














 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
As part of the Council’s commitment to equalities if you have any concerns or issues with regard 
to access to this information please contact us for assistance. 
 

 
 

Reference Code of 
Application: SW/19/504919 

KENT COUNTY COUNCIL
 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS 
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT PROCEDURE) 

(ENGLAND) ORDER 2015 
 

NOTIFICATION OF GRANT OF PERMISSION TO DEVELOP LAND 
 

To: MVV Environment Services Ltd 
c/o SLR Consulting Ltd 
Treenwood House  
Rowden Lane 
Bradford on Avon 
BA15 2AU 

 
TAKE NOTICE that the KENT COUNTY COUNCIL, the County Planning Authority under the Town 
and Country Planning Act, HAS GRANTED PERMISSION for development of land situated at 
MVV Environment Services, Ridham Dock Biomass Facility, Lord Nelson Road, Ridham Dock, 
Iwade, Sittingbourne, Kent ME9 8SR and being construction of a footbridge to provide safe staff 
access from the Ridham Dock Biomass Facility to the SUDS pond, referred to within the 
application for permission for development dated 17 September 2019, received on 20 September 
2019, as amplified and amended by details referred to in the attached Schedule 1, SUBJECT TO 
THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS: 
 

1. The development to which this permission relates shall be begun not later than the 
expiration of 5 years beginning with the date of this permission.   
 

 Reason: To comply with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as 
amended). 

 
2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out, completed and maintained in all 

respects strictly in accordance with the submitted details, documents and plans referred to in 
Schedule 1 (attached) and/or as otherwise approved pursuant to the conditions below. 

 
Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and to maintain planning control over the development. 

 
3. Prior to any works commencing on site final construction details for the bridge, associated 

foundations, any gate and where necessary measures to provide bank stability shall be 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Waste Planning Authority.  Thereafter the details 
shall be carried out as approved. 
 



 

 

Reason: To safeguard the local environment, including protected species and other 
ecological interests. 

 
4. Prior to any works commencing on site a precautionary ecological mitigation strategy shall 

be submitted to and approved in writing by the Waste Planning Authority.  The strategy shall 
include details of any pre-commencement surveys that need to be undertaken prior to the 
development taking place.  Thereafter, the strategy shall be implemented as approved. 

 
Reason: To minimise the potential for impacts on protected species as a result of the 
proposed work in accordance with the Ecological Impact Assessment submitted with 
application SW/19/504918 for amendments to the management of surface water and 
process water from the biomass facility. 
 

Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015 
 
Where necessary the planning authority has engaged with the applicant to address and resolve 
issues arising during the processing and determination of this planning application, in order to 
deliver sustainable development, to ensure that the details of the proposed development are 
acceptable and that any potential impacts can be satisfactorily mitigated. 
 
Summary of policies in the Development Plan relevant to the decision to grant planning 
permission: 
 
This application has been determined in accordance with the Town and Country Planning Acts, 
and in the context of the Government’s current planning policy guidance and the relevant 
Circulars, including the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and associated planning 
practice guidance, together with the relevant Development Plan policies, including the following: 
 
Kent Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2013-30 (July 2016) – Policies CSW1, DM1, DM2, DM3, 
DM10, DM12, DM14, DM16 and DM20.  
Partial Review of the Kent Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2013-30 (November 2018 - Pre-
Submission Draft). 
Bearing Fruits 2031: The Swale Borough Local Plan (July 2017) – Policies ST1, ST3, CP4, 
CP7, DM14, DM21, DM22, DM23, DM24 and DM28. 
 
The summary of reasons for granting permission is as follows: 
 
The County Council is of the opinion that the proposed development gives rise to no material 
harm, is in accordance with the development plan and that there are no material considerations 
that indicate that the decision should be made otherwise.  The County Council also considers that 
any harm as a result of the proposed development would reasonably be mitigated by the 
imposition of the attached conditions. 
 
 
In addition, please be advised of the following informatives: 
 

a. Your attention is drawn to the conditions that require further details to be submitted to the 
Waste Planning Authority for approval, these conditions need to be formally discharged 
prior to commencement of certain operations or within a specified time.  It is your 
responsibility to ensure that such details are submitted in good time.   

 
b. In reference to condition (3) above, your attention is drawn to the following comments 

received from the Environment Agency. 
 



 

 

The construction, size and location of the bridge is not likely to have a detrimental or 
significant impact to the surrounding wetland habitats and potential future water vole 
populations. This is because the mitigation measures and outline approach, including the 
agreement to support the Site of Special Scientific Interest Management Plan, will allow 
suitable recovery and future management for enhancement and re-connectivity.  
 
It is important that the mitigation measures and best practices including timing sensitivities 
are transposed to the Construction Environmental Management Plan.  
 
Any bridge to be constructed must have the abutments setback, beyond the top of bank of 
the watercourse, and a soffit level of a height which allows enough capacity for high flows 
(should the watercourse take surface water). This should also be enough to provide 
unhindered migration of wildlife underneath and minimise fragmentation of the watercourse 
habitat caused by overshadowing.  
 
Please note, some extra consideration is recommended on whether the water quality and 
bank stability of the ditch will potentially be affected by the required construction and 
recovery methods (e.g. photos of the proposed bridge siting demonstrate mostly bare 
exposed soil). Exposed bank material presents an inherent risk of soil wash off and 
sediment input, this risk increases if created close to winter as vegetation ceases to 
actively grow. The duration of the exposed state is unclear from the documents.  
 
Soil wash off (i.e. material loss) can directly lead to bank instability before sufficient 
vegetation cover can establish. Within the related Environmental Impact Assessment 
documents, the ditch banks are described to be stripped/kept short as water vole mitigation 
practice, in line with other construction activity areas – these areas will be allowed to re-
vegetate naturally. This aftercare in principle is acceptable, however, some extra 
monitoring on the bank stability and material loss is recommended. Including with 
mitigating measures for stabilisation or vegetation re-establishment drawn up in case the 
rate of loss exceeds natural vegetation establishment.  
 
Stabilisation measures should avoid the use of plastic where possible and prefer organic 
solutions, for example plug-planting or hydro-seeding (if appropriate native seed mixes to 
the surrounding areas can be matched). 

 
c. You are advised that the above planning consent confers no consent or right to disturb, 

obstruct or divert any Public Right of Way at any time (either during or following any 
approved development) without the express permission of the Highway Authority.   

 
Dated this Thirteenth day of December 2019 
 
 
(Signed)……………………………………….. 

Head of Planning Applications Group 
 
KENT COUNTY COUNCIL 
PLANNING APPLICATIONS GROUP 
FIRST FLOOR 
INVICTA HOUSE 
COUNTY HALL 
MAIDSTONE 
KENT ME14 1XX



 

 

Schedule 1 
 

Schedule of Documents permitted under Planning Permission: SW/19/504919 
 
 
Drawings / Number / Title: 
 

 
 Drawing RDBF 1 titled “Site Location Plan” dated August 2019. 

 
 Drawing RDBF 2 titled “Application Site” dated August 2019. 

 
 Drawing RDBF 3 titled “Footbridge” dated September 2019. 

 
 Drawing 001 titled “Access Bridge” dated 29 October 2019. 
 
 
Document Title / Description / Reference 
 

 
 Application for Planning Permission dated 17 September 2019 

 
 Planning Statement prepared by SLR (Reference 409.04447.00008 - Final) dated September 

2019 
 
 
 



 

 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 
 
NOTIFICATION TO BE SENT TO AN APPLICANT WHEN A LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY 
REFUSE PLANNING PERMISSION OR GRANT IT SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS 
 
Appeals to the Secretary of State 
 

- If you are aggrieved by the decision of your local planning authority to refuse permission for 
the proposed development or to grant it subject to conditions, then you can appeal to the 
Secretary of State under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 

 
- If you want to appeal against your local planning authority’s decision then you must do so 

within 6 months of the date of this notice. 
 

- If you intend to submit an appeal that you would like examined by inquiry then you must 
notify the Local Planning Authority and Planning Inspectorate 
(inquiryappeals@planninginspectorate.gov.uk) at least 10 days before submitting the 
appeal. Further details are on GOV.UK. 

 
- Appeals can be made online at: https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate.  If you are unable 

to access the online appeal form, please contact the Planning Inspectorate to obtain a paper 
copy of the appeal form on tel: 0303 444 5000. 

 
- The Secretary of State can allow a longer period for giving notice of an appeal but will not 

normally be prepared to use this power unless there are special circumstances which 
excuse the delay in giving notice of appeal. 

 
- The Secretary of State need not consider an appeal if it seems to the Secretary of State that 

the local planning authority could not have granted planning permission for the proposed 
development or could not have granted it without the conditions they imposed, having regard 
to the statutory requirements, to the provisions of any development order and to any 
directions given under a development order. 

 
 
 






























