
Minutes
Planning Committee
Wednesday, 4 March 2020

Committee members present

Councillor David Bellamy
Councillor Chris Benn (substitute for 
Councillor Reid)
Councillor Harrish Bisnauthsing
Councillor Louise Clack (left at 12:10 & 
took no part in S19/1938)
Councillor John Cottier (arrived at 11:15 
& took no part in S19/2242 & left at 12:10 
& took no part in S19/1938)
Councillor Phil Dilks

Councillor Mike Exton
Councillor Mrs Rosemary Kaberry-Brown
Councillor Penny Milnes
Councillor Jacky Smith (as part heard & 
not previously present, took no part in 
S19/1938)
Councillor Mrs Judy Smith (Vice-
Chairman)

Officers

Head of Development Management (Sylvia Bland)
Senior Development Management Planner (Phil Jordan)
Development Management Planner (Miranda Beavers)
Development Management Planner (Rachel Gaskell)
Development Management Planner (Peter Lifford)
Legal Advisor (Mandy Braithwaite)
Interim Principal Democracy Officer (Sarah Evans)

58. Membership

Councillor Benn was appointed as substitute for Councillor Reid for this 
meeting only.

59. Apologies for absence

An apology for absence was received from Councillor Selby.

60. Disclosure of interests

No interests were disclosed.



61. Minutes of the meeting held on 5 February 2020

The minutes of the meeting held on 5 February 2020 were agreed as a correct 
record.

62. Planning matters

63. Application S19/2242

Proposal: Single Storey side and rear extension

Location:   78 Denton Avenue, Grantham, NG31 7JH

Decision: To refuse the application

Councillor Cottier entered the meeting at 11:15. As he was not present for the 
whole of the application, he did not participate in the discussion or vote on the 
application.

Noting comments made during the public speaking session by:

For Samantha Askham
Zoe Cross

Agent Mike Sibthorp  

Together with:

 LCC Highways and SuDS Support concerns at the loss of parking as a 
result of the proposal 

 Planning Enforcement (SKDC)
 Representations received as a result of public consultation
 Provisions within the National Planning Policy Framework and the South 

Kesteven Core Strategy and supplementary planning documents
 Comments made by Members at the meeting

It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be refused for the 
following reasons:

1. It is considered that by virtue of the scale, height, extensive massing and 
close proximity, the proposed single storey extension would result in the 
creation of an overbearing environment resulting in an unacceptable 
impact on amenity of the occupiers of the adjoining dwellings. This would 
be detrimental to the residential amenities of occupiers of 80 Denton 
Avenue and 44 Hunt Lea Avenue, contrary to the NPPF Section 12 and 
policy DE1 of the South Kesteven Local Plan.

2. It is considered that by virtue of the position and close proximity of 
fenestration, the proposed single storey extension would result in 



significant overlooking and loss of privacy to the neighbouring dwellings, in 
particular, 80 Denton Avenue, Grantham.  This would be detrimental to the 
reasonable residential amenities of occupiers of that property, contrary to 
the NPPF Section 12, and Policy DE1 of the South Kesteven Local Plan.

64. Application S19/2083

Proposal: Change of use from agriculture to equestrian and 
stationing of stable block and two storage containers

Location:   Land off Stainfield Road, Kirkby Underwood PE10 0SG

Decision: To approve the application subject to conditions

Noting:

 No objection from LCC Highways and SuDS Support
 No comments from Environmental Protection Services (SKDC) 
 No representations were received as a result of public consultation
 Provisions within the National Planning Policy Framework and the South 

Kesteven Core Strategy and supplementary planning documents
 Site visit observations
 Comments made by Members at the meeting

It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be approved for 
the summary of reasons set out in the case officer’s report and subject to the 
following conditions:

Time Limit for Commencement

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

Approved Plans

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

(a) 1386-1_PL_LP01 location plan received 27 November 2019
(b) 1386-1_PL_SP01 site plan received 27 November 2019
(c) 1386-1_PL_GA01 stable and container plans received 27 November 

2019

        Unless otherwise required by another condition of this permission.



Ongoing Conditions

3 The development hereby approved shall be operated on a private basis 
only and shall not be operated as a commercial venture.

65. Application S19/2096

Proposal: Section 73 application to vary condition 2 of S18/2034 to 
amend position of storage building

Location: Hurlingham Business Park, Fulbeck Heath Road, 
Fulbeck NG32 3HL

Decision: To approve the application subject to conditions

Noting:

 No representations received from Fulbeck Parish Council 
 No objection from LCC Highways and SuDS support
 No further comments or observations from Lincolnshire County Council, 

Footpaths Officers
 No representations received as a result of public consultation
 Provisions within the National Planning Policy Framework and the South 

Kesteven Core Strategy and supplementary planning documents
 Site visit observations
 Comments made by Members at the meeting

It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be approved for 
the summary of reasons set out in the case officer’s report and subject to the 
following conditions including an updated plan dated 2 March 2020 and an 
amendment to condition 4 to include reference to ‘existing businesses who 
occupy premises at Hurlingham Business Park’.

Time Limit for Commencement

1 The development hereby permitted shall be commenced before the 
expiration of three years from 31 January 2019.

Approved Plans

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

(a) Existing plans drawing no. M165-13B received 20 December 2019
(b) Proposed site plan drawing no. M165-10D received 02 March 2020



(c) Proposed elevations drawing no. M165-11B received 20 December 
2019

(d) Proposed plans drawing no. M165-12D received 02 March 2020

        Unless otherwise required by another condition of this permission.

Before the Development is Occupied

3 Before any part of the development hereby permitted is brought into use, 
the external elevations shall have been completed using only the 
materials stated on the approved plans.

Ongoing Conditions

4 The use of the building shall be limited to storage and distribution 
purposes in association with the existing businesses who occupy 
premises at Hurlingham Business Park.

Councillors Clack and Cottier here left the meeting.
The meeting adjourned at 12:10 and reconvened at 14:00.

66. Application S19/1938

Proposal: Change of use from C3 to C2 to provide a residential 
children’s home for up to four children

Location: Walnut House, Somerby Road, Ropsley NG33 4AZ

Decision: To refuse the application contrary to officer 
recommendation

As this application was part-heard and Councillor Jacky Smith had not been 
present when it had been considered previously, she did not participate in the 
discussion or vote on the application.

Noting:

 No representations received from Fulbeck Parish Council 
 No objection from LCC Highways and SuDS support
 No comments from the Environmental Protection Services (SKDC)
 Representations received as a result of public consultation
 Provisions within the National Planning Policy Framework and the South 

Kesteven Core Strategy and supplementary planning documents
 Site visit observations
 Comments made by Members at the meeting held on 8 January 2020
 Comments made by Members at the meeting held on 4 March 2020



The application had been considered and deferred by the Planning Committee 
on 8 January 2020 and the relevant minutes of that meeting stated as follows:

‘Although Members had sympathy with the proposal and the need for this type 
of facility, they were not convinced as to the location and had concerns 
regarding the close proximity to other properties, impact on neighbours’ 
amenity and the sustainability of the operation. Members felt there was merit 
in having as much information as possible as to the operating, regulation and 
monitoring of the home before approving such a scheme.
It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be deferred to 
enable the gathering of further information on the home’s impact on 
neighbours, the regulation and monitoring by other public bodies such as 
social services and the police and to allow Members to visit another similar 
residential home ran by the company.’

During the time since the deferral the applicant had supplied copies of Ofsted 
reports for some of its current children’s homes and those operated by its 
sister company, Unity, and arranged for a visit to be made by Members of the 
Planning Committee to one of its children’s homes.

It was proposed and seconded that the application be approved and the 
motion was lost at the vote.

It was proposed, seconded and agreed that the application be refused for the 
following reasons:

1. The application property is located in a remote rural location outside of any 
settlement, in a location where all employees and visitors will necessarily 
need to access the site by private car. Moreover, the site is located some 
distance from the school which intending occupiers will attend, 
necessitating lengthy journeys to and from the school.

It is considered that the site represents an unsustainable location for the 
form and type of development proposed. The development does not fall 
within any of the stated categories of development permitted in open 
countryside locations set out within Policy SP5 of the South Kesteven 
Local Plan, and represents an inappropriate form of development in open 
countryside.

Moreover, the site does not represent an accessible location for this type 
of community facility, contrary to Policy SD1(b) and Policy SP6 of the 
South Kesteven Local Plan. No evidence has been submitted to 
demonstrate that there is a locally based need for this type of 
accommodation in this location, or that such development could not be 
located in a more sustainable location accessible by non-car modes, and 
which minimises the need to travel by car. 



2. The proposed development adjoins existing residential properties. It is 
considered that the nature of the proposed use, combined with the high 
level of staff and visitor movements to and from the property, and frequent 
car parking manoeuvres within a tightly constrained site, will give rise to 
high levels of noise and disturbance detrimental to the residential 
amenities of occupiers of adjoining and nearby residential properties, and 
contrary to the provisions of Policy DE1 of the South Kesteven Local Plan.

Although the decision was against the officer recommendation, the Head of 
Development Management considered the reasons for refusal could be 
accepted and defended at appeal.

67. Close of meeting

The meeting closed at 14:55.


