
SOUTH AREA COMMITTEE MEETING –    7th November 2011 
 

Pre-Committee Amendment Sheet  
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS  
 
 
 

CIRCULATION: First 
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF: 11/0900/FUL 
 
Location:   Hills Road Sixth Form College Sports Ground, Sedley Taylor 

Road 
 
Target Date:  05.10.2011 
 
To Note:  
 
A lead petitioner’s document on behalf of 62 neighbours has been submitted 
reiterating objections to the planning application. It is attached to the amendment 
sheet. It concludes that the recommendation of the planning officer is not based on 
sufficient information regarding the nature of and levels of future use and does not 
address the provision of adequate access and parking which are considered crucial 
in determining the application. Other issues regarding amenity, privacy, drainage and 
noise and disturbance to neighbours are raised again. A number of photographs 
demonstrating the existing access issues into the Rugby Club car park are attached.  
 
I have been copied into further clarifying advice from the Highways Officer to the 
lead petitioner regarding a query as to whether or not the Contractors' car park in 
upgraded form (head of access A) could be used in conjunction with Access A 
as a main service road into the field. The Highways Officer has responded 
that:  
  
‘Neither access could provide adequate width for two cars to pass comfortably, and, 
realistically either could only provide a single access width for motor vehicles, and a 
pedestrian or cycle travelling in contra flow. 
 
The northern access is slightly wider, and so would be able to provide greater 
comfort to a pedestrian/cyclist whilst a car passed; however, I would consider both 
accesses to be unsuitable for significant intensification of use. 
 
The proposed developed could not, in my opinion, be regarded as intensification. 
 
The planning system requires the developer to address significant detriment, but 
does not allow the Local Planning Authority to require betterment, and so I cannot 
see how the developer could be required to provide alternative access arrangements 
nor additional parking provision.’  
 
The recommendation of the Highways Officer remains in support of the application. 



This advice is consistent with the professional advice of officers in how Members 
should determine this application, in that the proposal is for a replacement pavilion 
including improved changing facilities and that there is no evidence to suggest that 
an intensification of the use of the playing fields would occur. It is not the role of the 
Local Planning Authority to rectify existing issues of access and parking and it would 
be unreasonable, in line with Circular 11/95 on the use of conditions, to seek to apply 
additional restrictions on the use of the replacement pavilion or sports fields, 
especially where no controls exist at present and there is no intensification of use. 
No new issues arise from the latest petitioner’s document that have not been 
covered in the Committee report.  
 
Amendments To Text: 
 
Replacement Paragraph 8.15; 
 
There are concerns that there may be bats roosting within the roof void of the 
existing pavilion.  An external and internal inspection has been undertaken during 
October and a full report with recommendations has been submitted and assessed 
by the City Council’s Nature and Conservation Projects Officer.   
 
No bat roosts were found, but in order to prevent future bat roosts, it is 
recommended that any crevices on the external surface of the existing pavilion are 
blocked up by a trained ecologist to prevent future roosts between the time of the 
survey and demolition of the building.  Additionally, in the unlikely event that a bat or 
bats are found during the building works, works will stop immediately and a licensed 
ecologist contacted.  The City Council Nature and Conservation Projects Officer 
agrees with this approach. 
 
Replacement Paragraph 8.22; 
 
Relating to the surface water drainage a ground investigation has been undertaken 
to support the proposed approach, as no alternative drainage proposal has been 
discussed.  The City Council Sustainable Drainage Officer considers that infiltration 
is a suitable method of surface water disposal but that in order for it to be successful, 
the system needs to be shallow so that it is above the ground water table.  It has 
been recommended that a rain garden is used, although there are many alternatives. 
 A condition can be attached requiring details of the proposed system prior to 
installation.  
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: 
 
No development shall commence until a detailed scheme for the provision and 
implementation of surface water drainage in accordance with the submitted foul and 
surface water drainage proposal by Mott Macdonald reference Rev.A 30.09.2011 
and Soil report reference C12507 submitted to and approved in writing by the local 
planning authority. The drainage works shall be constructed in accordance with the 
approved details prior to the occupation of any part of the residential accommodation 
hereby approved. 
 
Reason: In order to ensure adequate means of surface water drainage (Cambridge 



Local Plan 2006 policy 8/18). 
 
DECISION:  
 
  
 
CIRCULATION: First 
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF: 11/0873/FUL 
 
Location:   12A Drayton Close  
 
Target Date:  19.09.2011 
 
To Note:  Nothing 
 
Amendments To Text: None 
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: None 
 
DECISION:  
 
  
 
CIRCULATION: First 
 
ITEM:    APPLICATION REF: 11/0202/FUL 
 
Location:   31 Beaumont Road  
 
Target Date:  19.04.2011 
 
To Note: No further update. 
 
Amendments To Text: No amendments. 
 
Pre-Committee Amendments to Recommendation: No amendments. 
 
DECISION:  
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