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PETERBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL 
 

PUBLIC SPEAKING SCHEME - PLANNING APPLICATIONS

Procedural Notes

1. Planning Officer to introduce application. 

2. Chairman to invite Ward Councillors, Parish Council, Town Council or Neighbourhood 
representatives to present their case. 

3. Members’ questions to Ward Councillors, Parish Council, Town Council or Neighbourhood 
representatives. 

4. Chairman to invite objector(s) to present their case. 

5. Members’ questions to objectors.

6. Chairman to invite applicants, agent or any supporters to present their case. 

7. Members’ questions to applicants, agent or any supporters.

8. Officers to comment, if necessary, on any matters raised during stages 2 to 7 above. 

9. Members to debate application and seek advice from Officers where appropriate. 

10. Members to reach decision. 

The total time for speeches from Ward Councillors, Parish Council, Town Council or 
Neighbourhood representatives shall not exceed ten minutes or such period as the 
Chairman may allow with the consent of the Committee. 
 
MPs will be permitted to address Committee when they have been asked to represent their 
constituents. The total time allowed for speeches for MPs will not be more than five minutes 
unless the Committee decide on the day of the meeting to extend the time allowed due to 
unusual or exceptional circumstances.  
 
The total time for speeches in respect of each of the following groups of speakers shall not 
exceed five minutes or such period as the Chairman may allow with the consent of the 
Committee.

1. Objectors. 

2.  Applicant or agent or supporters.  
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BRIEFING UPDATE 

P & EP Committee 19 November 2013 

ITEM NO APPLICATION NO SITE/DESCRIPTION 

1. 13/01292/FUL
Anteon UK Ltd, Newark Road, Fengate, Peterborough, Erection 
of shelter to encapsulate a holding food freezer to rear of site. 

No Further Comments 

2. 13/01521/CTR
25 - 27 High Street, Eye, Peterborough, PE6 7UP, Reduce (T1) 
Cypress by 2m and lateral reduction by 1m, Reduce (T2) Hazel by 
2m overall, reduce (T3) Twisted Willow by 2m overall. 

No Further Comments 

3. TPO 5_2013               
 
15 Park Crescent, Peterborough, PE1 4DX 
 

No Further Comments 

4. 12/01414/FUL

Management Office, Queensgate Shopping Centre, Westgate, 
Peterborough, Installation of street furniture at external entrances to 
Queensgate shopping centre, comprising new PAS rated bollards 
(static, removable and rising variations), vehicle blockers and PAS 
rated cycle racks. New gatehouse to be installed at one service 
entrance. 

No Further Comments 

5. 13/01343/FUL
78 Crowland Road, Eye, Peterborough, PE6 7TR, Construction of 
two-bed dwelling. 

No Further Comments 
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ITEM 5.5 

Land between 78 & 80 Crowland Road.                                  Deegan                   November 2013. 

APPLICATION HISTORY STATEMENT Re : 13/01343/FUL 

Proposed Works :  To construct a 2 Bedroom Detached Dwelling. 
Category :  Domestic. 
Site :  Land between 78 & 80 Crowland Road, Eye Green, Peterborough. 
Applicant : Mr. S. Deegan 

Background : 
 
The land in question has been vacant for some considerable time and the 
owner, Mr Deegan (who also owns the adjoining properties number 78 and 
76) realising that he needed a larger house for him and his family, decided to 
see if he could build a suitable residence on the vacant plot that he already 
owned. 

Wanting to go about this process in the correct manner an application for pre-
planning advice was submitted to the planning department in March 2012. 

At this time it seemed logical to build on the biggest part of the plot, away from 
the adjacent dwellings so advice was sought for a chalet style dwelling to the 
rear of the plot.. 

The conclusion of this pre application advice was that such a development 
would be out of character and possibly overbearing on the adjoining
properties (although a single storey dwelling was not discussed at this time). 

However, the advising officer did intimate that a dwelling in the same ‘building 
line’ as the existing adjacent dwellings may be considered more favourably. 

Full Applications : 

After further consideration a full application was submitted in late 2012 for a 
two storey 3 bed dwelling with a building line staggered between number 78 
and 80 – i.e. set back from 78 but forward of 80. 

After much deliberation the planning case officer decided that she could not 
put the application forward for approval due to it’s mass in side elevation and 
certain non compliance with highways requirements. 

This application was duly withdrawn at the recommendation of the case 
officer. 

However, the case officer did put forward some thoughts towards a possible 
resubmission... 

· Agreed that the land could accommodate a dwelling 

· Reduce the width of the proposed dwelling 

· Move the dwelling back on the site in order to accommodate enough 
parking for both the proposed dwelling and for number 78 and also 
allow visibility splays – this would all satisfy the highways requirements. 

· The style of the proposal should be more akin to numbers 76 and 78. 
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ITEM 5.5 

Land between 78 & 80 Crowland Road.                                  Deegan                   November 2013. 

· The depth of the proposed dwelling should be reduced at first floor 
level at the rear, resulting in a 2 bed dwelling, with an extended single 
storey living area to the rear – thus considerably reducing the 
overbearing effect on adjoining properties. 

· Front door to the front elevation. 

· Pre-resubmission consultation was recommended to avoid any more 
wasted time. 

This would involve a complete redesign but, feeling confident in the likely 
success of an application based on the advice received, design work was 
commissioned immediately. 

The case officer was duly consulted during the redesign process and, once all 
parties were happy with the proposal, an application was re-submitted for a 2 
bed detached dwelling with a reduced first floor area and extended ground 
floor living area to the rear – all as previously discussed. 

All parties concerned went out of their way to ensure that all previous 
‘problems’ had been addressed and, as a result, there were no objections to 
the proposal and a positive outcome was anticipated this time. 

To then discover that the case officer’s line manager could not recommend 
granting permission because he thought the proposal overbearing to number 
78.....’gobsmacked’ is the only suitable description that applies to the 
applicants reaction. 

There have been no objections, the only first floor window facing number 78 is 
a small bathroom window with obscure glazing, the first floor side elevation 
has been substantially reduced and all of the case officer’s advice has been 
followed. Indeed, it could be pointed out that the proposal actually has far less 
impact on the adjacent properties than is seen on most of the new 
developments recently built in Eye.  

This whole planning process has been undertaken in an honest and proper 
manner and we therefore ask the committee to please take all of this into 
account before making their decision. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Mr. S. Deegan 
Applicant 

16 November 2013  
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