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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 22 July 2021 that was received after the Agenda was published. 

 

S20/1759 
 
Proposal: Proposed detached dwelling at Land adjacent to 24 High Street Carlby PE9 4LX 
 
Site Address: 24 High Street, Carlby, PE9 4LX  
 
Summary of Information Received:  
 

1. Agreement regarding a pre-commencement condition for drainage details was sought from the 
applicant, however this has not been agreed as the applicant does not feel it is necessary (as there 
is a legal agreement already in place to connect to drainage at no.24).  

 
2. Anglian Water have provided the following comments (in email dated 16.7.21) re drainage: 

 
The foul flows from the proposed development are considerably small and the impact on our 

sewerage network will be minimal.  

Any building has a right to communicate with a public sewer under Section 106 of the Water 

Industry Act 1991.  The Developer has the ability to obtain that connection indirectly via existing 

private drainage but must gain the permission of the owner of the drain to do so.  Under Section 106 

Anglian Water, as the undertaker, can only comment on the suitability of the method of connection. 

Should the Developer be required to enter 3rd party land in order to obtain a connection to the 

sewerage network they should obtain the relevant permission and legal agreement prior to doing so. 

Any disputes are between the Developer and the 3rd party landowner. 

 
3. A revised Block Plan has been submitted which includes a stone boundary wall to the front (rather 

than post and rail fencing): 
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Officer comments: 
 

• The stone boundary wall is welcomed as it is considered to be more in keeping with character of 
immediate and surrounding area. 

• Surface water drainage is proposed to be via soakaway, which is a sustainable form of drainage 
and would ensure there is no increased risk of flooding. Implementation would be secured through 
Building Control. The proposed method of foul water drainage is acceptable in planning terms and 
to the local network provider. Any dispute between the between using the existing drainage at no. 
24 before connecting to the mains sewer is a private matter between the two parties.  

 
Updated recommendation and suggested conditions: 
 
Recommendation remains to approve application subject to conditions.  

It is recommended that no drainage condition is attached if the application is approved as it is not 
considered to meet all six tests of the NPPF (necessary, relevant to planning, relevant to the development 
to be permitted; enforceable; precise; reasonable in all other respects). As above, implementation of an 
acceptable drainage scheme would be subject to building control regulations.  
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One additional condition is recommended as follows: 

Prior to its construction, details of the proposed stone boundary wall (as shown on Revised Block 
Plan ref 4281.03B) in the form of elevational drawings drawn to a recognised metric scale, shall be 
submitted to and approved by the local planning authority. The wall shall then be constructed in 
accordance with the approved details prior to first occupation of the dwelling hereby approved and 
retained for the lifetime of the development.  

Reason: In the interest of visual amenity and to accord with Policy DE1 of the adopted SKDC Local 
Plan.  

The approved plans condition will require updating with the relevant drawing reference numbers for the 
revised block plan and revised plans and elevations as follows: 

• Site Location Plan received 12 July 2021 

• Revised Block Plan ref 4281.03B 

• Revised Proposed Plans and Elevations ref AJE24/3A  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Financial Implications reviewed by:Legal Implications reviewed by: 

3



This page is intentionally left blank



 

 

 

Planning Committee 

22 July 2020 

  

   

         
  

 

Additional Information Report 
 

This report sets out additional information in relation to planning applications for consideration at the Planning 

Committee on 22 July 2021 that was received after the Agenda was published. 

 

S21/0510 
 
Proposal:  Section 73 Application for variation of Condition 2 (Approved Plans) of planning 

permission S18/0475 to amend balconies. 
 
Site Address:  85 Manthorpe Road, Grantham, NG31 8DE  
 
 
Summary of Information Received: 
 
Following publication of the agenda, the Applicant has provided further information to confirm that the 
proposed balcony glazing does not have a colour reference. 
 
Proposed Amendment to Condition 1 (Approved Plans)  
 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following list of 
approved plans:  

a. Proposed Site Layout (Drawing Ref: DSA-19067-BR-HL-01-B) 
b. Proposed Ground Floor Plan (Drawing Ref: 4425 (30) 301 Rev E) 
c. Proposed First Floor Plan (Drawing Ref: 4425 (30) 302 Rev E) 
d. Proposed Second Floor Plan (Drawing Ref: 4425 (30) 303 Rev E) 
e. Proposed Third Floor Plan (Drawing Ref: 4425 (30) 304 Rev) 
f. Proposed Elevations Plan (Drawing Ref: 21-014/00) received 25 June 2021 
g. Proposed Roof Plan (Drawing Ref: DSA-19067-BR-RP-01-C) 
h. Access Materials, Specification of Works and Method Statement (Drawing Ref: 

063891-CU-00-XX-DR-C-0701-P02) 
i. Proposed Soft Landscaping Layout (Drawing Ref: 063891-CUR-00-00-DR-C-P03) 
j. Proposed Bin Store (Drawing Ref: 4425 (A) 9000 C01) 
k. Foul and Surface Water Drainage Layout (Drawing Ref: 063891-CUR-00-00-DR-C0501-P02) 
l. Drainage Construction Details (Drawing Ref: 063891-CUR-00-XX-DR-C-0502-P01) 
m. Drainage Construction Details (Drawing Ref: 063891-CUR-00-XX-DR-C-0503-P01) 
n. General Notes Infrastructure (Drawing Ref: 063891-CUR-00-XX-DR-C-9000-P01) 
o. Glazing details as per email from Applicant dated 16 July 2021 

 
Unless otherwise required by another condition of this permission:  
 
Reason: To define the permission and for the avoidance of doubt. 
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Additional Representations:  
 

As set out within the main report, following receipt of the consolidated set of plans from the Applicant, a 
further 21-day re-consultation with statutory consultees and neighbours was undertaken; this consultation 
process was completed on 20 July. As part of this re-consultation updated representations were received 
from the Environment Agency and SKDC Environmental Protection, both of which re-affirmed that they 
have no comments to make on the application. 
 
In addition, a further 6 letters of representation have been received from members of the public; all of which 
raise objection to the application. These representations have raised the following relevant matters:  
 

1. Loss of privacy – particularly for 1 & 2 Lodge Way and overlooking the back garden of 6 Lodge 
Way. 

2. The loss of privacy is further compounded by the loss of protected trees, which were supposed to 
have been retained along the southern boundary. This results in an even more dominant and 
oppressive environment.  

3. The scheme provides privacy to future occupants of the development but not to the existing 
residents.  

4. The building is out of keeping with the environment in terms of design and scale 
5. The application breaches Article 1 of the Human Rights Act (Protection of Property) 
6. Issues with noise, dust, traffic, damage to property and disruption of access associated with 

construction of the project.  
 

Officer comment 
 

The representations received have raised concerns about the impact of the development on the character 
and appearance of the area. In particular, it has been suggested that the design of the building is 
oppressive and does not respect the heritage sensitives of the surrounding area.  
 
The potential impact of the current application proposals on the character and appearance of the area, and 
the identified heritage assets have been assessed in detail within the main report. The officer advice 
remains that the proposed amendments would have a limited visual impact on the site and the surrounding 
area and would represent an improvement to the extant permission by virtue of introducing an element of 
visual interest. Therefore, the proposal is considered to be in accordance with Policy EN1, EN6 and DE1 of 
the Local Plan and Section 12 and 16 of the Framework, as well as the Council’s statutory obligations.  
 
Further, the representations have raised concerns about the impact of the development on the privacy of 
existing residents, specifically occupants of 1, 2 and 6 Lodge Way and 93 Manthorpe Road. Significant 
consideration has been given to the impact of the development on the amenities of existing residents; 
including those properties listed above, within the main report. As such, the officer advice remains that the 
proposed amendments would not have any significant adverse impacts on neighbouring properties, when 
assessed against the fallback position.  
 
The representations received also raise concerns that Protocol 1, Article 1: Protection of Property of the 
Human Rights Act has not been appropriately considered as part of the application. Article 1 states that: 
 
“Every natural or legal person is entitled to the peaceful enjoyment of his possessions. No one shall be 
deprived of his possessions except in the public interest and subject to the conditions provided for by law 
and by the general principles of international law.  
 
The preceding provisions shall not, however, in any way impair the right of the State to enforce such law as 
it deems necessary to control the use of property in accordance with the general interest or to secure the 
payment of taxes or other contributions or penalties”.  
 
In essence, Article 1 relates to taking ownership of property, or placing restrictions on its use, and is 
generally accepted to relate to matters of compulsory purchase rather than considering the implications of 
development proposals on the enjoyment of private property, which falls under Article 8 (Right to respect 
for private and family life). As set out within the main report, this article of the Act has been taken into 
account as part of the recommendation.  
 

Consequently, the recommendation remains that the proposal should be approved, subject to updated 
conditions. 
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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 22 July 2020 that was received after the Agenda was published. 

 

S21/1201 
 
Proposal:  Submission of details reserved by conditions 2 (historic building record) and 5 viii 
 (pocket park landscaping) of S21/0113 (Reserved matters application for details 
 relating to external appearance, layout, scale, and landscaping, with associated 
open  space and infrastructure for the erection of 373 new dwellings, pursuant to Outline 
 Planning Permission under application ref: SK.94/0125/12.) 
  
 
Site Address:  Land South of Harvey Close and West of Wincanton Way, Elsea Park, Bourne 
 
 
Summary of Information Received:  
 

1. Four further public comments all objecting the proposals and seeking to retain bridge 234. 
 

2. An updated version of the petition to save bridge 234 which currently stands at 1163 signatures. 
 

3. Bourne Town Council comments - no objection to this application so long as South Kesteven District 
Council are happy with the extent and content of the report covering condition 2 contained in the 
decision notice with regard to the reserved matters application S21/0113. 

 
4. A further representation from Elsea Park Community Trust - The Trust believe that Bellway’s 

proposal for the play area is the best possible, and realistic, outcome for the site.  With outline 
planning having been granted two decades ago, that shows houses in this area, we feel that the 
plans for a suitable reminder of the railway history and Bridge 234 itself is being provided.  It 
combines the s106 objectives of providing public open space for residents of all ages and abilities, 
with a lasting tribute to part of the Town’s history. 
 
There haven’t been any suitable suggestions on how to incorporate the bridge within the 
development and any retention would likely lead to ASB and possible injury.  I have made offers to 
discuss the development and work with Bourne History Group on designs and proposals for the 
area, however, these have been rejected on numerous occasions. 

 
The design, which Bellway and The Trust have collaborated on, will undoubtedly provide the finest 
public open space and play area on Elsea Park.  Bellway have full support for their proposal from 
Elsea Park Community Trust. 
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5. SKDC Historic Buildings Advisor - Condition 2 relates to a Written Scheme of Investigation and 
Historic Building Recording of the Heritage Asset known as Bridge 234 – a disused triple span brick 
arched located on the former Bourne to Saxby railway line – located at the southern end of the 
development site. 
 
I would advise that the submitted reports are comprehensive and suitable in all respects for 
recording purposes. I can therefore see no reason why Condition 2 should not now be discharged. 

 
Officer comments: 

These additional representations do not raise any new material planning considerations beyond those 
considered in the main report. The officer recommendation remains that the details submitted in relation to 
conditions 2 (historic building record) and 5 viii (phase 1 pocket park details) of S21/0113 are acceptable 
and the development should be implemented in accordance with these details. 
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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 22 July 2020 that was received after the Agenda was published. 

 

S21/0420 
 
Proposal:  Partial demolition of Social Club; proposed 2-storey rear extension and roof extension. 

Change of use from A4 Drinking Establishment and D2 Assembly Hall to C3 residential 
use to create 15 residential units.   

 
Site Address:  95A Westgate, Grantham, NG31, 6LE 
 
Additional Representations:  
 
Following publication of the Agenda, a further letter of representation has been received from a member of 
the public. This representation included comments previously made on the application, which have already 
been summarised as part of the main report, as well as a copy of comments made on the previous 
application for the site (LPA Ref: S20/1259). The representation raised the following concerns:  

1. Too many flats for the size of site 
2. Insufficient refuse provision 
3. No parking 
4. The design of the development is not in keeping with the surrounding properties 
5. The development does not include any sustainable design features 

 
Officer comment 
 
The representation received were initially received in response to the previous application, which proposed 
27 residential units, and has since been significantly amended.  
 
The current application seeks planning permission for 15 residential units and following engagement with 
the Applicant during the determination period of the application, the Proposed Floor Plans have been 
amended to ensure that all proposed properties meet the Government’s nationally designed space 
standards. As such, it is considered that the site is capable of appropriately accommodating the proposed 
number of dwellings. 
 
All other concerns raised within the representation have been clearly assessed as part of the main report.  
 
Consequently, the recommendation remains that the proposal should be approved, subject to the schedule 
of conditions and the completion of a Section 106 Agreement. 
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