
 

The Greater Cambridge Shared Planning Service is a strategic partnership between  
Cambridge City Council and South Cambridgeshire District Council 

Delegation meeting - Minutes 

• Date: 20 October 2020 
• Time: 11am to 12:30pm 
• Meeting held: via Teams  
• Attendees: Chris Carter (CC), Cllr John Batchelor (JB), Cllr Pippa Heylings (PH), 

Jane Rodens (JR), Julie Ayre (JA), Michael Sexton (MS) 
• Notes and actions: Jemma Smith  

Minutes approved by: Cllr John Batchelor (Chair of Planning Committee – Consultee) 
on 20 October 2020, Chris Carter (Delivery Manager – Strategic Sites) on 20 October 
2020 

20/02921/FUL Land At Damms Pastures, Highfields Caldecote, 
Caldecote, Cambridgeshire - Erection of 4 bed dwelling 

Reason for call-in request 

Caldecote Parish Council object to this planning application.  
1. The Site is too narrow  
2. The project design is out of keeping with surrounding properties  
3. The planning submission mis-represents the area of the application and includes 

Damns Pastures. This is a private road 
4. The council questions the right of access 
5. The site is adjacent to a Badger Set  
6. Caldecote Parish Council request that this application is determined by the SCDC 

Planning Committee 

Key considerations 

The comments of the Parish Council were noted. The case officer explained that they 
propose to recommend refusal of the application for a number of reasons including two of 
those noted by the Parish Council. 

It was considered that the issues raised by the Parish Council were material planning 
considerations but, given that the officer recommendation would accord with the views of 
the Parish, the application did not require referral to the planning committee.  

The proposal was also not considered to have significant implications for adopted policy 
and was not of a nature scale or complexity to justify referral to the planning committee. 
Finally, the planning history of the site was not considered determinative in this case. 

Decision 

Delegated decision. See above. 
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8 Green Lane, Linton, CB21 4JZ - (Variation of condition 5 (surface 
water drainage), 6 (hard and soft landscape) and 8 (arboricultural 
method statement and tree protection strategy) and removal of 
condition 9 (traffic management plan) of planning permission 
S/3524/17/FL (erection of 1no dwelling) and 20/03184/S73 (Variation of 
condition 4 (method statement) & 5 (materials) of listed building 
consent S/3525/17/LB (alterations to 2no curtilage listed walls for a 
vehicle access and a pedestrian access) 

Reason for call-in request 

[Please note that whilst the Parish objected to both applications in separate responses, 
and only requested 20/03171/S73 be referred to committee, their comments on 
20/03184/S73 raised concerns about materials that are subject to 20/03184/S73 and so 
both need to be presented.] 
 
20/03171/S73 
Linton Parish Council Comments: 2 September 2020 
The submission for condition 5 does not appear to meet the requirements for percolation 
testing, being only 2 test pits. The results were obtained after an unusually long dry spell 
and so are not typical of the area. 
The comments for 20/03184/S73 apply to this submission, also. 
Work has been done without meeting pre-commencement conditions, and materials are 
at the heart of recent planning appeals. This means bricks/flints/etc, not just mortar. 
Already we see that the front wall has been reduced in height and the lowered wall has 
been built. The materials are not in keeping with the original, being of a different colour 
and texture, not appropriate for the Outstanding Conservation Area. This is particularly 
obvious against the historic fabric, in an area of historic value. 
In particular the coping stones are soft and without longevity (we already see some wear 
and flaking). The colour is the cream/yellow of Cambridge Commons, not the russet of 
the original stones. Refer to the Tree Officers response, that trees were being lost only to 
meet the needs of development. The effect was that conditions, the needs of the area 
and protection of trees had not been met and deliberately and systematically ignored. 
LPC Decision: Object and refer this to the District Council Full Planning Committee 
 
20/03184/S73 
Linton Parish Council Comments: 2 September 2020 
(These should be considered in conjunction with the application on the adjacent listed 
property S/0668/18/FL and S/0669/18/LB). 
The submissions refer only to the mortar between the materials and that there should be 
re-use of materials. 
Work has been done without meeting pre-commencement conditions, and materials are 
at the heart of recent planning appeals. This means bricks/flints/etc, not just mortar. 
Already we see that the front wall has been reduced in height and the lowered wall has 
been built. 
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The materials are not in keeping with the original, being of a different colour and texture, 
not appropriate for the Outstanding Conservation Area. This is particularly obvious 
against the historic fabric, in an area of historic value. 
In particular the coping stones are soft and without longevity (we already see some wear 
and flaking). The colour is the cream/yellow of Cambridge Commons, not the russet of 
the original stones. 
The materials used in the porch also do not appear to be in keeping with the area, the OL 
or conditions. 
No sign of tree protection. Many of the trees, which had been shown in the OL (of this 
and the renovations of the adjacent property) to be retained, have already been removed. 
The TPO Pear Tree was still there, but the Robinias and others have been removed. The 
site is now left very open 
LPC Decision: Object and do not refer this to the District Council Full Planning 
Committee 

Key considerations 

The comments of the Parish Council were noted. 

The officer explained that these matters relate to an implemented, and completed, 
scheme within the village where the development had been undertaken without first 
dealing with all the planning conditions imposed on the original permissions. 

It was noted that both applications dealt with technical planning conditions where 
technical consultees had expressed their view that they were satisfied with the 
information provided. The one exception to this was regarding the Tree Officer who 
maintained an objection. However, it was explained that this condition cannot now be 
complied with as it required the approval and implementation of tree protection measures 
during construction. 

The issues related to the appearance of the wall were not relevant to the current 
applications and may be addressed in a separate forum if required. 

Having regard to the above, it was considered that the Parish Council had raised material 
planning considerations, but that these were not so significant that the proposal would be 
referred to the planning committee. 

The proposal was also not considered to have significant implications for adopted policy 
and was not of a nature scale or complexity to justify referral to the planning committee. 
The planning history of the site was not considered determinative in this case. 

Finally, it was noted that the case officer would consider any other changes in policy or 
context which may have taken place since the determination of the original planning 
permission, as is required in the consideration of a S73 application. 

Decision 

Delegated decision. See above.  
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