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Ms Sarah Buxton       27 February 2017 
Case Officer      
London Borough of Sutton 
24 Denmark Road   
Carshalton 
Surrey SM5 2JG 
 
Dear Ms Buxton 
 
Ref:  Planning Application C2017/76396 – SDEN pipe installation 
 
We write to OBJECT to the above planning application. 
 
Firstly, we request that this application is reviewed by a planning committee and not 
delegated officer. 
 
Secondly, we believe there is a conflict of interest that Sutton Council’s Planning 
Committee should not be voting on an application of a company owned by the 
Council – namely Sutton Decentralised Energy Networks Limited (SDEN). 
 
Not enough information 
 
The planning portal does not provide documentation showing Network Rail’s 
approval and that of the other companies owning land that the pipe is proposed to go 
through.  Likewise it is missing statutory consultee responses from Natural England 
and the Environment Agency, whose responses are alluded to in Appendix 1 
Scoping opinion. 
 
Landscaping mitigation 
 
Planning Statement paragraph 4.6.2 states there will be loss of vegetation and 
scrubland and once replanting established, no significant loss.  It does not state who 
is replanting, what will be planted and when it will be planted.  It appears work has 
already started with the removal of mature trees along London Road where the pipe 
is planned to go.  Isn’t this called restrospective planning? 
 
There is no information to ensure that if permission is granted that work is not carried 
out during the birding season and likewise the pipe does not go through areas of land 
that have already been restored. 
 



As already pointed out in SDEN’s previous planning application C2017/75591, Viridor 
are currently in breach of their Section 106 agreement in restoring Beddington 
Farmlands with Sutton Council not pursuing this.  As both companies are involved in 
this current application and the recent removal of mature trees, we ask this planning 
application to provide specific information about what has already been removed, 
what else will be removed, written contractual obligations of what it will be replaced 
with and when, BEFORE going for planning approval. 
 
Pipe Bridge 
 
Whilst not being structural engineers, we are concerned about the pipe bridge going 
over the railway line and under the road bridge due to vibrations of large HGV’s 
going over the bridge.  Has this been taken into consideration?  We have witnessed 
damage to homes along London Road because of a ramp put in the road from HGV’s 
and whilst the bridge is not a ramp, it does have metal across the top of it that 
causes vibrations.  
 
Other considerations 
 
The application is purely for the extension of pipework and the pipe bridge and 
Sutton’s Planning Committee will argue that the comments below are irrelevant.  It is 
all too common that planning applications are looked at in isolation and not part of 
the bigger picture.  Without the following information being answered, we believe this 
application should not go for planning as it could have a significant impact on the 
future and existing residents of Hackbridge. 
 

• The incinerator is only supposed to last 25 years.  How will the heat be 
provided to Felnex after this time? 

• We want written confirmation that the heat network will not prolong the 
existence of the Beddington Incinerator. 

• What is the actual cost of the heat to the future residents of Felnex?  Will it be 
more expensive than statutory bodies? 

• Rightly or wrongly, it appears Felnex was given approval for an extra 80 flats, 
albeit in under the guise of assisted living, in return to signing up to SDEN. 

• Consultation on the land adjoining the station has already said it will sign up 
to whatever Sutton Council want in regards to heat.  Their design is already 
breaching the site allocation for 2009 and 2013 Local Plan.  What is the 
likelihood of this being approved if signing up to SDEN? 

• Sutton Council are no longer referring to Hackbridge as a sustainable suburb 
in their Local Plan 2031, meaning that developers no longer have to provide 
housing to a high sustainable standard, thereby homes likely to require more 
energy.  Potential profit making? 

 
We look forward to your response to our questions. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
LHorrox 
 
Lysanne Horrox 
Chair 


