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NORTH AREA COMMITTEE  MEETING (PLANNING ITEMS)  

 

 - 28
th

 August  2014 

 

Amendment/De-brief Sheet  

 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS  
 
 
 

CIRCULATION: First 
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF: 14/0890/FUL  
 
Location:  Smiths Footwear, 127 Milton Road 
 
Target Date:  29.07.2014 
 
To Note: 
 
This is the previous appeal decision: 
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Amendments To Text: Nothing 
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: None 
 

DECISION:  
 
  
 
CIRCULATION: First  
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF:  14/0447/FUL 
 
Location:  192 Green End Road 
 
Target Date:  30.05.2014 
 
To Note: Nothing 
 
Amendments To Text: None 
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: 
 
Add the following condition: 
 
Within one calendar month of the receipt of the Decision Notice an Acoustic Report 
and Mitigation Strategy relating to the plant shall be submitted to the Local Planning 
Authority for approval.  Within one calendar month of the written approval of the 
submitted Acoustic Report and Mitigation Strategy, or in accordance with a timetable 
agreed with the Local Planning Authority, the Mitigation Strategy shall be carried out 
and a Commissioning Certificate submitted to the Local Planning Authority.  The 
development shall be implemented in accordance with the approved Mitigation 
Strategy in perpetuity and the equipment shall be maintained in accordance with the 
manufacturer’s recommendations. 
 
Reason: In the interests of residential amenity. (Cambridge Local Plan 2006, policy 
4/13) 
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DECISION:  
 
  
 
CIRCULATION: First 
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF:  14/0614/FUL 
 
Location:  38 Chesterton Hall Crescent 
 
Target Date:  18.06.2014 
 
To Note: Nothing 
 
Amendments To Text: None 
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: None 
 

DECISION:  
 
  
 
CIRCULATION: First 
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF:  14/0518/FUL 
 
Location:  243, 245 And 247 Milton Road 
 
Target Date:  03.06.2014 
 
To Note: Nothing 
 
Amendments To Text: None 
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: None 
 

DECISION:  
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CIRCULATION: First 
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF:  14/0936/FUL 
 
Location:   Garages 301 – 326, Hawkins Road 
 
Target Date:  07.08.2014 
 
To Note: Nothing 
 
Amendments To Text: None 
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: None 
 

DECISION:  
 
  
 
CIRCULATION: First 
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF:  ENFORCEMENT REPORT  
 
Location:   Citygate, Woodhead Drive 
 
Target Date: 
 
To Note: comments from developer 
 

 
Company Registration Number: 6959600.Registered office: 112 Lancaster Way, Ely, Cambridgeshire, CB6 3NW. Directors: Adam J Tuck. Michael 
E Hendry. VAT Registration Number: 160 7432 25.  

 112 Lancaster Way Ely Cambridgeshire CB6 3NW Tel: 01353 740922 Mobile: 07876 220755 www.plansurv.co.uk  

 
WRITTEN STATEMENT IN CONNECTION WITH ENFORCEMENT REFERENCE CE/5854 – 

CONDITION 14 OF PLANNING REF: 10/0367/FUL.  
Martin Jackson from City Gate Ltd would like to make the following comments in response to the 
report prepared by the Enforcement Officer dated 28th August 2014.  
 
1. Government Circular 11/95 – Use of conditions in Planning Permission is relevant to this case. 
Paragraph 30 of Circular 11/95 states; ‘Conditions which require specific works to be carried out 
should state clearly when this must be done. The Condition does not state when the wall needs to be 
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completed. Work on the wall has commenced and there is no stated time frame for the wall to be 
completed.  
 
2. Appendix B of Government Circular 11/95 states that conditions are unacceptable when they 
require a development to be completed within a time limit. There is no need to complete the 
development within a certain time frame. Mr Jackson would argue that work on the wall has 
commenced and it could be completed at some time in the future so we are unsure what Enforcement 
action the Council can take.  
 
3. The reason for Condition 14 is to ‘Protect the amenity currently enjoyed by the occupier of 56 
Robert Jennings Close’. The part of the wall that has been erected adjoins the rear garden of No. 56 
Robert Jennings Close, the existing brick gable flank wall to No. 56 Robert Jennings Close extends 
further along the boundary. The adjoining neighbour has erected an unauthorised lean to structure in 
this area which is now beyond enforcement action.  
 
4. When Planning Ref 10/0367/FUL was presented to members of the Planning Committee the Officer 
in their report stated that ‘I do not feel that it is reasonable to insist that the developer erects a high 
wall when this would have a negative impact on the appearance of the area’.  
 
5. The previous Planning Inspectors Decision is not relevant to this case as that was an Appeal 
against the Local Authorities refusal to remove the condition. If a further Appeal was submitted a 
different Inspector would be entitled to reach a different decision.  
 
6. Condition 14 is poorly worded; it is not precise, enforceable or reasonable in all other aspects. The 
condition does not stipulate when the wall needs to be completed and it does not define the maximum 
height or exact location of the wall.  
 
7. Enforcement action is discretionary and Local Planning Authorities should act expediently, 
proportionally and in the public interest. Mr Jackson is entitled to complete the wall at some time in the 
future and in the meantime, as the Council have not provided any evidence to the contrary, the 
existing timber fence adequately protects the amenity of the occupiers of No. 56 Robert Jennings 
Close. If any issues regarding noise and disturbance were to arise these would be controlled by 
Environmental Health and are outside of Planning controls.  
 

Adam Tuck  

BSc (Hons) MRICS CPDS.  

For and on behalf of PlanSurv Ltd  
E-Mail: adam@plansurv.co.uk. 
 
Amendments To Text: None 
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: None 
 

DECISION:  
 
   


