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Notes: 
 
This Application has been reported to the Planning Committee for determination at the 
request of Cllr Williams. 
 

Site and Proposal 
 
1. This is a retrospective application for the display of an internally static illuminated sign 

on the consented Holiday Inn Express hotel building (under construction and close to 
completion). The sign is sited on the south elevation facing the A505. This is a Type 1 
sign comprising H1.2m x W3.6m, projecting 170mm. Positioned 10.0m above ground 
level. The materials are acrylic face panels in an aluminium box.  

 
2. The application has been supported by a Highway Statement prepared by 

Rutherfords Highway and Transport Planning.  
 
3. The proposal relates to the grounds of The Red Lion Hotel, a grade II Listed building 

and Duxford Chapel, a grade II* Listed building and a scheduled ancient monument.  
The chapel is also an Historic Property in the care of English Heritage and which is 
open to the public. The site lies within the village framework for Whittlesford Bridge 
(Inset Map 107 of the Adopted Proposals Map), adjacent to the railway line and 
Whittlesford Station, and an elevated section of the A505. To the east the site is 
adjoined by the railway station car park. 

 
4. To the west, on the southern side of the A505, the Volvo premises have three 

flagstaffs on display. These are set back a considerable distance from the A505, but 
are visible to drivers on that road. 

 
Planning History 

 
5. S/0453/10/A – Display of 3 internally illuminated fascia signs and 1 entrance hanging 

sign. Part approved, part refused 23.6.10. In particular, Sign 1  South elevation facing 
A505. Sign Type 1 comprising H1.2m x W3.6m, projecting 170mm. Positioned 10.0m 
above ground level.- REFUSED 

 
6. S/1634/09/A – Display of 3 fascia signs, entrance sign and three flagstaffs, part 

approved, part refused 8.1.10. In particular, Sign 1: South elevation facing A505. Sign 



Type 1 comprising H1.5m x W4.5m, projecting 254mm. Positioned 9.2m above 
ground level. REFUSED. 

 
7. There has been an extensive history of recent applications relating to the existing 

hotel, the hotel under construction and the grounds.  
 

Planning Policy 
 
8. South Cambridgeshire Local Development Framework Development Control 

Policies DPD 2007 
CH/8 (Advertisements) 

 
9. DoE PPG Note No19 ‘Outdoor Advertisement Control’ 

Consideration of ‘amenity’ 
Paragraph 11. “In assessing an advertisement's impact on "amenity", LPAs should 
have regard to its effect on the appearance of the building or on visual amenity in the 
immediate neighbourhood where it is to be displayed. They will therefore consider 
what impact the advertisement, including its cumulative effect, will have on its 
surroundings. The relevant considerations for this purpose are the local 
characteristics of the neighbourhood, including scenic, historic, architectural or 
cultural features, which contribute to the distinctive character of the locality. 

 
12. Where there is a group of buildings, whether in a city, town or village, the scale 
and massing of existing structures, the predominant land-use in the locality, the 
presence of "listed" buildings or a designated conservation area and any proposals 
(for example, in the development plan) for land-use change in the area will be 
relevant considerations. …Whilst businesses located in the countryside will expect to 
be able to advertise their whereabouts, especially to visitors, care should be taken to 
ensure that signs are designed and sited to harmonise with their setting; and that a 
proliferation of individually acceptable advertisements does not spoil the appearance 
of open countryside. 

 
10. Circular 03/07: Town and Country Planning (Control of Advertisements) 

(England) Regulations 2007 
The site lies within an Area of Special Advertisement Control.  

 
Consultation 

 
11. Whittlesford Parish Council Approval, commenting that the sign will serve a useful 

purpose ‘unlike other signs in the near vicinity’.  
 
12. Duxford Parish Council No comment received, but previously recommended 

approval with no further comment (S/0543/10/A).  
 
13. Local Highway Authority - Objection on the grounds of highway safety, as the sign 

on the southern elevation is within an area of intense traffic movements and as such 
represents unnecessary and hazardous distractions to drivers.  
 
Additional comments will be reported in an update. 

 
14. Highways Agency – No comment to make. Refer to the Local Highway Authority.  
 
15. Council’s Conservation Officer No objection, commenting that the sign is within the 

settings of the grade II listed Red Lion and the grade II* listed chapel.  It is compatible 
with the character of the new hotel and therefore in the Conservation Officer’s view 



would not add significantly to the impact on the listed buildings.  It would require the 
constant removal of branches to the adjacent tree but her understanding is that the 
tree is not protected. 

 
16. English Heritage No comment received.  
 

Representations 
 
17. None received. 
 

Planning Comments  
 

18. The proposals relate to a large new building in a sensitive historic context. It is 
acknowledged that in this position it will not harm the setting of the listed building and 
scheduled ancient monument. 

 
19. The sign that has been erected be prominent to view on the adjacent A505, which is 

its intention. The same sized sign and same siting was refused in S/0543/10/A on the 
grounds of highway safety following concerns expressed by the Local Highway 
Authority. A larger version of the sign in a slightly lower position was refused in 
S/1649/09/A on highway safety and conservation grounds, following concerns 
expressed by both the Local Highway Authority and the Conservation Officer. No 
appeals have been submitted against these decisions.  

 
20. The submitted Highway Statement explains the need for the sign to enable customers 

to identify the position of the hotel from their car. It rejects the possibility of adding this 
information to existing signage on the A505 that serves the Red Lion Hotel as making 
the signs excessively large and potentially confusing. The report does not consider 
redesigning these signs in order to simplify them and to incorporate directional 
information.  These signs are positioned at each approach to the entrance junction 
and would be suitable for this purpose. In any case, the sign that has been displayed 
does not include have any directional information to advise drivers of the distance to 
the turning, and so is less successful than a redesigned roadside sign could be in its 
function. 

 
21. The report analyses the degree of driver distraction presented by the sign. In an 

easterly direction it is accepted that this sign is less likely to be a distraction for the 
reason that few drivers would be interested in it, having already passed the junction 
serving the hotel, therefore unlikely to be customers. When approaching from the 
west, the sign is higher and more distant than any roadside sign and so would cause 
drivers to turn their head to view it. This is a danger for road users, particularly 
customers seeking the site, but also is a further element of visual clutter for drivers in 
addition to the highway authority signage and Red Lion Hotel signage before 
reaching the Holiday Inn Express sign. The report draws attention to the visual clutter 
in the vicinity of Sawston Roundabout to the east, but this is not persuasive as a 
precedent as vehicle speeds here are appreciably lower.  

 
Conclusion 
 

22. Having regard to applicable national and local planning policies, and having taken all 
relevant material considerations into account, it is considered that advertisement 
consent should be refused in this instance. 

 



Recommendation 
 
23. Refusal, In accordance with the application dated 16 August 2010: 

 
1. The advertisement, as displayed, is conspicuous from the adjacent A505 in an 

area of intense traffic movements and as such the proposed sign would 
represent an unnecessary and hazardous distraction to drivers. The displayed 
sign does not comply with South Cambridgeshire Local Development 
Framework Development Control Policies Development Policy Document 
2007 Policy CH/8 Advertisements, which requires proposals for 
advertisements not to prejudice highway safety.  

 
24. Enforcement action to secure removal of the advertisement. 

 
Background Papers: the following background papers were used in the preparation of this 
report:  
 
• South Cambridgeshire Local Development Framework Development Control Policies 

DPD 2007 
• DoE PPG Note No19 ‘Outdoor Advertisement Control’ 
• Circular 03/07: Town and Country Planning (Control of Advertisements) (England) 

Regulations 2007 
• Planning Files Ref: S/1404/10/A, S/0543/10/A and S/1634/09/A 
 
Contact Officer: Ray McMurray - Principal Planning Officer 
   01954 713259 
 


