
      
DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT  COMMITTEE            16th APRIL   2018 
 
Case No: 17/02688/FUL  (FULL PLANNING APPLICATION) 
 
Proposal:  CHANGE OF DESIGN TO DWELLING HOUSE 

PREVIOUSLY APPROVED UNDER APPLICATION 
16/01036/FUL 

 
Location:  LIVING ACCOMMODATION 2 HILTON ROAD  

FENSTANTON   
 
Applicant:  MS LORRAINE MOONEY 
 
Grid Ref: 531485   268416 
 
Date of Registration:   29.01.2018 
 
Parish:   FENSTANTON 
 

RECOMMENDATION  -     APPROVE    
 
The application is reported to the Development Management Committee 
as the Parish Council has an opposing view to that of the officer 
recommendation which is to approve the application.  
 
1. DESCRIPTION OF SITE AND APPLICATION 
 
1.1 The site lies within the Fenstanton Conservation Area, no. 4 & No.9 

Hilton Road are Grade II listed buildings to the North West and north 
east of the site. The site is mainly laid to lawn with trees within the 
grounds, there are two access points to the site from Hilton Road. 
The site is not within a Flood Zone or in an area liable to flooding in 
the SFRA. There is a mix of residential and commercial properties 
within the locality, with a car park located close to the south eastern 
boundary. The A14 trunk road lies further to the south of the site.  

 
1.2 The application proposes to make a number of largely cosmetic 

changes to the design of the dwelling house previously approved 
under application 16/01036/FUL. The proposal also seeks to change 
the external materials of the proposed dwelling and remove a number 
of trees which were to be retained under the previous consent, as 
well as retaining some trees which were to be removed under the last 
application. The changes are summarised below: 
- The addition of a window and a canopy over a door on the side 
(east) elevation 
- The addition of a canopy over the door on the front (North) 
elevation. 
- The removal of a window from the rear (South) elevation 
- The use of Cambridge Burwell white brickwork, Larch Wavey edge 
timber cladding, buff clay pantiles, and timber window casements. 
- Removal of a Horse Chestnut tree, two Sycamore trees and the 
retention of a Walnut tree, Old apple tree and two Fir trees 

 
1.3 No changes are proposed to the siting or scale of the proposed 

dwelling. Like the previous application, the existing site would be sub-
divided. No. 2 Hilton Road and the proposed new property would 



have separate access points, and 2 parking spaces provided for both. 
The shop and post office would remain on the ground floor of No. 2 
Hilton Road.     

 
2. NATIONAL GUIDANCE 
 
2.1 The National Planning Policy Framework (2012)  
 
For full details visit the government website   
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/department-for-communities-
and-local-government  
 
3. PLANNING POLICIES 
 
3.1 Saved policies from the Huntingdonshire Local Plan (1995) 

• En2: “Character and setting of Listed Buildings”  
• En5: “Conservation Area Character”  
• En6: “Design standards in Conservation Areas”  
• En9; “Conservation Areas”  
• En18: “Protection of countryside features”  
• En20: “Landscaping scheme”  
• En25: “General Design Criteria”  
• H32: “Subdivision of curtilages” 
• H33: “Subdivision of curtilages in conservation areas” 
 

3.2 Saved policies from the Huntingdonshire Local Plan Alterations 
(2002) 

• HL5: “Quality and density of development”  
 
3.3 Adopted Huntingdonshire Local Development Framework Core 

Strategy (2009) 
• CS1: “Sustainable development in Huntingdonshire”  
• CS3: “The Settlement Hierarchy”  
• CS10: “Contributions to Infrastructure Requirements”  

 
3.4 Draft Huntingdonshire Local Plan to 2036: Proposed Submission 

2017 
 
3.5 Huntingdonshire's Local Plan to 2036: Proposed Submission 2017 

was approved for publication at the Council meeting on the 13th 
December 2017.  In view of the advancing stage of the Plan and the 
consistency of its policies with those in the National Planning Policy 
Framework, the policies in Huntingdonshire's Local Plan to 2036: 
Proposed Submission 2017 should be afforded significant weight.    

• Policy LP 1: "Amount of Development"  
• Policy LP2: "Strategy for development"  
• Policy LP4: "Contributing to Infrastructure Delivery"  
• Policy LP6 "Waste Water Management"  
• Policy LP8: “Key service Centres” 
• Policy LP12: "Design Context" 
• Policy LP13: "Design Implementation" 
• Policy LP14: "Placemaking" 
• Policy LP15: "Amenity"  
• Policy LP16: "Surface Water" 
• Policy LP18: "Parking Provision and Vehicle Movement"  
• Policy LP33 " Trees, Woodland, Hedges and Hedgerows" 

https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/department-for-communities-and-local-government
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/department-for-communities-and-local-government


• Policy LP36 "Heritage Assets and their setting" 
 
3.6 Housing Supply Policies -  In order to satisfy the requirements of the 

NPPF to boost housing supply the Council must demonstrate an up-
to-date five year supply of deliverable housing sites to meet its 
objectively assessed need, with an additional buffer to ensure choice 
and competition in the market for land; this requirement is set out in 
paragraph 47 of the NPPF.  Due to under delivery in recent years the 
buffer to be applied for the District is 20%. The December 2017 
Annual Monitoring Review applies the 20% buffer and demonstrates 
that the Council has a five year supply of housing land.   

 
3.7 The Development Plan policies relevant to the supply of housing 

(En17 and H23 of the Huntingdonshire Local Plan (HLP) and CS2 
and CS3 of the Huntingdonshire Core Strategy (HCS)) were set 
against a lower Objectively Assessed Need figure such that strict 
application of these policies would result in failure to achieve the 
objectively assessed housing need figure that the Council currently 
has identified as part of the emerging Local Plan to 2036. These 
policies are therefore no longer fully up-to-date or consistent with the 
NPPF and, at this time and until the Council adopts the Local Plan to 
2036 with up-to-date policies, the 'tilted balance' as set out within the 
4th bullet point of para. 14 is engaged. For decision-taking this means 
granting permission in instances where the Development Plan is 
absent, silent or relevant policies are out-of-date unless any adverse 
impacts would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits 
(having regard to the Framework policies taken as a whole), or 
specific polices of the Framework indicate development should be 
restricted. Footnote 9 to the Framework provides some examples of 
these restrictive policies, the most relevant in this case being "the 
impact upon designated heritage asset to which is not outweighed by 
public benefits" 

 
3.8 Supplementary Planning Documents (SPD) and Guidance: 

• Huntingdonshire Design Guide SPD (2017) 
• Huntingdonshire Townscape and Landscape Assessment 

SPD 2007 
• Developer Contributions SPD 2011 
• Cambridgeshire Flood and Water SPD 2017 
• Huntingdonshire Tree Guidance Note 3 
• December 2017 Annual Monitoring Review regarding housing 

land supply 
 
Local policies are viewable at https://www.huntingdonshire.gov.uk  
 
4. RELEVANT PLANNING HISTORY 
 
4.1 16/01036/FUL - Demolition of existing sorting office building. 

Partitioning part of the garden to 2 Hilton Road and the construction 
of a new dwelling house. - Approved 

 
5. CONSULTATIONS 
 
5.1 Fenstanton Parish Council – Objects (COPY ATTACHED) Although 

the change to the design of the house was acceptable the removal of 
trees was not. The initial design had been opposed by a parishioner 
at both PC and HDC level. However the design was passed by HDC 

https://www.huntingdonshire.gov.uk/


but HDC inferred a tree preservation order would be place on the 
trees. Just one year later the design has been resubmitted and the 
trees are to be removed. Horse chestnut trees have already been 
removed to get planning permission for the house. The trees are a 
particularly lovely feature in the village and can be seen from all 
around. Removal would change the skyline and aspect of the area. 
Councillors present at the meeting recalled the request for trees to be 
preserved; the trees were in a preservation area. Trees cannot be cut 
down with permission or unless a tree surgeon demands it. The 
application is refused on the grounds that this is a conservation area 
and there had been previous reassurances that the trees would not 
be removed. 
 
Officers have addressed these comments in consultation with the 
Council’s tree officer within the report. 

 
5.2 Cambridgeshire County Council Local Highway Authority – No 

objections, comments summarised below: 
The accesses have not changed from that previously given 
permission, therefore the LHA have no comments to make regarding 
this latest iteration of house design.  

 
5.3 HDC Landscape Officer - No Objections, recommended hard and 

soft landscaping condition. 
 
5.4 HDC Tree Officer – No Objections, recommended tree protection 

conditions 
 
6. REPRESENTATIONS 
 
6.1 There have been two objections received from 4 Hilton Road, 

Fenstanton and 5 High Street Fenstanton. These are summarised 
below: 
*The retention of remaining quality trees was part of the last proposal 
and there was support for using Tree Preservation Orders.  
*They are part of the ecological and environmental infrastructure that 
supports abundant wildlife, provide privacy and screening for 
surrounding houses, sound attenuation and pollution absorption. 
*Trees removed six months before seeking planning permission in 
2016 
*The sparse Heritage Statement does not address the wider impact of 
the removal of the trees apart from local shading.  
*No objection to the other aspects of the application  
*Hope to see tree protection conditions 
*Surprised social rented accommodation being made by other than a 
social landlord or local housing authority. 

 
7. ASSESSMENT  
 
 Background 
 
7.1 A previous application granted planning permission for a single 

dwelling under reference 16/01036/FUL in 2016. The current proposal 
seeks to make a number of changes to the previous planning 
consent. Many of these changes are fairly small, mostly cosmetic 
changes, however some of them are material and therefore require 
either a section 73 application or a new full planning application, 



which has been submitted. The proposed changes are outlined 
below: 
- The addition of a window and a canopy over a door on the side 
(east) elevation 
- The addition of a canopy over the door on the front (North) 
elevation. 
- The removal of a window from the rear (South) elevation 
- The use of Cambridge Burwell white brickwork, Larch Wavey edge 
timber cladding, buff clay pantiles, and timber window casements. 
- Removal of a Horse Chestnut tree, two Sycamore trees and the 
retention of a Walnut tree, Old apple tree and two Fir trees 

 
7.2 No changes are proposed to the siting or scale of the proposed 

dwelling. Like the previous application, the existing site would be sub-
divided. No. 2 Hilton Road and the proposed new property would 
have separate access points, and 2 parking spaces provided for both. 
The shop and post office would remain on the ground floor of No. 2 
Hilton Road.  

 
7.3 The principle of a single dwelling on this site has therefore been 

established and is not disputed by the Council. The current 
application will therefore effectively assess whether the proposed 
changes from the previous 2016 planning consent are acceptable 
taking the material planning considerations into account.   

 
7.4 The main issues to consider with the current application are the 

principle, impact on the Heritage Assets (namely the nearby Listed 
Buildings and Conservation Area), design, neighbour amenity, 
highways safety, trees and landscaping. 

 
 Principle: 
 
7.5 Fenstanton is designated as a Key Service Centre within the 

Proposed submission 2017 Local Plan Policy LP8. The proposal is 
considered to be an infill development and in this regard only, given 
the positive sustainability credentials within Key Service Centres and 
the fact the principle of a residential dwelling has already been 
agreed on the site, it is considered the principle is acceptable in 
settlement terms and will be subject to other material planning 
considerations. 

 
 Housing Supply Policies -  
 
7.6 In order to satisfy the requirements of the NPPF to boost housing 

supply the Council must demonstrate an up-to-date five year supply 
of deliverable housing sites to meet its objectively assessed need, 
with an additional buffer to ensure choice and competition in the 
market for land; this requirement is set out in paragraph 47 of the 
NPPF.  Due to under delivery in recent years the buffer to be applied 
for the District is 20%. The December 2017 Annual Monitoring 
Review applies the 20% buffer and demonstrates that the Council has 
a five year supply of housing land.   

 
7.7 The Development Plan policies relevant to the supply of housing 

(En17 and H23 of the Huntingdonshire Local Plan (HLP) and CS2 
and CS3 of the Huntingdonshire Core Strategy (HCS)) were set 
against a lower Objectively Assessed Need figure such that strict 



application of these policies would result in failure to achieve the 
objectively assessed housing need figure that the Council currently 
has identified as part of the emerging Local Plan to 2036. These 
policies are therefore no longer fully up-to-date or consistent with the 
NPPF and, at this time and until the Council adopts the Local Plan to 
2036 with up-to-date policies, the 'tilted balance' as set out within the 
4th bullet point of para. 14 is engaged. For decision-taking this means 
granting permission in instances where the Development Plan is 
absent, silent or relevant policies are out-of-date unless any adverse 
impacts would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits 
(having regard to the Framework policies taken as a whole), or 
specific polices of the Framework indicate development should be 
restricted. 

 
 Impact on Heritage Assets and design: 
 
7.8 Under the Planning (listed buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 

1990 there is a statutory duty for Local Planning Authorities to protect 
the significance of the listed buildings (section 66) and to have special 
regard to the Conservation Area (section 72).  

 
7.9 The statutory duty of the decision maker (the council in the first 

instance) is to determine the application in line with section 38(6) of 
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.  
This primary duty of LPAs: 
- Requires the determination must be made in accordance with the 
development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise 
in a transparent, balanced and reasonable way. Determination in any 
other way would be improper and unlawful. 
- Relevant paragraphs in the NPPF is also a material planning 
consideration. 
- The Planning (listed buildings and conservation areas) Act 1990 is a 
material consideration.  

 
7.10 Paragraph 132 of the NPPF states that ‘when considering the impact 

of a proposed development on the significance of a designated 
heritage asset (in this instance the Conservation Area), great weight 
should be given to the asset’s conservation. The more important the 
asset, the greater the weight should be.   

 
7.11 Paragraph 134 of the NPPF states that ‘where a development 

proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a 
heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public 
benefits of the proposal’.  

 
7.12 This proposal seeks largely cosmetic changes to a single dwelling 

house as well as the removal and retention of trees which was 
granted under the previous planning permission reference 
16/01036/FUL.  

 
7.13 The immediate area is characterised by residential properties which 

form a ring of frontage buildings, creating an open space centrally 
within the existing built form. The buildings in the locality comprise of 
a mixed design and age. There are two grade II listed buildings in the 
immediate area, and the site lies in the conservation area where there 
are a mix of house styles and sizes in the locality. In terms of the new 
proposed design, it is considered that the proposed changes listed in 



the site and application description, to the proposed dwelling are 
acceptable and are not considered to have a significant adverse 
impact upon the character of the area.  

 
7.14 The proposed dwelling would still be located to the rear of No. 2 

Hilton Road, it would still be one and a half storey, and the highest 
point of the building would still be approximately 5.5 metres. The 
height, scale and siting of the previous proposal has not been 
materially altered within the current application. The building is 
restrained in its appearance and has been designed to appear as an 
outbuilding. The changes in materials to the proposed dwelling are 
considered to compliment the mix of materials within the surrounding 
area and ensure its sits harmoniously in its historic setting. A 
condition should however be imposed to ensure the materials are of a 
high quality to be in keeping with the historic character of the area.  

 
7.15 On the previous planning permission, a condition was added to 

remove Permitted Development rights for extensions, alterations and 
outbuildings. Due to the sensitivity of the site, the proximity of 
heritage assets and the fact the condition has already been imposed 
on a previous consent, it is considered reasonable and necessary to 
add this condition to any planning permission granted on the current 
application. 

 
7.16 Overall the design and visual impact of the development is 

acceptable and compliant with the NPPF and the Huntingdonshire 
Design Guide. 

 
 Neighbour amenity: 
 
7.17 The scale and layout of the proposed development means that it will 

be visible from the properties within the locality. Notwithstanding, it is 
considered that the proposed development is located a sufficient 
distance away from the existing dwellings to avoid unacceptable harm 
to the amenities of the occupiers, in terms of overshadowing and the 
building becoming over bearing.  

 
7.18 The one Velux window proposed to be installed on the southern roof 

slope, and facing 1 & 2 Hilton court would be high level and obscured 
glazed. The amenity of 1 & 2 Hilton Court would therefore not be 
significantly harmed in terms perceived or direct overlooking. 
Although it is accepted this didn’t occur on the previous consent a 
condition will be added to ensure the obscure glazing takes place.  
Two windows are proposed on the eastern and western elevation. 
The window located on the eastern side of the building would serve a 
bedroom, and overlook an existing car park. The high level window 
on the western side, also serving a bedroom, will face a north western 
direction and approximately 13 metres from the common boundary 
shared with the neighbour at no 2. However due to its elevated 
position and size there would not be significant issues relating to 
overlooking loss of privacy. It is accepted by the current case officer 
that this window would not provide a good standard amenity for the 
habitable room in question. However as the design has already been 
approved by the Council under a previous application it would now be 
unreasonable for the Council to make this a reason for refusal on the 
current application. 

 



7.19 An additional dwelling will increase the activity, but noise and 
disturbance is not considered to have a significantly detrimental 
impact upon the living conditions of existing residential occupiers. 

 
7.20 It is considered reasonable and necessary to add a condition such as 

restricting hours of work during construction, in order to protect the 
amenity of nearby residents. Although it wasn’t requested by the 
Local Highway Authority, due to the size of the development and 
proximity of nearby residential properties it is considered reasonable 
to add a traffic management plan condition to help mitigate any 
disruption to nearby residential properties and commercial 
businesses. 

 
7.21 Whilst it is accepted these conditions were not added to the previous 

consent, in my informal officer opinion they should have been. The 
construction of a dwelling is a significant development and as it is in 
close proximity to other residential properties, it is important to protect 
their amenity during construction. 

 
7.22 It is considered that the proposal will not have a significantly 

detrimental impact on neighbour amenity and, in this respect; the 
proposed development would comply with policies H31 of the Local 
Plan 1995 and LP15 of the Huntingdonshire District Council Local 
Plan to 2036: Proposed Submission 2017. Whilst both policies are 
broadly consistent with the NPPF, policy H31 would be afforded 
greater weight as it is an adopted policy whereas LP15 is an 
emerging policy. 

 
 Highways: 
 
7.23 The scheme for the proposed dwelling has made no change to the 

access or parking arrangements from the previous application. The 
Local highway authority has therefore made no further comment. 
There is still provision for two parking spaces at the side of the 
proposed dwelling, in a tandem arrangement. There is space within 
the site for vehicles to manoeuvre safely, leaving the site in forward 
gear. An existing access point would be reinstated allowing for 
another two vehicles to park in tandem arrangements to serve No. 2 
Hilton Road. Accordingly, the proposal will not have any implications 
regarding highway safety.  

 
7.24 The proposal in this regard complies with policy LP18 of the 

Huntingdonshire District Council Local Plan to 2036: Proposed 
Submission 2017. These policies are consistent with the NPPF that 
requires safe and suitable access for all; however as these are 
emerging policies they can only be afforded limited weight.  

 
 Trees and Landscaping 
 
7.25 There has been strong objection to the loss of trees from a local 

resident and the Parish Council. 
 
7.26 The four main trees on the site are between 11 and 15 metres in 

height. They are located on the site boundary with the exception of T4 
(Walnut) which is located in the centre of the site. All the trees are 
located inside the Conservation Area, and are visible from public 
locations within the Conservation Area. Although it has been allegedly 



stated in neighbour representations these trees would have a Tree 
Preservation order applied, at the time of writing none of these tree 
are subject to a TPO, however the trees are protected by virtue of 
their location inside the Fenstanton conservation area.  

 
7.27 In the previous application, one Walnut tree was proposed to be 

removed to make way for the dwelling. The trees which were to be 
retained did make a positive contribution to the character and 
appearance of the Conservation Area. 

 
7.28 Within the current application the tree officer noted the tree condition 

assessment submitted with the application details, and concur with 
the views of this in respect of trees T1 – T3. Given the overall 
structural condition of these trees, it is not considered that they are 
suited to long term retention and there are no objections to their 
proposed removal.  In terms of the long term relationship between the 
trees and the site, shading and over dominance as a result of the 
trees are possible. However, given that the site already benefits from 
planning permission, there is no significant material change in this 
element with this revised application.  

 
7.29 The principal change with this proposed layout is the retention of T4 

at the centre of the site which is considered positive. While it is noted 
that much of the proposed construction is likely to fall outside of the 
RPA of this tree, the proposed inclusion of a path area to the 
immediate south of the house does breach this area. As such, 
following the tree officers advice this aspect has been amended to be 
constructed of a non-dig material. 

 
7.30 Therefore the tree officer has no objections to the proposal and has 

recommended tree protection conditions in order to prevent further 
losses through construction. A landscaping condition has also been 
recommended from the landscaping officer. Within the Heritage 
Statement it is outlined that further hedgerow planting is proposed. 
Full details of this can be submitted to satisfy a planning condition if 
planning permission is granted. 

 
 Other matters 
 
7.31 The application form originally submitted with the current application 

stated that the scheme would provide one socially rented affordable 
dwelling. This was commented on within a neighbour representation. 
The applicant has sent in amended information and confirmed the 
application was for one market dwelling. Considering the previous 
consent granted one market dwelling, it is reasonable to believe this 
was an administrative mistake from the applicant. The Local Planning 
Authority has accepted an amended form and does not consider the 
need for re-consultation. 

 
 Infrastructure Requirements and Planning Obligations 
 
7.32 The Infrastructure Business Plan 2013/2014 (2013) was developed 

by the Growth and Infrastructure Group of the Huntingdonshire Local 
Strategic Partnership. It helps to identify the infrastructure needs 
arising from the development proposed to 2036 through the Core 
Strategy 

 



7.33 Statutory tests set out in the Community Infrastructure Regulations 
2010 (Regulation 122) require that S106 planning obligations must 
be: 
- Necessary to make the development acceptable in planning terms; 
- Directly related to the development; and 
- Fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the development 

 
7.34 The application is accompanied by a satisfactory completed unilateral 

undertaking for the provision of wheeled bins in accordance with the 
Developer Contributions SPD (2011). 

 
 Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL): 
 
7.35 As this planning application is for a minor development, 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.  

 
 Conclusion and Planning Balance 
 
7.36 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.  

 
7.37 In terms of the economic dimension of sustainable development, the 

proposal would contribute towards economic growth, including job 
creation - during the construction phase and in the longer term 
through the additional population assisting the local economy through 
spending on local services / facilities.  

 
7.38 In terms of the environmental dimension of sustainable development, 

whilst there is some modest environmental harm, new landscaping is 
proposed and any harm is not considered to be significant or 
demonstrable enough for a refusal.  

 
7.39 In terms of the social dimension, the site appears to have no 

significant constraints and is deliverable. It would also increase the 
supply of market housing, albeit in a modest way.  

 
7.40 Having fully assessed all three dimensions of sustainable 

development; economic, environmental and social within this report it 
is concluded that the development of this site will: -  
- Provide a supply of market housing to meet current and future 
generations 
- Provide a design of development that is acceptable and would not 
adversely impact the nearby heritage assets 
- Not cause significant detrimental impact to residential amenity 
- Provide acceptable parking provision 
- Maximise opportunities for use of public transport, walking and 
cycling 
- Have no significant adverse impacts on features of landscape or 
ecological value 
- Provide appropriate infrastructure to meet the needs generated by 
the development through wheeled bin provision 

 



7.41 For these reasons, the proposal is considered to constitute 
sustainable development and accords with the Development Plan. 
There are no overriding material considerations that indicate that 
permission should not be granted in this instance and the application 
is therefore recommended for approval subject to the stated planning 
conditions.  

 
7.42 The proposal is therefore considered to comply with Policies CS1 and 

CS3 of the Core Strategy (2008) and policies En2, En5, En6, En9, 
En18, En25 and T18 of the Local, policies LP1, LP2, LP4, LP6, LP8, 
LP12, LP13, LP14, LP 15, LP16, LP18, LP33 and LP36 of the Local 
Plan to 2036: Proposed Submission 2017. 

 
8. RECOMMENDATION  - APPROVAL subject to 

conditions to include the following 
 

• Time limit 
• Development in accordance with plans 
• Submission of materials 
• PD removal – alterations, extensions and outbuildings 
• Soft and hard landscape scheme 
• Tree retention 
• Tree protection scheme  
• Obscure Glazing 
• Hours of Work 
• Traffic Management Plan 

 
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. 
 
 
CONTACT OFFICER: 
Enquiries about this report to Will Tysterman Senior Development 
Management Officer 01480 388411 
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Huntingdonshire DC Public Access

From: DMAdmin

Sent: 02 March 2018 13:21

To: DevelopmentControl

Subject: FW: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL

From: Annette Eggett [mailto:clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk] 
Sent: 02 March 2018 11:52
To: Tysterman, Will (Planning)
Cc: DMAdmin; Annette Eggett
Subject: RE: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL

Morning Will

I am about to log onto the planning portal to deal with this and a couple of other planning 
applications the parish council discussed last night.

I was asked to comment directly to someone at HDC on the above – I hope it’s OK to send to you 
but please let me know if I shouldn’t. A

Planning Application: 17/02688 – 2 Hilton Road – REMOVAL OF TREES - REFUSED
           
           Although the change to the design of the house was acceptable the removal of trees was not. The initial 

design had been opposed by a parishioner at both PC and HDC level. However the design was passed 
by HDC but HDC inferred a tree preservation order would be place on the trees. Just one year later the 
design has been resubmitted and the trees are to be removed. Horse chestnut trees have already been 
removed to get planning permission for the house. The trees are a particularly lovely feature in the village 
and can be seen from all around. Removal would change the skyline and aspect of the 
area. Councillors present at the meeting recalled the request for trees to be preserved; the trees were in 
a preservation area. Trees cannot be cut down with permission or unless a tree surgeon demands it.  

The application is refused on the grounds that this is a conservation area and there had been previous 
reassurances that the trees would not be removed.

Annette Eggett
Clerk & RFO
FENSTANTON PARISH COUNCIL
2b New Road
St Ives
Cambridgeshire
PE27 5BG

T – 01480 465 300
clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk
Website : http://www.fenstanton-village.co.uk/parish_council.php

From: Tysterman, Will (Planning) [mailto:Will.Tysterman@huntingdonshire.gov.uk] 
Sent: 22 February 2018 10:27
To: Annette Eggett <clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk>
Subject: RE: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL
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Hi Annette, that’s fine.

Will

From: Annette Eggett [mailto:clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk] 
Sent: 22 February 2018 10:14
To: Tysterman, Will (Planning)
Subject: Re: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL

Will fantastic! However mtgs take place at 7.30 at night. Could it be 2nd? �

Annette - clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk
Sent from iPhone

On 22 Feb 2018, at 09:43, Tysterman, Will (Planning) <Will.Tysterman@huntingdonshire.gov.uk> wrote:

Hi Annette,

I agree to an extension of time until 1st March 2018 for additional comments on the above 
application.

Kind Regards

Will Tysterman
Senior Development Management Officer

Development Services
Corporate Delivery
Huntingdonshire District Council
Pathfinder House, St Marys Street
Huntingdon
PE29 3TN

DDI: 01480 388411
Email: Will.Tysterman@huntingdonshire.gov.uk

<image001.png>

Please visit the Planning Pages of our new website at 
http://www.huntingdonshire.gov.uk/planning for all planning related enquiries, including full 
details of the pre-application services we are providing.

Any comments represent the informal opinion of an officer of Huntingdonshire District Council. These 
comments are made without prejudice to any eventual determination through the planning process.

From: Control, Development (Planning) 
Sent: 22 February 2018 09:24
To: Tysterman, Will (Planning)
Subject: FW: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL
Importance: High

Will,

The PC have already responded (at the end of the chain). They are now asking for an 
extension of time. 
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Please could you respond directly to Annette?

Regards

Mrs Sheila Brown
Team Support Officer - Planning Services

Please note I am out of the office Thursday and Friday afternoons.

From: DMAdmin 
Sent: 22 February 2018 09:11
To: DevelopmentControl
Subject: FW: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL
Importance: High

From: Annette Eggett [mailto:clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk] 
Sent: 22 February 2018 08:51
To: DMAdmin
Subject: FW: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL
Importance: High

Good morning!

We have received a complaint about the removal of trees on this application.

I do know time is very tight – is there a chance of a small extension to deadline so 
that we can hear the parishioner’s views at our planning meeting on Thursday 1 
March pls?

Thank you
Annette

Annette Eggett
Clerk & RFO
FENSTANTON PARISH COUNCIL
2b New Road
St Ives
Cambridgeshire
PE27 5BG

T – 01480 465 300
clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk
Website : http://www.fenstanton-village.co.uk/parish_council.php

From: developmentcontrol@huntingdonshire.gov.uk
[mailto:developmentcontrol@huntingdonshire.gov.uk] 
Sent: 13 February 2018 14:35
To: Annette Eggett <clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk>
Subject: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL

Miss Annette Eggett,
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You have been sent this email because you or somebody else has submitted a comment 
on a Planning Application to your local authority using your email address. A summary 
of your comments is provided below.

Comments were submitted at 2:34 PM on 13 Feb 2018 from Miss Annette Eggett.

Application Summary

Address:
Living Accommodation 2 Hilton Road Fenstanton 
Huntingdon PE28 9LH 

Proposal:
Change of design to dwelling house previously 
approved under application 16/01036/FUL 

Case Officer: Mr Andrew Cundy 

Click for further information

Customer Details

Name: Miss Annette Eggett

Email: clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk

Address: 2B New Road, St Ives PE27 5BG

Comments Details

Commenter 
Type:

Officer of the Council

Stance:
Customer made comments neither objecting to or 
supporting the Planning Application

Reasons for 
comment:

Comments: There are no objections to this

Disclaimer

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use 
by the recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that 
any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly 
prohibited and may be unlawful.

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived 

Disclaimer

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use 
by the recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that 
any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly 
prohibited and may be unlawful.

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived 

Disclaimer

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient 
and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution 
or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
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Huntingdonshire DC Public Access

From: developmentcontrol@huntingdonshire.gov.uk

Sent: 02 March 2018 11:54

To: DevelopmentControl

Subject: Comments for Planning Application 17/02688/FUL

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.

Comments were submitted at 11:54 AM on 02 Mar 2018 from Miss Annette Eggett.

Application Summary

Address:
Living Accommodation 2 Hilton Road Fenstanton 
Huntingdon PE28 9LH 

Proposal:
Change of design to dwelling house previously approved 
under application 16/01036/FUL 

Case Officer: Will Tysterman 

Click for further information

Customer Details

Name: Miss Annette Eggett

Email: clerk@fenstantonparishcouncil.org.uk

Address: 2B New Road, St Ives PE27 5BG

Comments Details

Commenter 
Type:

Officer of the Council

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Reasons for 
comment:

Comments:
Although the change to the design of the house was 
acceptable the removal of trees was not. The initial 
design had been opposed by a parishioner at both PC 
and HDC level. However the design was passed by HDC 
but HDC inferred a tree preservation order would be 
place on the trees. Just one year later the design has 
been resubmitted and the trees are to be removed. 
Horse chestnut trees have already been removed to get 
planning permission for the house. The trees are a 
particularly lovely feature in the village and can be seen 
from all around. Removal would change the skyline and 
aspect of the area. Councillors present at the meeting 
recalled the request for trees to be preserved; the trees 
were in a preservation area. Trees cannot be cut down 
with permission or unless a tree surgeon demands it. 

The application is refused on the grounds that this is a 
conservation area and there had been previous 
reassurances that the trees would not be removed.
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