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Dear Councillor 

 

PLANNING COMMITTEE - TUESDAY, 27TH APRIL, 2021 

 

I enclose the late representations received after the agenda was published. 
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Item Correspond
ent 

Date Points Raised (Summary) Officer’s Response 

6 

21/00379/FULM 
 
Bankwood 
Farm, 
Oxton Road,  
Thurgarton 

Planning 
Officer 

23.04.2021 On page 47 of the Agenda, the report makes reference to 
Counsel’s advice stating that legally only one person can apply for 
a derogation licence concerning bats which makes the currently 
extant permission not implementable in legal terms and this 
therefore reduces the weight that can be afforded to the extant 
permission.  This is incorrect. 

In fact, Counsel’s advice confirmed that a single application, using 
the group approach could adequately deal with this matter. 

As such, the legal technicality reducing the weight to be applied in 
the overall planning balance on page 50 must be removed and full 
weight must be afforded to the ability to implement the existing 
extant permission.  

This adds more weight to the 
recommendation of approval 
presented to Members. 
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6  

21/00379/FULM 
 
Bankwood 
Farm, Oxton 
Road, 
Thurgarton 

Agent 26.04.2021 Email from agent highlighting the matter raised above and 
requesting that Members have access to the covering letter with 
the application, which has not been visible on the Council’s 
website. 

The email states that on the advice of the applicants’ marketing 
agent, the applicants have recently agreed the sale in principle to 
a niche developer – who has a good track record and who is very 
excited about carrying out the development in accordance with 
the approved plans. 

The need for this application is simply to allow them, rather than 
a series of individual self-builders, to carry out the development. 

The advantage of a single developer carrying out the 
development rather than a series of individual self-builders is that 
there will be one lot of construction traffic rather than 6 lots of 
construction traffic – and the duration of the development is 
likely to be significantly less than a series of self-builders who are 
of course not necessarily likely to be carrying out the 
development all at the same time. 

This being the case, the agent has absolutely no idea why the 
Local Highway Authority would wish to object to a proposal that 
they previously supported (given less construction over a shorter 
duration ought to clarly be a benefit in terms of impact on the 
users of the bridleway than the consented self-build scheme) – 
and can only imagine that this is due to a lack of clarity in the 
absence of my application letter being placed into the public 
domain. 

The other benefit (to the Authority) is that CIL will be applicable 
to the development scheme, whereas it would not with regard to 
the extant self-build scheme. 

 

Copy of Agent’s letter attached at 
Appendix A to be noted. 
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7 

20/02394/S73 
 
Park View 
Caravan Park,  
Tolney Lane,  
Newark 

Planning 
Officer 

23.04.2021 At the top of page 67 of the Agenda, the EA comments that 
“Application 18/01430/FUL at Tolney Lane didn’t have an 
accompanying Flood Risk Assessment, so no mitigation measures 
were proposed.”  For clarification, this is incorrect, a FRA was 
submitted with the application but it did not include any technical 
information and relied solely on site evacuation at a flood 
warning as mitigation. 

To be noted. 

9 
20/02508/FULM 
 
Southwell 
Racecourse, 
Station Road, 
Rolleston  

Planning 
Officer 

22.04.2021 To support Condition 04 (no raising of the ground level 
permitted) the agent has supplied a full Topographical Survey of 
the Racecourse track which could be used for comparative 
purposes if required. Condition 04 is proposed to be amended to 
add in reference to this plan as follows:  
 
04 
 
For the avoidance of doubt, there shall be no raising of the 
existing ground level (as shown on the Topographical Survey plans 
ref. MSL13419-AB-RevC-1 - MSL13419-AB-RevC-20) as a result of 
the development hereby permitted.  
 
Reason: To ensure that the development does not increase the 
risk of flooding 

To be noted.  

9 
20/02508/FULM 
 
Southwell 
Racecourse, 
Station Road, 

Planning 
Officer 

26.04.2021 On page 120 of the committee agenda pack the report notes that 
there are estimated to be 2,000 HGV movements over a 10-12 
week construction period. For the avoidance of doubt this is 
2,000 movements overall (bringing the new material in and 
removing the old).  

To be noted.  
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Rolleston  

9 
20/02508/FULM 
 
Southwell 
Racecourse, 
Station Road, 
Rolleston  

Planning 
Officer 

26.04.2021 For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure the old fibre sand is 
removed from the site within a reasonable timeframe I propose 
to amend condition 09 so that the fibre sand must be removed 
within 6 months from the commencement of the development.  
 
09 
 
Within 6 months of the commencement of the development, the 
existing stockpiled Fibresand must be removed from the site in 
accordance with a Material Disposal Programme which shall first 
be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. The Programme shall include details of phasing, 
quantities to be removed, method of removal, lorry routing 
details, signage and timescales for removal. No works to export 
the existing Fibresand material from site shall commence until this 
Programme is agreed and all works to dispose materials from the 
site shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 
Programme. 
 
Reason: In the interest of highway safety and flood risk, to ensure 
materials are exported from the development site in a safe and 
expedient manner. 
 
 

To be noted.  

12 
Validation 
Checklist 

Balderton 
Parish 
Council 

20 April Members would like to suggest that the following is included in 
the ‘Local List’ please: 
 
That details of surface water disposal are included on all 

The Council, as Local Planning 
Authority, is required to be 
proportionate in its considerations 
to and requirements resulting from 
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applications, not just major applications or those in flood zones.  
Members consider this to be a very relevant issue when debating 
applications and it would enforce the importance of addressing 
surface water disposal when householders apply to extend 
properties. 
 

the risk that is posed.  In the case 
of surface water management, this 
applies to major developments or 
certain proposals within areas of 
high flood risk (i.e. zone 2 and 3).   
It is therefore not reasonable for 
the planning authority to include 
this request within the local list.  

12 
Validation 
Checklist 

Officer  Prior approval application type has been omitted from the 
application types listed on page 254 of the agenda: 
Renewable Energy 
 
This application type needs to be added to those applications 
listed on page 255 headed ‘Retail or betting office or pay day loan 
shop to assembly and leisure’ 
 

Update checklist subject to 
Members approving it 
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