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Additional Information Report

This report sets out additional information in relation to planning applications for consideration at the 
Planning Committee on 11 September 2019 that was received after the Agenda was published.

S19/0338

Proposal: Residential development (up to 205 dwellings)

Site Address: Bridge End Road, Grantham, Lincolnshire

Summary of Information Received:

Applicant’s Additional Information and Comments

The applicant has requested that an additional condition be added, which would require any reserved 
matters application to be in broad accordance with the submitted land use and movement plans as well as 
the principles of the design and access statement.

They have also submitted a plan which shows the illustrative site layout with the sight line from Somerby 
Hill towards St Wulfram’s church spire overlaid in order to demonstrate that the view would remain open 
and would not be blocked by built development.

LCC Highways/SuDS

LCC Highways/SuDS have responded to concerns raised by the Parish Council and local residents as 
follows:

“The main points regarding this development are that it has already been to Planning Inquiry and 
was only dismissed on noise issues, highways and drainage were acceptable.

The current submission is supported by an Flood Risk Assessment and Sustainable Drainage 
Statement which proposes surface water drainage in accordance with SUDS guidelines.  The 
discharge rate will be fixed to a maximum of 5/l per second and attenuation is proposed to 
accommodate the run off within the site prior to controlled discharge.  This control, being designed 
for 1 in 100 year storm plus 30% climate change, is actually a betterment over the existing situation 
and should reduce the chance of the adjoining areas incurring surface water from this site.  

With regard to highways, a contribution is being provided towards improvements at Gainsborough 
Corner and bus facilities will be incorporated on Somerby Hill in the design of the site access layout. 

http://moderngov.southkesteven.gov.uk/mgMemberIndex.aspx?bcr=1
https://twitter.com/intent/tweet?text=Meeting%20agenda%20@southkesteven
http://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&url=http://moderngov.southkesteven.gov.uk/mgWhatsNew.aspx?bcr=1
http://facebook.com/sharer/sharer.php?u=http://moderngov.southkesteven.gov.uk/mgWhatsNew.aspx?bcr=1


  Again, this is all in line with that agreed for the previous Public Inquiry and the Inspector 
commented that the mitigation proposed complied with the CIL tests. 

It is an outline application, so the drainage design will need to go through full technical checks at the 
Section 38 stage when LCC are required to adopt the highways as proposed, but the information 
provided to date indicates the adoption of an appropriate SUDS approach and calculations have 
already been undertaken by the applicant based on site investigation testing for infiltration and 
volume of attenuation required.

The main access to Spitalgate is further up the hill.  Any access opposite would be a minor access 
road/private drive and there wouldn’t be any problem with that, the geometry/stagger spacing of it 
would be addressed when it came in for reserved matters.”

LCC (in their capacity as Local Lead Flood Authority) have also confirmed that whilst the general principles 
of the submitted drainage strategy are acceptable and demonstrate that the site is capable of 
accommodating this quantum of development with a comprehensive SuDS drainage system, the proposed 
single attenuation pond and swale shown on the illustrative land use plan does not necessarily show the 
most appropriate or optimal form of SuDS system in terms of the exact position and number of any 
attenuation ponds/swales.

Officer comments:

Additional conditions – It is often prudent (although not mandatory) to attach conditions to outline 
permissions for major developments tying them to the broad principles and general parameters of an 
illustrative layout plan or design and access statement.

However in this case both LCC and the Council’s Urban Designer concur that the single attenuation pond 
shown on the land use plan is not necessarily the best SuDS or design solution and that there are likely to 
be better alternatives that would follow best practice. Any detailed layout, would therefore not necessarily 
correspond to the illustrative land use plan and so it would not be prudent to tie the outline permission 
specifically to this plan or the movement plan.

The list of general layout principles set out on page 20 of the submitted Design and Access Statement is in 
line with the principles of good urban design and is not dependent on the illustrative plan. Therefore a 
condition requiring a reserved matters layout to comply with these principles is acceptable.

The additional plan showing sight lines towards St Wulfram’s demonstrates that it is possible for the site to 
be developed whilst retaining important views towards St Wulfram’s Church and St Vincent’s House. It is 
essential that these views are retained to minimise harm to the settings of these heritage assets. Therefore 
a further condition requiring built development to be set back a minimum of 10m beyond this line would be 
justified. 

Alterations/Additional Conditions

2 x additional conditions are recommended:

1 The reserved matters submissions required by condition 2 shall accord with the layout principles set 
out on page 20 of the submitted Design and Access Statement.

Reason: In order to ensure that the detailed design of the site accords with the principles of good 
design and in accordance with Core Strategy policy EN1.

2 No buildings shall be constructed between Bridge End Road/Somerby Hill and any point less than 
10 metres beyond the green line shown on drawing - Heritage Plan 18-365-10 received 06 
September 2019.



Reason: To ensure that important views towards St Wulfram’s Spire and St Vincent’s House are 
retained.

Changes to recommendation:

Other than the additional conditions above - No change to recommendation


