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Additional Information Report

This report sets out additional information in relation to planning applications for consideration at the 
Planning Committee on 5 February 2020 that was received after the Agenda was published.

S19/0277

Proposal: Erection of 270,000 Bird Poultry Unit comprising of an Agricultural Workers Dwelling 
and Associated Infrastructure including following; 6 Poultry Shed, 9 Feed Bins, 6 Air 
Heat Exchangers, 3 Ground Source Heat Pumps, 8 Gas Tanks, 1 Bio-Mass Building, 
Provision of an Earth Bund, 1 Water Tank, 1 Pump House, 1 GP Block, 1 Generator, 
1 Storage Barn and associated infrastructure provision and improvements to access 
to site from High Dike.

Site Address: Land At High Dike, High Dike, Great Ponton

Summary of Information Received:

Paragraph 1.3 of the Addendum Report is incorrect. The vote was carried with 6 in favour, 2 against and 1 
abstention. 

A late representation has been received. Its content is summarised as follows: 
 

a. Claims proposal is industrial not agricultural 

b. Questions landscape chapter of ES and considers there to be a landscape impact.

c. Suggests highway safety issues and in particular the proposal will cause traffic through Great 
Ponton. 

d. Will lead to increased surface water runoff and flooding

Officer Comments and Recommendation

The additional representation is noted, however, the comments made have either been made before or have 
been addressed in the Committee report.  As per the Addendum Report, the officer recommendation is still 
one of approval subject to the suggested conditions.  
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Planning Committee
5 February 2020

        

Additional Information Report

This report sets out additional information in relation to planning applications for consideration at the 
Planning Committee on 5 February 2020 that was received after the Agenda was published.

S19/1519

Proposal: Erection of 3 detached, 2 semi-detached and 3 terraced dwellings with site access, 
car parking and turning areas

Site Address: Land Off Kettering Road, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2JS

Summary of Information Received:

A further public representation has been received that raises the specific issues in relation to the diverted 
footpaths and highway safety and can be summarised as follows:

 The proposal would result in the loss of part of a public right of way and the termination points are 
not shown as existing;

 There is not public right of way shown along Kettering Road;

 The visibility splay of the proposed junction does not meet the distance required by Manual for 
Streets;

 The access is opposite Wothorpe Road and does not meet the design standard for a crossroads 
set-out in Design Manual for Roads and Bridges;

 The area is well used by school children.

In response the Lincolnshire County Council (as Highway Authority) and the Countryside Access Officer 
have provided the following comments:

Highway Authority – “… we are presently governed by the NPPF, wherein we are advised that development 
should only be refused on highway grounds if there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or 
the residual cumulative impacts on the road network would be severe. 
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When considering the appropriate visibility for a junction, Manual for Streets is used for guidance, however 
other factors will be taken into account including the speed limit of the adjacent road, accident data, 
expected traffic generation for the proposals and the visibility afforded at adjacent existing junctions within 
this area. When taking these factors into consideration, and based on the visibility provided by these 
proposals, I believe that would be no justifiable reason to presume that these proposals would have an 
unacceptable impact on highway safety.”

Countryside Access Officer – “… the public path diversion will need to meet the tests set out in the Town 
and Country Planning Act. My only other comment would be the requirement for a raised kerb opposite 
dwellings D,E and F in order to prevent vehicles backing across the proposed diversionary route of the 
public footpath.”

The applicant has also submitted a letter providing further comments on their justification for the scheme, 
including an additional heritage statement and photomontage of the proposed development. It is noted that 
the full letter was sent to members of the Planning Committee.

Officer comments:

Should planning permission be granted, the proposed public footpath diversion would be subject to separate 
legislation which would need approval to allow the development to proceed. The construction and surface 
details of the diverted footpath are required by proposed condition 8.

The comments received in relation to the proposed access are noted and effectively raise concern in relation 
to the highway safety impacts of the proposed junction. Specifically, the they refer to Manual for Streets 
guidance on visibility splays and Design Manual for Roads and Bridges guidance for crossroads. 

In response the Highway Authority have confirmed they use Manual for Streets as guidance, but that a 
number of other factors are considered in their assessment of highway safety. These include the speed 
limit of the adjacent road, accident data, expected traffic generation for the proposals and the visibility 
afforded at adjacent existing junctions within the area. Based on their assessment of all these factors they 
have concluded that the scheme would not result in an unacceptable impact on highway safety. Therefore, 
based on advice from the Highway Authority it is considered that there is not justifiable grounds to refuse 
the application on highway safety grounds. 

The letter from the applicant provides further justification for the scheme and responds to the proposed 
reasons for refusal. The letter also raises the potential for an appeal and an award of costs should planning 
permission be refused. The Head of Development Management will respond verbally to these comments at 
the Planning Committee meeting.

Recommendation:

The officer recommendation remains to approve the application as per the main report for the January 
committee.
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