BRIEFING UPDATE

APPENDIX 2

P & EP Committee 13 October 2015
ITEM NO

1.

APPLICATION NO

15/01059/WCMM

SITE/DESCRIPTION
Eyebury Quarry Eyebury Road Eye Peterborough, Variation
of conditions C1, C10 and C21 of planning permission
11/02052/WCMM - Variation of conditions 1, 19 , 21 and 31 of
planning permission 08/01562/WCMM to allow the acceptance
of asbestos in dedicated cells and to increase the catchment
area for asbestos

No Further Comments

2.

15/01086/R4FUL

Sports Ground Fulbridge Road Peterborough , Creation of a
new external sports pitch (3G Artificial Grass Pitch) with
perimeter ball-stop fencing, floodlights (artificial lighting), access
and outdoor storage for maintenance equipment and onsite
vehicular parking
Refurbishment and extension of pavilion to form new changing
rooms accommodation with administration facilities.

Correction
Page 10 of the Committee Report incorrectly states that Councillor Lane has submitted a representation
in support of the proposal. This is an error and should read Councillor Sharp.
Councillor Lane has never submitted any representations in respect of this planning application.

Revised Consultee Comments
Sport England (01.10.15)
No objections to the proposed layout of the facility or the proposed wording for the hours of use
condition. The FA has indicated that 9.30pm on weekdays is the very earliest closure time for the facility
that they are prepared to support in terms of part-funding.

Further Representations
Initial consultations: 79
Total number of responses: 390
Total number of objections: 216
Total number in support: 165
Objections
From publication of the Committee Report to date, 183 additional objections have been received. This
includes 7 individual representations and a petition of 202 signatories (not all signatories have been
counted in the total above as some addresses were incomplete, one person has requested that their
name be removed, and some signatories have previously submitted their own individual
representations).
In addition, 7 objectors who previously made representations have submitted further comments.
The additional individual objections can be found at Appendix A.
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Werrington Neighbourhood Council
Werrington Neighbourhood Council continues to object to this application.

Although the modifications to the bund have made it continuous, the pitch has been moved even closer
to the properties. Some of the properties appear to be faced with a 3.5 (12 ft.) fence at the bottom or side
of the property, others with a 3m (10ft) fence. The majority of the properties have a 3m bund rising up
directly next to their back garden giving very reasonable concerns about overlooking and reduced
security, quite apart from the noise from people gaining access to the bund.
Although the revised noise study seeks to show that noise levels will be accepted in the gardens and
properties, the modelling for this does not in our view attach sufficient weight to the existing very low
ambient noise levels, nor to the disturbing nature of crowd, player and vehicle manoeuvring noise.
Furthermore it seems to be based on measurements at head height without proper assessment of the
impact on first floor rear bedroom windows.
The level of use, activity and coming and going from this site is very significant with the Business Plan
suggesting it will rise to nearly 40,000 visitors p.a.( BCFP Business Plan July 2014 p.43) most of which
will need to come by car or coach because of the proposed catchment area.
It appears that this site has been chosen to be the launch pad for further facilities across the City and is
therefore going to be the focus of a great deal of activity to raise income, not all of it from football. This
has the potential without proper time restrictions to cause further loss of local amenity outside the playing
times.
The long hours of use proposed for the site with high level floodlighting (15m/50ft) will introduce night
time light disturbance. However well directed, lighting from this height will produce scatted light in moist
conditions very common during the football season.
This site is very unsuitable for this level of usage, as it seems extremely likely to severely reduce the
amenity and quality of life of those who live in the 30 plus surround properties as well as those who live
on the other side of Brookside.
It seems to us that for these reasons proper consideration should be given to alternative sites where
these problems do not arise. We think there is more than one alternative site where the constraints and
restrictions on this site do not apply to the same degree and where access and parking provision is far
better.
One example would be playing fields near the Werrington Centre. We have not seen any evidence of a
proper assessment of the best available site.
As there are very significant objections on proper planning grounds we would urge the Planning Officers
to require such a study and if recommendation is for consent Members refuse the application or defer it
until such a study has been completed and appraised.
We understand that another 3G pitch situated off Candy St, Sugar Way, Oundle Road, has time
restriction of 8pm finish and lights out. What is striking about this is that it is much further from any
residential property than this proposal and is bordered by other open space and industrial property. It
also has in the order of 40 parking spaces. Another pitch off Thorpe Park Road Netherton is again much
further from any residential property with open space on three sides. It also has over 100 car parking
spaces that can be used. As far as we are aware the intensity of use of these two sites is not as great as
proposed in this application.
This application should be refused because of the impact on residents.
Peterborough Green Party
I am writing in support of local residents near the proposed sports ground on Fulbridge Road,
Peterborough on behalf of the Peterborough Green Party and its 129 members. We would like to object
to the development on the grounds of it not being appropriate for this area as it is too close to residential
properties which will suffer an unacceptable loss of amenity in their own houses and gardens that back
onto the site through noise and light pollution. We also find the use of astro turf as an unwelcome
2
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degradation of the natural environment with the potential to increase the flood water pressure
on the2
local drainage system and reduce grass habitat available for birds to feed.
The Peterborough Green Party support the development of appropriate sports facilities for the wellbeing
of Peterborough residents providing they are appropriate for the area which in this case they are clearly
not based on the comments of potentially affected residents. It is most notable that the majority of
support for the development is from outside the Ward and indeed a councillor who lives in North
Werrington. The council should take note of the considered view of the Werrington Neighbourhood
Council that represents the majority of Werrington residents and reject this proposal with a view to
finding a more suitable venue.
Support
From publication of the Committee Report to date, 21 additional letters of support have been received
which includes a petition of 15 signatories. The comments raised are as follows:

















A very much needed sports facility for the area and Peterborough.
The best idea since Christmas.
Brilliant idea!
What a marvellous idea for many people who would benefit from such an amazing resource.
The kids need somewhere productive and dedicated to play.
Excellent use of waste ground – the opportunity to provide a focus for the energies and potential
skills of local young people.
Good for promotion of sport and football to the area and City, especially with upgraded facilities.
Existing facilities in the area are lacking, so this is a much needed development for Werrington,
Walton and Gunthorpe. This would revitalise a derelict area and provide a safe place for leisure
activities from child to pensioner. This would also boost the economy for local shops and pubs etc..
Will result in a positive use of the area that supports the local schools and sports clubs.
Having a football pitch would revitalise a derelict area. It would bring state of the art football facilities
to northern part of Peterborough. Bring the community together. Provides leisure to all ages in this
current obesity crisis. Resulting in positive physical and mental health improvements.
As a 25 year old man I feel this is a very good idea for the local community and surrounding areas. I
attended Walton Community School as a child and spent many of my days attending PE lessons
and playing football matches at Brookside, this was quite a few years ago and it was rundown even
at this time. The redevelopment of the site would be not just a relief for the community but great
opportunities and a safe environment for young people to enjoy sport. I sincerely hope this
development goes ahead as I would certainly use the facilities.
As a Governor at the Voyager Academy I would like to voice my full support of this application
especially as most of the cost is being provided by Sport England and the football foundation. They
would only be prepared to subsidise this 3G football pitch if they knew there was a need. This would
provide a wonderful opportunity for the young people in that area, both boys and girls to become
involved and grow in skills and confidence. So often people are prepared to complain about the
behaviour of young people when what they need is somewhere to go and use all their energy. The
facility would also be so useful for the Voyager Academy to make use of during the day supporting
the curriculum in a variety of ways. I trust that this planning application would be looked upon
favourably as it makes absolute sense in every way.
Brings our national game into the community and it's about time we had state of the art football
facilities to the northern Peterborough area. It would be a fitting home for organized football activities
from high level Saturday leagues to social Walking Football.
As a resident in the locality of Brookside (No.27 Brookside), I fully support the redevelopment of the
derelict sight of Brookside Playing Fields and the abandoned changing rooms on the site. Sport
England is providing more than 80% of the funding of approximately £¾ million to bring football, our
national game, into the community of Peterborough. Peterborough from my nearly 60 years of living
here is a city which so desperately needs revitalising and energising especially in the area of sport,
wellbeing, health and fitness for all. The project is providing, at very little expense to the Council,
state of the art football facilities to the northern Peterborough area. In particular, as a parent of a
student who attended previously Walton now The Voyager Academy, I am wholly in favour of this
exciting project which will enable not only youngsters but also members of the surrounding areas of
all abilities and ages to participate in sport/ leisure activities and football at all levels. In fact I would
imagine the new 3G pitches would create a beacon flagship and raise the profile of the Werrington,
Walton and Gunthorpe areas. What I am keen to see is that the students at The Voyager Academy
will have exceptional facilities at their hand during the school day promoting football and sport within
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the curriculum. The 'dead' site at the moment is sad to see and can only fall into further
disrepair.
Sport England with Peterborough and District Football League, I am confident will manage and
promote the site in a better than existing manner. This will be a relief to me and my daughter as the
abandonment of the site is much more of a concern from unsociable and destructive behaviour of
disillusioned Toms, Dicks and Harrietts from the local area. My daughter is also excited by the
prospect of being involved in the Brookside Management Committee. A wonderful opportunity for
her to get involved / having a say in how the project will be run and what local residents and
organisations can benefit from being part of the project. From what I understand, having attended
both meetings and presentations from the sponsors in July, Sport England is funding this project
because they truly believe that Peterborough City and in particular the north of the city will benefit
enormously as a result. They recognise that there are no current facilities in the area and Brookside
is a prime site. Yes, it will need careful consideration of light pollution, noise pollution and traffic, but
I believe that any type of development of Brookside Playing Fields would need this thought as part
of the planning process. I feel that this is the better option than any other if this does not succeed, it
is an opportunity that residents in and around Brookside Playing Field should not miss out on.
Officer response to further representations
None of the additional/further representations received raise any new material planning considerations
that have not been covered within the Committee Report.

3.

15/01129/FUL

Cranford Drive Boiler House Hartwell Court Westwood
Peterborough, Erection of HMO providing 6 bedsitting rooms
with shared kitchen and dining facilities

No Further Comments
4.

15/01198/FUL

500 Oundle Road Orton Longueville Peterborough PE2 7DF,
Change of use from C3 to C2

Access and Parking
Further to receiving Highways comments Drwg SMEL/2013/04B has been submitted and accepted by
the Local Highways Authority, which illustrates that 9 car parking spaces and a satisfactory access width
and pedestrian visibility splays can be achieved. Accordingly Condition 2 shall be updated to reflect the
receipt of ‘Amendment B’;
Prior to the use of the building hereby approved the parking and access arrangement shall be provided
in accordance with Drwg SMEL/2013/04B and these spaces shall not thereafter be used for any purpose
other than the parking of vehicles.
Reason: In the interest of Highway safety and providing satisfactory parking, in accordance with Policies
PP12 and PP13 of the Peterborough Policies DPD (2012). This is a pre-commencement condition as the
measures need to be in place at the outset of the use.

5.

15/01200/FUL

241 Park Road Peterborough PE1 2UT , Single storey
extension to provide additional childcare spaces with restricted
hours of operation from 9:30AM - 4:30PM - Resubmission

Further representations
Following publication of the Committee Report, Stewart Jackson MP has submitted the following
objection:
I write to formally OBJECT to the above application on the following grounds:




There is a lack of adequate parking within the site to meet current parking demand and this has led
to vehicles parking on the near public footways and reversing from the shared access onto the
carriageway. Any increase in the use of the site would exacerbate the situation causing further
detriment to the users and safety of the public highway. The plans are contrary to Core Strategy
Policy CS14.
The proposed increase in the number of children attending the day nursery would represent a
significant intensification of the use of the site.

4
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Item 5 simply states that no common sense management of the tree would be refusedAPPENDIX
by the LPA if2
requested. Item 6 relating to raised flagstones outlines that repairs to footpaths are possible although
there is a balance between sustainable repairs and removal.
6.


Email dated 4 August 2015 to Bryan Clary attaching press item
Article illustrating the unusual event of a double decker bus with the roof having been ripped off by
low tree branches.

Officer response: The pruning of trees over the Highway is exempt from requiring consent. Therefore, if
Mr Ebrahim wished to prune over the road to prevent such an occurrence the presence of a TPO would
not prevent the required pruning.
7.


Two photos i) showing the suspected effect of root damage from the TPO tree on the whole
of adjacent pavement area. ii) the number of pavement flags affected by cracking and the
temporary remedial work being significantly greater than in adjoining areas.
These photographs are included in the objection letter within the Case Officer Report.
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APPENDIX A
15/01086/R4FUL – Additional/further objections
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N.B. These comments have also been submitted (exactly) by 3 other residents of the same address.
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