
 

 

 
                                  

 
 

AGENDA 

 

 

For a meeting of the 

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE 
to be held on 

TUESDAY, 10 DECEMBER 2013 
at 

1.00 PM 
* PLEASE NOTE TIME OF MEETING * 

 
(THE LATE REPORT WILL BE EMAILED TO MEMBERS ON THE 

FRIDAY BEFORE THE MEETING) 
in the 

COUNCIL CHAMBER - COUNCIL OFFICES, ST. PETER'S HILL, 
GRANTHAM. NG31 6PZ 

Beverly Agass, Chief Executive    

 

Committee 
Members: 

Councillor Mark Ashberry, Councillor Michael Cook, Councillor 
David Higgs, Councillor Reginald Howard, Councillor Mrs 
Rosemary Kaberry-Brown, Councillor Vic Kerr, Councillor 
Michael King, Councillor Charmaine Morgan, Councillor Alan 
Parkin, Councillor Helen Powell, Councillor Mrs Judy Smith, 
Councillor Jacky Smith (Vice-Chairman), Councillor Judy 
Stevens, Councillor Adam Stokes, Councillor Mrs Brenda 
Sumner, Councillor Martin Wilkins (Chairman) and Councillor 
Debbie Wren 

  
Committee Support 
Officer: 

Malcolm Hall Tel: 01476 40 61 18 
E-mail: m.hall@southkesteven.gov.uk 

 
(PLEASE NOTE THAT THERE WILL BE A COMFORT BREAK AT  

3.00PM FOR TEN MINUTES) 
 
Members of the Committee are invited to attend the above meeting to consider 
the items of business listed below. 
 

1. MEMBERSHIP 
 

 The Chief Executive to notify the Committee of any substitute members 

  
2. APOLOGIES 

 
  



 

 

3. DISCLOSURE OF INTERESTS 
 

 Members are asked to disclose any interests in matters for consideration at the 
meeting 

  
4. MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON 19 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
  (Enclosure) 

  
5. PLANNING MATTERS 

 
 To consider applications received for the grant of planning permission – reports 

prepared by the Case Officer.   (Enclosure) 
 

The anticipated order of consideration is as shown on the agenda, but this may be 
subject to change, at the discretion of the Chairman of the Committee. 

  
6. S08/1231 - MODIFICATION OF PLANNING OBLIGATION IN RELATION TO 

SECTION 106 AGREEMENT (DISTRIBUTION OF PLAY AREAS), POPLAR 
FARM, BARROWBY ROAD, GRANTHAM 
 

          (Report to follow) 

  
7. INFORMATION RELATING TO DEVELOPMENT CONTROL AND OTHER 

PLANNING ACTIVITY 
 

 Report No. PLA1022 by the Development Management Service Manager. (Enclosure) 

  
8. ANY OTHER BUSINESS WHICH THE CHAIRMAN, BY REASON OF 

SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES, DECIDES IS URGENT 
 

  



 

 

PUBLIC SPEAKING 
 
Anyone who would like to speak at the meeting should notify the Committee administrator 
one working day before the time of the meeting. The deadline by which you must notify us for 
the 2013/14 meetings are: 
 

Meeting Date Notification Deadline 

Tuesday 10 December 2013, 1pm Monday 9 December 2013, 1pm 

Tuesday 7 January 2014, 1pm Monday 6 January 2014, 1pm 

Tuesday 21 January 2014, 1pm Monday 20 January 2014, 1pm 

Tuesday 11 February 2014, 1pm Monday 10 February 2014, 1pm 

Tuesday 4 March 2014, 1pm Monday 3 March 2014, 1pm 

Tuesday 25 March 2014, 1pm Monday 24 March 2014, 1pm 

Tuesday 15 April 2014, 1pm Monday 14 April 2014, 1pm 

 
If you would like to include photographs or other information as part of your presentation to 
the Committee, please send the information in an electronic format (e-mail with attachments, 
memory stick or disc) to the relevant case officer at least one working day before the 
meeting. If you are submitting hard copy information, please send it to the relevant case 
officer at least two working days before the meeting. 
 
All speakers are at the Committee Chairman’s (or Vice-Chairman’s) discretion. Each person 
is allowed to speak for 3 minutes. Members of the Council are allowed to speak for 5 minutes 
in accordance with Council Procedure Rules. 
 
Only one speaker for the applicant or the town and parish council will be allowed to speak. If 
there are several supporters or objectors to an application, they are encouraged to appoint a 
representative to present a joint case. 
 
Development Control Committee members are able to ask questions about speakers’ 
presentations. There is a time limit of 10 minutes for each speaker. 
 
ORDER OF PROCEEDINGS 
 

1. Short introductory presentation by the case officer 
2. Speakers (Committee members will ask questions after each speaker) 

a. District Councillors who are not Committee members 
b. Representative from town/parish council 
c. Objectors to an application 
d. Supporters of an application 
e. The applicant or agent for the applicant 

3. Debate – Councillors will discuss the application and make proposals 
4. Vote – the Committee will vote to agree its decision 
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MINUTES 
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL 
COMMITTEE 
TUESDAY, 19 NOVEMBER 2013 

 

 

 
 

 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT 
  
Councillor Mark Ashberry 
Councillor Michael Cook 
Councillor Reginald Howard 
Councillor Mrs Rosemary Kaberry-Brown 
Councillor Vic Kerr 
Councillor Michael King 
Councillor Charmaine Morgan 
Councillor Alan Parkin 
 

Councillor Helen Powell 
Councillor Nick Robins 
Councillor Mrs Judy Smith 
Councillor Jacky Smith (Vice-Chairman) 
Councillor Judy Stevens 
Councillor Adam Stokes 
Councillor Mrs Brenda Sumner 
Councillor Martin Wilkins (Chairman) 
 

OFFICERS OTHER MEMBERS 
 
Head of Development Services (Mark 
Williets) 
Development Management Service 
Manager (Pat Reid) 
Principal Planning Officer (Justin 
Johnson) 
Area Planning Officers ( Sylvia Bland, 
Nigel Bryan, Alan Harvey and Paul 
Milne). 
Systems Support Officer (Gavin 
Hutchinson) 
Committee Support Officer (Malcolm 
Hall) 
Legal and Democratic Service Manager 
(John Armstrong 

Councillor Bob Adams 
Councillor Ibis Channell 
Councillor Nick Craft 
Councillor Linda Neal 
Councillor Jean Taylor 
Councillor Mike Taylor 
Councillor Ray Wootten 

 

 
 

192. MEMBERSHIP 
 
 The Committee was notified that  a notice under Regulation 13 of the Local 

Government (Committees and Political Groups) Regulations 1990 had been 
received, appointing Councillor  Robins for Councillor Higgs for this meeting 
only.  

Agenda Item 4
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193. DISCLOSURE OF INTERESTS 
 
 Councillor Morgan advised that she was the County Councillor for Grantham 

South, the County Council Division in which application S13/0775 (SB1) was 
situated.  She had had no involvement with the application, and no pecuniary 
interest. 
 
Councillor Judy Smith advised that in connection with S13/2409 (AH2) she was 
a friend of the applicant, but had no pecuniary interest. 

  
194. MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON 29 OCTOBER 2013 
 
 The minutes of the meeting held on 29th October 2013 were accepted as a 

correct record of decisions taken. 
 
(1.08pm – Councillor Ashberry entered the meeting).  

  
195. PLANNING MATTERS 
 
 EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

 
The Chairman introduced planning application S13/0775, and it was proposed 
and seconded that 
 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 100A (4) OF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT ACT 1972, THE PUBLIC BE EXCLUDED FROM THE 
MEETING BECAUSE OF THE LIKELIHOOD, IN VIEW OF THE NATURE OF 
THE BUSINESS TO BE TRANSACTED, THAT IF MEMBERS OF THE 
PUBLIC WERE PRESENT, THERE WOULD BE A DISCLOSURE TO THEM 
OF EXEMPT INFORMATION AS DEFINED IN PARAGRAPH 5 (LEGAL 
PRIVILEGE) OF PART 1 OF SCHEDULE 12A OF THE ACT. 
 
This proposition was approved. 
 
(1.10pm – the press, public, District Councillors not on the committee and 
officers not directly involved with the committee left the meeting). 
 
Circulated to Members at the meeting was a detailed response to issues raised 
by a Solicitor on behalf of a developer and response from the County Council to 
a technical note received in relation to highway issues.  These documents were 
read by Members at the meeting, and the officers present answered questions 
on them.   
 
 (1.50pm – the press, public, District Councillors not on the committee and 
officers returned to the meeting). 
 
SB1 
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Application ref: S13/0775/EIAFP 
 
Description:  Construction of Southern Quadrant Link Road (SQLR)  

Comprising new 3km single carriageway road between 
B1174 Spittlegate Level and A52 Somerby Hill including a 
new bridge spanning the East Coast Main Line and River 
Witham.  Works to include a new 5 arm roundabout at 
B1174 Spittlegate Level, improvements to the existing 
A52/B6403 roundabout, associated new junctions/access 
roads, new cycleway/footpath at Whalebone Lane, site 
compound/construction and storage areas, recontouring of 
ground levels, formation of attenuation ponds and diversion 
of public right of way 

 
Location:   Grantham Southern Relief Road, Grantham 
 
Decision:  Approved 
 
Noting comments made during the public speaking session from:- 
 
  Councillor Craft – local Member 
  Mike Sibthorp – on behalf of Springfield Park Properties 
  Les Outram - applicants 
 
together with an executive summary of the application and notes on responses 
received following three rounds of consultation carried out in response to the 
submission of further and other information from the applicant, in relation to the 
initial consultation, and where applicable to consultations made under 
Regulation 22, from statutory consultees and other interested parties and 
individuals, all included within the circulated report; late information report 
circulated to Members before the meeting, including clarification of certain 
issues referred to in the report accompanying the agenda and confirmation of 
no objections from Network Rail, and comments made by Members at the 
meeting. 
 
In introducing the report, the Head of Development Services advised Members 
that there were no outstanding procedural issues which would prevent them 
from determining the application today.  The Case officer then presented a 
detailed report on the proposal. 
 
The Chairman, in his detailed report on the site inspection, said that the 
inspection had included a tour of the whole area to enable the committee to see 
the site of the proposal from various viewpoints. He proposed, and it was 
seconded, that the application be approved subject to the conditions and notes 
on pages 29 to 35 of the report. 
 
As an amendment to the proposition, it was proposed and seconded that a 
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condition be added as follows: 
 

“No development shall take place until the KING31 road link to the A1 is 
provided”.  

 
The Chairman said that he was not bound to accept this amendment and 
wished the original proposition to stand. 
 
The proposition was then put to the vote and agreed, and the application was 
approved, subject to the summary of reasons set out by the Case Officer in the 
circulated report, and subject also to the following conditions:- 
 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be commenced before the 
expiration of seven years from the date of this permission. 
 

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with 
the following list of approved plans and documents submitted as part of the 
application: 
 
Site Location Plan B/HRADB5081/01/7500 
Site Plan B/HRADB5081/01/7501 RevA1 
Site Plan B/HRADB5081/01/7502 
Existing Levels and Contours B/HADB5081/01/7503 
Existing Levels and Contours B/HRADB5081/01/7504 
Scheme Cross Sections B/1045388-DWGHIG-001 RevA 
Scheme Cross Sections B/1045388-DWGHIG-002 RevA 
Option 2D General Arrangement B/93/23/65/STRDWG/001 RevB 
Option 2D General Arrangement B/93/23/65/STRDWG/002 RevB 
Option 2D Pier Elevations & Cross Sections B/93/23/65/STRDWG/003 
RevB 
Option 2D Abutment Elevations & Cross Sections 
B/93/23/65/STRDWG/004 RevB 
Option 2D Underpass B/93/23/65/STRDWG/005 RevB 
Option 2D General Arrangement B/93/23/65/STRDWG/006 RevA 
 
Environmental Statement, Mouchel (March 2013) 
Supplementary Environmental Statement, Mouchel (September 2013) 
Supplementary Heritage Assessment, Mouchel (July 2013) 
Supplementary Archaeological Information (October 2013) 
Design and Access Statement, Mouchel (July 2013) 
Grantham SQLR Drainage Design Strategy, Lincolnshire County Council 
Highways Alliance (March 2013) 
Transport Assessment, Lincolnshire County Council Highways Alliance 
(March 2013) 

 

3. No development shall commence until final details of the materials 
(including colour of paintwork) to be used in the construction of the 
proposed bridge have been submitted to and agreed in writing by the local 
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planning authority.  Only the agreed materials shall be used in the 
construction of the bridge. 
 

4. No development shall commence until final details for (a) the construction 
specification of the proposed development comprising the road, bridge and 
associated structures and (b) a programme of work; have been submitted 
to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. The road, bridge, 
footways, cycleways and ancillary areas shall be designed to a 
specification to allow these elements to be adopted as Highway 
Maintainable at the Public Expense.  The proposed development shall be 
constructed in accordance with the approved details. 

 

5. Development shall not commence until a scheme to take up and re-site 
the highways/environmental features located on the existing A52 Old 
Somerby roundabout has been submitted to and agreed in writing by the 
local planning authority.  The highways/environmental features shall be 
reinstated on the new A52 Old Somerby roundabout in accordance with 
the approved scheme before the roundabout is brought into use. 
 
 

6. Prior to commencement of use, details of all proposed lighting to be 
implemented as part of the development shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by the local planning authority. The lighting shall be 
implemented in accordance with the approved details before the proposed 
development is brought into use. 

 
7. No development shall commence until a detailed drainage strategy for the 

development has been prepared, in accordance with the Grantham SQLR 
Drainage Design Strategy, Lincolnshire County Council Highways Alliance 
(2013), submitted to and agreed in writing with the local planning authority.  
The approved scheme shall be implemented before the proposed 
development is brought into use. 

 

8. No development shall commence until details of the implementation, 
maintenance responsibility and management of the approved drainage 
scheme have been submitted to and approved in writing by the local 
planning authority. The drainage scheme shall be implemented and 
thereafter managed and maintained in accordance with the approved 
details. Those details shall include:  
 
i. a timetable for its implementation, and 
ii. a management and maintenance plan for the lifetime of the development 
which shall include the arrangements for adoption by any public body or 
statutory undertaker, or any other arrangements to secure the operation of 
the sustainable drainage scheme throughout its lifetime.  

 

9. All existing drainage routes through the site should be maintained both 
during works on site and after completion of the development.  Drainage 
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routes include all methods by which water may be transferred through the 
site and shall include such systems as ‘ridge and furrow’ and ‘overland 
flows’.  A method statement shall be submitted to and approved in writing 
by the local planning authority to ensure that upstream and downstream 
riparian owners and those areas that are presently served by any existing 
drainage routes passing through or adjacent to the site are not adversely 
affected by the development.  The method statement shall take account of 
the effect of raising site levels on adjacent land. 

 

10. No development shall commence, including any works of demolition, 
until a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) has been 
submitted to and agreed in writing by the local planning authority.  The 
approved CEMP shall include means of monitoring and compliance and 
shall be adhered to throughout the construction phase of the development.  
As a minimum, the CEMP shall provide for the following measures, but 
shall not be restricted to this list: 
 
i. identification of nearest residential properties and a contacts/  
    complaints procedure 
ii. details of hours of working 
iii. the parking of vehicles of site operatives and visitors 
iv. loading and unloading of plant and materials 
v. storage of topsoil, plant and materials used in constructing the   
    development 
vi. storage of fuel and refuelling 
vii. the construction of screen mounds and fencing around site  
 compounds, topsoil storage and working areas 
viii. monitoring of topsoil resource to ensure correct storage and  
 separation of soils for re-use 
ix. wheel washing facilities 
x. measures to control the emission of noise, vibration, dust and dirt  
 during construction 
xi. a scheme for recycling / disposing of waste resulting from  
 demolition and construction works 
xii. further detail on the daily anticipated vehicle movements  
          means of access and routing plan for deliveries, construction traffic   

 and movement of excavated material such that use of B1174 and 
A52 via Gainsborough Corner is minimised and that Whalebone 
Lane (to the south of the proposed development) is not used at all 

xiii. measures to provide adequate signing/warning to highway users of 
increased turning movements in and around the points of temporary 
access 

xiv. control and management of arrivals and departures to minimise risk 
of conflict or amassing of vehicles at the access and within the limits 
of the highway 

xv. measures to prevent pollution of the water environment including 
ground water, the River Witham and other surface waters 

xvi. construction method statement, a programme of water quality 
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monitoring and post-construction geomorphological monitoring for 
construction works in or near the River Witham 

xvii. control of lighting 
xviii. protection of existing trees, hedgerows and vegetation 
xix. measures to protect protected species (bats, badgers and breeding 

birds) and ecologically sensitive areas (SNCI / LWSs, calcareous 
grassland, hedgerows, trees and woodland) 

xx.  measures to protect archaeological remains 
 

11. No development shall commence until a scheme and timetable to restore 
the land proposed to be used as temporary site compounds and topsoil 
storage areas, shown on Drawings: Site Plan B/HRADB5081/01/7501 
RevA1 and Site Plan B/HRADB5081/01/7502, following the end of the 
construction phase has been submitted to and approved in writing by the 
local planning authority.  The approved scheme shall be implemented in 
accordance with the agreed timetable. 

 

12. No development shall commence until a detailed method statement and 
construction drawings, to include full details of any proposed temporary 
works in, under, over or within 9m of the landward edge of the toe of the 
bank of the River Witham, designated a 'main river', has been submitted 
to and agreed in writing by the local planning authority.  The method 
statement should take account of modelled flood levels and extents and 
ensure that the works are capable of withstanding high flows without 
impeding these flows or increasing flood risk.  If necessary, contingency 
plans should be in place to make the works safe in the event of forecast 
flooding.  The development shall proceed in accordance with the 
approved details. 

 

13. No development shall commence until a detailed scheme and timetable for 
the provision of noise mitigation measures proposed in the Environmental 
Statement (Mouchel, March 2013) has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the local planning authority.  The scheme shall mitigate any 
predicted long term increases in noise over 3 dB(A) above baseline noise 
levels (LA10,18h), set out in Table 11-8 of the Environmental Statement, 
for the four properties located in the vicinity of the Anglian Water 
Waterworks and Daily Mail Cottage. The scheme shall include a 
programme for post-implementation monitoring and compliance. The 
development shall only be implemented in accordance with the agreed 
scheme and timetable.   

 

14. No hedge or tree that is to be removed as part of the development hereby 
permitted shall be lopped, topped, felled or otherwise removed during the 
bird nesting period (beginning of March to end of August inclusive) or 
where survey work by a suitably qualified ecologist has confirmed the 
absence of breeding birds. 

 

15. No development shall take place until full details of planting and 
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landscaping (including planting plans; written specifications; schedules of 
plants, noting species, plant sizes and proposed numbers/densities where 
appropriate; implementation programme) have been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the local planning authority.  All planting, seeding or 
turfing comprised in the approved details of landscaping shall be carried 
out in the first planting and seeding season following the completion of the 
development, whichever is the sooner; and any trees or plants which 
within a period of five years from the completion of the development die, 
are removed or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be replaced 
in the next planting season with others of similar size and species, unless 
the local planning authority gives written consent to any variation. 
 
The landscaping scheme shall include new areas of native species rich 
grassland mix (including calcareous grassland), new species-rich 
hedgerow planting and native broad-leaved tree planting by way of 
mitigation for the loss of such features through development as proposed 
in Table 1.9 of the Supplementary Environmental Statement (Mouchel, 
September 2013). 
 

16. All hard and soft landscape works shall be carried out in accordance with 
the approved details.  The works shall be carried out prior to the 
occupation of any part of the development or in accordance with the 
programme agreed in writing by the local planning authority. 
 

17. No development shall commence until a Written Scheme of 
Archaeological Investigation, having regard to the Supplementary 
Heritage Assessment (Mouchel, July 2013), and Supplementary 
Archaeological Information (Mouchel, October 2013), has been submitted 
to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. This scheme 
should include the following: 
 
1. A proposed mitigation strategy (preservation by record, preservation in-
situ or a mix of these elements) 
2. A methodology and timetable of site investigation and recording 
3. Provision for site analysis 
4. Provision for publication and dissemination of analysis and records 
5. Provision for archive deposition 
6. Nomination of a competent person/organisation to undertake the work 
7. The scheme to be in accordance with the Lincolnshire Archaeological 
Handbook. 
 
The proposed development shall only be carried out in accordance with 
the approved scheme.  The applicant shall notify the local planning 
authority of the intention to commence at least 14 days before the start of 
archaeological work in order to facilitate adequate monitoring 
arrangements.   
 
A copy the findings of the archaeological investigation shall be submitted 
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within 3 months of completion of the work to the local planning authority. 
 

18. No development shall commence until a record is made of the historic 
structures comprising the air raid shelter (site 63) and the ruined building 
(site 65) as referenced in the Environmental Statement (Mouchel, March 
2013) and Supplementary Heritage Assessment (Mouchel, July 2013).  
The record shall include a measured survey, written description and 
photographic record.  The information shall be submitted to the local 
planning authority and for inclusion in the Historic Environment Record for 
Lincolnshire.  
 
 

Note(s) to Applicant 
1. Prior to the submission of details for any temporary or access works 

within the public highway you must contact the Divisional Highways 
Manager on 01522 782070. 
 

2. Under the terms of the Water Resources Act 1991 and Land Drainage 
Byelaws, any works in, over, under or within 9.0 metres of the landward 
toe/brink of any Main River requires the prior written permission from the 
Environment Agency by way of a Flood Defence Consent. 
 

3. Pursuant to condition 4, the final details shall include (but shall not be 
exclusively limited to) the following elements of the proposed 
development: carriageway surfacing, bridges, structures, retaining walls, 
underpasses, bridge wing walls, bridge abutments, safety features, 
parapets and embankments. 
 

4. A public right of way crosses the site and you are advised that a public 
path order under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 will be 
required under separate consent to seek the legal diversion of the 
footpath.  Any such application should include details of the specification 
construction including footpath width, materials and gradient.  Further 
advice can be obtained from Lincolnshire County Council Rights of Way 
on 01522 782070. 
 

5. Under the terms of the Water Resources Act 1991 and Land Drainage 
Byelaws, any works in, over, under or within 9.0 metres of the landward 
toe/brink of any Main River requires the prior written permission from the 
Environment Agency by way of a Flood Defence Consent. 
 

6. The applicant should follow the best practice guidelines and advice on 
legal responsibilities contained within the following Environment Agency 
pollution prevention guidelines: 
PPG1 - Understanding your environmental responsibilities – good 
environmental 
practice 
PPG5 – Works and maintenance in or near water 
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These documents can be found at the following link: 
http://www.environment-
agency.gov.uk/business/topics/pollution/39083.aspx 
 

7. The applicant's attention is drawn to the provisions of the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981, the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 (amended 2012) and the Protection of Badgers Act 
1992 in relation to European and domestic protected species.  It is the 
applicant's responsiblity to comply with the provisions of this legislation, 
in respect of the protection of protected species and their breeding sites, 
in carrying out the approved development. 
 

8. The applicant's attention is drawn to the existence of a Source Protection 
Zone 1 (SPZ1) within the site.  The Environment Agency advises that no 
infiltration of surface water drainage into the ground within Source 
Protection Zone (SPZ) 1 is permitted and, as such, the drainage strategy 
shall be devised to take this requirement into account. 

(The meeting adjourned from 3.05pm to 3.28pm). 
 
(Prior to continuing with other items on the agenda, the Chairman clarified that 
he had not accepted the amendment proposed in relation to the last application 
as, being dependent on a third party, it would negate the application and 
therefore could not be accepted).  
 
 
NB1 
 
Application ref: S13/2535/MJNF 
 
Description: Erection of 2 non food retail units (amendments to 

application S12/1198 
 
Location: Former R F Witt & Sons and adjacent car park, Godsey 

Lane, Market Deeping 
 
Decision:  Deferred 
 
Noting comments made during the public speaking session from:- 
 
  Nick Sewell - applicants 
 
together with observations from Market Deeping Town Council, Heritage 
Lincolnshire, the local Member of Parliament, Welland and Deepings Internal 
Drainage Board, Property and Facilities and Environmental Protection, no 
objection from the tree consultant or the Highway Authority and support from 
Planning Policy together with a number of representations from local residents 
and comments made by Members at the meeting. 



11 

 
After discussion, it was proposed seconded and agreed that further 
consideration of the application be deferred pending receipt of the following 
information:- 
 

• Cross sections through unit 1 and the adjoining housing, from the north 
and east, to show the juxtaposition of housing and the new units, and 
also the profile of unit 1 on the previous application; 

• A plan showing how HGVs will be controlled – how they will enter, exit 
and turn within the site; 

• A dimensioned plan showing car parking; 

• A plan showing walking routes within the site; 

• A plan showing accesses to adjoining residential areas and information 
on how the proposed alterations to the car parking arrangements will 
affect other areas of the town; and 

• A plan showing the number and location of disabled and mother/toddler 
car parking spaces. 

 
AH1 
 
Application ref: S13/2586/FULL 
 
Description: Erection of 7 no. dwellings with associated garaging, roads 

and sewers 
 
Location:   Land off, Belvoir Close, Stamford 
 
Decision: Approved, subject to the completion of a Section 106 

agreement 
 
Noting comments made during the public speaking session from:- 
 
  Barry Maynard - applicants 
 
together with comments from Planning Policy, Environmental Protection, 
Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire and Lincolnshire Fire and Rescue Service, 
comments in regard to the Section 106 agreement from LCC Children’s 
Services, SKDC Leisure and Communities and the SKDC Affordable Housing 
Officer, a note of the Section 106 Heads of Terms,  and no objection from the 
Consultant Arboriculturalist, Lead Flood Authority, Property and Facilities or the 
Environment Agency and representations from local residents; late information 
report circulated to Members before the meeting, including a note of no 
objection from Stamford Town Council and the Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire 
and a further letter from a local resident together with officer comment thereon 
and a suggested revision of proposed condition 2 to include an amendment to 
the list of drawings, and comments made by Members at the meeting. 
 
It was proposed and seconded that the application be approved. 
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Following discussion, it was proposed and seconded, as an amendment, that a 
condition be added as follows:- 
 
 “That the roads and footways shall be constructed to an adoptable 
 standard, except that for the avoidance of any doubt any permeable 
 paving shall be to a national standard”. 
 
The proposer and seconder of the motion to approve the application accepted 
the amendment within the main proposition. 
 
The Chairman clarified the proposition and conditions attached, and the 
proposition as amended was then put to the vote, and it was agreed that the 
application be approved, with authority delegated to the Head of Development 
Services in consultation with the Chairman and Vice Chairman, subject to the 
summary of reasons set out in the Case Officer’s report, to the signing of a 
legal agreement to secure developer contributions, and subject to the 
conditions and notes set out in the report and as amended above.  Where the 
legal agreement has not been concluded prior to the Committee meeting a 
period not exceeding six weeks post the date of the Committee meeting shall 
be set for the completion (including signing) of the agreement.  In the event that 
the agreement has not been signed and where in the opinion of the Head of 
Development Services acting in consultation with the Chairman / Vice 
Chairman of the Development Control Committee, there are no extenuating 
circumstances which would justify a further extension of time, the related 
planning application shall be refused on the basis that the necessary 
infrastructure or community contributions essential to make what would 
otherwise be unacceptable development acceptable have not been 
forthcoming. 
 
(As the meeting had lasted for three hours, in accordance with Council 
Procedure Rule 9, the committee agreed to continue). 
 
AH2 
 
Application ref: S13/2409/OUT 
 
Description:  Erection of 2 no. single storey dwellings (outline  
   application with details of access, layout and scale  
   provided) 
 
Location:   Land rear of, 73 & 75, West Road, Bourne 
 
Decision:  Approved 
 
Noting no objection from Bourne Town Council or the Highway Authority, 
comments from the Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire and Consultant  
Arboriculturalist, representations from nearby residents, report of site inspection 
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and comments made by Members at the meeting. 
 
It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be approved, 
subject to the summary of reasons set out by the Case Officer in the circulated 
report, and subject also to the following conditions:- 
 

1. Details of the reserved matters set out below shall be submitted to the 
Local Planning Authority for approval within three years from the date of 
this permission: 
 
(a) appearance; 
(b) landscaping; 
 
Approval of all reserved matters shall be obtained from the Local 
Planning Authority in writing before any development is commenced. 
 

2. Unless otherwise required by another condition of this permission the 
development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with 
the following list of approved plans/drawings submitted as part of the 
application: 
 
Drawing No. MSP.958/004 Rev A received on 7 October 2013 
Drawing No. MSP. 958/401 Rev A received on 7 October 2013 
Drawing No. MSP.866/005 Rev A received on 7 October 2013 
 

3. The development hereby approved shall provide for the erection of 
dwellings with a maximum height to eaves of 2.4 metres above finished 
ground level and a maximum height to ridge of 5.45 metres above 
finished ground level and for the erection of associated detached 
garages with a maximum height to eaves of 2.4 metres above finished 
ground level and a maximum height to ridge of 3.3 metres above 
finished ground level. 
 

4. The proposed dwellings shall comprise of ground floor accommodation 
only.  
 

5. The application for reserved matters shall include details (including 
cross-sections) of the heights of the proposed finished ground levels of 
the site along with details of the finished floor level of the proposed 
dwellings and their associated garages (all relative to the existing 
adjoining development and roads). The scheme shall be implemented in 
strict accordance with the agreed details. 
 

6. The application for reserved matters shall include details of the 
arrangements for the parking/turning/manoeuvring/loading/unloading of 
vehicles within the site to serve the proposed dwellings. The scheme 
shall be implemented in strict accordance with the agreed details before 
any dwelling is first occupied and the turning facilities and parking 
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facilities thereafter retained at all times for the purposes specified.  
 

7. No development shall commence on the site until details of the materials 
to be used in the construction of the external surfaces of the 
development hereby permitted have been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The scheme shall be carried out 
in accordance with the approved details. 
 

8. No development shall commence on the site before the detailed design 
of the arrangements for foul water drainage have been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall be 
implemented in strict accordance with the agreed details prior to the 
dwelling it serves being first occupied. 
 

9. No development shall commence on the site before the detailed design 
of the arrangements for surface water drainage have been submitted to 
and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  Unless 
otherwise first agreed in writing the submitted scheme shall :- 
 

(a) Provide results and calculations for percolation tests to determine 
a) the suitability of the ground for infiltration drainage, and b) the 
correct size/capacity of the soakaways; 

(b) Provide details of the construction of the soakaway, including 
provision of positive outfall overflow in the event of inundation;  

(c) Provide a maintenance plan for the future maintenance of the 
system; and  

(d) Indicate the flow-paths both on and off-site in the case of 
exceedence. 

 
The surface water drainage scheme shall be implemented in strict 
accordance with the agreed details prior to any dwelling its serves being 
first occupied and once provided the system shall be maintained in 
accordance with the approved maintenance plan. 
 

10. No development shall commence on the site until a plan indicating the 
positions, design, materials and type of boundary treatment(s) to be 
erected have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. The scheme shall be implemented in strict 
accordance with the agreed details prior to any dwelling being first 
occupied. 
 

11. The landscaping scheme to be submitted (under conditon 1) shall 
include details of all trees to be retained on the site as part of the 
development. The approved landscaping scheme (under conditon 1) 
shall be undertaken in the first planting season following the first 
occupation of the dwelling concerned and any trees or plants which 
within a period of five years from the completion of the development die, 
are removed or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be 
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replaced in the next planting season with others of similar size and 
species, unless the Local Planning Authority gives written consent to any 
variation. 
 

Note(s) to Applicant 
 

1. The District Council’s Project Officer (Land Drainage and Flood 
Prevention) Officer advises that it is believed that the access driveway 
off Ostler Drive is also the line of a former, possibly now culverted, 
watercourse. You are advised that care should be taken during any 
excavation works and no building works should take place over the line 
of it. If the watercourse is exposed during construction, it is 
recommended that an access chamber should be provided in order to 
allow for its future maintenance/cleansing. 

 
(5.15pm – Councillor Powell left the meeting). 
 
(5.18pm – Councillor Mrs Brenda Sumner left the meeting). 
 
PJM1 
 
Application ref: S13/2244/FULL 
 
Description:   Section 73 application to vary condition 2 (approved  
   plans) of S12/1715 to alter internal layout to   
   accommodate hair and beauty department 
 
Location:  Stonebridge House, St Catherines Road, Grantham 
 
Decision:  Approved. 
 
Noting no objection from the Highway Authority and comments made by 
Members at the meeting. 
 
(5.21pm – Councillor Powell returned to the meeting). 
 
It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be approved, 
subject to the summary of reasons set out by the Case Officer in the circulated 
report, and subject to the following conditions:- 
 

1. The use hereby permitted shall be discontinued on or before 8th January 
2016. 
 

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance 
with the following list of approved plans submitted as part of the 
application: 
 
Drawing Reference: 7881/007 received on 12th August 2013 
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Drawing Reference: 7881/009 received on 12th August 2013 
Drawing Reference 7881/014 received on 12th August 2013 
Drawing Reference 7881/023 received on 2nd October 2013 
 

3. The arrangements shown on the approved plan 7881/023 dated 
September 2013 for the parking/turning/manoeuvring/loading/unloading 
of vehicles shall be available at all times when the premises are in use. 
 
Note(s) to Applicant 
 

1. You are advised that the application site falls within an area affected by 
Radon. You are asked to contact the Council’s Building Control section 
(telephone number 01476 406187) to ascertain the level of protection 
required and whether a geological assessment is necessary. 
 

2. In accordance with E-Mail dated 2nd October 2013 regarding the use of 
the access onto Stonebridge Road. 

 
JJ1 
 
Application ref: S13/2261/MJRR 
 
Description: Section 73 application to vary condition 5 of application 

S09/0420 and condition 4 of application S12/1483 to 
amend the access provisions 

 
Location: Land at former Mears Motors, Main Road, Thurlby, Bourne 
 
Decision: Approved, subject to the completion of a Section 106 

agreement 
 
Noting comments made during the public speaking session from:- 
 
  Justin Welland – applicants 
 
together with comments from the Parish Council and no objection from the 
Highway Authority, and a note of the Section 106 Heads of Terms; late 
information report including detailed comments from the South Kesteven Flood 
Risk and Drainage Management Group and officer comment thereon, and 
comments made by Members at the meeting. 
 
It was proposed and seconded that the application be approved, subject to the 
completion of a Section 106 agreement as recommended. 
 
A discussion took place on the issues of construction of roads to adoptable 
standards, and the use of permeable paving.  It was suggested that conditions 
5 (outline) and 4 (reserved matters) be amended by the addition of a new 
second paragraph as follows:- 



17 

 
 “However, in the case of permeable paving this shall be constructed to 
 national standard best practice, details of which shall be provided for 
 the approval of the local planning authority.” 
 
This amendment was accordingly proposed and seconded and accepted as an 
addition to the main proposition by the proposer and seconder of the original 
motion to approve. 
 
The proposition as amended was then put to the vote, and it was agreed that 
the application be approved, with authority delegated to the Head of 
Development Services in consultation with the Chairman and Vice Chairman, 
subject to the summary of reasons set out in the Case Officer’s report, to the 
signing of a legal agreement to secure developer contributions, and subject to 
the conditions and notes set out in the report and as amended above.  Where 
the legal agreement has not been concluded prior to the Committee meeting a 
period not exceeding six weeks post the date of the Committee meeting shall 
be set for the completion (including signing) of the agreement.  In the event that 
the agreement has not been signed and where in the opinion of the Head of 
Development Services acting in consultation with the Chairman / Vice 
Chairman of the Development Control Committee, there are no extenuating 
circumstances which would justify a further extension of time, the related 
planning application shall be refused on the basis that the necessary 
infrastructure or community contributions essential to make what would 
otherwise be unacceptable development acceptable have not been 
forthcoming. 
 
(5.51pm – Councillors Mrs Kaberry-Brown and King left the meeting).  
 
NB2 
 
Application ref: S13/0681/MJNF 
 
Description: Change of Use to motorcycle dirt track, retention of 

portacabins and earthworks.  Use for 24 events during a 12 
month period (retrospective) (amendments to application 
S12/1350) 

 
Location:   Warren Farm, Main Street, Witham On The Hill, Bourne 
 
Decision:  Refused 
 
Noting no objection from the Highway Authority (full observations reproduced in 
the report), comments from Natural England, Environmental Protection and 
Planning Policy, observations from Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust, reproduced in 
the report, an objection from Careby, Aunby and Holywell Parish Meeting, 
reproduced in the report, objections from Little Bytham and Clipsham Parish 
Councils, comments from Heritage Lincolnshire, and a large number of 
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objections and letters in support, including a petition of over 300 signatures in 
support; an update report in relation to the action agreed at the last meeting on 
25th June in connection with the noise assessment and the results of the further 
consultation undertaken with individuals and statutory consultees; late 
information report circulated to Members before the meeting including a note of 
a further 16 letters of objection from local residents and representations from 
Careby, Aunby and Holywell PCC, officer comment thereon and a suggested 
reason for refusal, together with comments made by Members at the meeting. 
 
It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be refused for the 
following reason:- 
 
The range of noise levels from this site would have an adverse impact upon the 
remoteness and tranquillity of this area, particularly the quiet enjoyment of the 
adjacent nature reserve.  Furthermore, residential amenity of nearby properties 
would be compromised through the noise that would be generated.  The 
application is, therefore, deemed contrary to Policy EN1 of the South Kesteven 
Core Strategy and guidance contained in the National Planning Policy 
Framework (notably paragraphs 109 and 123). 
 
NB3 
 
Application ref:  S13/1869/FULL 
 
Description:  Siting of 2192 ground mounted photovoltaic panels 
 
Location:  The Pheasantries, Casewick Lane, Uffington, Stamford 
 
Decision:  Approved 
 
Noting observations from Uffington Parish Council (in full), no objection from 
Tallington Parish Council, Planning Policy, the Highway Authority and 
Environment Agency, comments from Heritage Lincolnshire, English Heritage 
and the Principal Conservation Officer and representations from local residents; 
late in formation report circulated to Members before the meeting with a note of 
no objection from Barholm and Stowe Parish Meeting and the observations (in 
full) of the applicants’ agent and officer comment thereon, report of the site 
inspection of an existing installation of a similar size, and comments made by 
Members at the meeting. 
 
It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be approved, 
subject to the summary of reasons set out by the Case Officer in the circulated 
report, and subject also to the following conditions:- 
 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be commenced before the 
expiration of three years from the date of this permission. 
 

2. In the event that the solar panels are no longer used for the generation 
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of electricity all structures associated with the solar farm shall be 
removed and the land restored to its original condition within six months. 
 

3. No development shall take place until full details of soft landscape works 
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning 
authority and these works shall be carried out as approved.  These 
details shall include planting plans; written specifications (including 
cultivation and other operations associated with plant and grass 
establishment); schedules of plants, noting species, plant sizes and 
proposed numbers/densities where appropriate and an implementation 
programme, with a particular emphais on supplamenting the hedgeorw 
on the southern boundary of the site adjance to the A16. 
 

4. All soft landscape works shall be carried out in accordance with the 
approved details.  The works shall be carried out in the first planting year 
from the date that the first panel is sited or in accordance with a 
programme agreed with the local planning authority. 
 

5. The development permitted by this planning permission shall be carried 
out in accordance with the approved Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) (ref 
number 042-BEPW012-IP-Flood Risk Assessment) and e-mail dated 27 
September 2013. 
 

6. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance 
with the following list of approved plans submitted as part of the 
application: 
 
27/09/13/Location PlanREV2/CH 
27/09/13/ Access plan/ CH 
30/07/13/ Profile ViewREV1/ CH 
30/07/13/ Front - Rear View/ CH 
30/07/13/ Site PlanREV1/ CH 
 

(6.01pm – Councillor Vic Kerr left the meeting). 
 
(6.05pm – Councillor King returned to the meeting).  

  
196. INFORMATION RELATING TO DEVELOPMENT CONTROL AND OTHER 

PLANNING ACTIVITY 
 
 The Development Management Service Manager submitted his report listing 

details of applications not determined within the eight week time period.  Also 
submitted was a list of applications dealt with under delegated powers and a list 
of outstanding planning appeals, together with a schedule showing planning 
applications performance as at April/October 2013. 
 
A Member referred to recent issues with tracking/monitoring of planning 
decisions, and suggested that consideration should be given to bringing in a 
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suitable system for Members’ information.  
  
197. CLOSE OF MEETING 
 
 The meeting closed at 6.19pm. 
  
 



COMMITTEE:  10 December 2013 

 

 NO PAGE  PROPOSAL AND LOCATION REC 

 
AH1 S13/3045 1 Variation of Condition 11 of planning permission S13/0232 
   so that – the hourse of use of ‘courtyard area 1’ (as delineated  
   on Drawing No.7027-358-F) as a beer garden or sitting out 
   area shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 23.00 hours 
   on Sundays and 08.00 hours and 23.30 hours on Monday 
   to Saturdays 
 

 The hours of use of ‘courtyard area 2’ (as delineated on  
Drawing No.7027-358-F) as a beer garden on sitting out area  
shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 23.00 hours on 
Sundays and 08.00 hours and 23.30 hours on Monday to 
Saturdays and the hours use of courtyard area 2 as a means 
on pedestrian access/egress to the public house premises 
shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 00.00 hours on 
Sundays to Thursdays and 08.00 hours and 01.00 hours on  
Fridays and Saturdays. 
 
The hours of use of the public house premises (as delineated 
on Drawing No.7027-201-F) shall be limited to between  
08.00 hours and 00.00 hours on Sundays to Thursday and 
08.00 hours and 01.00 hours on Fridays and Saturdays. 

   Mercury House, 7 Sheep Market, Stamford, PE9 2QZ 
     AC 
 
NB1 S13/2242 16 Installation of 13MW solar photovoltaic farm and associated 
   infrastructure 
   Land adj. Deeping Gate Tree Nurseries, Northfield Road, 
   Market Deeping 
     AC 
 
PJM1 S13/2448 27 Section 73 Application to vary Conditions 4 (Landscaping), 
   5 (Boundary Treatments), 7 (Access and Turning) and  
   9 (Amended Drawing) of S09.2454 for the erection of  
   5 dwellings with associated access roads. 
   R/o 13 – 23 Gladstone Terrace, Grantham 
     AC 
 
SP1 S13/2101 37 Build 2no. one bedroom flats and associated parking  
   Between 53 and 55 Thames Road, Grantham, NG31 7SP 
     AC 
 
SP2 S13/1640 43 Demolition of existing factory units and erection of 4no. two 
   bedroom terraces and office development  
   38 East Street, Grantham, NG31 6QW 
     AC 
 
RV1 S13/2827 55 Installation of two rooflights to rear of roof slope and sliding  
   doors replaced with conventional French doors with side 
   lights 
   Reedmans Court, 9 St Georges Street, Stamford, PE9 2BJ 

Agenda Item 5



     AC 
 
NB2 S13/2535 60 Erection of 2 non food retail units (amendments to S12/1198)  
   Former R F Witt & Sons and adjacent Car Park, Godseys Lane, 
   Market Deeping, PE6 8HT 
     AC 
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AH1 S13/3045/FULL   Target Decision Date: 

Committee Date: 
06-Jan-2014 
10-Dec-2013   

 

Applicant J D Wetherspoon plc c/o agent 

Agent Julian Sutton, Signet Planning Limited c/o Signet Planning Limited, 56, 
Queen Anne Street, London, W1G 8LA 

Proposal Variation of condition 11 of planning permission reference: 
S13/0232 so that   - 
 
'The hours of use of 'courtyard area 1' (as delineated on Drawing 
No.7027-358-F) as a beer garden or sitting out area shall be limited 
to between 08.00 hours and 23.00 hours on Sundays and 08.00 
hours and 23.30 hours on Monday to Saturdays. 
 
The hours of use of 'courtyard area 2' (as delineated on Drawing No. 
7027-358-F) as a beer garden or sitting out area shall be limited to 
between 08.00 hours and 23.00 hours on Sundays and 08.00 hours 
and 23.30 hours on Monday to Saturdays and the hours of use of 
'courtyard area 2' as a means of pedestrian access/egress to the 
public house premises shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 
00.00 hours on Sundays to Thursdays and 08.00 hours and 01.00 
hours on Fridays and Saturdays. 
 
The hours of use of the public house premises (as delineated on 
Drawing No. 7027-201-F) shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 
00.00 hours on Sundays to Thursdays and 08.00 hours and 01.00 
hours on Fridays and Saturdays'. 
 

Location Mercury House, 7, Sheep Market, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2QZ 

App Type Full Planning Permission 

Parish(es) Stamford 

Reason for 
Referral to 
Committee 

The application has been referred to the Committee as the original 
application for the change of use to a public house was determined by 
the Committee because of local interest.  

Recommendation 
Summary 

This application for a variation of 11 of planning permission S13/0232 to 
provide for extended hours of operation of the public house premises and 
the associated courtyard area (in part to provide pedestrian 
access/egress) would not give rise to sufficiently increased levels of 
noise and disturbance in this town centre locality in relation to impacts on 
nearby residential properties to warrant a refusal of planning permission.  
The proposed erection of the railings and gates to the outside sitting 
area/beer garden area would be sympathetic to the setting of nearby 
listed buildings and would preserve the character and appearance of the 
Stamford Conservation Area. The development would not be detrimental 
to highway safety and would not have a negative impact on the 
archaeological interest of the site. The proposals are therefore 
considered to be compliant with Policy EN1 of the adopted South 
Kesteven Core Strategy (2010) and with national planning guidance 
contained in the National Planning Policy Framework. 

 
Key Issues 
 

• Effect on Residential Amenities 

• Highway Safety Implications 

• Impact on Heritage Assets/Visual Amenities 
 



2 

 

Technical Documents  
 

• Application Forms 

• Site Location Plan 

• Site Layout Plans (including Courtyard division details) 

• Premises floor plan drawings  

• Design and Access Statement (including Heritage Impact Assessment) 

• Wetherspoon’s Code of Conduct of Responsible Retailing 

• Supporting Documentation Submissions 

• Noise Assessment 
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REPORT 
 
 
Application Category 
 
This application is categorised as an ‘Other’ type of application.     
 
 
Reason for Referral to Committee 
 
The application has been referred to the Committee as the original application for the change of 
use to a public house was determined by the Committee because of local interest.  
 
 
The Proposal 
 
This application submitted on behalf of J.D. Wetherspoon PLC relates to the proposed variation 
of a condition (No. 11) to change the hours of operation of the recently approved scheme for the 
conversion of the existing Stamford Mercury Offices at No. 7 Sheep Market to a public house 
(Class A4) and the provision of an associated outside seating area/beer garden (hereafter also 
referred to in this report as the ‘original application’).  Condition 11 of the approved scheme (ref: 
S13/0232) requires that “no customers shall be on the public house premises including the 
outside seating area/beer garden area outside the hours of 0800 hours to 2330 hours Monday 
to Saturday and 0800 hours to 2300 hours on Sundays.”  The reason was attached “in the 
interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy EN1 of the adopted 
South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010).” 
 
J.D. Wetherspoon PLC are now seeking to vary condition 11 of planning permission ref: 
S13/0232 so that:- 
 
The hours of use of ‘courtyard area 1’ (as delineated on Drawing No.7027-358-F) as a beer 
garden or sitting out area shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 23.00 hours on Sundays 
and 08.00hours and 23.30 hours on Monday to Saturdays. 
 
The hours of use of ‘courtyard area 2’ (as delineated on Drawing No. 7027-358-F) as a beer 
garden or sitting out area shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 23.00 hours on Sundays 
and 08.00 hours and 23.30 hours on Monday to Saturdays and the hours of use of ‘courtyard 
area 2’ as a means of pedestrian access/egress to the public house premises shall be limited to 
between 08.00 hours and 00.00 hours on Sundays to Thursdays and 08.00 hours and 01.00 
hours on Fridays and Saturdays. 
 
The hours of use of the public house premises (as delineated on Drawing No. 7027-201-F) shall 
be limited to between 08.00 hours and 00.00 hours on Sundays to Thursdays and 08.00 hours 
and 01.00 hours on Fridays and Saturdays. 
 
‘Courtyard Area 1’ comprises the easternmost part of the forecourt area fronting onto Sheep 
Market which adjoins the property at No. 5 Castle Street; with ‘Courtyard Area 2’ comprising the 
remainder of the forecourt.  In order to provide for a permanent sub-division of the beer 
garden/sitting out area into the designated courtyard areas (i.e. 1 and 2) it is proposed to erect 
1.25m high vertical iron railings with a black paint finish.  There are gates between the two 
courtyard areas which are proposed to be locked when the use of ‘Courtyard Area 1’ ceases at 
23.30 hours on Monday to Saturdays and 23.00 hours on Sundays.  The submitted plans show 
that the outdoor furniture from ‘Courtyard Area 2’ would be stored in ‘Courtyard Area 1’ when 
the latter area is closed off.  
 
It is also proposed to erect vertical iron railings (with a black paint finish) upon a low brick plinth, 
with an overall height of 1.25m, along the Sheep Market frontage.  Inward opening gates will be 
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provided to ‘Courtyard Area 2’ to provide a means of pedestrian access/egress to the public 
house from Sheep Market during the hours of operation of the premises.  
 
The current application has been accompanied by a supporting statement along with an 
associated noise impact assessment, the details of J.D. Wetherspoon’s Outdoor Area 
Management Policies and a Heritage Impact Assessment.  In the supporting statement the 
applicant’s agent makes the following points summarised below:- 
 

• It is considered that the present restriction hours of operation provided by Condition 11 
(of planning permission ref: S13/0232) are unreasonable and unnecessary and do not 
accord with the advice in national planning guidance. 

 

• JD Wetherspoon is proposing a substantial commercial investment of circa £1.2 million.  
However, a robust business case is required.  The vast majority of public houses within 
the Town Centre are permitted to retail alcohol for longer hours that the applicant’s 
proposed premises.  J.D. Wetherspoon simply seeks a level commercial playing field in 
which to operate within the town as in the absence of this, its investment and the 
creation of circa 50 jobs for local people are now in doubt.  

 

• The applicant has now undertaken an acoustic assessment which supports the 
Company’s preferred hours of operation.  J.D. Wetherspoon has also agreed with the 
adjoining landowner (who has no objection to the proposed extended hours) to triple 
glaze the windows of No. 5 Castle Street which overlook the proposed beer garden.  As 
such, it is considered that the Council’s previous concerns raised are now satisfactorily 
addressed.  

 
The applicants agent also advises that “it is essential that the current application is presented to 
the December (2013) Committee as there is a strong likelihood that if this does not occur, the 
applicants will not pursue this site further.”  
 
In response to a request from the County Highway Authority to narrow the width of the 
pedestrian access gates onto Sheep Market - to 1.5 metres - to mitigate potential vehicular 
access (see below) the applicants agent advised that the applicants do not wish to reduce the 
width of the gates as it is the intention for the site to be as welcoming to patrons as possible.  
The applicants have previously advised that deliveries to the site will be via Bath Row and as 
such there is no intention for vehicles to enter the front courtyard (off Sheep Market) although 
the applicants will agree to a condition prohibiting any deliveries from the front.  
 
Members are advised that officers have also had correspondence with the applicants agent in 
relation to the timing of the works for the implementation of the approved scheme submitted by 
J.D. Wetherspoon for the installation of triple glazing to the windows to the western side 
elevation of No. 5 Castle Street.  Specifically, having regard to the fact that No. 5 Castle Street 
is outside the ownership of J.D. Wetherspoon - and indeed the fact that the application was for 
listed building consent - the District Council was not in a position to attach any condition to the 
consent require that the triple glazing be installed prior to the public house premises being 
brought into use.  Accordingly, in terms of examining this issue in relation to the current 
application, officers raised the question with the applicant’s agent as to whether J.D. 
Wetherspoon would be willing accept a condition which would essentially require that the 
current submission for a variation of condition 11 could not be implemented until such time as 
triple glazing had been installed into the 4 No. window units to the western side wall of the 
adjoining property at No. 5 Castle Street.  
 
In response the applicants agent advises inter alia that:- 
 
“.... although my client is committed to installing the windows in question alongside the works 
which will occur on site (assuming permission is secured) my client does not wish to agree to a 
condition as proposed.  Whilst I have given consideration to the condition in respect to paras 
38-41 of Circular 11/95, my client does not wish to be beholden to a third party over which it has 
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no control.  Although I am not suggesting this would occur, such a condition would obviously 
leave my client in a “ransom” position.”   
 
The agent also points out that “the applicants are more than happy to submit to the Council a 
further side letter confirming their intentions to provide the windows and will write further to 
agent to the owner of No. 5 Castle Street to confirm the timing of the works with his client.  The 
Council will appreciate the applicants have already provided written confirmation to the 
adjoining owner confirming their intention to provide the windows.” 
 
 
Relevant Planning History for the Application Site 
 
The original application (ref: S13/0232) relating to the proposed change of use of the existing 
Stamford Mercury Offices to a public house (Class A4) use was approved by the Development 
Control Committee in June 2013 and provided for external alterations to the premises including 
changes to window and door units, the replacement of roofing materials, the provision of new 
alterations to the roof structures to accommodate a glazed atrium as well as solar panels/air 
conditioning installations behind a raised parapet.  The proposed outside seating area/beer 
garden, with a natural stone paving surface, will be created in the enclosed courtyard fronting 
onto Sheep Market. 
 
Condition 11 of the approved scheme requires that “no customers shall be on the public house 
premises including the outside seating area/beer garden area outside the hours of 0800 hours 
to 2330 hours Monday to Saturday and 0800 hours to 2300 hours on Sundays.” 
 
Another condition of the planning permission (condition 5) provides inter alia for the approval 
and implementation of a scheme for the provision of a moveable/removable barrier to be 
erected across the full width of the Sheep Market frontage of the site when the premises are 
closed to customers. 
 
The original planning permission for the public house has not been progressed to date. 
 
In July 2013 the applicants submitted an application (ref: S13/2018) proposing the variation of 
condition 11 so that the hours of use of the beer garden would be limited to between 08.00 
hours and 23.00 hours on Sundays and 08.00 hours and 23.30 hours on Monday to Saturdays 
and so that the hours of use of the public house premises would be limited to between 08.00 
hours and 00.00 hours (midnight) on Sundays to Thursdays and 08.00 hours and 01.00 hours 
on Fridays and Saturdays.  The application as submitted was accompanied by correspondence 
from the applicants to the representative of the owners of No. 5 Castle Street confirming their 
willingness to pay for the installation of triple glazed window units to the courtyard facing side 
elevation to No. 5 Castle Street and correspondence from the representatives of the owners of 
No. 5 Castle Street indicating their agreement to such an installation.  
 
Further to negotiations between officers and the applicant’s agents it was indicated that the 
applicants would wish to seek to divide the beer garden into two distinct areas to help facilitate 
access to the public house premises beyond the permitted hours of operation of the outside 
sitting area/beer garden facility.  As the wording of the July 2013 submission (under ref: 
S13/2018) did not provide for such a course of action the scheme was withdrawn by the 
applicants and the current application submitted concurrently.  
 
In response to the consultation process on application ref: S13/2018, Stamford Town Council 
advised that it supported the proposal as they believe(d) that a level playing field should apply 
to all such establishments within the town. Stamford Civic Society advised that it considered that 
the trading hours should be consistent with other local establishments, and in this case, in 
particular with the London Inn, opposite.  Representations were also received from the owner of 
the adjoining property at No. 5 Castle St advising that he was happy with the Wetherspoons 
proposals and had no objections to the new opening times.  No other letters of representation 
were received from interested parties.  
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J.D. Wetherspoon PLC have also appealed to the Secretary of State to request that condition 
11 of planning permission ref: S13/0232 be removed.  This appeal has not been determined to 
date.  As part of the appeal process the Council has been forwarded by the Planning 
Inspectorate copies of 5 letters of representation raising objection to the appeal; three of the 
letters are from residents of one property on Sheep Market, with the other two being from 
residents of dwellings on Warrene Keep.  The grounds of objection given include concerns that 
increased noise and disturbance would be to the detriment of local residential amenities, that 
there would be increased drunken behaviour/social disorder as a result of the likely unrestricted 
access to the outside beer garden/seating area and a likely increase in the use of Warrene 
Keep as a ‘cut through’ route.  The point is also made that just because other pubs open later in 
town this does mean that the proposed Wetherspoons should too; this being because the 
Wetherspoons premises is nearer to residential properties.  
 
 
The application site and its surroundings 
 
The former Stamford Mercury Offices (No. 7 Sheep Market) are situated on the southern side of 
the Sheep Market at its junction with Castle Dyke within the town’s conservation area.  The 
premises comprise a nineteenth century built two storey stone and Welsh slate roofed L-shaped 
building fronting onto Castle Dyke and extending across the southern end of the site along with 
a modern single storey, double pitch, industrial building adjoining the nineteenth century 
structure that has its eastern side wall onto Goochs Court and its north facing frontage facing 
onto Sheep Market but which is set back considerably from the street.  The area between the 
front of the modern building and Sheep Market is an open courtyard area which was used by 
the Stamford Mercury for the informal parking of motor vehicles.  
 
A retail unit at No. 7A Sheep Market (Colin Bell of Stamford) is attached to the Sheep Market 
frontage of the range of buildings running alongside Castle Dyke.  The attached two storey 
property to the east at No. 5 Castle Street is a Grade II listed building; the ground floor of which 
is used as a restaurant whereas the first floor level comprises recently refurbished flat 
accommodation.  The approved hours of operation for the restaurant use on the relevant 
planning permission are from 9.00am to 11.30pm on Monday-Saturday and from 9.00am to 
10.00pm on Sunday.  The western side wall to No. 5 Castle Street runs alongside the open 
courtyard area to the application premises and there are first floor windows to the residential 
accommodation overlooking this courtyard area, along with other windows at ground floor level.  
An application for listed building consent (ref: S13/2148) - submitted on behalf of J.D. 
Wetherspoon PLC – was recently approved under officer delegated powers in relation to the 
installation of triple glazing to the 4 No. window units to this western side elevation (although the 
property itself remains in the ownership of another private party).  The works for the installation 
of the triple glazed units have not been implemented to date.  
 
Immediately to the south of the application premises is the detached dwelling at No. 1 Castle 
Dyke and its garden area and opposite the site on the western side of Castle Dyke are the 
residential properties within a walled enclosure on Warrene Keep.  Retail units with flat 
accommodation above are attached to the south-eastern corner of the premises on Goochs 
Court beyond which is a public car parking area accessed by vehicles off Bath Row. Pedestrian 
access from the Bath Row car park to Castle Street/Sheep Market is obtained along Goochs 
Court and beneath an archway adjacent to No. 5 Castle Street.  
 
The application premises are situated within the secondary shopping frontage of the town 
centre shopping area as defined in the emerging Site Allocations and Policies Development 
Plan Document. 
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Policy Considerations 
 
National Planning Policy Framework 
South Kesteven Core Strategy Policy SP1 
South Kesteven Core Strategy Policy E2  
South Kesteven Core Strategy Policy EN1  
Site Allocations and Policies Development Plan Document Submission (Incorporating 
Modifications) (June 2012) Policy SAP7 
 
 
Representations Received 
 
Stamford Town Council - no representations received to date.  
 
Stamford Civic Society - no representations received to date. 
 
Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire - indicates that no archaeological intervention is required in this 
instance. 
 
County Highway Authority advises that they have no objections to the proposed extension of 
the opening hours, however, initial concerns were raised in relation to the height of the 
proposed railings to the site frontage.  The Highway Authority pointed out that the gate(s) onto 
Sheep Market has a width of approximately 2.8 metres which may lead to the possibility that 
vehicles could still be accessing the beer garden.   
 
The County Highway Authority also initially indicated that its concerns could be overcome if the 
applicants would be willing to accept a condition that the beer garden area shall not be used for 
vehicle access/parking and for there to be a reduction in the width of the pedestrian gate(s) to 
1.5 metres.  However, further to correspondence with the applicant’s agent (see above) in 
relation to which it was confirmed that the applicants are intending for all deliveries to be from 
the rear of the premises via Bath Row - as per the original application submissions - and that 
there is no intention for vehicles to enter the front courtyard, the Highway Authority confirmed it 
no longer requires a reduction in the width of the gate(s).  
 
District Council’s Environmental Protection Officer comments that further to a review of the JD 
Wetherspoons application for the variation of condition 11 and a review of the proposed draft 
planning conditions (prepared by the planning officers) that he is in agreement with the 
proposed conditions to protect the amenity of No. 5 Castle Street.  The Environmental 
Protection Officer also points out that he has made comments to the District Council’s Licensing 
Section under the Licensing Act application for the premises which will support the proposed 
planning conditions. 
 
District Council’s Principal Conservation Officer has no objections in principle and welcomes the 
proposed use of a black paint finish to the proposed railings/gates to the forecourt area.  
 
 
Representations received as a result of publicity 
 
One representation has been received to date from the occupants of the adjoining property 
questioning as to whether this new proposal still includes the supported installation of the triple 
glazed windows to 5 Castle Street. (Officers have accordingly responded to advise that the 
current application does not itself provide for the installation of the triple glazed windows to 5 
Castle Street.  Rather, there is a separate approved listed building consent for the installation of 
the triple glazed windows to No. 5 Castle Street as set out earlier in this report).  Any further 
representations received from the resident concerned or other local residents will be reported 
on the Late Items sheet.  
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Key Issues 
 
Effect on Residential Amenities 
Impacts on Highway Safety 
Impact on Heritage Assets/Visual Amenities 
 
 
Officer Evaluation 
 
The principle of the use and alterations of the premises at No. 7 Sheep Market in connection 
with a public house use - along with the associated beer garden/sitting out area - has of course 
been accepted in relation to the grant of planning permission earlier this year.  Accordingly, the 
key issues with regard to this proposal to vary the hours of operation/use, along with the 
associated proposals for the erection of railings to the beer garden/sitting out area(s), relate to 
the impact on residential amenities, the highway safety implications and the impact on heritage 
assets/visual amenities. 
 
Effect on Residential Amenities 
 
Members may recall at the time of the consideration of the original application at the 
Development Control Committee in June of this year that whilst J.D. Wetherspoon PLC advised 
they would readily accept the restriction of the use of the beer garden/open seating area to 
between 8.00am to 11.30pm on Monday-Saturday and to between 8.00am to 11.00pm on 
Sundays, the applicants wished for the proposed hours of operation of the public house 
premises itself to be between 7.00 am to 1.00 am daily. 
 
With regard to the applicants submissions at the original application stage, the report to the 
Committee indicated that officers were mindful that there were many examples of public house 
premises where conditions have been attached to grants of planning permission to control the 
hours of operation of outdoor seating areas where these areas adjoin residential 
accommodation.  In the specific case of the premises at No. 7 Sheep Market, however, the 
composition of the outdoor sitting area/beer garden as a single open courtyard area also 
potentially allowed unrestricted pedestrian access to and from the proposed public house 
premises alongside the flat accommodation at No. 5 Castle Street, which has first floor window 
units adjoining the western side of the courtyard area.  As such, whilst in the case of other 
public house premises it might be possible to prevent customer access to a beer garden/sitting 
out area at specified times, in the case of the original application scheme there would have 
continued to have been unrestricted pedestrian activity through the outside sitting area/beer 
garden area to secure customer access to the public house from Sheep Market should the 
premises remain open until 1am.  In those circumstances, it was the view of officers that the 
opening of the public house until 1am would be likely to give rise to unacceptable levels of noise 
and disturbance to the occupants of the flats at No. 5 Castle Street as a result of the activity 
associated with the use by customers of the access to the premises into the early hours of the 
morning so as to warrant a recommendation of refusal of planning permission.  Members 
agreed with these officer conclusions and as such the  Development Control Committee in June 
2013 resolved to restrict the hours of operation of the public house and its beer garden/open 
sitting area to those now set out in condition 11 of planning permission ref: S13/0232; namely to 
between 8.00am to 11.30pm on Monday-Saturday and to between 8.00am to 11.00pm on 
Sundays 
 
Insofar as the present scheme for the variation of condition 11 is concerned, this essentially will 
still provide for the Courtyard Area to the front of the premises to be used as a beer 
garden/open seating area between the hours 8.00am to 11.30pm on Monday-Saturday and to 
between 8.00am to 11.00pm on Sundays.  However, by physically separating the Courtyard into 
two areas with the use of permanent railings/gates the applicants are proposing to close off the 
easternmost area (Courtyard 1) - adjacent to No. 5 Castle Street - after 11.30pm on Monday-
Saturday and after 11.00pm on Sundays and to use the westernmost area (Courtyard 2) alone 
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to allow pedestrian access/aggress from Sheep Market to the public house premises until 
midnight on Sundays to Thursdays and until 01.00 hours on Fridays and Saturdays.  
 
Subsequent to the determination of the original application (ref: S13/0232) J.D. Wetherspoon 
PLC have also secured a listed building consent to install triple glazing to the 4 No. window 
units on the western side elevation at No. 5 Castle Street.  However, given that the property is in 
another party’s ownership, and the fact that the applicants have stated that they would be 
unwilling to accept a condition to require that the triple glazed window units be installed to No. 5 
Castle Street prior to the public house being first brought into use, it is necessary to evaluate 
the impacts of the current application on the basis that the windows units to the western side 
elevation of No. 5 Castle Street could remain single glazed as at present. 
 
Accordingly, it is necessary to assess on the current application submissions alone as to 
whether the proposals now being put forward by the applicants to extend the opening hours of 
the public house by utilising only the western area of the Courtyard (Area 2) to provide 
pedestrian access/egress premises have successfully addressed the Council’s previously 
expressed concerns in relation to impacts on local residential amenities. 
 
With regard to their regulation under the Planning Acts, the District Council would in practical 
terms be able to control by planning conditions the proposals for the use of application 
premises/site in line with the current submissions of J.D. Wetherspoon PLC.  With regard to the 
noise assessment report prepared on behalf of the applicants, the applicant’s agent states that 
this demonstrates that in respect to the likely activity associated with the access/egress by 
customers to the public house via the courtyard area that the potential noise impacts would be 
sufficiently low so as not to cause significant impact or effect on any nearby residential units.  
This view is shared by the Council’s Environmental Protection Officer who indicates that  further 
to a review of the JD Wetherspoons application for the variation of condition 11 and a review of 
the proposed draft planning conditions (as prepared by planning officers and embodied later in 
this report) that he is in agreement with the proposed conditions to protect the amenity of 5 
Castle Street.  
 
Accordingly, subject to the imposition of the necessary suggested regulatory conditions (see 
Condition Nos. 16-22 inc), this proposed variation of 11 of planning permission S13/0232 to 
provide for extended hours of operation of the public house premises - and the associated use 
of Courtyard Areas – as per the current application submissions would not give rise to 
sufficiently increased levels of noise and disturbance in this town centre locality in relation to 
impacts on adjoining and nearby residential properties to warrant a refusal of the application.   
 
Highway Safety Implications 
 
The County Highway Authority has no objections to the proposed extension of the opening 
hours.  The Highway Authority, however, raised initial concerns in relation to the height of the 
proposed railings to the site frontage potentially blocking visibility for any motor vehicles 
accessing the Courtyard Area(s) and consequently sought to secure pedestrian access gates of 
a reduced width.  The County Highway Authority, however, have now indicated that there would 
no longer be a requirement for the reduction of the width of the gates having received 
clarification that the applicants were not intending to use the front courtyard for any vehicular 
access.  A condition of any permission will in any event require that there shall be no vehicular 
access into Courtyard Areas 1 and 2 at any time to mitigate future highway safety concerns.  
 
Impact on Heritage Assets/Visual Amenities 
 
The proposed railings and gates to the outside sitting area/beer garden area would in terms of 
their scale and simple design be sympathetic to the setting of the adjoining and nearby listed 
buildings and would preserve the character and appearance of the Stamford Conservation 
Area.  The District Council’s Principal Conservation Officer comments that he also welcomes 
the proposed use of a black paint finish to the proposed railings/gates to the forecourt area and 
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this colour scheme will be secured in a condition of any approval. The Heritage Trust of 
Lincolnshire indicates that no archaeological intervention is required in this instance. 
 
It is also pointed out that as the new railings will be permanent fixtures (to be retained by 
condition) there is now no necessity for provision to be made for the future approval and 
implementation of a scheme for a moveable/removable barrier to be erected across the full 
width of the Sheep Market frontage of the site when the premises are closed to customers.  The 
relevant condition to the original approval has been amended accordingly to reflect this 
situation.  
 
In conclusion, therefore, it is considered that the proposals are compliant with Policy EN1 of the 
adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (2010) and with national planning guidance contained in 
the National Planning Policy Framework.  Accordingly, this application to vary condition 11 of 
planning permission ref: S13/0232 is recommended for approval. 
 
 
SUMMARY OF REASON(S) FOR APPROVAL 
 
This application for a variation of 11 of planning permission S13/0232 to provide for extended 
hours of operation of the public house premises and the associated courtyard area (in part to 
provide pedestrian access/egress) would not give rise to sufficiently increased levels of noise 
and disturbance in this town centre locality in relation to impacts on adjoining and nearby 
residential properties to warrant a refusal of planning permission.  The proposed erection of the 
railings and gates to the outside sitting area/beer garden area would be sympathetic to the 
setting of adjoining and nearby listed buildings and would preserve the character and 
appearance of the Stamford Conservation Area. The development would not be detrimental to 
highway safety and would not have a negative impact on the archaeological interest of the site. 
The proposals are therefore considered to be compliant with Policy EN1 of the adopted South 
Kesteven Core Strategy (2010) and with national planning guidance contained in the National 
Planning Policy Framework. 
 
In reaching this decision the Local Planning Authority has worked with the applicants at both the 
pre-application stage and the formal application stage to address matters in relation to impacts 
on heritage assets, highway safety and residential amenities. As such it is considered that the 
decision is in accordance with paragraphs 186-187 of the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   That the development be Approved subject to condition(s) 
 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be commenced before the expiration of three 
years from 6 June 2013. 
 
Reason: To comply with Section 91 (as amended) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990. 
 

2. Unless otherwise required by another condition of this permission the development 
hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following list of approved 
plans submitted as part of the application(s): 
 
Drawing No. 7027-001-A 
Drawing No. 7027-110-B 
Drawing No. 7027-111-B 
Drawing No. 7027-112 
Drawing No. 7027-201-F 
Drawing No. 7027-202-C 
Drawing No. 7027-203-C 
Drawing No. 7027-358-F 
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Reason: To define the permission and for the avoidance of doubt. 
 

3. No development shall commence on the site until drawings showing full details 
(including cross-sections and external finishes) of the proposed new and replacement 
window units, the proposed new and replacement external door units and the proposed 
new atrium at a scale of 1:1/1:2/1:10/1:20 (or another scale first agreed in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority) have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. The development shall be implemented in strict accordance with the 
agreed details.  
 
Reason: To ensure that the works preserve the character and appearance of the 
Stamford Conservation Area and in accordance with Policy EN1 of the adopted South 
Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

4. No development shall commence on the site until samples of all new external materials 
and external finishes to the premises (including to all external services such as 
vents/flues), samples of the proposed paving stones/slabs to be used to the open 
courtyard area and samples of the bricks to be used to the plinth to the railings along 
Sheep Market have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. The development shall be implemented in strict accordance with the agreed 
details.  
 
Reason: To ensure that the works preserve the character and appearance of the 
Stamford Conservation Area and in accordance with Policy EN1 of the adopted South 
Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

5. Notwithstanding the details shown on the approved drawings no development shall 
commence on the site until details of the siting and appearance of the proposed outdoor 
furniture and associated structures to be located within the sitting out area(s)/beer 
garden(s), along with their means of storage when not in use, have been submitted to 
and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The development shall be 
implemented in accordance with the agreed details.  
 
Reason: In the interests of residential amenities; to ensure that the works preserve the 
character and appearance of the Stamford Conservation Area and in accordance with 
Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

6. No development shall commence on the site until the building has been modified to 
provide sound insulation/attenuation against internally generated noise in accordance 
with a scheme which shall have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.  The approved sound insulation/attenuation scheme shall be 
installed before the premises are first brought into use as a public house and shall 
thereafter be retained in situ at all times.  
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

7. Notwithstanding the details shown on the approved drawings no flues, extract grills, air 
condition systems or any other means of ventilation/extraction shall be installed to the 
premises and operated until details of equipment for the suppression of fumes, odours 
and/or dust including details of the noise attenuation together with a maintenance 
schedule for the future operation of that equipment have been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The approved scheme(s) shall be 
installed in accordance with the approved details and brought into operation before the 
premises are first brought into use as a public house. The approved scheme(s) shall 
thereafter be maintained in accordance with the approved maintenance scheme and 
retained in use at all times during the hours of operation of the premises. 
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Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

8. There shall be no live or recorded music played on the premises including the sitting out 
area(s)/beer garden area(s) unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority.   
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

9. No development shall commence on the site until details of a scheme for the means of 
the collection of litter to the sitting out area(s)/beer garden area(s) have been submitted 
to and approved by the Local Planning Authority. Upon the first commencement of the 
public house use the scheme shall be implemented in strict accordance with the agreed 
details and shall thereafter be retained at all times.  
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

10. All fire exit doors as notated on the approved drawings shall be retained in a closed 
position at all times unless they are in use for the purposes of providing a means of 
escape in the case of an emergency/emergency fire drill.  
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

11. The hours of operation/use of the public house permises and its associated beer 
garden(s)/sitting out area(s) shall be as follows :- 
 
(a) The hours of use of ‘courtyard area 1’ (as delineated on Drawing No.7027-358-F) 
as a beer garden or sitting out area shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 23.00 
hours on Sundays and 08.00 hours and 23.30 hours on Monday to Saturdays. 
 
(b) The hours of use of ‘courtyard area 2’ (as delineated on Drawing No. 7027-358-
F) as a beer garden or sitting out area shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 23.00 
hours on Sundays and 08.00 hours and 23.30 hours on Monday to Saturdays and the 
hours of use of ‘courtyard area 2’ as a means of pedestrian access/egress to the public 
house premises shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 00.00 hours (midnight) on 
Sundays to Thursdays and 08.00 hours and 01.00 hours on Fridays and Saturdays. 
 
(c) The hours of use of the public house premises (as delineated on Drawing No. 
7027-201-F) shall be limited to between 08.00 hours and 00.00 hours (midnight) on 
Sundays to Thursdays and 08.00 hours and 01.00 hours on Fridays and Saturdays. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

12. There shall be no deliveries to the premises outside the hours of 0800 hours to 18.00 
hours Monday to Sunday. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

13. Notwithstanding the details shown on the submitted plans no part of any solar panel or 
its associated fixings/equipment shall exceed the height of any part of the parapet to the 
main entrance of the public house premises facing onto Sheep Market.  
 
Reason: To ensure that the proposed development preserves the character and 
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appearance of the Stamford Conservation Area and in accordance with Policy EN1 of 
the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

14. The window unit(s) to the southern elevation of the premises shall have obscure glazing 
to level 4 standard along with fixed lights (i.e. non-opening window units) at all times. 
 
Reason: To safeguard the privacy and amenities of the occupiers of the adjoining 
residents at No. 1 Castle Dyke and in accordance with national guidance contained in 
National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

15. The railings and gates (with a black paint finish) to Courtyard Areas 1 and 2 (as shown 
on Drawing No. 7027-358-F) shall be erected/installed in accordance with approved 
scheme prior to the public house premises being first brought into use and thereafter 
retained in situ at all times.  No alterations to the approved railings/gates (including the 
creation of new openings) shall be undertaken at any time unless approval is first given 
in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010); to ensure that the works 
preserve the character and appearance of the Stamford Conservation Area; in the 
interests of highway safety. 
 

16. No customers shall be on the public house premises (as delineated on Drawing No. 
7027-201-F) outside the approved hours of operation set out in condition 11 of this 
approval. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

17. Courtyard Area 1 and Courtyard Area 2 (as delineated on Drawing No. 7027-358-F) 
shall not be used for the purpose(s) of a sitting out area/beer garden area(s) outside the 
approved hours of use for the respective Courtyard Areas set out in condition 11 of this 
approval. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

18. The pedestrian access gates between Courtyard Areas 1 and 2 (as shown on Drawing 
No. 7027-358-F) shall be locked at all times outside the approved hours of use of 
Courtyard 1 as set out in condition 11 of this permission and Courtyard Area 1 shall not 
be accessed by any person(s) outside those approved hours of use. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

19. Upon the cessation of use of Courtyard Area 2 (as delineated on Drawing No. 7027-358-
F) as a sitting out area/beer garden area Courtyard Area 2 shall only be used for the 
purpose of providing pedestrian access/egress between the public house premises (as 
delineated on Drawing No. 7027-201-F) and the public highway on Sheep Market in 
accordance with the permitted hours of use for access/egress to the premises set out in 
condition 11 of this permission. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

20. Courtyard Area 2 (as delineated on Drawing No. 7027-358-F) shall not be utilised by any 
customers for access and egress to the public house premises from Sheep Market 
outside the approved hours of use for this purpose set out in condition 11 of this 
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permission. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

21. No outside furniture shall be retained on Courtyard Area 2 (as delineated on Drawing 
No. 7027-358-F) outside the approved hours of use of Courtyard Area 2 for the purpose 
of its use as a sitting out area/beer garden area as set out in condition 11 of this 
permission. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

22. With the exception of the purpose(s) of securing access/egress for staff employed at the 
application site/premises the pedestrian access gate(s) between Courtyard Area 2 and 
the public highway on Sheep Market (as shown on Drawing No. 7027-358-F) shall be 
locked at all times outside the approved hours of use of Courtyard Area(s)/the public 
house premises as set out in condition 11 of this permission. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the amenities of local residents and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

23. There shall be no vehicular access into Courtyard Areas 1 and 2 (as shown on Drawing 
No. 7027-358-F) at any time.  
 
Reason: In the interests of vehicular and pedestrian safety. 

 
 

* * * * * 
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Site Location Plan 

Ref S13/3045 

Proposal Variation of condition 11 of planning permission reference: S13/0232 

Location Mercury House, 7, Sheep Market, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2QZ 

 

© South Kesteven District Council (2013) - Licence No. 100018662 
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NB1 S13/2242/MJNF   Target Decision Date: 

Committee Date: 
22-Nov-2013 
10-Dec-2013   

 

Applicant Mrs Jo Wall, Lark Energy Unit 11, Spitfire Business Park, Northfield 
Road, Market Deeping, PE6 8GY 

Agent Mr Neil Osborn, DLP Planning Consultants 4, Abbey Court, Fraser Road, 
Priory Business Park, Bedford, MK44 3WH 

Proposal Installation of a 13MW solar photovoltaic farm and associated 
infrastructure 

Location Land adj. Deeping Gate Tree Nurseries, Northfield Road, Market 
Deeping 

App Type Major Full (Non-residential) 

Parish(es) Market Deeping 

Reason for 
Referral to 
Committee 

Because of the scale of the application and with it considered to be 
locally controversial. 

Recommendation 
Summary 

The application is for the erection of a solar farm on land to the north of 
Market Deeping, which would cover some 29 hectares.  The panels 
would have a maximum height of 3m and a gap of 900mm below.  
Associated structures would also be erected notably 12 inverters, 12 
transformers, a substation, fencing and CCTV.   
 
The application site is within open countryside and well screened from 
the A1175, particularly when heading east to west.  However, additional 
planting would be required on the western boundary of the site to further 
screen the development.  The visual impact from the development would 
not be significant and long distance views of the panels, given the 
horizontal nature of the panels, would be acceptable.  Impacts on the 
setting of heritage assets would be less than substantial nor would 
highway safety or residential amenity be compromised.  
 
Renewable energy is broadly encouraged with the proposal generating 
limited negative impacts; the land around the panels would be used for 
biodiversity improvements, a rich grassland, with appropriate 
management and possible sheep grazing. 
 
The application is, therefore, deemed to comply with guidance contained 
in the National Planning Policy Framework (notably chapters 3, 7, 10, 11, 
12) and policies SP1, EN1 and EN3 of the Core Strategy; with no other 
material planning considerations to indicate that the application should be 
determined otherwise. 

 
Key Issues 
 

• Impact on the character of the area and heritage assets; 

• Visual impacts from the development, including amenity and possible glare; 

• Highway considerations 
 
Technical Documents Submitted with the Application 
 

• Layout, elevation drawings and location plan 

• Planning and Design and Access Statement 

• Flood Risk Assessment 

• Phase 1 Habitat Survey  

• Transport Statement  

• Landscape and Visual Impact Statement  
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REPORT 
 
Application category  
 
The application is a major. 
 
 
Reason for referral to Committee 
 
The application is considered to be locally controversial.  
 
 
The proposal  
 
The application is for the siting of some 56,254 solar panels and covers an area of 
approximately 29 hectares (72 acres).  The panels would be sited on metal frames set direct 
into the ground by piling or screw piling.  Rows of panels, running east to west, would be 
installed with a maximum height of 3m and a gap of 900mm between the lower edge of the 
panel and ground.  In addition there would be a requirement to install 12 inverters, 12 
transformers, a substation, fencing and CCTV.  No permanent lighting is proposed. 
 
The panels are predicted to generate up to 13 MW of electricity per annum.  
 
 
Application site and its surroundings  
 
The application site comprises three fields roughly rectangular in shape.  The large Catchwater 
Drain separates two of the fields.  Cables on telegraph poles pass through part of the site.  
Given the fenland landscape the area is flat and the fields have been recently farmed for arable 
purposes.   
 
The application site is to the north of Market Deeping with the A1175 and Northfield Road to the 
immediate south.  Between the A1175 and Northfield Road is a large amount of planting with 
maturing hedgerow and shrub planting, which screens views of the land from large parts of the 
A16.  However, the boundary along the western edge of the site is a hedgerow that has gaps 
within it and is not large in height.  The eastern boundary of the site is marked by a mixture of 
tree/conifer and hedgerow planting with a nursery and caravan storage, and associated homes, 
beyond.  The northern boundary is marked by a dyke with agricultural fields beyond and mineral 
exploration further north.  
 
An agricultural land classification report has been submitted in support of the application and 
notes that on the MAFF agricultural land classification map of 1983 the land was identified as 
Grade 2 (very good quality agricultural land).  Under the recent survey undertaken by the 
applicant it is noted that current grading would be 3A (good quality agricultural land), and this is 
due to a moisture balance limitation for wheat.    
 
 
Site history 
 
None.  
 
 
Representations received  
 
Market Deeping Town Council (MDTC) – No objection to the application; 
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Highway Authority – raise no objection to the application subject to the imposition of conditions; 
notably that existing passing bays on Northfield Road are increased in size and that 
construction traffic is suitably managed;     
 
Heritage Lincolnshire – Does not consider that enough information has been submitted to 
accurately asses the impacts from the development with regard to possible archaeological sites 
of interest.  (note :- a survey is being undertaken and the results and response should be with 
the Local Planning Authority in advance of the application being considered by the Development 
Control Committee, without which the application will not be heard); 
 
Planning Policy – Raise no objection, in principle, to the application.  Key policies against which 
the application would be judged are EN3 (Renewable Energy Generation) and EN1 (Protection 
and Enhancement of the Character of the District) along with guidance contained in the National 
Planning Policy Framework and ‘Planning Practice Guidance for Renewable and Low Carbon 
Energy’ (July 2013); 
 
Welland and Deepings Internal Drainage Board – Note that one drain within their control runs 
through the site and another along its northern boundary.  A bye-law restricts development 
within 9m of the dykes for maintenance purposes but they may be willing to relax this to 7m, 
with appropriate consent.  Raises no objection to the application on the grounds of flood risk but 
run-off from buildings would need to be appropriately controlled; 
 
Environment Agency – Raise no objection on the grounds of run-off from the panels but note 
that run-off from the buildings would need to be appropriately controlled;  
 
Principal Conservation Officer – Does not object to the application.  It is observed that that, 
generally, solar farms lack the verticality of wind turbines but they can, due to the quantity of 
land required, still have a significant impact on the landscape.  In this instance Langtoft Church 
and the village Conservation Area are approximately 1.5km to the north-west with other heritage 
assets in Towngate, and a milestone on the A15, closer still.  Whilst noting that the solar panels 
would be prominent in views of Langtoft Church from the A1175 any harm to the setting of the 
Church would be less than substantial.  The same conclusion is also reached on the setting of 
St Guthlac’s Church in Market Deeping.  However, it is recommended that the final details e.g. 
colour and materials, of the fencing and associated buildings are approved prior to the 
commencement of development;  
  
English Heritage – Note that the application may well result in a negative impact on views of St 
Michaels Church, Langtoft, from the A1175.  That said, they request that the application be 
determined in accordance with national and local policy, and on the basis of SKDC conservation 
advice;  
 
Natural England – Note that it is not the type of application normally referred to them; however, 
they request that the Local Planning Authority consider protected species, local wildlife sites, 
biodiversity enhancements and the local landscape; 
 
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust – Note the content of the Phase 1 Habitat Survey and welcome the 
recommendations contained therein notably to create a 30 hectare species rich grassland, 
which would contribute to the Lincolnshire Biodiversity Action Plan target for lowland meadow.  
Also support a management plan for the site.    
 
 
Representations received as a result of public consultation 
 
The application has been advertised in accordance with the adopted Statement of Community 
Involvement with the closing date for representations being the 04 October 2013.  At the time of 
writing 1 representation has been received.  A summary of the comments made is drafted 
below;  
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• The solar panels will spoil the view of the countryside as well as distract drivers and lead 
to glare; 

• The panels will be out of character with the area in a rural landscape; 

• There is no direct benefit to Market Deeping from the panels. 
 
 
Policy considerations  
 
National Guidance  
 
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) indicates that renewable energy will generally 
be encouraged if the ‘impacts’ from the development are acceptable (paragraph 98). 
 
With regard to loss of agricultural land paragraph 112 of the NPPF states that ‘local planning 
authorities should take into account the economic and other benefits of the best and most 
versatile agricultural land.  Where significant development of agricultural land is demonstrated to 
be necessary, local planning authorities should seek to use areas of poorer quality land in 
preference to that of a higher quality’. 
 
More specific guidance has been produced on solar farms in a document titled ‘Planning 
Practice Guidance for Renewable and Low Carbon Energy’ (July 2013).  Three paragraphs of 
the document relate specifically to solar farms and are reproduced below; 
 
“What are the particular planning considerations that relate to large scale ground-
mounted solar photovoltaic farms?  
 
1. The deployment of large-scale solar farms can have a negative impact on the rural 

environment, particularly in very undulating landscapes. However, the visual impact of a 
well-planned and well-screened solar farm can be properly addressed within the landscape 
if planned sensitively.  

2. Particular factors a local planning authority will need to consider include:  
 
. encouraging the effective use of previously developed land, and if a proposal does 
involve greenfield land, that it allows for continued agricultural use (refer to paragraph 112 of the 
NPPF) and/or encourages biodiversity improvements around arrays 
(https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/gregory-barker-speech-to-the-large-scale-solar-
conference ) 
. that solar farms are normally temporary structures and planning conditions can be used 
to ensure that the installations are removed when no longer in use and the land is restored to its 
previous use  
. the effect on landscape of glint and glare (see guidance on landscape assessment at 
paragraphs 39-40) and on neighbouring uses and aircraft safety  
. the extent to which there may be additional impacts if solar arrays follow the daily 
movement of the sun  
. the need for, and impact of, security measures such as lights and fencing  
. great care should be taken to ensure heritage assets are conserved in a manner 
appropriate to their significance, including the impact of proposals on views important to their 
setting. As the significance of a heritage asset derives not only from its physical presence, but 
also from its setting, careful consideration should be given to the impact of large scale solar 
farms on such assets. Depending on their scale, design and prominence, a large scale solar 
farm within the setting of a heritage asset may cause substantial harm to the significance of the 
asset  
. the potential to mitigate landscape and visual impacts through, for example, screening 
with native hedges  
. the energy generating potential, which can vary for a number of reasons including, 
latitude and aspect  
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1. The approach to assessing cumulative landscape and visual impact of large scale solar 
farms is likely to be the same as assessing the impact of wind turbines (see paragraphs 
41-44). However, in the case of ground-mounted solar panels it should be noted that 
with effective screening and appropriate land topography the area of a zone of visual 
influence could be zero”.  

 
Further to the guidance published in July central government has also produced a ‘Solar PV 
Roadmap’.  The document re-affirms guidance contained in the Planning Practice Guidance for 
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy, including the broad principle that ‘support for solar PV 
should ensure proposals are appropriately sited, give proper weight to environmental 
considerations such as landscape and visual impact, heritage and local amenity, and provide 
opportunities for local communities to influence decisions that affect them’. 
 
The guidance also provides advice on the planning issues associated with renewable energy 
including solar PV and makes it clear, for example, that: 
 

• It is important that the planning concerns of local communities are properly heard in 
matters that directly affect them  

• The need for renewable energy does not automatically override environmental 
protections 

• Great care should be taken to ensure to ensure heritage assets are conserved in a 
manner appropriate to their significance, including the impact of planning proposals in 
views important to their setting    

• Proposals in National Parks and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, and in areas 
close to them where there could be an adverse impact on the protected area, will need 
careful consideration 

• Protecting local amenity is an important consideration which should be given proper 
weight in planning decisions.  

 
Core Strategy  
 
Policy EN3 ‘Renewable Energy Generation’ of the Core Strategy is pertinent to the 
determination of the application and is drafted below; 
 
The District Council will grant planning permission for proposals to generate energy from 
renewable sources, subject to the proposals according with the other Core Strategy policies, 
national guidance and complying with the following criteria:· 
 
The proposal can be connected efficiently to existing national grid infrastructure, unless it can 
be demonstrated that energy generation would be used on-site to meet the needs of a specific 
end user. 
 
The proposal should make provision for: 
o the mitigation of the real emissions/impacts arising from the installation of the renewable 
energy generation 
o the removal of the facilities and reinstatement of the site, should the facilities cease to be 
operational. 
 
Policies EN1 are SP1 are also relevant to the application with the former aiming to preserve or 
enhance the character of the area and the later aiming to concentrate development within 
appropriate locations. 
 
Other material considerations 
 
Within the Landscape Character Assessment the site falls within the Fenlands   The 
management objectives identified for this type of landscape are, inter alia, maintenance of field 
boundaries, including ditches and dykes; protection of historic and archaeological sites and 
protection of water quality. 
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Officer evaluation 
   
Renewable energy sources are broadly supported subject to them being in the right location 
and not harming the character of the area.   
 
Impact on the character and appearance of the area 
 
The application site and surrounding landscape is characterised by its flat and open nature.  
Planting along the southern boundary of the site between Northfield Road and the A1175 would 
ensure that views of the panels would be restricted, particularly when heading west to east 
along the A1175.  Heading east to west there is planting along the A1175 but the panels would 
be visible though gaps and over the hedgerow, although the impact is likely to be on a small 
scale.  There is an opportunity to supplement this planting to screen the development, with 
additional hedging not being out of character in this location.   
 
The most significant visual impact from the panels would be along Northfield Road heading 
west, having passed the residential properties and commercial uses.  Whilst the visual impact 
would be significant in this location there is no reason for people to travel along this road other 
than to maintain the panels.  Meadowview would be the nearest property to the panels at about 
20m but having regard to existing screening along the boundary, and orientation of the property, 
the impact would not be significant and, as noted above, there is no reason for the occupiers to 
head further west along Northfield Road.  There would also be long range views of the site from 
Cross Road to the east and Langtoft to the north; however, given the distances involved and 
horizontal nature of the panels any visual impacts would be minimal.    
 
In addition to the solar panels other structures would be sited including fencing 2.2m tall, which 
would be green, along with security cameras on a pole 3m tall.  Buildings to be erected on site 
include solar inverters, transformer stations and a substation.  The buildings to be erected 
would not be large in scale or height and in the context of the large site not be unduly 
prominent.  Furthermore, the security measures would not be prominent within the landscape 
because of existing planting.  Additional planting, and appropriate colours, would further 
minimise the visual impact of the development.   
 
Impact on the natural environment and loss of agricultural land 
 
A phase 1 Habitat survey was undertaken on the application site.  With the majority of the site 
being arable there are limited opportunities for protected species to be on-site with the 
exception of in the hedgerow and grassland field margins.  No evidence was found of Great 
Crested Newts, Reptiles, Bats, Badgers or Otters, although Hare were found to be present.  
There are no statutory designated sites within a 2km radius of the centre of the site and the 
nearest non-statutory designated site is Baston Common Sand Gravel Pits SNCI at 1.9km; at 
this distance it is considered unlikely that the development would have a detrimental on the 
designated site.  The application is, therefore, unlikely to have a detrimental impact on existing 
ecology although nesting birds would need to be protected, as required under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act.  It is also identified that once operational the land underneath the panels 
presents an opportunity to enhance biodiversity within the area.   
 
The development would result in the loss of good quality agricultural land (grade 3A).  The 
NPPF and more recent Government guidance states that where a proposal involves greenfield 
land it should allow “for continued agricultural use and/or encourages biodiversity improvements 
around arrays” (part para 27 of DCLG Planning Practice Guidance for Renewable and Low 
Carbon Energy – July 2013). 
 
The land is currently used to produce a variety of arable crops.  The applicants have produced a 
Phase I Habitat Survey which recommends that a Management Plan including either a planting 
and mowing regime of species rich grassland or low stock density grazing of sheep would 
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enhance the biodiversity value of the habitat, while not impacting upon the proposed 
development.  A condition is proposed to ensure the implementation of an appropriate 
Management Plan. 
 
Highway considerations    
        
Vehicular access to the site would be from Northfield Road, an adopted highway which is 
predominantly single width with two passing places along its length.  It is a narrow road that is 
used to access agricultural fields, 2 residential properties, a nursery, cattery and caravan 
storage business.   During the construction period a temporary compound would be installed 
and it is anticipated that the works would take approximately 16 weeks.  Materials are likely to 
arrive in HGVs with commercial vehicle deliveries totalling 281, of which 100 will be aggregate 
deliveries for turning areas and a temporary hard surface for a crane.  Once the site is 
operational it is anticipated that only 3 visits a year would be required for maintenance purposes 
and these would typically be a van or 4x4. 
 
The Highway Authority does not object to the application subject to existing passing bays being 
extended prior to the commencement of development, which would improve traffic movements 
in the area.  Furthermore, a Construction Traffic Management Plan would need to be approved 
by the Local Planning Authority to manage vehicle movements associated with the 
development.  However, there is no objection to the application on highway safety grounds with 
the increased vehicle movements associated with the construction phase of the development 
only temporary in nature.  Vehicle movements associated with the operation of the site would be 
negligible.   
 
It should also be noted that the panels would be approximately 25m from the A1175 and, 
subject to conditions, well screened.  The panels are light absorbent and no objection from the 
highway authority has been raised on safety grounds.  Possible impacts from glare is not a 
significant issue.         
 
Other considerations 
 
The Environment Agency does not object to the application and a condition about the removal 
of the panels is recommended should they no longer be required for energy production.  Details 
of surface water drainage for buildings on-site would be required.   
 
The setting of heritage assets would not be unduly compromised. 
  
Conclusion  
 
While the land would no longer be used for agricultural production there would be environmental 
benefits through the production of renewable energy as well as benefits to the environment 
though increased biodiversity.  Views of the site from public vantage points are not prominent 
because of existing landscape features and, with additional planting to further screen the site 
the development, is appropriate in the context.  In this instance the benefits would outweigh the 
loss of agricultural land and visual impact. 
 
 
Crime and Disorder Implications 
 
The application will not raise any significant issues. 
 
 
Human Rights Implications 
 
Articles 6 (Right to fair decision making) and Article 8 (Right to private family life and home) of 
the Human Rights Act have been taken into account in making this recommendation. 
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It is considered that no relevant Article of that act will be breached. 
 
 
Section 106 Legal Agreement  
 
No S106 is required. 
 
 
SUMMARY OF REASON(S) FOR APPROVAL 
 
It is considered that the proposed solar panels would provide a source of renewable energy, 
contributing to a reduction in the use of fossil fuels, in line with national policy.  The design, 
location and number of panels is appropriate in the context to ensure that the setting of heritage 
assets and the character of the area would not be compromised.  Nor would residential amenity 
or highway safety be compromised.   
 
For the reasons outlined above, it is deemed that the proposal is in accordance with The 
National Policy Statements - Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1) & 
National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure (EN-3), The National Planning 
Policy Framework (Section 3 Supporting a prosperous rural economy, Section 12 Conserving 
and enhancing the historic environment, Section 11 Conserving and enhancing the natural 
environment, Section 10 Meeting the challenge of climate change and flooding, Section 7 
Requiring good design) and policies SP1, EN1 and EN3 of the South Kesteven Core Strategy; 
with no other material planning considerations to indicate that the application should be 
determined otherwise. 
 
In reaching the decision the Council has worked with the applicant in a positive and proactive 
manner by determining the application without undue delay.  As such it is considered that the 
decision is in accordance with paragraphs 186 -187 of the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: That the development be approved subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be commenced before the expiration of three 
years from the date of this permission. 
 
Reason: To comply with Section 91 (as amended) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990. 
 

2. In the event that the solar panels are no longer used for the generation of electricity all 
structures associated with the solar farm shall be removed and the land restored to its 
original condition within six months. 
 
Reason: To ensure that the land is being used productively should the panels no longer 
be required for electricity generation and to comply with policy EN3 of the Core Strategy. 
 

3. No development shall take place until full details of soft landscape works have been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority and these works 
shall be carried out as approved.  These details shall include planting plans; written 
specifications (including cultivation and other operations associated with plant and grass 
establishment); schedules of plants, noting species, plant sizes and proposed 
numbers/densities where appropriate and an implementation programme, with a 
particular emphasis on supplementing the hedgerow on the western boundary of the site 
and biodiversity improvements identified in the phase 1 habitat survey (notably a species 
rich grassland). 
 
Reason:  Soft landscaping makes an important contribution to the development and its 
assimilation with its surroundings and in accordance with Policy EN1 of the adopted 
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South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

4. All soft landscape works shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details.  
The works shall be carried out in the first planting year from the date that the first panel 
is sited or in accordance with a programme agreed with the local planning authority. 
 
Reason:  Soft landscaping and tree planting make an important contribution to the 
development and its assimilation with its surroundings and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

5. A landscape management plan, including long term design objectives, management 
responsibilities and maintenance schedules for all landscape areas shall be submitted to 
and approved by the local planning authority prior to the panels being connected to the 
national grid.  The landscape management plan shall be carried out as approved. 
 
Reason:  Hard and soft landscaping and tree planting make an important contribution to 
the development and its assimilation with its surroundings and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

6. Prior to the commencement of development details for the means of surface water 
discharge of any buildings to be erected on site shall be submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local PLanning Authority.  The details as approved shall be implemented.  
 
Reason:  To prevent pollution of the water environment and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

7. Prior to commencement of the development hereby permitted, a joint survey at the 
junction Cross Road/Northfield Road East and along Northfield Road East shall be jointly 
undertaken between the developer and representatives of the local highway authority to 
identify the condition of the carriageways, passing places and verges pre and post 
construction to determine remediation measures that may be required within the limit of 
highway arising from construction operations. 
 
Reason: In the interests of safety and convenience of the users of the public highway 
 

8. No development shall be commenced (apart from those works identified on drawing 
number N-LI227-1T-006-01 or as specified) before the works to improve the public 
highway by means of extending the existing passing places together with all necessary 
ancillary works have been certified complete by the local planning authority. 
 
Reason: In the interests of safety of the users of the public highway and the safety of the 
users of the site. 
 

9. Prior to commencement of the development hereby permitted and in accordance with 
the aims and objectives outlined in the Transport Statement submitted with the 
Application, the Applicant shall provide a Construction Traffic Management Plan in 
liaison with and to the approval of the local planning and highway authorities. Such Plan 
shall incorporate details of: a means of monitoring and ensuring compliance with the 
operations of the Plan; measures to provide adequate signage/warning to highway users 
of increased vehicle turning movements in and around the proposed point of access off 
the A16 and Cross Road to the site together with control and management of arrivals 
and departures to minimise risk of conflict; measures to ensure that mud and other such 
loose material does not migrate onto the highway; source materials in such a way to 
minimise or remove HGV movements through villages and along roads deemed 
unsuitable for such traffic; co-ordinating deliveries to avoid amassing arrivals or 
departiures; temporary site access construction; a means of protecting watercourses 
and controlling surface water runoff arising from site works. 
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Such measures as may be approved shall thereafter be implemented and maintained for 
the duration of the construction period. 
 
Reason: In the interests of safety and convenience of users of the public highway and 
the safety of users of the site. 
 

10. No development shall take place until samples of the materials (including facing 
materials for the buildings and colour of fencing to be erected) to be used in the 
construction of the development hereby permitted have been submitted to and approved 
in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  Development shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved details. 
 
Reason:  To ensure a satisfactory appearance to the development and in accordance 
with Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

11. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following 
list of approved plans submitted as part of the application: 
 
Deeping/DWG001 
Deeping/DWG002 
Deeping/DWG003 
Deeping/DWG004 
Deeping/DWG005 
Deeping/DWG006 
Deeping/DWG007 
Deeping/DWG008 
 
Reason: To define the permission and for the avoidance of doubt. 

 
 
Note(s) to Applicant 

1. Works within the highway and including routing of service connections/erection of plant 
shall be arranged in liaison with the Divisional Highways Manager, Lincolnshire County 
Council. 

2. No works shall commence on site until a Section 278 Agreement (Minor Works) has 
been entered into with the local highway authority, Lincolnshire County Council to extend 
the existing passing places together with all necessary ancillary works as indicatively 
shown on drawing N-LI227-1T-006-01 

3. Please note that the grant of planning permission does not override other legislation, 
notably the Wildlife and Countryside Act with regard to development affecting nesting 
birds. 
 

 

* * * * * 
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Site Location Plan 

Ref S13/2242 

Proposal Installation of a 13MW solar photovoltaic farm and associated infrastructure 

Location Land adj. Deeping Gate Tree Nurseries, Northfield Road, Market Deeping 

 

© South Kesteven District Council (2013) - Licence No. 100018662 
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PJM1 S13/2448/FULL   Target Decision Date: 

Committee Date: 
08-Nov-2013 
10-Dec-2013   

 

Applicant Ms Tina Dalgleish 20, Gladstone Terrace, Grantham, NG318BW 

Agent Mr Mike Sibthorp, Mike Sibthorp Planning Logan House, Lime Grove, 
Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 9JD 

Proposal Section 73 Application to Vary Conditions 4 (Landscaping),  5 
(Boundary Treatments), 7 (Access and Turning) & 9 (Amended 
Drawing) of S09/2454 for the erection of 5 dwellings with associated 
access roads 

Location Land R/o 13 - 23 Gladstone Terrace, Grantham 

App Type Full Planning Permission 

Parish(es) Grantham 

Reason for 
Referral to 
Committee 

The application is before the Committee because the proposal is locally 
controversial 

Recommendation 
Summary 

Recommendation to Approve 

 
Key Issues 
 

• Accordance with policy 

• Impact on residential amenity 

• Impact on visual amenity 

• Impact on Highway Safety 
 
Technical Documents Submitted with the Application 
 

• Site Plan 

• Layout Plan 

• Planning Statement 
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REPORT 
 
Application Category 
 
The application is categorised as a minor application 
 
 
Reason for Referral to Committee 
 
The application is before the Development Control Committee because the proposal is locally 
controversial. 
 
 
The Proposal 
 
The application is a Section 73 Application to Vary Conditions 4 (Landscaping), 5 (Boundary 
Treatments), 7 (Access and Turning) & 9 (Amended Drawing) of S09/2454 for the erection of 5 
dwellings with associated access roads.  The proposed development is for the erection of five 
dwellings on the site split into two blocks.  The first block into the site will consist of three 
dwellings with the following block consisting of two. 
 
The access arrangement for S09/2454 originally showed the block of three units being 
accessed from Gladstone Terrance and the block of two being accessed from Prospect Place.  
The only alteration from the approved and implemented scheme is that a grassed area and 
fence has been moved from being sited between Units 3 & 4 to now separate Units 1 & 2. This 
has in affect altered the access arrangements.  Gladstone Terrace will now only serve as the 
access to one dwelling while the remaining four will be accessed from Prospect Place.  
 
In all other aspects the application remains unchanged.  The details are as follows: 
 
The dwellings will be two and a half storey’s high consisting of a kitchen diner, study, utility and 
living room to ground floor, three bedrooms and bathroom to first floor and a third bedroom and 
en-suite in the roof space.  
 
The dwellings are set centrally in the site offering private amenity space to the rear and parking 
provision to the frontage.  A total number of 10 spaces will be provided for the potential 
occupants of the new dwellings with an additional two spaces for visitors. 
 
Provision of two parking spaces each has also been made for replacement parking for No.’s 20 
and 23 Gladstone Terrace. 
 
A pedestrian access will run between the two blocks and along the rear boundary of one of the 
new dwellings, providing access to the rear garden and pedestrian access from the rear garden 
to the proposed double garage for No. 20. Gladstone Terrace.  
 
At the access point which serves the single unit the existing garage serving No. 23, Gladstone 
Terrace is to be removed to make way for the 4.5m wide access road.  Two new parking spaces 
are to be provided off the access road for the occupants of No. 23, Gladstone Terrace, situated 
directly against their rear boundary.  
 
 
The application site and its surroundings 
 
This 0.25 hectare site is located directly to the north of the town centre within the Grantham 
Conservation Area and situated to the rear of Gladstone Terrace.  The northern boundary of the 
site runs along the rear gardens of the dormer bungalows at 20-22 Lodge Way and the burial 
ground to the east.  To the south east are the terrace properties of Prospect Place and to the 
north west, the site shares a boundary with Little Gonerby House.  
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The site currently comprises garden land within the curtilage No. 20 Gladstone Terrace and the 
access and garden serving No. 23 Gladstone Terrace.  The access to No. 23 coming off 
Gladstone Terrace leads to a single garage running along the boundary set to the rear of the 
dwelling.  
 
The proposed access to one unit is directly opposite the junction of Chambers Street, Welby 
Gardens and Gladstone Terrace.  A further access to the east will be gained directly off 
Prospect Place, which leads off Manthorpe Road / Brook Street. 
 
The application site is relatively flat with a slight slope towards Prospect Place. 
 
 
Representations Received 
 
Highway Authority:  No objections subject to conditions. 
 

” The Applicants Consultant has accurately explained the issues that concerned the local 
highway authority in the original consultations, and responded point by point. 
 
In the intervening period between grant of permission for the 5 units, there have been 
changes to national guidance to the benefit of proposers wishing to develop more difficult 
sites. 
 
I refer to both the National Planning Policy Framework and Manual for Streets, the latter 
being quoted in the supporting documents. 
 
It is further confirmed that there are plans to introduce parking restrictions on Prospect 
Place. 
 
On the understanding that it will be difficult, if not impossible to introduce a Condition 
whereby the access to Gladstone Terrace for 3 of the units could revert when the owner of 
Plot 1 is in  apposition to proceed, it must be considered that serving four units rather than 
the two originally permitted will be permanent. 
 
The concerns of the local highway authority and the answers in mitigation make for a fine 
balance when considering a request for refusal solely on highway grounds. 
 
The Application details make the point that the access and road that forms Prospect Place 
has no recorded accident history and in that, it has to be assumed that the road functions 
adequately. 
 
The question therefore that has to be considered in this case is whether the two additional 
units served via Prospect Place will be of a severity to warrant a request for refusal on 
highway grounds alone. 
 
In this case, the local highway authority does not so request. “ 
 

Community Archaeologist:  The proposed development does not affect any known 
Archaeological sites. 
 
Conservation Officer:    
 

“The proposal relates to the construction of five houses on land to the rear of Gladstone 
Terrace which lies within the boundary of Grantham Conservation Area. 

 
This part of the Conservation Area is characterised by high density 19th/early 20th century 
terraced housing built of red brick with slate roofs. Nos. 20-23 on the east side of the 
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terrace and those on the west side have been identified as key unlisted buildings which 
make a positive contribution to the character of the Conservation Area as they have largely 
retained their original features. 
 
The proposed development largely reflects the prevailing character of this part of the 
Conservation Area in terms of the terraced layout, the scale and the sympathetic choice of 
materials of red clay brick, slate and timber. The site is well screened by the existing terrace 
along Gladstone Terrace, Prospect Place and Brook Street and will therefore not impact 
upon views within or outside of the Conservation Area. 
 
I do not believe that the development will significantly detract from the character of the 
Conservation Area as it largely preserves the existing character and therefore I do not wish 
to raise any objections.” 

 
 
Representations as a result of publicity 
 
The application has been advertised in accordance with the adopted Statement of Community 
Involvement with the closing date for representations being 18th October.  
 
13 objections had been received through the public consultation period.  The issues raised 
included: 
 

1. Access crosses land not within the applicants ownership 
2. Development will create excessive noise levels 
3. Development will increase levels of traffic 
4. Will impact adversely on road safety 
5. Pedestrians will be at greater risk being in the path of on-coming traffic 
6. Poor visibility from access onto Manthorpe Road 
7. Prospect Place access is unsuitable being narrow and restricted 
8. Development will damage existing boundaries 
9. Will add to existing parking problems 
10. Access road not wide enough for commercial vehicles 
11. Will damage the Conservation Area 
12. Will damage mature trees 
13. Development allows for high car ownership 
14. Houses will overlook my property 
15. Too many large houses in a tiny area 
16. Will create a dominant and oppressive environment 
17. Gardens will loose light  
18. Bins sited near site boundaries will create smells 
19. Unacceptable levels of light pollution  

 
 
Site History 
 
S00/1307 -  Change of Use of Land and erection of garages – Refused 6th March 2001. 
Allowed on appeal 3rd September 2001 
 
S07/1729 - Erection of 9 Terraced properties and 1 detached property – Withdrawn 13 Feb 
2008 
 
S08/0485- Erection of 9 Units and associated parking – Refused 2 July 2008. Appeal 
Dismissed 19th January 2009.  
 
S09/2454 -  Demolition of garages and erection of 5 dwellings with associated access roads – 
Approved 18th December 2009. 
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Policy Considerations 
 
National Planning Policy Framework. 
 
4 - Promoting sustainable transport 
6 - Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes   
7 - Requiring good design  
10 - Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change 
11 - Conserving and enhancing the natural environment 
12 - Conserving and enhancing the historic environment  
 
South Kesteven Core Strategy 
 
Policy SP1 - Spatial Strategy 
Policy EN1 - Protection and Enhancement of the character of the District. 
Policy H1 - Residential Development 
 
 
Key Issues 
 
Impact on residential amenity 
Impact on Character of the Conservation Area 
Highway safety 
 
 
Assessment 
 
History 
 
An application for 9 dwellings, all accessed from Gladstone Terrace was previously refused by 
the authority and subsequently dismissed at Appeal (S08/0485).  With regard to privacy, block 
spacing and overshadowing the Inspector concluded that, subject to controlling conditions, the 
principle and overall design of the scheme in block spacing and three dimensional terms was 
broadly acceptable and that adequate levels of privacy could be achieved.  
 
A revised scheme was submitted (S09/2454) and approved which followed the design principles 
of the previous application, providing terraced blocks sited in a linear form centrally within the 
site whilst maintaining suitable levels of separation.  
 
The applicant has carried out sufficient works on site in relation to this approval to warrant a 
start and received with confirmation from the authority of commencement of development.  
 
Scale / Layout 
 
This is a Section 73 application to vary conditions attached to S09/2454 which was for the 
erection of 5 dwellings, access roads and associated parking.  As a proposal involving the 
redevelopment of a site within the confines of a major settlement the proposal is in conformity 
with strategic and local criteria within the policies set out above.  
 
The development comprises of 2 blocks of properties, with the first element consisting of 3 units 
and the adjacent block consisting of 2.  It is considered that the proposed scale and layout 
reflects that of other residential developments in the surrounding area, mainly the terrace 
properties along Gladstone Terrace and the terraced houses to the south east of the site along 
Prospect Place.  The two blocks running in a relatively straight line will also follow the linear 
form of the Gladstone Terrace and Prospect Place.  
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The properties have been sited so as to give the maximum distance of separation from 
neighbouring properties whilst providing an area of private amenity space for occupants and 
room for an access road and on site parking.  
 
Impact on the Conservation Area 
 
This part of the Conservation Area is characterised by terraced housing built of red brick with 
slate roofs.  The proposed development largely reflects the prevailing character of this part of 
the Conservation Area in terms of the layout, the scale and the sympathetic choice of materials 
 
The site is well screened by the existing terrace along Gladstone Terrace, Prospect Place and 
Brook Street and will therefore not impact upon views within or outside of the Conservation 
Area. 
 
The development will not significantly detract from the character of the Conservation Area whilst 
preserving the existing character. 
 
Overlooking / loss of privacy 
 
Given the proposed site layout, orientation and positioning of fenestration together with the 
separation distances between existing and proposed dwellings the development will not have 
any significant impact on the amenities of neighbouring properties.  The applicants have paid 
particular attention to the siting and nature of window openings in the elevations facing the rear 
of the Gladstone Terrace properties.  The rear elevations within the roof only have high level 
roof lights serving en-suites and bedroom accommodation ensuring no significant levels of 
overlooking.  

 
There are no side openings to the terraced blocks; therefore, due to the nature of the mature 
trees to the boundary to Little Gonerby House and levels of separation this eliminates any 
possibility of overlooking or loss of privacy to this neighbouring dwelling and those adjacent 
along Prospect Place.  
 
Loss of light / overshadowing 
  
The first of the terrace blocks is a distance of 20m from the rear of Nos. 20 & 21, Lodge Way 
and 16m from the rear of the closest properties along Gladstone Terrace.  This can also be said 
of the second block which is also a distance of approximately 18m from the Gladstone Terrace 
properties.  Given the proposed site layout and distances between the existing and proposed 
dwellings, there will be no significant loss of light /overshadowing. 
 
Impact on mature trees 
 
Regarding the overall impact on mature trees to the boundary of Little Gonerby House, the 
access road is to be constructed by a no dig method.  This can be achieved without affecting 
the root systems of the trees and a planning condition is recommended requiring an exclusion 
zone around any retained trees within the site.  Although a level of green space and vegetation 
will be lost a scheme of landscaping and planting will be required through the attachment of a 
condition to help the development assimilate with its surroundings and reduce its overall impact.  
 
Impacts of traffic, access and parking 
 
The access arrangements have been amended with four as opposed to two units being 
accessed from Prospect Place.  Due to the history of the existence of various garages owned by 
the applicant and accessed from Prospect Place it is considered that the anticipated vehicular 
movements will not increased to an unacceptable level as a result of the proposed 
development.  
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This additional access has also enabled the applicant to provide pedestrian connectivity to 
Manthorpe Road / Brook Street.  
 
The Local Highway Authority has been consulted about the proposed development and has 
raised no objection to the proposal in terms of parking, visibility and access arrangements which 
will serve this number of dwellings.  It is therefore considered that the proposed development 
will be detrimental to highway safety.  
 
Other Matters 
 
Representations have been received regarding land ownership matters and rights of way.  The 
applicant has submitted ownership information to the authority which conforms to the submitted 
ownership certificates and red site outline. Rights of Way are not a material planning 
consideration and are Civil Matters to be resolved between all concerned parties. 
 
Issues have been raised regarding house de-valuation, neighbour disputes and damage to 
property but these again are not material planning considerations.  
 
 
Crime and Disorder Implications 
 
It is considered that the proposed development will not have any detrimental crime and disorder 
implications.  
 
 
Human Rights Implications 
 
It should be noted that Article 6 (Right to fair decision making) and Article 8 (Right to private 
family life and home) will be taken into account in determining this application 
 
It is considered that no other relevant Article will be breached. 
 
 
Conclusion  
 
Accordingly, having due regard to all the relevant planning considerations set out in this report 
this application is recommended for approval.  
 
 
SUMMARY OF REASON(S) FOR APPROVAL 
 
The proposed development would in principle be in line with the aims of Policies SP1 and H1 of 
the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (2010).  The proposed development by reason of its 
scale and design would be in keeping with the character of the locality and would have any 
significantly overbearing, overshadowing or overlooking impacts on adjoining properties.  The 
development would not be detrimental to highway safety or be significantly detrimental to the 
natural and water environment, heritage assets or archaeological interests.  It is considered that 
the levels of traffic likely to be generated by the proposed development would not give rise to 
levels of noise and disturbance that would be significantly detrimental to the residential 
amenities of existing surrounding properties.  It is therefore considered that the proposal is also 
in accordance with national planning guidance contained in the National Planning Policy 
Framework and Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (2010) and that there 
are no material considerations which indicate otherwise although conditions have been 
attached. 
 
In reaching this decision the Local Planning Authority has worked with the applicants at the pre-
application stage and at the formal application stage in relation to addressing issues in respect 
of impacts on highway safety and visual and residential amenities.  As such it is considered that 
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the decision is in accordance with paragraphs 186 -187 of the National Planning Policy 
Framework. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   That the development be Approved subject to condition(s) 
 

1. No development shall commence until final details of the materials to be used in the 
construction of external walls and roofs have been submitted to and agreed in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority.  Only the agreed materials shall be used in the 
development. 
 
Reason: To ensure a satisfactory appearance to the development and in accordance 
with Saved Policy EN1 of the South Kesteven Local Plan. 
 

2. The surface and foul water drainage for the development hereby approved shall be 
constructed in accordance with the details as shown on drawing number PMGT/12/003 
dated 25 October 2012. 
Note:  The Lorgester and soakaway units need to be of a suitable construction to sustain 
the weight of vehicular traffic. 
 

3. The development hereby approved shall be constructed in accordance with the hard and 
soft landscaping details as shown on drawing number PMVC/12/001 received on 13th 
September 2013. 
 

4. The boundary treatments for the development hereby approved shall be erected and 
maintained thereafter in accordance with the details as shown on drawing number 
PMVC/12/001 received on 13th September 2013. 
 

5. Before development is commenced on site all existing trees shown on the approved plan 
shall be fenced off to the limit of their branch spread.  No works (including removal of 
earth), storage of materials, vehicular movements or siting of temporary buildings shall 
be permitted within these protected areas. 
 
Reason: To prevent unnecessary damage to existing trees. 
 

6. Before the dwellings are occupied, the access and turning space shall be completed in 
accordance with the approved plan, drawing number PMVC/12/001 received on 13th 
September 2013, and retained for that use thereafter. 
 
Reason:To ensure safe access to the site and each dwelling/building in the interests of 
residential amenity, convenience and safety, and in accordance with Policy EN1 in the 
Saved Policies of the South Kesteven Local Plan. 
 

7. The access from Gladstone Terrace shall be constructed in accordance with the details 
as shown on drawing number PMGT/12/003 dated 25 October 2012. 
 

8. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following 
list of approved plans submitted as part of the application: 
 
Drawing Number AS1504/1 received on 19th October 2009 
Drawing Number M/08/06 received on 28th October 2009 
Plan number DB/LCS/12/009 received on 13th September 2013 
Drawing Number PMVC/12/001 received on 13th September 2013 
 
Reason: To define the permission and for the avoidance of doubt. 
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Note(s) to Applicant 
1. Prior to the submission of details for any access works within the public highway, please 

contact the Divisional Highways Manager (Lincolnshire County Council) on 01522 
782070 for application, specification and construction information. 

2. You are advised that the application site falls within an area affected by Radon. You are 
asked to contact the Council’s Building Control section (telephone number 01476 
406187) to ascertain the level of protection required and whether a geological 
assessment is necessary. 

3. This road is a private road and will not be adopted as Highway Maintainable at the 
Public Expense (under the Highways Act 1980) and as such the liability for maintenance 
rests with the frontagers. 

 

 

* * * * * 
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Site Location Plan 

Ref S13/2448 

Proposal 

Section 73 Application to Vary Conditions 4 (Landscaping),  5 (Boundary 
Treatments), 7 (Access and Turning) & 9 (Amended Drawing) of S09/2454 for 
the erection of 5 dwellings with associated access roads 

Location Land R/o 13 - 23 Gladstone Terrace, Grantham 

 

© South Kesteven District Council (2013) - Licence No. 100018662 
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SP1 S13/2101/FULL   Target Decision Date: 
Committee Date: 

17-Dec-2013 
10-Dec-2013   

 

Applicant Community Assets, South Kesteven District Council Council Offices, 
St Peters Hill, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 6PZ 

Agent Geoff Carter Architects Mohan Business Centre, Tamworth Road, Long 
Eaton, NG10 1JG 

Proposal Build 2no. one bedroom flats and associated parking 

Location Between 53 and 55, Thames Road, Grantham, NG31 7SP 

App Type Full Planning Permission 

Parish(es) Grantham 

Reason for 
Referral to 
Committee 

The Council is the applicant 

Recommendation 
Summary 

Approval subject to conditions. 

 
Key Issues 
 

• Accordance with national and local policy. 

• Impact on amenities of occupiers of neighboring dwellings. 

• Impact on pathways. 
 
Technical Documents Submitted with the Application 
 

• Design and Access Statement 

• Contaminated land Questionnaire. 
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REPORT 
 
 

Application Category 
 
The application is categorised as an ‘MINOR’ type of application. 
 
 
Reason for Referral to Committee 
 
The application has been referred to the Committee as the Council is the applicant. 
 
 
The Proposal 
 
This application seeks permission to construct a two storey building with a one bedroomed flat 
on each floor.  Three car parking spaces are proposed with access off Thames Road. 
 
 
The Application Site and its Surroundings 
 
The application site comprises an area of open land between Nos 53 and 55 Thames Road.  
The land is surfaced and provides a link to footways running to the front of the row of terraced 
dwellings backing onto to Thames Road. Historically, the site appears to be open land used for 
parking and informal play. 
 
 
Relevant Site History 
 
The site has no planning history. 
 
 
Policy Considerations 
 
National Policy 
National Planning Policy Framework 
 
Section 1 – Building a Strong Economy. 
Section 6 – Delivering a Wide Choice of High Quality Homes. 
Section 7 - Requiring Good Design. 
 
South Kesteven Core Strategy 
 
Policy EN1 – Protection and Enhancement of the Character of the District. 
 
 
Consultation Responses Received 
 
Planning Policy - has stated that the proposal accords with Core Strategy Policies SP1 (Spatial 
Strategy), H1 (Residential Development) and the need to meet the housing needs of the 
community. There is therefore no objection to the development subject to relevant issues under 
policy EN1 being addressed. 
 
The District Archaeologist - has stated that the application does not affect any known 
archaeological sites and therefore no archaeological intervention is required. 
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The Highway Authority - has recommended conditions relating to the provision of parking and 
turning, details of drainage and an informative drawing attention to the need to contact the Area 
Surveyor for details of any access works within the highway.                                               
 
 
Representations as a Result of Publicity 
 
The application has been advertised in accordance with the adopted Statement of Community 
Involvement. The period for receipt of representations does not expire until 13 December 2013, 
two letters received up to the time of writing this report are summarised below: 
 

• The development will impede access for emergency services. 

• Property values will be reduced. 

• Noise and disturbance. 

• Access through the site and to the pathways serving the front of the properties will be 
blocked. 

• Out of keeping. 

• Views will be adversely affected. 

• Loss of street light. 

• Loss of privacy. 
 
Officer Evaluation 
 
The principle of the development is acceptable, additional housing will be a valuable addition to 
community needs. 
 
The building will be in line with those to its north (No 55) and south (No 53) and any adverse 
impact on these properties is unlikely to be significant. There is sufficient separation distance 
(18.5 metres) to the dwelling to the rear and west (No 71) for amenities and privacy of the 
occupiers of this dwelling not to be affected. 
 
The design of the building differs from the existing rows of terraced properties, but would not be 
out of keeping in this setting. 
 
The main issue in the consideration of this application is that the existing pathway serving the 
front of the row of terraced properties (Nos 43 to 53) to the south of the application site remains 
unobstructed. To this end the scheme has been revised to allow for a 2 metre wide access strip 
immediately to the north of No 53. 
 
 
Crime and Disorder  
 
It is considered that the development would not result in any significant adverse crime and 
disorder implications. 
 
 
Human Rights Implications 
 
Articles 6 (Right to fair decision making) and Article 8 (Right to private family life and home) of 
the Human Rights Act have been taken into account in making this recommendation. 
 
It is considered that no relevant Article of that act will be breached. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
In the circumstances where the proposal accords with national and local policy approval is 
recommended subject to conditions relating to time, materials, turning, parking and drainage 
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and any other conditions considered necessary arising from the consultation process providing 
no representations are received which in the opinion of the Head of Development in 
consultation with the Chairman and Vice Chairman would require reconsideration of the 
application by Development Control Committee. 
 

 
SUMMARY OF REASON(S) FOR APPROVAL 
 
The proposal by reason of its size, siting and design will not impact upon the amenities of the 
area or occupiers of neighbouring properties, or highway safety, and is compliant with Core 
Strategy Policy SP1 (Spatial Strategy), H1 (Residential Development) and National Planning 
Policy Framework (March 2012) Section 1 (Building a Strong and Competitive Economy), 
Section 6 (Delivering a Wide Choice of High Quality Homes) and Section 7 (Requiring Good 
Design). 
 
In reaching the decision the Council has worked with the applicant in a positive and proactive 
manner by determining the application without undue delay.  As such it is considered that the 
decision is in accordance with paras 186 -187 of the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   That the development be Approved subject to condition(s) 
 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be commenced before the expiration of three 
years from the date of this permission. 
 
Reason: To comply with Section 91 (as amended) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990. 
 

2. No development shall commence until final details of the materials to be used in the 
construction of external walls and roofs have been submitted to and agreed in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority.  Only the agreed materials shall be used in the 
development. 
 
Reason: To ensure a satisfactory appearance to the development and in accordance 
with Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

3. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following 
list of approved plans submitted as part of the application: 
 
1. Drawing No: 1807/3/PO1 Rev A received on 22 October 2013. 
2. Drawing No: 1807/3/PO2 Rev A received on 21 October 2013. 
3. Drawing No: 1807/3/PO3 Rev A. received on 21 October 2013 
4. Drawing No: 1807/3/PO1 Rev A. 
 
Reason: To define the permission and for the avoidance of doubt. 
 

4. No development shall take place until there has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the local planning authority a plan indicating the positions, design, materials 
and type of boundary treatment to be erected.  The boundary treatment shall be 
completed before [the use hereby permitted is commenced] or [before the building(s) 
is/are occupied] or [in accordance with a timetable agreed in writing with the local 
planning authority].  Development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 
details. 
 
Reason:  To provide a satisfactory appearance by screening rear gardens from public 
view and in the interests of the privacy and amenity of the occupants of the proposed 
dwellings and in accordance with Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core 
Strategy (July 2010). 
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5. Before the dwelling(s) is/are occupied, the access and turning space shall be completed 
in accordance with the approved  drawing number 1807/3/PO2 Rev A dated 21 October 
2013, and retained for that use thereafter. 
 
Reason: To ensure safe access to the site and each dwelling/building in the interests of 
residential amenity, convenience and safety and to allow vehicles to enter and leave the 
highway in forward gear in the interests of highway safety. 
 

6. No development shall take place before the detailed design of the arrangements for 
surface water drainage has been agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority and 
no building shall be occupied before it is connected to the agreed drainage system. 
 
Reason: To ensure that surface water run-off from the development will not adversely 
affect, by reason of flooding, the safety, amenity and commerce of the 
occupants/residents/users of the site 

 
Note(s) to Applicant 

1. Prior to the submission of details for any access works within the public highway you 
must contact the Divisional Highways Manager on 01522 782070 for application, 
specification and construction information. 

 

 

* * * * * 
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Site Location Plan 

Ref S13/2101 

Proposal Build 2no. one bedroom flats and associated parking 

Location Between 53 and 55, Thames Road, Grantham, NG31 7SP 

 

© South Kesteven District Council (2013) - Licence No. 100018662 



43 

 

 
SP2 S13/1640/FULL   Target Decision Date: 

Committee Date: 
17-Sep-2013 
10-Dec-2013   

 

Applicant Alliance Trust Pensions Ltd C/o Agent 

Agent Mr Jeff Gillett, The Gillett Macleod Partnership 1, High Road, Old 
Eastcote, Pinner, London, HA5 2EW 

Proposal Demolition of existing factory units and erection of 4 two bed 
terraced houses and a three storey office development 

Location 38, East Street, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 6QW 

App Type Full Planning Permission 

Parish(es) Grantham 

Reason for 
Referral to 
Committee 

The application has been referred to Committee as it is considered to be 
locally significant.  
 

Recommendation 
Summary 

Approval subject to conditions. 

 
Key Issues 
 

• Accordance with national and local policy. 

• Impact on amenities of occupiers of neighboring dwellings. 

• Highway Safety. 
 
Technical Documents Submitted with the Application 
 

• Design and Access Statement. 

• Contaminated Land Risk Assessment. 

• Protected species Survey. 

• Health and Safety Plan (Demolition). 
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Addendum to planning application S13/1640  
 
This application was deferred from the meeting held on 29 October 2013 for the following 
reasons: 
 

• Consultations with the Fire Brigade. 

• A plan showing a scale model of a car using a car parking/turning space. 

• Clarity on the use of the use of the proposed offices. 

• Details of how vehicles will enter and exit the site. 

• A full report from the Highways authority. 

• A further site inspection (particularly for those members who were unable to attend the 
previous visit). 

 
1. FIRE BRIGADE  

 
Members Concern 

 
Members expressed concern that the Fire Brigade had not been consulted.  
 
Officer Comments 
 
There is no statutory requirement to consult the Fire Brigade which receive a weekly list 
of planning applications and would have commented on the application if it had any 
observations.  Nonetheless, as requested, the Fire Brigade was specifically consulted on 
the application; it has no objections to the development.  The Fire Brigade’s comments 
are reiterated below: 
 
“I refer to the planning application reference S13/1640.  The Fire Authority do not object 
to the application. 

 
Approved Document B, Building Regulations 2000, Section 16 Vehicle Access B5 
indicates the access requirements; 

 
Buildings not fitted with fire mains 
16.2 There should be vehicle access for a pump appliance to small buildings (those of 
up to 2000 square metres) with a top storey up to 11 metres above ground level) to 
either: 
a. 15% of the perimeter; or 
b. within 45 metres of every point on the projected plan area (or footprint) of the building; 

 
Access can be gained to both the housing and the office accommodation from an 
appliance parked on the road.  There would not therefore be any necessity for a fire 
appliance to travel under the proposed archway to deal with any incident involving either 
of the premises proposed within this application.  

 
Additionally, if we were called to an incident within the car parking area we would again 
deal with this from an appliance parked on the road”. 
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2. HIGHWAY AUTHORITY  
 

Members Concern 
 

Members expressed concern that the highway authority has not provided an explanation 
why it found the development acceptable.  
 
Officer Comments 
 
The Highway Authority has stated “The site is close enough to the services, facilities and 
transport hubs within the town centre for there not to be a requirement for on-site car 
parking.  The proposed car parking for the residential and office elements (8 spaces in 
total) is therefore supplementary and acceptable and to request additional parking would 
be unreasonable. 

 
The applicant has demonstrated through the submission of an electronic swept path 
(Drawing No: 12/2685/9 REV C) that the site can be accessed safely, and vehicles can 
be turned within the site to allow forward exit. 

 
There are therefore no highway reasons to resist this development which could be 
supported at appeal”. 

 
3. INGRESS/EGRESS/TURNING AREA/DISTURBANCE 

 
Members Concern 

 
Members were unclear as to how the parking areas were accessed off East Street, 
whether there was sufficient turning space within the site, and impact of disturbance on 
residents directly opposite the entry point.  
 
Officer Comments 
 
The agent has provided an electronic swept path indicating access/egress and turning 
within the site.  The details have been examined by the Highways Authority and are 
acceptable as cited above. 
 
Access and egress will be concentrated at one point.  This is unlikely to result in any 
significant disturbance to the occupiers of the dwelling directly opposite the access point.  
Any disturbance has to be balanced against the previous commercial use of the site 
where vehicular movements/activity would have been greater than that of the proposed 
use. In these circumstances it would be unreasonable to refuse planning permission for 
these reasons. 
 

4. PARKING 
 

Members Concern 
 

Level of onsite parking for the proposed office element.  Further clarity was requested on 
the office use. 
 
Officer Comments 
 
The Highway Authority does not require any provision for parking in a town centre 
location; see its comments cited above.  The agent has submitted a revised drawing (No 
12/2685/1 Rev F) which indicates the allocation of spaces between the residential and 
office elements of the scheme to avoid conflict between users. 
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The agent has confirmed that the office element will; be marked as a single office use 
and allocated four parking spaces. 
 

5. REPLACE THE OFFICE ELEMENT 
 

Members Concerns 
 
Members enquired about the possibility of a solely residential scheme, as they 
considered the current scheme to circumvent the requirement for developer 
contributions. 
 
Officer Comments 
 
The applicant has asked for the application to be determined as submitted, and has 
indicted that an appeal would be lodged in the event of a refusal with an application for 
costs.  
 
A condition is proposed to ensure that the offices can only be converted to dwellings with 
planning permission and not benefitting from any current or future permitted 
development rights.  In that case, in accordance with the Developer Contribution SPD, 
the need for the whole development to provide the affordable housing would have to be 
taken into account.  However, that would be dependant upon the viability of the whole 
scheme to support such a contribution. 
 

6. PUBLICITY 
 

Members Concern 
 
At the meeting held on 29 October 2013 Members expressed concern that the 
application had been reported to Committee before the period of receipt for 
representations had expired. 
 
Officer Comments 
 
At the time of the 29 October Committee meeting the application had been re-advertised 
following receipt of amended drawings detailing the design changes recommended by 
the Principal Conservation Officer; the substance of the scheme remained essentially 
unaltered.  No further representations from neighbours have been received. 
 
It is not unreasonable to request the Development Control Committee to consider an 
application before the expiration of the consultation exercise and subject to no material 
considerations being raised determine the application once the consultation period has 
expired. 

 
 

CONCLUSION 
 

This application has been assessed across a number of material issues and due regard 
and weight has been given to all the relevant policies, consultee responses, and relevant 
comments made by other parties. 

 
The proposal is considered to be acceptable in terms of impact on the street scene, 
amenities of the occupiers of neighbouring dwellings and on highway safety.  There are 
no justifiable grounds for refusal.  It is therefore recommended that the application be 
approved subject to conditions. 
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Report 
 
Application Category  
 
The application is categorised as an ‘MINOR’ type of application 
 
 
Reason for Referral to Committee 
 
The application has been referred to Committee as it is considered to be locally significant.  
 
 
The Proposal 
 
The proposal is for full planning permission to demolish two vacant factory units and replace 
them with a terrace of four two storey dwellings (with accommodation in the roof space), and a 
three storey office building.  Parking will be provided to the rear of the development, accessed 
through a tunnel between the residential and office elements. 
 
 
The application site and its surroundings 
 
The application site covers an area 718 m2 and is located on the south side of East Street, and 
some 25 metres to the west of Castlegate which forms the eastern boundary of the Grantham 
Conservation Area.  Immediately to the west of the site is a three/four storey office development 
granted permission in 1991 (SK/1269/91).  The eastern boundary of the site is adjacent to a row 
of four brick built terraced properties. 
 
Directly opposite the site and to its north are rows of existing three storied terraced properties, 
and a more recent three storey residential redevelopment of the former Kwik Save site 
(S06/0552).  Immediately to the rear (south) of the application site lies a residential 
development which involved the conversion of former offices (S02/0565). 
 
 
Statutory Consultees. 
 
The Highway Authority has no objections. 
 
The Environmental Health Officer has recommended conditions which require an assessment of 
contamination, with any necessary remedial measures to be carried out prior to the 
commencement of development. 
 
The Principal Conservation Officer had recommended revisions to the design/materials of the 
roofs of the dwellings and further assessment on the historic significance of the larger unit to be 
demolished.  Comments on any further revisions will be reported to the Committee in the late 
items paper or verbally on the day.  
 
The District Archaeologist has recommended a condition which requires an archaeological 
evaluation to be carried out so that mitigation measures can be taken to preserve any remains. 
 
The Planning Policy Section has stated that the proposal will involve the loss of existing 
employment floorspace but that is of a configuration and age that is not attractive to those 
seeking employment premises in Grantham, and its loss in any case will be compensated by the 
provision of an office block on part of the site.  The proposal is therefore considered to be in 
accordance with Core Strategy policies SP1, H1 and E1 which support proposals for new 
residential and employment/commercial development within Grantham. 
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Representations as a result of publicity 
 
Neighbours were reconsulted following the receipt of amended drawings. Representations (4 in 
total) have been received from the occupiers of dwellings in East Street and George Street. The 
objections can be summarised as follows: 
 

• The height of the proposed development will result in the loss of daylight, and loss of sun 
to solar panels installed on a property. 

• Loss of privacy through overlooking. 

• Nuisance caused by car headlights exiting the proposed access. 

• The proposed layout will encroach onto an already narrow footpath. 

• Loss of a parking space for a local resident. 

• Possible impact on a dividing boundary wall. 

• Differing land levels with adjacent properties on George Street need to be taken into 
account. 

 
 
Site History 
 
There is no relevant planning history for the site. 
 
 
Policy Considerations 
 
National Planning Policy Framework 
 
Section 1: Building a strong, competitive economy. 
 
Section 4: Promoting sustainable transport. 
 
Section 6: Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes. 
 
Section 7: Requiring Good Design 
 
Local Policy 
 
Policy SP1: (Spatial Strategy) of the South Kesteven Core Strategy (2010). 
 
Policy EN1: (Protection and Enhancement) of the South Kesteven Core Strategy (2010). 
 
Policy H1: (Residential Development) of the South Kesteven Core Strategy (2010). 
 
 
Key Issues 
 
The main issues that need to be taken into account in considering this application are: 
 

1. The Principle. 
 
The proposal is in accordance with the sustainable development principles of Sections 1, 4, 6 
and 7 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), and Core Strategy policies SP1, H1 
and E1 which support proposals for new residential and employment/commercial development 
within Grantham. 
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2. Impact on Amenities. 
 

The larger of the existing vacant units along the eastern boundary of the site is flat roofed and 
approximately level with the ridge of the row of terraced dwellings adjacent.  The smaller vacant 
unit on the other boundary has a pitched roof (with a flat roofed side extension) is somewhat 
lower but on rising land.  The submitted scheme provides for a row of four terraced dwellings 
which are two storeys high with accommodation in a mansard roof space (rooflights to the front 
and flat roofed dormers to the rear).  
 
The separation distance between the rear wall of the dwellings proposed and the rear of the 
dwellings on George Street directly to the rear of the application site will be approximately 18 
metres at the nearest point, and 22 metres at the furthest.  At the front, on East Street, the 
development will be set approximately 1.5 metres at the nearest point to the footpath.  It should 
be noted that the largest of the existing factory units is set immediately to the back of the 
footpath. 

 
The Council has no adopted standards relating to separation distances. In the instance of this 
application the separation distances of around 18/22 metres at the rear is adequate in 
preserving amenities.  To the front the separation distances from the dwellings across the road 
will be some 11 metres at the nearest point, again this is not an unacceptable separation in a 
traditional terraced setting. 

 
The ridge levels of the proposed development will be approximately in line with the buildings on 
either side of the application site, and will be somewhat lower in part than the three storey 
development allowed opposite. 

 
3. Highway Parking and Parking. 

  
A parking space for each dwelling is proposed, and four spaces in total for the offices use.  The 
dwellings are linked to three storey offices with an entrance in between to provide access to 
parking for both uses to the rear.   
 
The Highway Authority has no objections to the proposals, it has recommended 
conditions/informative which are listed in the recommendation.  Four car parking spaces are 
provided for the proposed dwellings and another four for the proposed offices – a total of eight 
spaces for the development.  It should be noted that this is a town centre location where the 
Highway Authority is satisfied with the proposed parking provision, the principle of which is also 
in accordance with the government’s objectives of sustainable development.  The site is well 
served by public transport and therefore the proposed level of parking is appropriate for this 
location. 
 
In addition, the Welham Street and Conservative Club pay and display car parks are 
approximately 200 metres away and within close walking distance of the site. 
 
 
Responses to consultations 
 

• Loss of Light. 
 
Given that the proposed development will not be higher than the existing buildings, will 
be set back from the footpath and will have a smaller footprint than the existing 
development, the proposed development will have a lesser impact on light. 

 

• Loss of Privacy  
 

The proposed development will have a different impact on neighbours than the previous 
light industrial use.  There will, as a matter of course, be a degree of overlooking 
between buildings across East Street through windows.  The issue is whether the 
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impacts are at a level which is unacceptable.  A separation distance across the street of 
at least 11 metres is acceptable in a traditional setting, and consequentially there would 
not be any unacceptable loss of privacy. 
 

• Encroachment onto the Footpath. 
 

The proposed development will not be higher than the existing units on the site, and will 
be set further back and away from the footpath by at least 1.5 metres at the nearest 
point than the existing buildings.  There will therefore be no encroachment.  The siting of 
the development near the front of the site is necessary to maintain the traditional 
appearance and setting of the street scene. 
 

• Vehicular Activity. 
 
Vehicular access to the site will be through the development via a passage and opposite 
No 7 East Street.  Vehicular activity will be concentrated at this point and will have some 
impact in terms of disturbance to the occupiers of dwellings directly opposite.  The 
additional activity needs to be balanced against that associated with the previous 
industrial use, and a tyre repair business in particular.  In comparison, the proposed use 
would not result in additional disturbance. 
 

• Loss of Parking space 
 

The loss of a motorcycle parking space (agreed by private arrangement) for a local 
resident is not a material planning consideration. 
 

• Impact on Dividing Boundary Wall. 
 

The agents have confirmed that the boundary wall between 50 George Street and the 
application site will be taken down and rebuilt to a height of 2 metres along the boundary 
with No 50, and to a height of 3.8 metres within the application site.  Although essentially 
a private matter between the relevant parties the rebuilding of the wall will maintain 
screening and privacy. 

 

• Differing Land Levels. 
 

A submitted drawing (No 12/2685/5A) shows in cross-section the relationship and land 
levels between George Street and East Street.  This shows that there is a difference in 
land levels of just less than two metres between the application site and the dwelling in 
George Street.  As mentioned above, there is sufficient separation between the buildings 
on George and East Streets (about 20 metres) not to adversely impact on amenities.  
The drop in land levels is also to the benefit of the existing dwellings as the proposed 
development will be set lower in the ground. 

 
 
Affordable Housing Requirement. 
 
The proposed development is below five residential units, a target that triggers the Council’s 
requirement for affordable housing or a commuted sum. 
 
Recent changes introduced by government allow for the possibility for a change of use of office 
accommodation to residential.  To avoid a circumvention of the Council’s affordable housing 
policy it is recommended that the permitted developments rights which allow a change of use 
from offices to dwellings are removed. 
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Other Matters 
 
There were no other relevant matters at the time of writing. 
 
 
Crime and Disorder Implications 
 
The site appears to raise no concerns relating to crime and disorder. 
 
 
Human Rights Implications 
 
It should be noted that Article 6 (Right to fair decision making) and Article 8 (Right to private 
family life and home) will be taken into account in determining this application 
 
It is considered that no other relevant Article will be breached. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
In the circumstances where the proposal accords with national and local policy approval is 
recommended subject to conditions mentioned in the report and any other conditions 
considered necessary arising from the consultation/publicity process providing no 
representations are received which in the opinion of the Head of Development in consultation 
with the Chairman and Vice Chairman would require reconsideration of the application by 
Development Control Committee. 
 
 
SUMMARY OF REASON(S) FOR APPROVAL 
 
In summary, the proposal is in accordance with national and local planning policy and guidance, 
and precedent has been set in allowing development similar residential development in the 
vicinity. The development of this site is considered to be an improvement in visual and impact 
terms. In this instance adverse impacts on the amenities of the occupiers of neighbouring 
dwellings are not such as to warrant refusal. Approval is therefore recommended subject to 
conditions. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   That the development be Approved subject to condition(s) 
 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be commenced before the expiration of three 
years from the date of this permission. 
 
Reason: To comply with Section 91 (as amended) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990. 
 

2. Before the dwelling(s) is/are occupied, the access and turning space shall be completed 
in accordance with the approved plan, drawing number 12/2685/1c Rev C received on 
14 August 2013 and retained for that use thereafter. 
 
Reason: To ensure safe access to the site and each dwelling/building in the interests of 
residential amenity, convenience and safety and to allow vehicles to enter and leave the 
highway in forward gear in the interests of highway safety. 
 

3. No development shall take place before the detailed design of the arrangements for 
surface water drainage has been agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority and 
no building shall be occupied before it is connected to the agreed drainage system. 
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Reason: To ensure that surface water run-off from the development will not adversely 
affect, by reason of flooding, the safety, amenity and commerce of the 
occupants/residents/users of the site. 
 

4. No development shall commence until final details of the materials to be used in the 
construction of external walls and roofs have been submitted to and agreed in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority.  Only the agreed materials shall be used in the 
development. 
 
Reason: To ensure a satisfactory appearance to the development and in accordance 
with Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

5. No development shall take place until there has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the local planning authority a plan indicating the positions, design, materials 
and type of boundary treatment to be erected.  The boundary treatment shall be 
completed before [the use hereby permitted is commenced] or [before the building(s) 
is/are occupied] or [in accordance with a timetable agreed in writing with the local 
planning authority].  Development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 
details. 
 
Reason:  To provide a satisfactory appearance by screening rear gardens from public 
view and in the interests of the privacy and amenity of the occupants of the proposed 
dwellings and in accordance with Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core 
Strategy (July 2010). 
 

6. No development shall take place within the application site until the applicant has 
secured the implementation of a programme of archaeological work in accordance with a 
written scheme of investigation which has been submitted to and approved by the Local 
Planning Authority. 
 
Reason:  In order to provide a reasonable opportunity to record the history of the site 
and in accordance with Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 
2010). 
 

7. The office use hereby permitted shall be used for no other purpose including use as a 
dwelling permitted by Class J of part 3 of the Town and Country Planning (General 
Permitted Development) (Amendment) (England) order  2013, or in any provision 
equivalent to that Class in any statutory instrument revoking and re-enacting that Order 
with or without modification. 
 
Reason: Alternative residential uses would not be in accordance with the Council's 
adopted policy on affordable housing. 
 

8. The method of demolition and construction for the development shall be carried out in 
accordance with a scheme to be approved in writing with the Local Planning Authority 
prior to any development commencing. 
 
Reason:  To protect the amenities of the occupiers of neighbouring dwellings in 
accordance with Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

9. No works pursuant to this permission shall commence, unless otherwise agreed in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority, until there have been submitted to and approved 
in writing by the Local Planning Authority:  
(a)        A site investigation report assessing the ground conditions of the site and 
incorporating chemical and gas analysis identified as appropriate by the desk top study; 
and 
(b)        A detailed scheme for remedial works and measures to be undertaken to avoid 
risk from contaminants and/or gases when the site is developed and proposals for future 
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maintenance and monitoring.  Such scheme shall include nomination of a competent 
person to oversee the implementation of the works. 
 
Reason:  Previous activities associated with this site may have caused, or had the 
potential to cause, land contamination and to ensure that the proposed site 
investigations and remediation will not cause pollution in the interests of the amenities of 
the future residents and users of the development; and in accordance with Policy EN1 of 
the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010) and national guidance contained 
in the National Planning Policy Framework.   
 

10. 2. The development hereby permitted shall not be occupied or brought into use until a 
verification report has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority.  The report shall be submitted by the agreed competent person and identify 
that approved remedial works have been implemented.  The report shall include, unless 
agreed in writing: 
(a)    A complete record of remediation activities, and data collected as identified in the 
remediation scheme, to support compliance with agreed remediation objectives; 
(b)    As built drawings of the implemented scheme; 
(c)    Photographs of the remediation works in progress; and 
(d)    Certificates demonstrating that imported and/or material left in situ is free from 
contamination. 
Thereafter the scheme shall be monitored and maintained in accordance with the 
approved remediation scheme.  
 
Reason:  Previous activities associated with this site may have caused, or had the 
potential to cause, land contamination and to ensure that the proposed site 
investigations and remediation will not cause pollution in the interests of the amenities of 
the future residents and users of the development; and in accordance with Policy EN1 of 
the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010) and national guidance in the 
National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

11. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with a list of 
approved plans submitted as part of the application. 
 
Reason: To define the permission and for the avoidance of doubt. 

 
Note(s) to Applicant 

1. Prior to the submission of details for any access works within the public highway you 
must contact the Divisional Highways Manager and Street Lighting Engineer on 01522 
782070 for application, specification and construction information. 

2. This permission shall not be construed as granting rights to development on, under or 
over land not in the control of the applicant. 

3. The attached planning permission is for development which will involve building up to, or 
close to, the boundary of the site.  Your attention is drawn to the fact that, if you should 
need access to neighbouring land in another ownership in order to facilitate the 
construction of the building and its future maintenance, you are advised to obtain 
permission from the owner of such land for such access before work is commenced. 

 

 

* * * * * 
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Site Location Plan 

Ref S13/1640 

Proposal 
Demolition of existing factory units and erection of 4 two bed terraced 
houses and a three storey office development 

Location 38, East Street, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 6QW 

 

© South Kesteven District Council (2013) - Licence No. 100018662 
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RV1 S13/2827/LB   Target Decision Date: 

Committee Date: 
17-Dec-2013 
10-Dec-2013   

 

Applicant Mr & Mrs Harrish Bisnauthsing Reedmans Court, 9, St Georges Street, 
Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2BJ 

Agent David Heeley Design 11, St Leonards Street, Stamford, Lincolnshire, 
PE9 2HN 

Proposal Installation of two roof lights to rear roof slope and sliding doors 
replaced with conventional french doors with side lights. 

Location Reedmans Court, 9, St Georges Street, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 
2BJ 

App Type Listed Building Consent 

Parish(es) Stamford 

Reason for 
Referral to 
Committee 

This application has been referred to the development Control Committee 
due to the proposal being submitted by a District Councillor. 
 

Recommendation 
Summary 

It is considered that by virtue of the location, scale and design the 
proposed roof lights there will be minimal visual impact on this Grade 2 
Listed Building and will be well integrated into the street scene context of 
the surrounding area.  There would be no detrimental impact on the 
residential amenities of the occupiers of nearby dwellings or on the 
surrounding Conservation Area.  The Conservation Officer has indicated 
the scheme is acceptable subject to a condition being imposed regarding 
the use of 'Conservation' type roof lights. 
 
It is therefore considered that the proposal is in accordance with NPPF 
Sections 11 and 12 and Policies SP1 and EN1 of the South Kesteven 
Core Strategy.  There are no material considerations that indicate 
otherwise, although conditions have been attached. 

 
Key Issues 
 

• Impact on the existing Grade 2 Listed building/street scene, 

• Impact on the residential amenities of neighbouring occupiers 

 
Technical Documents Submitted with the Application 
 

• Design and access statement  

• Existing and proposed french doors  

• Existing and proposed roof and section plan  

• Existing elevation and section plan  

• Listing  

• Proposed elevation and section plan  

• Survey and general works plan  
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REPORT 
 
Application Category 
 
This application is categorised as a minor application. 
 
 
Reason for Referral to Committee 
 
This application has been referred to the development Control Committee due to the proposal 
being submitted by a District Councillor. 
 
 
The Proposal 
 
The Proposal is to install two roof lights on the rear single storey roof slope to the 1980’s 
extension and replace modern sliding doors with conventional French doors with side lights.  
The scheme will have a minimal visual impact on the Conservation Area and the proposal will 
be compatible with the surrounding residential development.  With regard to impact on the 
building the Conservation Officer has indicated he has no objections to the scheme. 
 
 
The application site and its surroundings 
 
The dwelling is a three storey mid terraced cottage on the east side of George Street.  It is a 
Grade 2 Listed Building in stone with Colly Weston slate mansard roof and sits on the back 
edge of the pavement in the heart of the Stamford Conservation Area.  The rear of the site 
which is a public car park is the only location that the site can be viewed with glimpses of the 
rear of the property but the roof lights will have little or no impact on the visual amenities of the 
area and the sliding doors replaced with french doors whilst having no public impact will improve 
this elevation. 
 
 
Site History 
 
The site history relating to this property, in terms of known applications, goes back to 1978 with 
the most recent in 1999 which was Listed Building Consent for alterations to the building 
granted in April 1999.  However none of these applications are particularly relevant to the 
current proposal. 
 
 
Planning Considerations 
 
National Policy 
 
NPPF Section 11 – Conserving and Enhancing the Natural Environment. 
 
NPPF Section 12 – Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment. 
 
South Kesteven Core Strategy 
 
Policy SP1 - Spatial Strategy.  
 
Policy EN1- Protection and Enhancement of the Character of the District.  This is a general 
policy containing a list of criteria which seeks to preserve and enhance the visual quality and 
amenity of the built and countryside environments and criteria 2, 3, 4, 5 and 10 refer in this case 
relating to, local distinctiveness and sense of place, historic character, patterns and attributes of 
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the landscape, the layout and scale of buildings and designed spaces, the quality and character 
of the built fabric and visual intrusion.    
 
 
Representations Received 
 
Town Council – No objections but suggest that the window frames should be dark colour finish 
to blend in and be less obtrusive. 
 
Conservation Officer – No objections subject to ‘Conservation’ type roof lights are used. 
 
Stamford Civic Society – They have no objections as the roof lights cannot easily be seen from 
anywhere there is a public access. 
 
Archaeology – There is no known affect. 
 
 
Representations as a result of publicity  
 
The application has been advertised in accordance with the adopted Statement of Community 
Involvement to which no responses have been received. 
.  
 
Officer Evaluation  
 
The main issues are the impact on the existing Grade 2 Listed building/street scene and impact 
on the residential amenities of neighbouring occupiers. 
 
In terms of scale and visual impact on the existing dwelling the roof lights and sliding door 
replacement will have little or no impact.  There is no impact on the street scene as there is no 
public view of this part of the dwelling.  There is no impact on the amenities of neighbouring 
property as the roof lights are in a single storey section and boundary demarcation remains 
unaltered.  The Conservation officer has indicated that he does not wish to raise any objections 
subject to ‘Conservation’ type roof lights being used.  
 
 
Crime and Disorder Implications 
 
It is considered that the proposed development will not have any significant or detrimental crime 
and disorder implications. 
 
 
Human Rights Implications 
 
Articles 6 (Right to fair decision making) and Article 8 (Right to private family life and home) of 
the Human Rights Act have been taken into account in making this recommendation. 
 
It is considered that no relevant Article of that act will be breached. 
 
 
Summary of Reason(s) for Approval  
 
It is considered that by virtue of the location, scale and design the proposed roof lights there will 
be minimal visual impact on this Grade 2 Listed Building and will be well integrated into the 
street scene context of the surrounding area.  There would be no detrimental impact on the 
residential amenities of the occupiers of nearby dwellings or on the surrounding Conservation 
Area.  The Conservation Officer has indicated the scheme is acceptable subject a condition 
being imposed regarding the use of ‘Conservation’ type roof lights.  
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It is therefore considered that the proposal is in accordance with NPPF Sections 11 and 12 and 
Policies SP1 and EN1 of the South Kesteven Core Strategy.  There are no material 
considerations that indicate otherwise, although conditions have been attached.  
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   That the development be Approved subject to condition(s) 
 

1. The works hereby permitted shall be commenced before the expiration of three years 
from the date of this consent. 
 
Reason: To comply with Sections 18 (as amended) and 74 of the Planning (Listed 
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990. 
 

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following 
list of approved plans submitted as part of the application: 
 
Drawing Ref No: DH 13-8-04 Proposed Elevation and Section. 
Drawing Ref No: DH-13-8-05 Propose Floor Plan and Roof Section. 
 
Reason: To define the permission and for the avoidance of doubt. 

 
 

* * * * * 
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Site Location Plan 

Ref S13/2827 

Proposal 
Installation of two roof lights to rear roof slope and sliding doors replaced 
with conventional french doors with side lights. 

Location Reedmans Court, 9, St Georges Street, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2BJ 

 

© South Kesteven District Council (2013) - Licence No. 100018662 
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NB2 S13/2535/MJNF   Target Decision Date: 

Committee Date: 
06-Dec-2013 
10-Dec-2013   

 

Applicant Nick Sewell, New River Retail 37, Maddox Street, London, W15 2PP 

Agent Warren Cullen, Corstorphine & Wright Brook Hall, Brook Street, Warwick, 
CV34 4BL 

Proposal Erection of 2 non food retail units (amendments to application 
S12/1198) 

Location Former R F Witt & Sons and adjacent car park, Godsey Lane, Market 
Deeping, Peterborough, PE6 8HT 

App Type Major Full (Non-residential) 

Parish(es) Market Deeping 

Reason for 
Referral to 
Committee 

The application is considered to be locally controversial and a major 
application. 

Recommendation 
Summary 

Grant permission subject to the imposition of conditions  
 
Planning permission was refused for the erection of two units under 
reference S12/1198 because of the overbearing impact that would result.  
The height of both buildings has reduced by 1m from 5.5m to 4.5m; it is 
deemed that this reduction in height has gone far enough to allow the 
grant of permission.  In all other aspects the application remains the 
same with pedestrian links to the existing town centre and an increase in 
parking provision. 
 
Within Market Deeping there is capacity for additional non-food retail 
units, this application would address the shortfall and enhance rather 
than detract from the town centre. 
 
Following the reduction in height of the building and having regard to their 
location it is not considered that the buildings would have a significant 
detrimental impact on the amenity of neighboring properties through a 
dominating or overlooking impact.  Furthermore, the design of the 
buildings is appropriate in the context and would enhance the character 
of the area over and above the existing. 
 
The increase in vehicle movements from the units would not be 
significant and deliveries would also be acceptable and parking provision 
increase.  Controls over the hours of deliveries and noise generating 
equipment would be required.  
 
Trees worthy of retention will be incorporated within the landscaping 
scheme and possible contamination removed. 
 
The application is, therefore, deemed to comply with Core Strategy 
policies E1, E2, SP1 and EN1; emerging policy SAP8, along with 
guidance contained in the National Planning Policy Framework.        
 

 
Key Issues 
 

• Whether the units would enhance or detract from the existing town centre; 

• Impact on the character of the area and wider locality;   

• Impact on residential amenity through a dominating impact;  

• Highway safety through impacts on parking provision, vehicle movements and deliveries; 

• Impact on the environment notably existing trees and possible contamination;  
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Technical Documents Submitted with the Application 
 

• Floor plans, elevations, site layout and tree protection plans 

• Noise assessment 

• Phase 1 Desk Study Environmental Assessment 

• Transport Assessment 

• Design and Access Statement  

• Planning and Retail Statement 
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REPORT 
 
Application category  
 
The application is a major (non-residential).   
 
 
Reason for referral to Committee 
 
A previous application for a similar form of development was determined at the Development 
Control Committee (DCC), with it being a major application and one of local interest. 
 
 
The proposal 
 
The application is for the erection of two non-food retail units.  Unit 1 would be to the north of 
the site and have a floor area of 743sqm, with a maximum height of 4.5m.  Unit 2 would be to 
the south of the site and have a floor area of 929sqm, with a maximum height of 4.5m too.  
External materials for the buildings will primarily be timber cladding and glazing. 
 
 
The application site and surroundings 
 
The application site comprises two parcels of land either side of the entrance to ‘The Precinct’.  
Part of the site, where unit 2 would be sited, was the former R F Witt and Sons engineering firm, 
the building of which is now demolished and site vacant.  A number of trees surround this part 
of the site and in particular there are a number to the frontage with Godsey Lane, which are 
mature and provide a relatively attractive aspect.  To the south of the site are a number of 
residential properties including 25 and 25A Godsey Lane and properties on Dixons Lane.  
 
The land to the north of the entrance to The Precinct is a car park.  27 and 29 Godsey Lane are 
adjacent to the site along with a number of properties on Thyme Avenue; the boundaries of 
which a marked by a mixture of planting and fencing.            
 
 
Site history 
 
Planning application S12/1198/MJNF for the erection of two retail units was refused permission 
at the DCC of 26 March 2013.  The reason for refusal is reproduced below; 
 

“The development by reason of the scale, height, massing and siting of unit 1 would have a 
significantly detrimental and dominating impact upon the residential amenity of nearby 
residents and harmful to the character of the area contrary to policy EN1 of the South 
Kesteven Core Strategy (2010) and the core principles of the National Planning Policy 
Framework (2012). 
 
After debating the merits of the application at Development Control Committee, Members of 
the committee raised a fundamental objection to the application and considered that this 
could not be overcome.  As such it is considered that the decision is in accordance with 
paragraphs 186 -187 of the National Planning Policy Framework”. 

 
The application as submitted is identical to the previous application in terms of highways and 
design; however, the height of both units 1 and 2 have been reduced in height by 1m from 5.5m 
to 4.5m. 
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Policy considerations 
 
Core Strategy (Adopted July 2010) 
SP1 – Spatial Strategy  
SP3 – Sustainable Integrated Transport 
EN1 – Protection and Enhancement of the Character of the District 
EN2 - Reducing the Risk of Flooding 
EN3 - Renewable Energy Generation 
EN4 - Sustainable Construction and Design 
E1 – Employment Development 
E2 – Town Centre and Retail Development 
 
Site Allocation and Policies - Development Plan Document (DPD) 
 
SAP7 – Development within the defined Town Centres 
SAP8 – Town Centre Opportunity Areas  
 
National Planning Policy Framework  
 
1 – Building a strong, competitive economy 
2 – Ensuring the vitality of town centres  
4 - Promoting sustainable transport 
7 – Requiring good design  
10 – Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change 
11 – Conserving and enhancing the natural environment 
12 - Conserving and enhancing the historic environment  
 
 
Representations received 
 
Market Deeping Town Council (MDTC) - The observations of MTDC are reproduced below; 
 

“The Town Council welcomes the investment in retail development but there are concerns 
over the positioning of units one which was expressed in response to the previous 
application.  The Town Council is gravely concerned by the huge loss of parking that will 
come about with the erection of unit 1.  In addition, members of the public have raised 
concerns listed below”.  (Please note the concerns of members of the public are covered in 
the relevant section of this committee report)  

 
Peterborough City Council - make no observations on the application. 
 
Heritage Lincolnshire - note that the application would not affect any known sites of 
archaeological interest. 
 
The Member of Parliament for the area, Mr John Hayes - expresses concern about the 
application and feels that parking provision would be inadequate as well as that small business 
will suffer.  The end users of the units are unclear but it is likely to be national retailers at the 
expense of local/independent firms.  Whilst noting the reduction in height of the units still feels 
that neighbours will suffer through excessive noise and the close relationship with adjoining 
properties.  
 
Welland and Deepings Internal Drainage Board – note that surface water is to be discharged via 
a sewer and that they do not have any pipeline or sewer on the locality, although Anglian Water 
may have.  However, a sustainable form of surface water discharge would be more appropriate.  
 
Property and Facilities – request that a condition be added about the approval of an appropriate 
surface water drainage scheme.   
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Environmental Protection - recommend that the hours at which delivery vehicles are allowed to 
access the units is restricted to between 7am and 8pm.  The noise report did not specify what 
plant or equipment e.g. air-con units are to be installed, and a condition to ensure that any 
equipment should not exceed +5db above existing back ground noise levels is recommended.  
Furthermore, an intrusive report would be required to identify if there is any contamination of the 
land that housed the former Witt and Sons building. 
 
Tree Consultant - notes that the trees which contribute to the character of the area are to be 
retained within the scheme and, therefore, does not object to the application subject to 
conditions about the retention of trees identified within the report and mitigation to ensure that 
protection measures are in place during construction.  The submitted landscaping scheme is 
also acceptable.     
 
Planning Policy - support the application and their comments are reproduced in full below;  
 

“The application is a resubmission of a proposal for two new retail units on the site of a 
former workshop located just outside the defined town centre of Market Deeping. The 
resubmitted application seeks to address Development Management Committee 
Members concerns regarding the overall height and massing of the proposed 
buildings. In all other respects the application appears unchanged. Therefore my 
comments made about application S12/1198 dated 20th June 2012 and 8th March 
2013 are of relevance to the consideration of this revised application.  
 
The proposal is for two retail units on a brownfield site, which will front onto and utilise 
part of the town centre car park which lie just outside the town centre boundary as 
defined in the emerging Site Allocation and Policies DPD. The site benefits from good 
bus access and is in close proximity to a range of existing retail opportunities within the 
town centre. 
 
The NPPF states that planning policies should be positive, promoting competitive town 
centres and growth. The NPPF also reinforces the primary role of the town centre and 
the importance of promoting new development in the town centre. In so doing it retains 
the need to apply the sequential test to planning applications for retail development 
outside defined town centre. When considering edge of centre proposals, the NPPF 
states that preference should be given to sites which are accessible and well 
connected to the town centre. (Paragraphs 23 – 27 apply) 
 
The councils adopted Core Strategy promotes development which helps to maintain 
and support the role of the market towns (SP1), and seeks to strengthen, regenerate 
and promote the vitality and viability of the town centres (E2). Policy E2 also 
establishes that preference will be given to retail uses located within the defined town 
centre, and in conformity with the NPPF requires a sequential approach to be followed 
for proposals for retail development in locations outside the town centre. Policies SAP7 
and SAP8 of the emerging Site Allocation and Policies DPD also reflect National and 
Strategic policy requirements  
 
In 2010 the Council commissioned NLP to prepare a retail needs and town centre 
study (South Kesteven Retail Needs and Town Centre Study (SKRN)) for the district. 
This report identified a potential unmet capacity within Market Deeping for an 
additional 2,300 sqm of retail floorspace in the town by 2016. It also identified that 
there was a considerable amount of expenditure leakage from the town centre to other 
town centres. Despite this Market Deeping town centre retains a good range of small 
local retailers and is a small but vibrant town centre. 
 
The application proposal is supported by a Planning and Retail Statement (PRS), 
which considers the compliance of the scheme with national and local policy, and the 
potential impact the proposal will have on expenditure and turnover within the centre. It 
should be noted that the floorspace figures used in the PRS differ within that report 
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and therefore do not always agree with the floorspace figures shown on the planning 
application form and in the Design and Access statement. (both of which show that the 
proposals is for total net floorspace of 1672 sq m (or 18,000sq ft)). This matter was 
clarified as part of the previous application, therefore, I have assumed that the 
floorspace proposed is that set out on the application form. This should however be 
confirmed by the applicant before the application is determined. The Council’s own 
Retail Capacity Study (NLP report 2010) demonstrates that there will be capacity for 
an additional 2,300sqm of retail floorspace by 2016. There is therefore capacity within 
the town centre to support the floorspace proposed.  
 
Having reviewed the PRS I am satisfied that the applicant has applied the sequential 
assessment required by both Core Strategy policy E2  and the NPPF, as such there 
would appear to be no other more suitable sites available to meet the floorspace 
requirements of the proposed development.  
 
The PRS also considers the potential impact the proposal may have on the existing 
centre. (Although NPPF only requires this for developments of 2,500sq m or more). 
Again, I am satisfied that, using the assumptions and data within this report and the 
SKRNS relating to expenditure, turnover and catchment draw, that there will be 
sufficient surplus expenditure within the catchment at 2014 and 2016 to support the 
proposed increase in retail floorspace, and that the proposal will not therefore have a 
detrimental impact upon the viability of the existing centre. The proposal may actually 
result in a claw back of expenditure to Market Deeping from other centres such as 
Peterborough, benefiting Market Deeping town centre as a whole. 
 
The town centre boundary and the primary shopping frontage has been defined in the 
emerging Site Allocation and Policies DPD (SAP). The town centre boundary for 
Market Deeping is drawn around the traditional high street comprising Market Place 
and Church Street. It also includes the parade of small units known as The Precinct 
and extends eastwards to include the Co-op and its petrol filling station. The proposed 
stores included in this application lie to the east of the Co-op, and are located outside 
the town centre boundary. Although they would be in close proximity to the defined 
town centre the effect will be to draw the town centre further east, away from the more 
traditional Market Place. I am concerned about the effect this may have on the Market 
Place, however it is noted that the proposed stores would be in close proximity to the 
Co-op, and The Precinct and could promote combined trips to stores within the town 
centre, thereby improving the attractiveness of the centre as a retail destination. The 
proposed layout for the car park make provision for  pedestrian routes from the 
proposed units through the car park to the Co-op and the Precinct. These routes will 
allow shoppers the opportunity to walk safely into the town centre from the new units 
and will hopefully encourage increased footfall along the Precinct. This could promote 
combined trips to stores within the town centre, thereby improving the attractiveness of 
the centre as a retail destination. The NPPF suggests that when considering edge of 
centre proposals preference should be given to sites which are accessible and well 
connected to the town centre. (Paragraphs 23 – 27 apply). 
 
I am satisfied therefore that there is sufficient capacity within the town centre to 
accommodate the scale of retail floorspace proposed, and that the applicant has 
addressed both national and local policy in relation to the sequential approach to the 
location of retail development. The scheme shows pedestrian connections to the town 
centre through defined pedestrian links which should provide the opportunity to 
increase footfall into the town centre. I consider therefore that the application is also in 
accordance with the criteria for the development of opportunity areas on the edge of 
the defined town centre given in policy SAP8 of the emerging Site Allocation and 
Policies DPD. As such I consider the proposal is in accordance with adopted and 
emerging policy relating to the location of new retail floorspace and I have no objection 
to the principle of the scheme”.  
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Lincolnshire County Council – the Highway Authority does not object to the application, subject 
to the imposition of conditions.  
 
 
Representations received as a result of publicity 
 
The application has been advertised in accordance with the Council Statement of Community 
Involvement, the closing date for representations being the 11 October 2013.  During the 
consultation period a total of 14 representations have been received, a summary of their 
observations is reproduced below;   
 

• Loss of much needed parking spaces; 

• The road layout close to the petrol filling station looks very tight and there has been 
congestion here in the past; 

• The units are too large and will dominate the environment and result in an overbearing 
impact and loss of light; 

• Trees to the edge of the site will be lost and should be retained; 

• The proposed air-con units will generate an unacceptable noise level; 

• Express concern about possible increases in parking prices that may result; 

• Where will waste from the units be stored and trolleys? 

• The turning of HGV’s and delivery vehicles is likely to be harmful to highway safety;  

• Vehicle movements will increase because of the proposal; 

• A reduction in the number of parking spaces is not acceptable; 

• Is there a demand for the units or will they be left empty like all the others; who are the 
proposed end users?  

• The design of the buildings is out of character with the area and they are too large; 

• If approved additional landscaping should be considered; 

• The car park to be built on is used as a meeting place for many community groups; 

• House prices for the surrounding properties will reduce; 

• Delivery hours and vehicles may be a problem and should be controlled; 

• Construction of the units will harm the amenity of neighbouring properties; and 

• Proposed opening hours for the stores is unacceptable;  
 
 
Officer evaluation 
 
Principle of development 
 
The application site falls outside of the town centre of Market Deeping, as defined in the 
emerging Site Allocations and Policies DPD.  However, the proposed buildings would be just 
75m from this boundary and would have good access from the units to the town centre through 
a pedestrian only link to the existing precinct.  A Planning and Retail Statement has been 
submitted in support of the application and the Councils own Retail Capacity Study identifies 
that there is capacity in Market Deeping for 2,300sqm of retail floorspace by 2016.  There is, 
therefore, not any reason to object to the principle of development that would enhance existing 
provision within the town and Planning Policy raise no objection to the application. 
 
Highways  
 
While unit 1 would be sited on an existing car park the proposed re-configuration of parking 
spaces would actually result in an increase, from 234 to 240.  Vehicle movements on Godsey 
Lane as a result of the application are indicated to increase by approximately 1% during the 
weekday evening peak hours and between 1% and 2% on the Saturday peak.  This increase in 
vehicle movements and parking is considered to be acceptable with the highway network 
capable of accommodating this increase and parking provision also acceptable.   
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Amendments are proposed to the front of the petrol station to aid the movement of HGV’s so 
that they can turn around to the rear of the Co-op.  Loading bays are to the side of each unit 
along the access road to The Precinct.     
 
Impact on the environment and character of the area 
 
Both buildings would be 4.5m tall, 1m lower than what was proposed under application 
S12/1198/MJNF, which was refused permission.  Unit 1, which would be close to the properties 
on Thyme Avenue, would be sited at the end of the cul-de-sac.  It would be visible when 
entering the street and from a number of the homes.  However, it would be adjacent to the blank 
gable of 7 Thyme Avenue and forward of no.10.  It would not run along the boundary of the rear 
gardens of these properties and whilst visible from them the reduction in height of the building 
would reduce overbearing impacts and allow the grant of planning permission.  The building 
would be approximately 19m from the rear elevation of 27 and 29 Godsey Lane and at 4.5m tall 
the unit would be lower than the eave height of a conventional two-storey dwelling.   
 
This relatively modest building would have no more impact upon the amenities of neighbours 
than the current activity associated with the car parking spaces adjacent to Thyme Avenue. 
 
Unit 2 would be on the site of the former Witt and Sons industrial unit.  This building would have 
a height of 4.5m also and be set some 20m from Godsey Lane, allowing the trees to the front of 
the road to be retained.  Unit 2 would be longer and run parallel to the boundary with properties 
on Dixon Road and 25/25A Godsey Lane for a distance of 45m; it would be sited 6m from this 
boundary.  There is an element of planting along this boundary and this will be supplemented 
through additional planting to screen the development.  The majority of the building would be 
adjacent to parking areas for dwellings off Dixons Road although some would run alongside the 
rear garden of 25A Godsey Lane.  However, given the reduction in height of the building, 
distance to property boundaries and planting proposed a refusal on overbearing grounds would 
not be justified. 
 
The primary external material for the buildings would be timber with a glazed shopfront, set 
within an aluminium frame.  Entrance to the buildings would be from the west elevation 
overlooking the precinct with no access for customers from Godsey Lane.  The design of the 
buildings is appropriate in the context and typical of such shop buildings with the Market 
Deeping Conservation Area some 75m away and its setting not affected.    
 
There a number of trees that surround the site, most notably unit 2.  The trees to the front of this 
unit are intended to be retained within the scheme and would ensure that the Godsey Lane 
frontage would not change significantly.  Other trees toward the periphery of the site would be 
removed but additional landscaping is, where possible, proposed to screen the development 
and reduce the visual impact of the buildings on neighbouring properties.  Subject to the 
protection of trees to be retained, along with the approval and implementation of a landscaping 
scheme, the impact on existing flora is acceptable. 
 
Restrictive conditions would be required to ensure that the amenity of neighbouring properties is 
acceptable with regard to noise that may be generated along with further exploratory 
investigations for possible contamination on the former Witt and Sons site. 
 
 
Section 106  
 
No section 106 legal agreement is required for this application. 
 
 
Crime and Disorder 
 
The development is not considered to raise any significant issues with regard to crime and 
disorder.   
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Human Rights implications  
 
Articles 6 and (right to fair decision making) and Article 8 (Right to private family life and home) 
of the Human Rights Act have been taken into account in making this recommendation.   
 
 
SUMMARY OF REASON(S) FOR APPROVAL 
 
The retail units fall outside of the town centre, as defined in the Site Allocations DPD, but by 
virtue of the relationship between the proposed units and existing town centre, where there is an 
identified shortfall of retail space within Market Deeping, it is considered that the development 
would enhance rather than detract from the viability of the town.  Nor is it considered that the 
application would be detrimental to highway safety or parking provision with the proposal 
resulting in only a slight increase in vehicles movements and parking provision for the precinct 
increasing over and above the existing.  Furthermore, the design of the buildings are 
appropriate in the context and would enhance the character of the area over and above the 
existing.  Residential amenity would not be compromised through noise that would be 
generated nor is it considered that the development would result in a significant overbearing or 
overlooking impact.  The application is, therefore, deemed to comply with Core Strategy policies 
E1, E2, SP1 and EN1; emerging policy SAP8, along with guidance contained in the National 
Planning Policy Framework; with no other material planning considerations to indicate that the 
application should be determined otherwise. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   That the development be Approved subject to condition(s) 
 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be commenced before the expiration of three 
years from the date of this permission. 
 
Reason: To comply with Section 91 (as amended) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990. 
 

2. No development shall take place until samples of the materials (including colour of 
render, paintwork or colourwash) to be used in the construction of the external surfaces 
of the development hereby permitted have been submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority.  Development shall be carried out in accordance with the 
approved details. 
 
Reason:  To ensure a satisfactory appearance to the development and in accordance 
with Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

3. Prior to the commencement of use of any building(s), the vehicular access to Godsey 
Lane shall be improved in accordance with the indicative drawing number 10407/1000 
Rev K dated 06/09/13. 
 
Reason: In the interests of safety of the users of the public highway and the safety of the 
users of the site. 
 

4. The arrangements shown on the approved plan 10407/1000 Rev K dated 06/09/13 for 
the parking/turning/manoeuvring/loading/unloading of vehicles shall be available at all 
times when the premises are in use. 
 
Reason: To enable calling vehicles to wait clear of the carriageway of Godsey Lane and 
the access road known as The Precincts and to allow vehicles to enter and leave the 
highway in a forward gear in the interests of highway safety. 
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5. No part of the development shall commence trading before the works to improve the 
public highway (by means of widening the existing carriageway, taking up and replacing 
and re-siting kerbing & footways, together with provision of an uncontrolled pedestrian 
crossing and all necessary lighting and ancillary works as indicatively shown on drawing 
10407/1000 Revision K) have been completed. 
 
Reason: In the interests of safety of the users of the public highway and the safety of the 
users of the site. 
 

6. No development approved by this permission shall be commenced until a scheme for 
the provision of surface and foul water drainage has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The drainage works shall be completed in 
accordance with the details and timetable agreed to the satisfaction of the Local 
Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To prevent the increased risk of flooding and to prevent pollution of controlled 
waters by ensuring the provision of a satisfactory means of surface and foul water 
disposal. 
 

7. The retail units shall not be used for the sale of food. 
 
Reason: To comply with guidance contained in the South Kesteven Needs and Town 
Centre Study (March 2010). 
 

8. The loading/unloading of delivery vehicles to the units shall only be carried out between 
the following times; 07:00 and 20:00 - Monday to Saturday and; 08:30 and 20:00 on 
Sunday and Bank Holidays. 
 
Reason:  To protect the amenity of the residents of adjacent properties, and in 
accordance with Policy EN1 of the South Kesteven Core Strategy. 
 

9. Any plant or equipment to be installed on the units shall not exceed +5dba above the 
existing background noise levels, as identified in table 5.4 of the submitted noise 
assessment. 
 
Reason:  To protect the amenity of the residents of adjacent properties, and in 
accordance with Policy EN1 of the South Kesteven Core Strategy. 
 

10. No works pursuant to this permission shall commence on unit 2, unless otherwise 
agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority, until there have been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority:  
 
(a)        A desk top study documenting all the previous and existing land uses of the site 
and adjacent land; 
 
(b)        A site investigation report assessing the ground conditions of the site and 
incorporating chemical and gas analysis identified as appropriate by the desk top study; 
and 
 
(c)        A detailed scheme for remedial works and measures to be undertaken to avoid 
risk from contaminants and/or gases when the site is developed and proposals for future 
maintenance and monitoring.  Such scheme shall include nomination of a competent 
person to oversee the implementation of the works. 
 
Reason:  Previous activities associated with this site may have caused, or had the 
potential to cause, land contamination and to ensure that the proposed site 
investigations and remediation will not cause pollution in the interests of the amenities of 
the future residents and users of the development; and in accordance with Policy EN1 of 
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the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010) and guidance contained in the 
National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

11. The development hereby permitted shall not be occupied or brought into use until a 
verification report has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority (persuant to unit 2).  The report shall be submitted by the agreed competent 
person and identify that approved remedial works have been implemented.  The report 
shall include, unless agreed in writing: 
 
(a)    A complete record of remediation activities, and data collected as identified in the 
remediation scheme, to support compliance with agreed remediation objectives; 
 
(b)    As built drawings of the implemented scheme; 
 
(c)    Photographs of the remediation works in progress; and 
 
(d)    Certificates demonstrating that imported and/or material left in situ is free from 
contamination. 
 
Thereafter the scheme shall be monitored and maintained in accordance with the 
approved remediation scheme.  
 
Reason:  Previous activities associated with this site may have caused, or had the 
potential to cause, land contamination and to ensure that the proposed site 
investigations and remediation will not cause pollution in the interests of the amenities of 
the future residents and users of the development; and in accordance with Policy EN1 of 
the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010) and guidance contained in the 
National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

12. All hard and soft landscape works shall be carried out in accordance with drawing 1001 
rev C.  The works shall be carried out prior to the sale of goods from the buildings or in 
accordance with the programme agreed with the local planning authority.  Any trees or 
shrubs that die or are removed within the first five of the landscaping scheme being 
implemented shall be replaced. 
 
Reason:  Hard and soft landscaping and tree planting make an important contribution to 
the development and its assimilation with its surroundings and in accordance with Policy 
EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

13. Before development is commenced on site all existing trees shown on the approved plan 
(tree survey with constraints plan - tree 23 shall be retained within the scheme unless 
the Local Planning Authority give written consent for its removal) shall be fenced off to 
the limit of their branch spread.  No works (including removal of earth), storage of 
materials, vehicular movements or siting of temporary buildings shall be permitted within 
these protected areas. 
 
Reason:  To prevent unnecessary damage to existing trees and in accordance with 
Policy EN1 of the adopted South Kesteven Core Strategy (July 2010). 
 

14. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following 
list of approved plans submitted as part of the application: 
1000 rev K 
1001 rev C - unit 1 plans and elevations 
1002 rev C - unit 2 plans and elevations 
Tree survey with constraints plan 
 
Reason: To define the permission and for the avoidance of doubt. 

* * * * 
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Site Location Plan 

Ref S13/2535 

Proposal Erection of 2 non food retail units (amendments to application S12/1198) 

Location 
Former R F Witt & Sons and adjacent car park, Godsey Lane, Market 
Deeping, Peterborough, PE6 8HT 

 

© South Kesteven District Council (2013) - Licence No. 100018662 

 



AGENDA ITEM   
 
 

Report No:  PLA.1022 
 

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE 
10 December 2013 
 

 
 
REPORT BY DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT SERVICE MANAGER 
 
 
Information relating to development control and other planning activity 
 
 
 
TABLE 1 Applications not determined within statutory period 
 
This table, broken down into Major applications and Others, lists those applications that 
have not been determined within the recommended 13 week (for Majors) or 8 week (for 
Others) time period.  These applications are listed by application number stating a brief 
reason for the decision not being made. 
 
Applications outstanding (at the date the report was compiled) = 31 
 
 
TABLE 2 Applications dealt with under delegated powers 
 from 14 October to 1 November 2013 
 
This table lists those applications upon which decisions have been made under the 
Powers of the Council Exercisable by Officers (as adopted by the District Council on 27 
October 2006). 
 
 
TABLE 3A Outstanding Planning Appeals 
TABLE 3B Appeal Decisions with Summary 
DOCUMENT 3C Copy of Appeal Decisions – reported to last Committee 
 
Table 3A lists outstanding appeals including newly submitted appeals and Table 3B 
lists recent decisions accompanied by a summary.  Document 3C gives the full appeal 
decision received from the Planning Inspectorate. 
 
 
TABLE 4 Planning applications performance 
 
This table displays new end to end times for determining applications. 
 

Agenda Item 7



Table 1 / Page 1 

TABLE 1 

DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT 
 
 
Applications not determined within the statutory period 
 
Report No: PLA. 1022 
Date Prepared:  25 November 2013 
No of applications over 8 weeks: 31 

 

 

MAJOR  APPLICATIONS 
(13 weeks) 

 

 

S12/2348/MJNF/SB 
 

Date received: 
09-Nov-2012 
No of days:  381 

Blue Sky Plastic Recycling 
Erection of 2no. new industrial buildings to accommodate 
plastic recycling plant and associated storage.  Development 
to also include new landscaping, car parking, access, 
weighbridge and sub station. 
South Fen Road, Bourne, PE10 0DN 
Reason for non-determination: 
S106 Agreement to be completed – extension of time agreed 
to 31/12/13 

 

S12/2495/MJNF/JJ 
 

Date received: 
10-Oct-2012 
No of days:  411 

Mr A Freeman 
Application to vary Conditions 5 and 12 of application 
SK.07/1569/90 relating to wardens accommodation, 
associated with the leisure park 
Baston Fen Leisure Park, Cross Road, Baston, Peterborough, 
Lincolnshire, PE6 9PX 
Reason for non-determination: 
S106 Agreement to be completed – extension of time agreed 
to 31/12/13 

 

S13/0681/MJNF/NB 
 

Date received: 
08-Mar-2013 
No of days:  262 

Mr C Thompson 
Change of Use to motorcycle dirt track, retention of 
portacabins and earthworks.  Use for 24 events during a 12 
month period (retrospective) (amendments to application 
S12/1350) 
Warren Farm, Main Street, Witham On The Hill, Bourne, PE10 
0JN 
Reason for non-determination: 
Additional information received.  To be reported to Committee 
10 December 2013 

 

S13/1123/MJRF/AH 
 

Date received: 
17-May-2013 
No of days:  192 

Baxter & King Construction 
Erection of 23 no dwellings and associated garages and 
parking and associated open space 
153, Eastgate, Deeping St James, Peterborough, 
Lincolnshire, PE6 8RB 
Reason for non-determination: 
On going discussions/negotiations in relation to design and 
layout matters and Section 106 Agreement Requirements.  
Committee 21 January 2014.  To be subject to a PPA. 
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S13/1824/MJNF/JJ 
 

Date received: 
05-Jul-2013 
No of days:  143 

Mr D Pennell, Burghley House Preservation Trust Ltd 
Application under Section 73 to vary the wording to conditions 
27 and 30 of application S13/0260 to amend requirements 
relating to the timing of access improvements 
Land west of, Ryhall Road, Stamford 
Reason for non-determination: 
Waiting to be issued following completion of S106 

 

S13/1931/MJRF/PWM 
 

Date received: 
02-Aug-2013 
No of days:  115 

Mr Tim Slater, Larkfleet Homes 
Erection of 50 dwellings, garages and associated 
infrastructure 
Land at Bridge End, Colsterworth, Lincolnshire 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting amended plans and technical matters to be resolved.  
To be subject to a PPA. 

 

S13/2001/MJRF/JJ 
 

Date received: 
26-Jul-2013 
No of days:  122 

Mrs Alison Lea, Larkfleet Homes 
Construction of 13 residential dwellings and garages with 
associated infrastructure 
Land off, Spalding Road, Deeping St. James 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting completion of S106. 

 

S13/2242/MJNF/NB 
 

Date received: 
23-Aug-2013 
No of days:  94 

Mrs Jo Wall, Lark Energy 
Installation of a 13MW solar photovoltaic farm and associated 
infrastructure 
Land adj. Deeping Gate Tree Nurseries, Northfield Road, 
Market Deeping 
Reason for non-determination: 
Due to be determined at Development Control Committee on 
10 December 2013 

 

S13/2261/MJRR/JJ 
 

Date received: 
21-Aug-2013 
No of days:  96 

Mrs Alison Lea, Larkfleet Homes 
Section 73 application to vary condition 5 of application 
S09/0420 and condition 4 of application S12/1483 to amend 
the access provisions 
Land at former Mears Motors, Main Road, Thurlby, Bourne, 
PE100DZ 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting completion of S106 agreement 

 

 

 

 

 
ALL  OTHER  APPLICATIONS 
(8 weeks) 

 

 

S10/1805/FULL/KJC 
 

Date received: 
13-Oct-2010 
No of days:  1139 

Mr S Turner, Grantham Roofing Services Ltd 
Residential Development for the creation of nine flats 
including demolition of the existing building 
20b, Swinegate, Grantham, NG316RJ 
Reason for non-determination: 
Waiting to be issued following completion of S106. 

 

 



Table 1 / Page 3 

S10/2020/FULL/JJ 
 

Date received: 
03-Sep-2010 
No of days:  1179 

Mr C Riddle 
Extension to existing dwelling, change of use and extension to 
existing barns to form dwelling and erection of 3 dwellings 
47, East End, Langtoft, Peterborough, Lincolnshire, PE6 9LP 
Reason for non-determination: 
Viability information evaluated and shared with applicant. 
Awaiting applicants response.  Report to Committee 21 
January 2014. 

 

S10/2021/LB/JJ 
 

Date received: 
03-Sep-2010 
No of days:  1179 

Mr C Riddle 
Extension and alterations of farmhouse, conversion and 
extension and rebuild of barn and dovecote 
47, East End, Langtoft, Peterborough, Lincolnshire, PE6 9LP 
Reason for non-determination: 
Viability information evaluated and shared with applicant.  
Awaiting applicants response.  Report to Committee 21 
January 2014. 

 

S12/3241/EIAFP/PWM 
 

Date received: 
04-Jan-2013 
No of days:  325 

Mr Tim & Roger Marris, Marris Foston Ltd 
Erection of 4 poultry units, 2 control rooms, office and general 
purpose building, feed bins, hardstanding, gas tanks and 
electric substation. Upgrade/extension of access road to allow 
access from Newark Hill. 
Land off Fallow Lane, Foston 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting S106 to be completed. Subject to PPA. Determine by 
20/12/2013 

 

S13/0942/FULL/NB 
 

Date received: 
19-Apr-2013 
No of days:  220 

Mr D Robinson 
Erection of 4 dwellings 
R/O 13, Eastgate, Deeping St. James, Peterborough, PE6 
8HH 
Reason for non-determination: 
Report back to committee on 7 January 2014. 

 

S13/1187/LB/PL 
 

Date received: 
03-May-2013 
No of days:  206 

Mr R Dawson 
Replacement window to front and rear elevations 
Lendorf House, 70, Church Street, Market Deeping, 
Peterborough, PE6 8AL 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting response from agent regarding proposed windows.  
To determine by 20 December 2013. 

 

S13/1216/RM/JJ 
 

Date received: 
08-May-2013 
No of days:  201 

One Medical Ltd 
Reserved Matters application for construction of a Medical 
Centre S10/0355 
Larkfleet House, Southfields Business Park Ltd, southfield 
business park, Bourne, PE10 0FF 
Reason for non-determination: 
Discussions continue on implications of presence of high 
pressure gas main. 

 

S13/1634/FULL/NB 
 

Date received: 
18-Jun-2013 
No of days:  160 

Mr A Copland 
Erection of 4 dwellings 
Land off, Stephens Way, Deeping St James 
Reason for non-determination: 
Reported to Committee 6 August 2013.  Application scheduled 
to return to Committee on 7 January 2014. 
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S13/1640/FULL/SP 
 

Date received: 
23-Jul-2013 
No of days:  125 

Alliance Trust Pensions Ltd 
Demolition of existing factory units and erection of 4 two bed 
terraced houses and a three storey office development 
38, East Street, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 6QW 
Reason for non-determination: 
Report to Committee on 29/10/13.  Deferred to future 
Committee following receipt of additional information in 
relation to parking/highway safety and fire and rescue.  To be 
reported back to Committee 10 December 2013. 

 

S13/1703/FULL/PWM 
 

Date received: 
02-Sep-2013 
No of days:  84 

Mr M Friend 
Conversion of outbuilding to dwelling 
Mill House, Bourne Road, Folkingham, Sleaford, Lincolnshire, 
NG34 0HA 
Reason for non-determination: 
To be determined by 10 December 2013. 

 

S13/1704/LB/PWM 
 

Date received: 
02-Sep-2013 
No of days:  84 

Mr M Friend 
Conversion of curtilage listed outbuilding to dwelling 
Mill House, Bourne Road, Folkingham, Sleaford, NG34 0HA 
Reason for non-determination: 
To be determined by 10 December 2013. 

 

S13/1952/FULL/SP 
 

Date received: 
18-Jul-2013 
No of days:  130 

Mr D Hindmarch, Grantham Investments Ltd 
Change of use of ground floor from A1 (retail) to A3/A4 
(cafe/bar/drinking establishment) 
20, Market Place, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 6LP 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting details of noise mitigation. Determine by 10 
December 2013 

 

S13/2136/LB/IVW 
 

Date received: 
31-Jul-2013 
No of days:  117 

South Kesteven District Council 
Alteration of listed building 
99, West Street, Bourne, Lincolnshire, PE10 9PR 
Reason for non-determination: 
Committee resolved to approve application referred to SOS. 
Determine by 20 December 2013. 

 

S13/2196/FULL/RV 
 

Date received: 
20-Sep-2013 
No of days:  66 

Mrs Sue Garford 
Conversion of one dwelling into two 
8, Black Prince Avenue, Market Deeping, Lincs, PE6 8LT 
Reason for non-determination: 
In discussions with applicant re possible amended scheme.  
To determine by 20 December 2013. 

 

S13/2218/FULL/NB 
 

Date received: 
20-Aug-2013 
No of days:  97 

Mr Karl Watson 
Erection of dwelling 
Adj 12, Haconby Lane, Morton, Bourne, Lincs 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting revised plans to address tree issues.  Determination 
under delegated powers due by 10 December 2013. 

 

S13/2315/FULL/NB 
 

Date received: 
15-Aug-2013 
No of days:  102 

Mr P Mitchell, Burghley Developments Limited 
Renewal of extant permission S09/2662 (redevelopment of 
site to create nine dwellings & two shop units) 
40/40A, St. Pauls Street, Stamford, Lincs, PE9 2BH 
Reason for non-determination: 
Approved subject to S106 
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S13/2326/LB/IVW 
 

Date received: 
03-Sep-2013 
No of days:  83 

Mr & Mrs R Lukies 
Alterations to listed building (external and internal) 
Home Farmhouse, Great Ponton Road, Boothby Pagnell, 
Grantham, Lincs, NG33 4DH 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting amended plans in response to English Heritage 
comments.  Determine by 20 December 2013. 

 

S13/2336/FULL/NB 
 

Date received: 
29-Aug-2013 
No of days:  88 

McDonalds Restaurant Limited 
Erection of restaurant with associated drive thru, car parking 
and landscaping, installation of customer order display and 
canopy 
Land At, South Road, Bourne 
Reason for non-determination: 
Tree report/amended plans awaited.  Committee on 7 January 
2014. 

 

S13/2342/OUT/SP 
 

Date received: 
27-Aug-2013 
No of days:  90 

Mr A Clark 
Build one, one and a half storey dwelling (Outline Application) 
Happidais, Gorse Lane, Grantham, NG317UF 
Reason for non-determination: 
Further noise assessment requested.  Determine by 20 
December 2013 

 

S13/2419/LB/PWM 
 

Date received: 
25-Sep-2013 
No of days:  61 

Mr Nigel Brown 
Conversion and extension of barn currently used as domestic 
annex, to form dwelling (amended version of previously 
approved scheme S12/1422/LB including revised 
window/rooflight arrangement, omission of photovoltaic panels 
and repositioning of flues etc.) 
The Barn, Rectory Lane, Fulbeck, Grantham, NG32 3JS 
Reason for non-determination: 
To be determined as soon as slate sample received; by 6 
December 2013 

 

S13/2448/FULL/PJM 
 

Date received: 
13-Sep-2013 
No of days:  73 

Ms Tina Dalgleish 
Section 73 Application to Vary Conditions 4 (Landscaping),  5 
(Boundary Treatments), 7 (Access and Turning) & 9 
(Amended Drawing) of S09/2454 for the erection of 5 
dwellings with associated access roads 
Land R/o 13 - 23 Gladstone Terrace, Grantham 
Reason for non-determination: 
To be determined at Development Control Committee 10 
December 2013 

 

S13/2705/HZ/PJM 
 

Date received: 
26-Sep-2013 
No of days:  60 

Calor Gas Ltd 
Storage of LPG Cylinders (Hazardous Substance) 
White House Farm, Valley Lane, Long Bennington, Newark, 
Lincolnshire, NG23 5EE 
Reason for non-determination: 
Awaiting additional information from applicant regarding water 
supply in case of emergency 
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APPLICATIONS DECIDED UNDER DELEGATED POWERS 

FROM 4 - 22 NOVEMBER 2013 

 

 

 

S13/1260/LB  
Applicant: Mr J Thorold 
Proposal: Alterations of Listed Building (Removal of Chimney - 

Retrospective) 
Location: Marston Hall, School Lane, Marston, Grantham, NG322HQ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 11 November 2013 
End to End time: 182 

 

S13/1430/HSH  
Applicant: Dr Simon Pickering 
Proposal: Proposed single storey extension with lantern roof to rear of 

dwelling 
Location: 31, Low Road, Manthorpe, Grantham, NG318NQ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 06 November 2013 
End to End time: 54 

 

S13/1461/LB  
Applicant: Dr Simon Pickering 
Proposal: Proposed single storey extension with lantern roof to rear of 

dwelling 
Location: 31, Low Road, Manthorpe, Grantham, NG318NQ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 06 November 2013 
End to End time: 54 

 

S13/1661/HSH  
Applicant: Mr John Lucas - Property Services, South Kesteven District 

Council 
Proposal: Fixing of external wall insulation and application of render 

dash coat to existing rear extension of dwelling 
Location: Dunroamin, 14, West Street, Folkingham, Sleaford, 

Lincolnshire, NG34 0SW 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 11 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/1714/FULL  
Applicant: Western Power Distribution 
Proposal: Erection of 3 bay maintenance building with associated 

storage, office and staff welfare facilities together with re-
location of existing fence and re-configuration of existing 
parking 

Location: Isaac Newton Way, Alma Park Industrial Estate, Grantham, 
NG31 9RT 

Decision: Approved conditionally - 12 November 2013 
End to End time: 63 

 

S13/1868/HSH  
Applicant: Mr A Wood 
Proposal: New porch, first floor extension above existing single storey 

side extension 
Location: Craggs Farm, 29, Church Lane, Caythorpe, Grantham, 

Lincolnshire, NG32 3DU 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 90 
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S13/1965/DCLB  
Applicant: Mr J Dawson, Jonic Building Services Ltd 
Proposal: Approval of details reserved by Condition 2 (materials) of 

S13/0750 
Location: 46, Church Street, Long Bennington, Newark, Lincolnshire, 

NG23 5EN 
Decision: Approved - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 112 

 

S13/2003/TPO  
Applicant: Mrs Nelly Jacobs, Bourne Town Council 
Proposal: Remove deadwood, reduce crown & general tidying of 

eleven limes, remove deadwood & crown clean one ash, 
remove deadwood one pine. 

Location: Bourne Cemetery, South Road, Bourne, PE10 9JD 
Decision: TC&P - Work allowed - 12 November 2013 
End to End time: 118 

 

S13/2128/FULL  
Applicant: Mr K King, Pointon & Sempringham PCC 
Proposal: Replacement entrance gate to Churchyard 
Location: St Andrew's Church, Abbey Lane, Sempringham, Sleaford, 

Lincolnshire, NG34 0LU 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 21 November 2013 
End to End time: 51 

 

S13/2138/DC  
Applicant: Allison Homes Eastern Ltd 
Proposal: Application for approval of details relating to conditions 4, 5 

(drainage), 6 (bird boxes) and 10 (designing out crime) for 
application S13/0778 and conditions 2 & 5 (drainage) for 
application S13/0880 and condition 3 (protective barrier to 
parking area) for application S13/0605 

Location: Zones 1, 2 & 3, Elsea Park, Bourne, PE10 0QT 
Decision: Approved - 18 November 2013 
End to End time: 109 

 

S13/2183/TCA  
Applicant: Mr S Caunt 
Proposal: Removal of Sycamore tree 
Location: Rosebank, Scotts Hill, Fulbeck, Grantham, NG323JU 
Decision: TC&P - Work allowed - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 90 

 

S13/2217/FULL  
Applicant: Mrs C Lewis 
Proposal: Timber stable building (retrospective application) 
Location: Old Farm House, Sudthorpe Hill, Fulbeck, Grantham, 

NG323LE 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 49 
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S13/2235/RM  
Applicant: Mrs D Mundin, Exors of Harold Pugmire (Dec'd) 
Proposal: Replacement of 4 static caravans with 4 dwellings 

(Reserved Matters pursuant to S10/2338) 
Location: Pickworth Hall, Folkingham Road, Pickworth, Sleaford, 

Lincolnshire, NG34 0TJ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 84 

 

S13/2249/FULL  
Applicant: Mr Tony Wild, Samuel Smith Brewery 
Proposal: Modifications to elevations and internal alteration works 
Location: Golden Lion Inn, 49, West Street, Bourne, Lincolnshire, 

PE10 9NB 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 14 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2257/FULL  
Applicant: Mr Thomas Lee 
Proposal: Single and two storey extensions to offices 
Location: Henry Bell & Co, Dysart Road, Grantham, NG317DB 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 21 November 2013 
End to End time: 52 

 

S13/2335/FULL  
Applicant: Mr R Terrill 
Proposal: Construction of stable/livestock building 
Location: Church Farm, 7, Church Lane, Great Gonerby, Grantham, 

Lincolnshire, NG31 8JU 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 75 

 

S13/2340/HSH  
Applicant: Mr D Whitlock 
Proposal: Single storey side extension to dwelling 
Location: 6, Arnold Avenue, Gonerby Hill Foot, Grantham, NG318HN 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 49 

 

S13/2404/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs M Rees 
Proposal: Single storey side extension to garage and rear extension 

to dwelling 
Location: 9, Water Lane, Ancaster, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG32 

3QS 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 08 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2441/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Gurchetan Dosanjh 
Proposal: Removal of hedge, erection of railings, fencing and gates to 

front of dwelling 
Location: 121, Manthorpe Road, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 8DQ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 07 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 
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S13/2443/HSH  
Applicant: Mr P Carter 
Proposal: Retrospective application for extension to existing 

outbuilding and additional garden area 
Location: Manor Farmhouse, 34, Main Road, Dyke, Bourne, 

Lincolnshire, PE10 0AF 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 13 November 2013 
End to End time: 70 

 

S13/2449/MJRF  
Applicant: Mr T Hone 
Proposal: Change of Use from agricultural land to gypsy/traveller site 

(including provision of 10 pitches, associated access road 
and w.c. blocks) 

Location: Land At Woolsthorpe Lane, Sedgebrook, Grantham 
Decision: Refused - 07 November 2013 
End to End time: 65 

 

S13/2455/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs M McLean 
Proposal: Construction of detached double garage (amendments to 

S12/3030) 
Location: Berberene, Main Street, Allington, Grantham, NG32 2DN 
Decision: Refused - 06 November 2013 
End to End time: 58 

 

S13/2456/FULL  
Applicant: Mr Philip Amos, MODern Housing Solutions 
Proposal: Change of Use of grassed area to form gardens for 1-12 

Somerby Place 
Location: Open space r/o 1 - 12, Somerby Place, Grantham, 

Lincolnshire, NG31 7TE 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 12 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2472/ADV  
Applicant: Mrs Yvonne Kent, Lincolnshire County Council 
Proposal: Display of one free standing advertisement hoarding 

 
Location: Eventus, Sunderland Road, Market Deeping, Peterborough, 

Lincolnshire, PE6 8FD 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 51 

 

S13/2473/DC  
Applicant: Dr M Saleem 
Proposal: Approval of details of conditions 4 (coursing to stonework), 

6 (cross sections of doors and windows), 7 (cross sections 
shopfront), 8 (cross sections rainwater goods), 10 (method 
statement) and 11 (method statement) of planning 
permission S13/0886 

Location: 35/36, Broad Street, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 1PJ 
Decision: Approved - 15 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 
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S13/2495/DC  
Applicant: Mr Peter Holcroft, The Orders of St John Care Trust 
Proposal: Approval of details reserved by Conditions 4 (flue/extractor 

system) & 5 (plant and machinery on the premises) of 
S12/0806 Phase 1 

Location: Land off Springfield Road, Grantham 
Decision: Approved - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2507/ADV  
Applicant: Mr Chris White, Bambinos Day Nursery 
Proposal: Instalation of wall mounted sign above entrance door to 

front elevation 
Location: 18, North Parade, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 8AN 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 21 November 2013 
End to End time: 51 

 

S13/2542/HSH  
Applicant: Mrs Sue Rodell 
Proposal: Erection of porch to front elevation of dwelling 
Location: Hambleton House, Village Streets, Gelston, Grantham, 

Lincolnshire, NG32 2AE 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 39 

 

S13/2569/DC  
Applicant: John C Trotter, Wythe Holland Partnership LLP 
Proposal: Approval of details of conditions 2 (materials), 4 (foul and 

surface water), 6 (no-dig detail) and 8 (archaeology) 
required by planning permission S13/1654 

Location: land off, Radcliffe Road, Stamford, Lincs 
Decision: Approved - 14 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2570/DC  
Applicant: John C Trotter, Wythe Holland Partnership LLP 
Proposal: Approval of details of condition 2 (materials), 4 (foul and 

surface water), 8 (no-dig detail) and 9 (archaeology) 
required by planning permission S11/2683 

Location: Land Adjacent Newcomb Court, Radcliffe Road, Stamford 
Decision: Approved - 14 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2585/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Stuart Tate 
Proposal: Alter existing garage, construct new garage and re-align 

boundaries between properties 
Location: The Old Stone Barn, Aveland Way, Baston, Peterborough, 

Lincolnshire, PE6 9QJ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 50 
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S13/2587/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Richard Collins 
Proposal: Alterations to dwelling to include extended front entrance 

and erection of detached garage/play room 
Location: 48, Park Road, Allington, Grantham, NG322EB 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 11 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2595/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs E Saunders 
Proposal: First floor extension over existing garage and convert 

garage to reception area. 
Location: 13, School Lane, Uffington, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 

4SU 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 07 November 2013 
End to End time: 50 

 

S13/2604/FULL  
Applicant: Mrs Tarina Charlesworth 
Proposal: Change of use from retail A1 to A3 cafe and takeaway 

 
Location: Cherry Holt Garden Centre, Cherry Holt Road, Bourne, 

PE10 9LA 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 14 November 2013 
End to End time: 44 

 

S13/2609/LB  
Applicant: Slipstream Overseas SA Limited 
Proposal: Alterations to curtilage listed buildings 
Location: Garden Cottage, Rose Cottage & Gardeners Rest, Holywell 

Hall Estate, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 4DT 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 18 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2615/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs D Hawkins 
Proposal: Single storey extension to front of bungalow 

 
Location: 26, Cambridge Road, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 1BN 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 07 November 2013 
End to End time: 49 

 

S13/2623/FULL  
Applicant: Mr M Ewles, Warner Midlands plc 
Proposal: Erection of an industrial chimney stack 
Location: Warner Midlands plc, The Maltings, West Street, Bourne, 

Lincolnshire, PE10 9PH 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 18 November 2013 
End to End time: 56 

 

S13/2634/HSH  
Applicant: Mr R Spoor 
Proposal: Conversion of existing garage and erection of new single 

garage 
Location: Woodmans Rest, 15, Irnham Park, Irnham, Grantham, 

Lincolnshire, NG33 4JL 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 12 November 2013 
End to End time: 43 
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S13/2641/LB  
Applicant: Mr Gavin Bateman, Life Church (Central England) 
Proposal: Repainting of shopfront and fascia boards, provision of new 

signage and application of frosting film to shopfront window 
units 

Location: 8, St Georges Street, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2BJ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 15 November 2013 
End to End time: 42 

 

S13/2657/FULL  
Applicant: Mr J Rasodha 
Proposal: Erection of replacement dwelling and 1.8m high front 

boundary wall (including demolition of the existing property) 
Location: 45, Empingham Road, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2RJ 
Decision: Refused - 06 November 2013 
End to End time: 43 

 

S13/2672/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs C Thorley 
Proposal: Two storey rear extension and alterations to existing 

dwelling 
Location: 42A, Kings Road, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 1HA 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 13 November 2013 
End to End time: 50 

 

S13/2676/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs Stephen Mackinnon 
Proposal: Two storey extension to dwelling 
Location: 5, Hill Avenue, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 9BA 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 15 November 2013 
End to End time: 51 

 

S13/2678/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Stephen Butler 
Proposal: Erection of front and side extensions, new roof with front 

and rear dormers and erection of detached garage to rear 
Location: The Bungalow, 5A, South Fen Road, Bourne, Lincolnshire, 

PE10 0DN 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 06 November 2013 
End to End time: 44 

 

S13/2697/ADV  
Applicant: Domino's Pizza UK & Ireland Limited 
Proposal: Installation of 3 no. non illuminated fascia signs and 1 no. 

projecting sign 
Location: Beijing Rendezvous, 6, St Pauls Street, Stamford, Lincs, 

PE9 2BE 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 21 November 2013 
End to End time: 49 

 

S13/2700/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Fred Tory 
Proposal: Single storey front and rear extension to dwelling and 

erection of detached garage 
Location: 17, Halfleet, Market Deeping, Peterborough, Lincolnshire, 

PE6 8DB 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 13 November 2013 
End to End time: 48 
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S13/2703/HSH  
Applicant: Dr N Kulkarni 
Proposal: Single storey front and rear extensions 
Location: 87, Longcliffe Road, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 8EE 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 12 November 2013 
End to End time: 47 

 

S13/2704/HSH  
Applicant: Mr S Morley 
Proposal: First floor and two storey extension to side of dwelling 
Location: The Stables, Stroxton, Grantham, NG33 5DA 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 55 

 

S13/2714/HSH  
Applicant: Mr M Needham 
Proposal: Two storey rear extension 
Location: 33, Woolsthorpe Road, Woolsthorpe By Colsterworth, 

Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG33 5NT 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 22 November 2013 
End to End time: 39 

 

S13/2716/DC  
Applicant: Domino's Pizza UK & Ireland Limited 
Proposal: Approval of details of condition 4 (ventilation/noise details) 

required by planning application S13/2172 
Location: Beijing Rendezvous, 6, St Pauls Street, Stamford, 

Lincolnshire, PE9 2BE 
Decision: Approved - 18 November 2013 
End to End time: 47 

 

S13/2720/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Martin Winham 
Proposal: Two storey extension to front of property 
Location: 16, Grimsthorpe Close, Market Deeping, Peterborough, 

Lincolnshire, PE6 8BW 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 36 

 

S13/2722/FULL  
Applicant: Mr Joga Sunner 
Proposal: Change of use including internal alterations from B1 to D1 

office to osteopath, physiotherapy, podiatry and hearing aid 
testing clinic 

Location: 28A, West Street, Bourne, Lincolnshire, PE10 9NE 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 13 November 2013 
End to End time: 47 

 

S13/2723/LB  
Applicant: Tania Nelson 
Proposal: Insertion of new internal folding door units in place of 

existing timber screen 
Location: 15, St Peters Street, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2PQ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 13 November 2013 
End to End time: 44 
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S13/2724/TCA  
Applicant: Mr Jason Morten 
Proposal: Fell three Hawthorn Bushes 
Location: Village Hall, Church Lane, Braceborough, Stamford, 

Lincolnshire, PE9 4NT 
Decision: TC&P - Work allowed - 07 November 2013 
End to End time: 38 

 

S13/2725/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs R Aylmer 
Proposal: First floor extension over existing garage and single storey 

rear extension 
 

Location: 64, Drift Road, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 1XB 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 13 November 2013 
End to End time: 44 

 

S13/2729/FULL  
Applicant: Mr A Pearce 
Proposal: Conversion of barn to dwelling 
Location: 35B, High Street, Colsterworth, Grantham, NG33 5NE 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 21 November 2013 
End to End time: 38 

 

S13/2738/FULL  
Applicant: Invicta Rentals 
Proposal: Conversion of dwelling to 4 no. apartments 
Location: 82, Harrowby Road, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 9DS 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 21 November 2013 
End to End time: 52 

 

S13/2741/HSH  
Applicant: Mr I Cottam 
Proposal: Single storey side & two storey rear extension 
Location: 7, Akeman Close, Bourne, Lincolnshire, PE10 9XE 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 49 

 

S13/2747/FULL  
Applicant: Mr Matt Weston 
Proposal: Change of use from taxi office to hairdressing salon (Class 

A1) 
Location: 112, Church Street, Market Deeping, Peterborough, 

Lincolnshire, PE6 8AL 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 49 

 

S13/2748/TCA  
Applicant: Richard Rodriguez 
Proposal: Removal of one ash tree and one poplar tree and pruning of 

one ash tree 
Location: The Old Rectory, Carlby Road, Greatford, Stamford, 

Lincolnshire, PE9 4PR 
Decision: TC&P - Work allowed - 13 November 2013 
End to End time: 43 
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S13/2778/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Harry Harrison 
Proposal: Two storey extension to side and single storey extension to 

rear of dwelling 
Location: 14, Belvoir Gardens, Great Gonerby, Grantham, 

Lincolnshire, NG31 8LG 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 47 

 

S13/2787/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs I & J Naylor 
Proposal: Detached garage to front of property 
Location: 118, Northorpe, Thurlby, Bourne, Lincolnshire, PE10 0HZ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 13 November 2013 
End to End time: 36 

 

S13/2830/ADV  
Applicant: Mrs S Ponter, SBH UK & Ireland 
Proposal: Erection of 3no. externally illuminated fascia signs and 1no. 

non-illuminated tray sign 
Location: Sallys Hair & Beauty Supplies Ltd, 1, Bridge End Road, 

Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 6JN 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 14 November 2013 
End to End time: 31 

 

S13/2835/DEM  
Applicant: Mr D Hindmarch, Grantham Estates 
Proposal: Prior approval application for demolition of maltings building 
Location: Spring Gardens, London Road, Grantham, Lincolnshire, 

NG31 6JP 
Decision: Not required - 11 November 2013 
End to End time: 28 

 

S13/2844/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Peter Keenlyside 
Proposal: Extensions to dwelling and provision of double detached 

garage (revised application - resiting of garage) 
Location: 5, Back Lane, Colsterworth, Grantham, NG33 5NJ 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 43 

 

S13/2869/DCLB  
Applicant: Dr M Saleem, Stamford Dental Care 
Proposal: Discharge conditions 4, 6, 7, 8, 10 & 11 of listed building 

consent S13/0996 
 

Location: 35/36, Broad Street, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 1PJ 
Decision: Approved - 15 November 2013 
End to End time: 1 

 

S13/2880/DC  
Applicant: Mr D Yiend 
Proposal: Approval of details reserved by Condition 2 (landscaping) of 

S13/0655 
Location: Warren Farm, Little Bytham, Grantham, NG334RD 
Decision: Approved - 14 November 2013 
End to End time: 22 
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S13/2883/HSH  
Applicant: Mr Daniel Edwards 
Proposal: Single storey rear extension 
Location: 11, Oxford Road, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 1BT 
Decision: Approved conditionally - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 34 

 

S13/2885/DEXT  
Applicant: Mr Liam Warner 
Proposal: Single storey rear extension (depth 3.4m, height to eaves 

2.5m) 
Location: 24, Dale Road, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 8EF 
Decision: Not required - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 34 

 

S13/2886/NMAH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs Buck 
Proposal: Non material amendment to S13/1412 to allow change of 

window position on rear elevation 
Location: Mcgregor House, Washdyke Lane, Fulbeck, Grantham, 

Lincolnshire, NG32 3LD 
Decision: Approved - 04 November 2013 
End to End time: 18 

 

S13/2935/EIASC  
Applicant: Steven Neal, Boyer Planning 
Proposal: Screening opinion relating to the variation of conditions of 

S12/0864 
Location: Land between Empingham Road and Tinwell Road, 

Stamford 
Decision: EIA Not required - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 33 

 

S13/2950/DC  
Applicant: Lincolnshire Co Operative LTD 
Proposal: Approval of details reserved by condition 2 (brief for building 

recording) of conservation area consent S13/1945 
Location: The Kings Head, High Street, Morton, Bourne, PE100NR 
Decision: Approved - 06 November 2013 
End to End time: 14 

 

S13/2956/TCA  
Applicant: Miss Maile 
Proposal: One ash tree (T1) reduce laterals by 3-4 metres back to 

boundary. Three sycamore (T2-4) reduce laterals by 3-4 
metres back to boundary 

Location: The Old Rectory, Main Street, Witham On The Hill, Bourne, 
PE10 0JH 

Decision: TC&P - Work allowed - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 26 

 

S13/3015/HSH  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs G Brown 
Proposal: Single storey rear extension 
Location: 6, The Rides, Langtoft, Peterborough, Lincolnshire, PE6 

9RR 
Decision: Withdrawn - 14 November 2013 
End to End time: 10 
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S13/3036/DCLB  
Applicant: Paul Plester, Smithers Purslow & Co 
Proposal: Approval of details required by condition 2 of listed building 

application S13/1212/LB 
Location: 35, High Street, St Martins, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2LJ 
Decision: Approved - 06 November 2013 
End to End time: 6 

 

S13/3041/DC  
Applicant: Mr & Mrs J Canning 
Proposal: Approval of details reserved by condition 2 (materials) of 

S13/1512/HSH 
Location: 107, Main Street, Baston, Peterborough, Lincolnshire, PE6 

9PB 
Decision: Approved - 20 November 2013 
End to End time: 21 
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RECENT APPEAL DECISIONS TO 22 NOVEMBER 2013 
 
 

 

 

Application Ref: 
Planning Inspectorate No: 

S12/1665/FULL    JJ 
APP/E2530/A/13/2197276 

Appeal Type:  Informal Hearing 

Appellant: D Pennell, Burghley House Preservation Trust 

Proposal: Retrospective application for retention of Marquee with associated bar/servery and 
toilets 

Site: The William Cecil, High Street, St Martins, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2LJ 

 

Appeal Decision – Date: Appeal allowed with conditions - 18 October 2013 

 
SUMMARY 
 
This was a linked appeal against the refusal of planning permission and enforcement action to 
retain a marquee at the William Cecil, High St, St Martins, Stamford. 
 
The Inspector considered the main issue in the appeals to be the effect of the development on the 
living conditions of the occupants of Park House and other nearby properties.  Following significant 
debate the Inspector concluded that with the imposition of conditions limiting the type of music in 
the marquee and limiting the times when it can be used for functions, the development would be in 
accordance with the Council’s Core Strategy. 

 

 

 

 

Application Ref: 
Planning Inspectorate No: 

S12/3212/FULL    SP 
APP/E2530/A/13/2196445 

Appeal Type:  Written Evidence 

Appellant: Miss Rachel, Coulson 

Proposal: Four bedroom bungalow 

Site: Land to the rear of, 33, Main Street, Claypole, NG23 5BA 

 

Appeal Decision – Date: Appeal dismissed - 22 October 2013 

 
SUMMARY 
 
The application sought planning permission for a four bed roomed bungalow. The application was 
refused on the grounds that the site was not located in a sustainable settlement and was therefore 
contrary to Core Strategy policy SP1. 
 
The Inspector found that the refusal accorded with the objectives of Core Strategy policy SP1 
which seeks to direct development towards villages classified as local service centres and 
dismissed the appeal. 
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RECENT APPEAL DECISIONS TO 22 NOVEMBER 2013 
 
 

 

Application Ref: 
Planning Inspectorate No: 

S13/0491/FULL    RV 
APP/E2530/C/13/2199123 

Appeal Type:  Written Evidence 

Appellant: Philip Heath 

Proposal: Proposed new dwelling adjacent to 1 Albert Road and alterations and improvements 
including demolition of existing extension and erection of new extension at 1 Albert 
Road 

Site: 1, Albert Road, Stamford, Lincolnshire, PE9 2EA 

 

Appeal Decision – Date: Appeal dismissed - 29 October 2013 

 
SUMMARY 
 
An application was submitted for the erection of a new dwelling and demolition of extension and 
erection of new extension to the existing dwelling (1 Albert Road).  
 
The erection of the a new dwelling was considered to be unacceptable as the size and scale of the 
proposal would be detrimental to the residential amenity of the neighbouring property (2 Albert 
Road) through an overbearing impact and loss of light. It was also felt to be unacceptable as the 
development on this limited site would give a cramped and overdeveloped appearance  out of 
character with the surrounding area and would also have no provision for parking on an already 
congested street. The proposed pedestrian access could also lead to noise nuisance to No 2 
Albert Road. The application was therefore refused by notice dated the 14th May 2013. 
 
The Inspector, indicated that he found for the appellant on the latter three issues above but went 
on to say that this did not outweigh the harm that would be caused to the living conditions of the 
neighbouring occupiers at No. 2 Albert Road through the overbearing impact on their outlook. He 
did not feel that this could be mitigated by the imposition of conditions. The Inspector concluded 
that the appeal should not succeed in relation to the proposed dwelling. He did however issue a 
split decision which dismissed the appeal for the new dwelling but allowed the appeal in relation to 
the extension to the existing dwelling subject to standard conditions. 
 
No application for costs was made by either party.   
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