ur Susnoy
a[qepiojye jo uorsiaoxd
AU} 0} UOHINQLIUOD E SE
uonnqryuod
Sursnoy a[qepiozyy

04£7C81

ANITAvVad ON

00090°¢

699€8'¢

11T AT A A TA

samog

samog

CL'I1T9C




Page 190

8.1~ 8.1~ 8.1~ NOILVONad
G86°€€- 6866~ G86°€€- TVIINID
G8eee- G8eee- G8eee- NOILVLIOdSNVIL % DIV IL
0

OTd

934 SurrojruoN 901S

Juowrdoroaap Jj0

00'T6LTT

T[T ST0urquIpm




	Agenda
	4 MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON 4 MARCH 2013
	6 MINUTES OF THE PLANNING PANEL HELD ON 28 FEBRUARY 2013 - NORTH CIRCULAR ROAD APPLICATIONS
	7 REPORT OF THE ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (REPORT  NO. )
	8 TP/10/0783 - HOLLY HILL FARM, 305, THE RIDGEWAY, ENFIELD, EN2 8AN
	9 P12-02750PLA - 62, VERA AVENUE, LONDON, N21 1RL
	10 P13-00338LBE - ELDON INFANT SCHOOL, ELDON ROAD, LONDON, N9 8LG
	11 P13-00435PLA - LAND SOUTH SIDE OF WHITEWEBBS LANE, INCORPORATING ROLEMILL SPORTS GROUND AND LAND REAR OF MIDDLETON HOUSE, BULLS CROSS, ENFIELD, EN2 9HA
	12 P13-00551PLA - CRAIG PARK YOUTH CENTRE, LAWRENCE ROAD, LONDON, N18 2HN
	13 P13-00552PLA - LODGE DRIVE CAR PARK, LODGE DRIVE, LONDON, N13 5LB
	14 P13-00558PLA - 18, THE GREEN, LONDON, N21 1AY
	15 P13-00581PLA - RUSSETT HOUSE SCHOOL, 11, AUTUMN CLOSE, ENFIELD, ENI 4JA
	16 P13-00316PLA - 1-16 EAGLE COURT, 35, SNELLS PARK, LONDON, N18 2TF
	17 P13-00317PLA - 101-132, SNELLS PARK, LONDON, N18 2SY
	18 P13-00318PLA - 1-32, TRINITY COURT, 33, SNELLS PARK, LONDON, N18 2TE
	19 P13-00590PLA - 1-9A, ANGLESEY ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 4HY
	20 P13-00591PLA - 11-15A, ANGLESEY ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 4HY
	21 P13-00592PLA - 67-105, BOWOOD ROAD, ENFIELD, EN3 7LL
	22 P13-00615LBE - 161-167, GREEN STREET, ENFIELD, EN3 7LB
	26 SECTION 106 AGREEMENTS - MONITORING INFORMATION
	Annex 1 S106 Master Spreadsheet for Members (April 2013 Planning Committee)


