
 

 

 

Planning Committee 

24 March 2022 

  

   

         
  

 

Additional Information Report 
 

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

at the Planning Committee on 24 March 2022 that was received after the Agenda was 

published. 
 

S21/0683 
 
Proposal: Redevelopment of site for mixed use development comprising Class C3(a) (Residential) and 
Class E(c)(ii) (Office) – Outline planning application considering appearance, layout and scale.  
 
Site Address: Ross Thain & Co LTD, Belton Street, Stamford 
 
Additional Representation Received 
 
Following the publication of the Committee Agenda, a further letter of representation has been received 
from the owners of the neighbouring property. This can be summarised as follows:  
 
“The office being demolished shares a party wall abutting with our building Unit 2 Belton Street, so 
clarification is required as to how the demolition would be managed; it is a government MOT station and 
therefore cannot close whilst the work is carried out.  
 
Any disruption whilst the work would have a severe detrimental impact on our business as we carry out 
MOT tests every 30 minutes between 8:30am and 5:30pm”.  
 
Officer Comment 
 
The main committee report considers the potential relationship between the proposed development and 
the existing, adjacent MOT testing garage in detail. In this respect, Officers have consulted with the 
Council’s Environmental Protection Team, who have raised no objections to the principle of the 
development, subject to the imposition of an Acoustic Impact Survey and the subsequent implementation 
of any necessary mitigation measures.  
 
With regards to the potential impact of the proposed demolition and construction works on the operations 
of the MOT testing garage, it is considered that such measures could be appropriate addressed through 
the imposition of conditions requiring the submission and subsequent adherence to a Demolition Method 
Statement and Construction  Management Plan. Notwithstanding the above, it is appreciated that such 
impacts associated with the demolition and construction period would only be temporary, and are not 
considered to provide a sufficient reason for refusal.  
 
Additional Reason for Refusal  
 
Whilst Officers’ engagement with the Applicant, to date, has identified a willingness to enter into a Section 
106 Planning Obligation to secure the requirements specified in Infrastructure for Growth Section of the 
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main Committee Report, namely financial contributions towards off-site improvements to health facilities 
and the provision of affordable dwellings on-site, at present there is currently no legal agreement. As 
such, it is proposed to include an additional reason for refusal on the basis that the planning obligations 
required to make an unacceptable development acceptable have not been forthcoming:  
 
Additional Reason for Refusal (3) 
 
3. The applicant has failed to enter into a planning obligation to secure the necessary infrastructure 
contributions and required affordable housing provision contrary to Policies H2 and ID1 of the adopted 
South Kesteven Local Plan 2011-2036. 

 
  

 



 

 
 

Financial Implications reviewed by: Not applicable 

 

Legal Implications reviewed by: Not applicable 

 

 


