DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

20 May 2019

Case No:

18/01806/FUL (FULL PLANNING APPLICATION)

Proposal:

FULL PLANNING APPLICATION FOR THE DEMOLITION
OF EXISTING REDUNDANT COMMERCIAL AND
AGRICULTURAL BUILDINGS AND THE ERECTION OF
NINE DWELLINGS

Location:

LAND REAR OF 22 HIGH STREET BLUNTISHAM PE28
3LD

Applicant:

MR PHILIP BAILEY

Grid Ref:

536746 274669

Date of Registration: 03.09.2018
Parish:

BLUNTISHAM
RECOMMENDATION

- REFUSE

This application is referred to the Development Management Committee
(DMC) because the officers recommendation of refusal is contrary to the
Parish Councils recommendation of approval.

1.

DESCRIPTION OF SITE AND APPLICATION

1.1

The existing site consists of a group of agricultural buildings behind
frontage dwellings on the western side of the High Street. The site is
within the Conservation Area and adjacent to a listed building, No.18
High Street. The site is located within flood zone 1 as indicated within
the Councils Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 2017.

1.2

The site measures 0.4 hectares and represents a rectangular parcel
of land located to the west of High Street, Bluntisham. The site is
currently overgrown, untidy and disused and is accessed via an
existing vehicular access between 20 and 22 from the High Street.
The access used to serve the retail unit at the front of the site and the
haulage business previously operated by the applicant.

1.3

The site is occupied by a variety of profile clad buildings which will be
demolished to facilitate the construction of the proposed dwellings.
The site is bordered to the north by the dwellings at Walnut Tree
Close. This mixture of single and two storey dwellings was created
following the redevelopment of a former tile warehouse. The site
entrance is bordered to the north by a traditional two storey beige
brick and slate dwelling, with a more modern red brick and pantile
dwelling located to the south. The southern boundary adjoins the
single storey brick and tile outbuilding and domestic curtilage of No
18 High Street. The land to the west of the application site comprises
unkempt grazing land with orchards beyond.

1.4

Parking provision for each property is proposed including two spaces.
The application also includes provision of a new private access road

taken from High Street constructed of block paving. The new access
road will run in a broadly straight line along the entire length of the
application site (central to the site) towards the proposed orchard
area, with turning area and access to the field at the rear.
1.5

In terms of planning history, planning permission was sought in 2000
for the development of this site. Two different schemes were put
forward and both were dismissed at appeal ref 0001320ful and
0001326ful and costs awarded to the Council. Scheme 1 was for 8
dwellings later amended to 5 dwellings.

1.6

The adjacent development walnut tree close was granted consent in
2005 this followed a dismissed appeal proposal ref 0201766ful. The
site consisted of 2 structures a large warehouse 55 m in length and
approx. 6m to ridge and a two storey office building.

1.7

At the appeal the Inspector noted that the impact of the existing use
of the site on the amenities of neighbours and the conservation area
were a material factor however they were insufficient to outweigh the
harm caused by the proposed development at that time. A revised
scheme which caused less harm and helped balance the public
benefit against the loss of the business was subsequently supported
by the Council. Whilst physically adjacent to each other the material
considerations determining the two applications were substantially
different and a precedent for development of housing on the site
under consideration has not been set.

1.8

The current planning application seeks permission for the demolition
of existing structures on the site and the erection of nine dwellings to
include, three detached dwellings, and a six of semi-detached
dwellings. Five of the nine dwellings are proposed to be affordable.

2.

NATIONAL GUIDANCE

2.1

The National Planning Policy Framework ( (NPPF 2019) sets out the
three economic, social and environmental objectives of the planning
system to contribute to the achievement of sustainable development.
The NPPF confirms that ‘So sustainable development is pursued in a
positive way, at the heart of the Framework is a presumption in favour
of sustainable development. The NPPF sets out the Government's
planning policies for:
* delivering a sufficient supply of homes;
* achieving well-designed places;
* conserving and enhancing the natural environment;
* conserving and enhancing the historic environment.

2.2

The NPPF 2019 updated the NPPF 2018 which replaced the NPPF
2012. Transitional arrangements are in place for authorities who
submitted Local Plans on or before the 24 January 2019. To ensure
consistency, the 2012 Framework policies will continue to be relevant
for the purposes of examining those plans. For clarity HDC submitted
their Local Plan on 29 March 2018. The NPPF 2019 should still be
taken into account as a material consideration in dealing with
applications.

2.3

Planning Practice Guide

For full details visit the government website
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/department-for-communitiesand-local-government

3.

PLANNING POLICIES

3.1

Huntingdonshire's Local Plan to 2036
• LP2: Strategy for Development
• LP4: Contributing to Infrastructure Delivery
• LP5: Flood Risk
• LP6: Waste Water Management
• LP9: Small Settlements
• LP10: The Countryside
• LP11: Design Context
• LP12: Design Implementation
• LP14: Amenity
• LP15: Surface Water
• LP16: Sustainable Travel
• LP17: Parking Provision and Vehicle Movement
• LP24: Affordable Housing Provision
• LP30: Biodiversity and Geodiversity
• LP31: Trees, Woodland, Hedges and Hedgerows
• LP33: Rural Buildings
• LP35: Heritage Assets and their Settings

3.2

Supplementary Planning Guidance
• Huntingdonshire Design Guide (2017)
• Developer Contributions SPD (2011)

Local policies are viewable at https://www.huntingdonshire.gov.uk

4.

PLANNING HISTORY

4.1

0001320ful and 0001326ful – planning permission refused for the
erection of eight dwellings and garages and alterations to access.
Subsequently dismissed at appeal.

4.2

15/70150/PENQ – proposal for the development of this site where it
was confirmed the principle of the development would not be
accepted, due to the location of the site, outside of the built
framework of the village.

4.3

16/01737/FUL - Erection of 6no. Dwelling houses and associated
development, to include access and demolition of existing structures
at site – Refused – 20.12.2016

5.

CONSULTATIONS

5.1

Bluntisham Parish Council -brecommends APPROVAL – Reason:
The site is redundant and an eyesore within the conservation area of
the village. The PC feel that this small development is in-keeping
within the local plan and neighbouring dwellings. Will provide smaller

affordable dwellings in the village. Highlight potential overlooking
towards No.2 Walnut Tree Close.
5.2

HDC Waste – NO OBJECTION – Each property has room for 3
wheeled bins

5.3

HDC Tree and Landscape – NO OBJECTION – conditions in
regards to ecology, landscape and trees

5.4

HDC Conservation – OBJECTION - The proposal will cause serious
harm to the significance of the listed building through harmful
development within its infield setting and as a grade II* listed building
the significance of this building is high. In respect of NPPF para.196
the level of harm is considered to be less than substantial but there is
a statutory duty to avoid harm to this asset.
This proposal causes a high level of harm to the character and
appearance of this part of Bluntisham Conservation Area. This level
of harm would be considered to be less than substantial but there is a
statutory duty to preserve or enhance the character or appearance of
the conservation area.
The applicant acknowledges that the
development would have an adverse impact on the character of the
conservation area but that impact should be assessed to be at a
greater level than that considered in the Heritage Statement. There is
no public benefit advanced to justify this level of harm and it has not
been sufficiently demonstrated that a housing development is the
optimum viable use of this part of the conservation area.

5.5

HDC Urban Design – NO OBJECTION

5.6

Wildlife Trust – NO OBJECTION - I am pleased to see further
information has now been provided with regards to bats and reptiles.
The updated survey (Green Environmental Consultants) has
concluded reptile surveys are not necessary, and I understand site
conditions have changed somewhat since the original survey and
there is now limited suitable reptile habitat. I therefore accept the
updated recommendation that additional reptile surveys are not
required. With regard to bats I note the updated report is still
recommending bat emergence surveys are undertaken, but considers
that these could be conditioned as the buildings are only of low
suitability for small numbers of common species, and mitigation in the
form of bat boxes could be agreed now, with surveys only required as
evidence for a Bat Low Impact Class Licence, if needed. I am
satisfied with this recommendation and the reasoning given, and
welcome the reference to best practice guidance on conditioning
surveys.
I consider that sufficient information on protected species has now
been provided to allow this application to be determined. Should
permission be granted, the provision of bat boxes/roosting
opportunities within new buildings should be required, by way of a
suitably worded planning condition. The additional surveys and any
further resulting mitigation measures should also be required by
condition. The mitigation principles for all species as given in section
6.2 of the Green Environmental Consultants report should all be
adhered to.
As per my previous comments, in order to deliver a net gain in
biodiversity, some habitat creation should be included, and the area

to the west proposed for new grassland and/or orchard would be a
suitable area to deliver this.
5.7

Historic England – NO COMMENT

5.8

CCC Archaeology – NO OBJECTION - Our records indicate that the
site lies in an area of high archaeological potential, located roughly
510m to the north west of 14th century Saint Mary's Church
(Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Record reference 10563).
There are a series of statutorily designated buildings situated along
the High Street (National Heritage List for England references
1162457, 1128554, 1128555, 1128552), including 18th century
houses adjacent to the application area (NHLE refs 1309640,
1330734). Archaeological investigations conducted 60m to the south
east of the proposed development area at Bluntisham Baptist Church
revealed evidence of grave cuts and evidence of medieval and postmedieval occupation (CHER ref ECB3070), while investigations north
of Rectory Road have revealed evidence of Bronze Age, Iron Age
and Roman settlement and occupation (ECB1711, ECB2046),
including a human skeletal remains. In addition, adjacent to the
Rectory Road excavations are the gardens of Bluntisham House,
formerly the Rectory (12026).
We have commented on this site previously. We would recommend
that the same archaeological standard condition is placed on the
development as was recommended for prior (refused) application
16/01737/FUL within the same bounds, that is:
We do not object to development from proceeding in this location but
consider that the site should be subject to a programme of
archaeological investigation secured through the inclusion of a
negative condition

5.9

CCC Highways – NO OBJECTION – subject to a number of
conditions.

6.

REPRESENTATIONS

6.1

Two representations received stating the following…
*Car parking on high street compromised
*Over looking towards No.22 rear garden
*Over shadowing towards No.22
*Over looking towards No.2 Walnut Tree Close

7.

ASSESSMENT

7.1

The principle, important and controversial issues to consider are:
• The principle of development
• Impact upon the character and appearance of the
conservation area
• Impact upon residential amenity
• Highways safety and access
• Biodiversity

The Principle of Development
7.2

The site is located at the western edge of Bluntisham village.
Residential development is the predominant land use in the locality of
frontage development. Open countryside lies directly west of the site.
The site has historically been considered to be located outside of the
built-up area through previous planning decisions and appeals. It is
necessary however to consider this afresh in light of the built-up
areas definition and implementation guidance in the new Local Plan
to 2036. When considered against this guidance, whilst the site is
comprised of agricultural buildings, they do not primarily relate to the
countryside but instead relate more to the built form of the settlement.
The part of the site on which the access, dwellings and gardens are
proposed is therefore now considered to be within the built-up area.

7.3

Policy LP23 of the Local Plan provides guidance on affordable
housing and states that 40% affordable housing should be provided
on all developments on a site where 11 homes or 1,001m2 are being
proposed. In this instance the applicant is not required to provide any
affordable housing as the proposal is for nine dwellings, however the
applicant is proposing 5 dwellings as affordable as a benefit of the
development, this equates to 55% affordable housing provision.

7.4

Policy LP36 of the Local Plan provides guidance on Heritage Assets
and their Settings. Great weight and importance is given to the
conservation of heritage assets and their settings. The statutory
presumption of the avoidance of harm can only be outweighed if there
are public benefits that are powerful enough to do so.

7.5

A proposal within, affecting the setting of, or affecting views into or
out of, a conservation areas should preserve, and wherever possible
enhance, features that contribute positively to the areas character,
appearance and setting.

7.6

In terms of the settlement strategy, the part of the site on which the
access, dwellings and gardens are proposed is now considered to be
within the built-up area. That does not however necessarily mean
that the site can be developed. It is still necessary to consider the
impacts of the development on the other important considerations.
Impact upon the Character and Appearance of the Conservation
Area

7.7

The site falls within the Bluntisham Conservation Area. 18 High Street
is a grade II* listed building Stapenhill which lies to the south of the
site. A range of brick barns abuts the boundary with the development
site and these are considered to be protected as part of the listing of
the main house (curtilage listed buildings).

7.8

“BLUNTISHAM HIGH STREET 1. 5140 (west side) No 18 (Stapenhill)
(formerly listed as house immediately north of school) TL 36 74 17/14
30.5.58 II* GV 2. Mid C18 farmhouse. Two-storeys and attics. Local
yellow brick with red brick details. Old plain tile roof with tumbled
parapet gables, and end stacks with paired shafts. Three flat-roofed
dormers with horizontal sliding sashes and glazing bars. Symmetrical
five window range of hung sashes with glazing bars in segmental
arches with keystones and red brick dressings at first floor. Similar

windows flank central panelled door with flat canopy and modillioned
cornice supported on scroll brackets. Band between storeys with
chequered brick pattern. Two-storey C19 brick and slate rear
extension. Fire plaque. Interior: Fine open-string staircase with turned
balusters. Room to right-hand has complete raised and fielded
panelling, and bolection moulded chimney piece. Original doors to all
rooms.”
7.9

The site is currently overgrown and disused. It is occupied by a
number of single storey former prefabricated agricultural structures,
these structures are in a poor condition. The site rises 1.3 m towards
the west. The site is accessed from the High Street between 20 and
22, there is a large gap in the street frontage between these two
properties and views into the site from the High Street are readily
available.

7.10

The site appears to be the amalgamation of two or possibly three
narrow medieval plots of land running from the High Street back into
the site and abutting with the open fields to the West.

7.11

This analysis considers the impact that this proposal will have on the
character and appearance of the conservation area and the
significance of the adjacent listed building.

7.12

The infields, of which the site forms part, act as an important
transitional area or buffer between the built up core of the village and
the open countryside beyond.

7.13

The conservation area character statement records that the infields
were historically areas of enclosed land associated with the linear
development along the high street; typically this land was used as
orchards. This land forms a buffer between the historic centre of the
village and the arable farmland to the west and is an important
component of the conservation area. The infields form the immediate
backdrop to the historic built form. The conservation area boundary
extends to the western edge of the infields, in recognition of their high
value to the morphology of the settlement.

7.14

The character of the conservation area along the Western side of the
High Street still largely reflects the historic pattern of intermittent
substantial detached properties, many now listed, sited at the back of
the footpath and interspersed with clusters of modern development.
There are some structures associated with these principal listed
buildings however they tend to be single storey narrow gabled
structures of ancillary nature. These structures are usually of a linear
subservient nature stretching back along the plots at right angles to
the main street. They do not penetrate deeply into the site but tend to
congregate at the front of the site associated with the position of the
principle building.

7.15

This historic arrangement is exemplified by No.18 (Stapenhill), the
neighbouring II* listed building. The spatial relationship the building
has with its setting therefore makes an important contribution to its
significance. The proposed development would erode the existing
relatively open characteristics of the site and undermine the historic
relationship between the undeveloped infield and the historic pattern
of settlement. As there is little boundary treatment between the two

plots the open undeveloped character of the site merges with and
reinforces the character of the rear garden of the adjacent grade II*
listed building. The site currently contains low key buildings of no
particular merit and the removal of these structures would reinforce
this character. However, their replacement with new dwellings would
represent a permanent intrusion of a character and scale not
compatible with the existing degree/type of site use or pattern of
development; it would fail to preserve or enhance the character and
appearance of the conservation area and would be harmful to the
setting of the listed building.
7.16

Despite revisions from the 2016 scheme, the proposed buildings still
fails to reflect the character and appearance of traditional buildings.
The application proposes the erection of 9 dwellings with private
gardens either side of a main access which is centred along the spine
of the site. The development penetrates deeply into the site and
consists of 1 and 2 storey dwellings of a variety of designs. The
layout of this development remains overtly modern; it does not reflect
the historic development of Bluntisham. The layout bears no
relationship to the grain of neighbouring buildings within this western
part of the conservation area.

7.17

The Planning (Listed buildings and conservation areas) act 1990 s66
and s72 requires that the determining authority shall have special
regard to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or
appearance of the conservation area and special regard to the
preservation of the special architectural and historic interest of a listed
building.

7.18

The NPPF para.193 confirms that great weight should be given to the
preservation of heritage assets. The presumption against the
avoidance of harm is a statutory one, it is not irrefutable but can only
be outweighed if there are material considerations that are powerful
enough to do so. This principal was reinforced in (R (aoa) Forge Field
Society) v. Sevenoaks DC [2014] EWHC 1895 (Admin) where the
local authority decision was quashed for the failure to sufficiently
skew the balance to acknowledge the weight afforded heritage assets
and also for a failure to properly consider alternative sites for
affordable housing.

7.19

The proposal will cause serious harm to the significance of the listed
building through harmful development within its infield setting and as
a grade II* listed building the significance of this building is high. In
respect of NPPF para.196 the level of harm is considered to be less
than substantial but there is a statutory duty to have regard to this
asset.

7.20

This proposal causes a high level of harm to the character and
appearance of this part of Bluntisham Conservation Area. This level
of harm would be considered to be less than substantial but there is a
statutory duty to consider the desirability of preserving or enhancing
the character or appearance of the conservation area. The applicant
acknowledges that the development would have an adverse impact
on the character of the conservation area but that impact should be
assessed to be at a greater level than that considered in the
applicant’s Heritage Statement. The provision of the affordable
housing does not justify this level of harm and it has not been

sufficiently demonstrated that a housing development is the optimum
viable use of this part of the conservation area.
7.21

It is therefore considered that the harm caused by the proposal to
both the Conservation Area and the neighbouring Grade II* listed
building would be contrary to Local Plan policies LP11, LP12 and
LP34.
Impact upon Neighbouring Residential Amenity

7.22

The proposal has been considered by HDC urban design officers and
has undergone a number of amendments throughout to result in a
scheme that is of a sympathetic design, scale and form that would
have no significant impact upon neighbouring amenity.

7.23

In terms of its relationship with neighbouring properties, the removal
of the dilapidated agricultural buildings and the tidying up of the site is
considered to be a benefit to the amenity of neighbours and is
supported by the Parish Council.

7.24

There is a good level of boundary treatment in the form of existing
fencing, hedges and trees with the opportunity to further enhance
through the hard and soft landscaping condition. In this sense it is
unlikely that there will be any significant impact in regards to impacts
upon the private residential amenity of the neighbouring dwellings to
the north.

7.25

The proposal is considered to have sufficient private amenity space in
the form of private garden areas for both properties when viewed
against the general character and form of the surrounding area. The
bin store and cycle store area is to be located in a suitable location so
to not impact unduly upon neighbouring amenity.

7.26

Representations were received in relation to potential overlooking and
overbearing impacts upon neighbouring amenity located at No.2
Walnut Tree Close and No.24 High Street. In regards to No.2 Walnut
Tree Close, plot no.3 has been amended so that only an obscure
bathroom window faces towards the roof scape, thus eliminating any
undue overlooking impacts.

7.27

In terms of the proposals relationship with No.24, plot no.3 will be
located approximately 28m in distance away to the west with a 1.8m
wall proposed as boundary treatment between the properties. In
terms of separation distances, 28m is considered to be acceptable
and will result in no significant overlooking or overbearing relationship
with the neighbouring property.

7.28

Overall given the scale and orientation of the proposal when viewed
against the neighbouring properties, it is deemed that there will be no
significant impact in regards to overlooking or overshadowing. Details
of hard and soft landscaping including boundary treatments and
finished floor levels will be secured via condition. It is considered that
the development will not lead to a significant loss of amenity to the
adjoining properties. The proposal is considered to be in accordance
with Policy LP14 of the Local Plan to 2036.

Highway Safety
7.29

In terms of highway safety, access and parking, the proposal would
utilise and improve an existing access for the development. The
proposal is considered to provide suitable and safe access that would
be similar in nature to the similar housing schemes within close
proximity to the site. The proposal cannot achieve suitable access
geometry within the development for the Local Highway Authority to
consider adopting the carriageway, therefore it would need to remain
private and take account of the need for future maintenance, lighting,
surface water drainage and refuse collection.

7.30

Cambridgeshire County Council Highways have been consulted and
offer no objection subject to a number of highways conditions.

7.31

There are no maximum or minimum parking standards that need to
be applied to developments as per the requirements of the NPPF. It is
shown on the submitted plans that adequate parking and turning is to
be provided on site, having regard to the scale and nature of the
proposed development. It is considered that there is sufficient parking
space on the site to meet the requirements of policies LP16 & LP17
of the Local Plan to 2036.
Biodiversity and Trees

7.32

The ecological survey has been analysed by the HDC Landscape and
Ecology Officer and the Wildlife Trust who both considered the
findings acceptable. The recommendations, enhancements and
precautionary measures should be carried out in full and secured via
condition.

7.33

In terms of bats, it is acknowledged that there is a recommendation
that bat emergence surveys are undertaken. It is considered
acceptable to condition these surveys as the buildings on site are of
low suitability and mitigation in the form of bat boxes is acceptable
(secured through condition), furthermore the inclusion of the orchard
area to the rear of the site delivers a net gain in biodiversity.

7.34

In terms of tree impact, the site has little significant vegetation with
unmanaged trees and large areas of overgrown self-set vegetation
that offer no significant value in arboricultural or landscape terms. A
condition will be imposed on any permission to ensure the
development is carried out in accordance with the submitted tree
protection measures.

7.35

The proposal is therefore acceptable and complies with policies LP30
and LP31 of the Local Plan to 2036.
Other Issues

7.36

Development Obligations - Part H of the Developer Contributions
SPD (2011) requires a payment towards refuse bins for new
residential development.

7.37

A completed Unilateral Undertaking was submitted and received by
the Local Planning Authority on 9th May 2019as part of the
application.

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL):
7.38

The development will be CIL liable in accordance with the Council’s
adopted charging schedule; CIL payments will cover footpaths and
access, health, community facilities, libraries and lifelong learning and
education.

7.39

There are no other material planning considerations which have a
significant bearing on the determination of this application.
Conclusion

7.40

The NPPF has at its heart the presumption in favour of sustainable
development. To be sustainable, development must, as noted in
paragraph 6 of the NPPF, strike a satisfactory balance between the
economic, environmental and social considerations.

7.41

The NPPF highlights that heritage assets are an irreplaceable
resource and indicates that they should be conserved so that they
can be enjoyed for the contribution to the quality of life of existing and
future generations.

7.42

The proposal will cause serious harm to the significance of the listed
building at No.18 through harmful development within its infield
setting and as a grade II* listed building the significance of this
building is high. In respect of NPPF para.196 the level of harm is
considered to be less than substantial but there is a statutory duty to
avoid harm to this asset.

7.43

This proposal also causes a high level of harm to the character and
appearance of this part of Bluntisham Conservation Area. This level
of harm is considered to be less than substantial, but there is a
statutory duty to preserve or enhance the character or appearance of
the conservation area. The applicant acknowledges (within their
heritage statement) that the development would have an adverse
impact on the character of the conservation area.

7.44

Whilst officers have regard to the benefits of the provision of 55%
affordable housing, it is considered that affordable housing is a district
need that can be provided district wide. The fact that the proposal is
within the conservation area and adjacent to a Grade II* listed
building needs to be given great weight when considered against a
district wide aspiration for affordable housing. Therefore in this
instance the inclusion of affordable housing on this particular site is
not considered to provide a sufficient level of public benefit to justify
the level of harm caused to the identified heritage assets.

7.45

It is therefore considered that the harm caused by the proposal to
both the Conservation Area and the neighbouring Grade II* listed
building would be unacceptable and contrary to Local Plan policies
LP11, LP12 and LP34.

7.46

Having regard to applicable national and local planning policies, and
having taken all relevant material considerations into account, it is
therefore recommended that planning permission should be refused.

8.

RECOMMENDATION
reasons:

-

Refusal for the following

Reason 1. The proposal would result in serious harm to the
significance of the listed building through harmful development within
its infield setting as a grade II* listed building at No.18 High Street
and the overall character of the Bluntisham Conservation Area. The
proposal does not preserve or enhance the character or appearance
of the Conservation Area. In accordance with paragraph 193 of the
NPPF great weight should be given to the conservation of Bluntisham
Conservation area and in consideration of paragraph 196 the harm
caused to the significance of this designated heritage asset is not
outweighed by the proposed public benefits of the scheme.
Reason 2. Accordingly the development fails to preserve the
character or appearance of the Conservation Area and results in
harm to the setting of the grade II* listed building. The proposal is
therefore contrary to Policies LP11, LP12 and LP34 of the Local Plan
to 2036.
If you would like a translation of this document, a large text version or an audio
version, please contact us on 01480 388388 and we will try to accommodate
your needs.
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FAO - Peter Baish
Bluntisham Parish Council met to discuss the above
application last night and fully support this proposal.
The site is redundant and an eyesore within the
conservation area of the village. The PC feel that this
small development is in-keeping within the local plan
and neighbouring dwellings. The only condition they
would like to see is that of obscured glazing to plot
02/03 upstairs windows which overlook 2 Walnut Tree
Close, which has been agreed by the applicant.
Many thanks and Best regards
Tracey Davidson
Bluntisham Parish Clerk
01487 842677
07725 308115
bluntishamclerk@gmail.com
You have received this email from Bluntisham Parish
Council. The content of this email is confidential may be
legally privileged and intended for the recipient specified in
message only. It is strictly forbidden to share any part of the
message with any third party, without a written consent of
the sender. If you received this message by mistake,
please reply to this message and follow with its deletion, so
that we can ensure such a mistake does not occur in the
future.
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Bluntisham Parish Council ensures that email security is a
high priority. Therefore, we have put efforts into ensuring
that the message is error and virus-free. Unfortunately, full
security of the email cannot be ensured as, despite our
efforts, the data included in emails could be infected,
intercepted, or corrupted. Therefore, the recipient should
check the email for threats with proper software, as the
sender does not accept liability for any damage inflicted by
viewing the content of this email.
By contacting Bluntisham Parish Council you agree that
your contact details may be held and processed fore the
purpose of corresponding.
You may request access to the information we hold on you
bluntishamclerk@gmail.com
You may request to be removed as a contact at any time
bluntishamclerk@gmail.com
To view Bluntisham Parish Council Privacy Notice
please Click here
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