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APPEALS AGAINST PLANNING DECISIONS AND ENFORCEMENT ACTION 
 

1. To inform Members about appeals against planning decisions and enforcement action, 
and proposed hearing and inquiry dates, as 26 July 2013.  Summaries of recent 
decisions of importance are also reported, for information. 
 
Decisions Notified By The Secretary of State 

 
2. Ref.no  Details Decision Decision Date 
 S/2464/12/FL Mr & Mrs A Riddell 

2 Pyrethtrum Way 
Willingham 
Front/Rear Dormer 
Window 

Dismissed 03/07/13 

 S/1539/12/FL Mr Liao 
45 Mayfield Way 
Cambourne 
Conservatory,Fences, 
culvert and garden 
works 

Allowed and 
enforcement 
noticed quashed 

05/07/13 

 PLanenf.288 Mr Liao 
45 Mayfield Way 
Cambourne 
Conservatory,Fences, 
culvert and garden 
works 

Allowed 05/07/13 

 S/2411/12/FL Mr C Galpin 
21 Church Street 
Haslingfield 
Erection of Pool 
House 

Allowed 08/07/13 

 S/2411/12/FL Mr C Galpin 
21 Church Street 
Haslingfield 
Erection of Pool 
House 

Award of Costs 
Refused 

08/07/13 

 S/0507/12/DC David Wilson Homes 
Land west of Ermine 
Street, Papworth 
Everard 
Discharge of 
condition 23  

Allowed 15/07/13 

 S/2094/12/FL Mr M Haining 
29 Cambridge Road 
Linton 

Withdrawn 18/07/13 



 S/2020/12/FL Dr S Sangray 
Cadwin Nurseries 
37a Rampton Road 
Willingham 
Potacabin for 
educational purposes 

Allowed 18/07/13 

 S/2020/12/FL Dr S Sangray 
Cadwin Nurseries 
37a Rampton Road 
Willingham 
Potacabin for 
educational purposes 

Award of Costs is 
Allowed 

18/07/13 

 S/2193/12/FL Mr S Gardner 
The Old Rectory 
Rectory lane 
Kingston 
Retention Timber 
Pergola 

Allowed 19/07/13 

 S/1150/12/LB Mr S Gardner 
The Old Rectory 
Rectory lane 
Kingston 
Replace existing 
French doors 

Allowed 19/07/13 

 S/2624/12/LB Mr S Gardner 
The Old Rectory 
Rectory lane 
Kingston 
Demolition of Wall 

Listed Building 
consent not 
required 

19/07/13 

 S/1814/12/FL Mr & Mrs P Owers 
Summerhill 
Tinkers Lane 
Kingston 
Demolition of existing 
dwelling and erection 
of 2 dwellings 

Allowed 23/07/13 

 S/2256/11/F Mr I Quince 
Mulberry Farm 
Hatley Road 
Gamlingay 
Retrospective 
application for 
construction of a free 
range egg producing 
unit 

Allowed 24/07/13 

 S/2256/11/F Mr I Quince 
Mulberry Farm 
Hatley Road 
Gamlingay 
Retrospective 
application for 
construction of a free 
range egg producing 
unit 

Award of costs 
refused 

24/07/13 



 
Appeals received 
 

3. Ref. no.   Details 
 

Decision Decision Date 
 S/0033/13/FL Mr & Mrs E Wiseman 

37 South Road 
Great Abington 
Two storey rear, 
single storey side 
extension 

Refused 02/07/13 

 S/1344/12/FL Mr Impington Village 
College 
New Road 
Impington 
Alteration to gallery in 
auditorium 

Refused 02/07/13 

 S/0649/13/CA Mr Clifford 
7 Middle Street 
Thriplow 
Wall, Gates & 
Railings 

Refused 03/07/13 

 S/0325/13/FL Mr Clifford 
7 Middle Street 
Thriplow 
Wall, Gates & 
Railings 

Refused 03/07/13 

 S/0690/13/LB Ms J O’Shaughnessy 
40 High Street 
Babraham 
Replace existing 
staircase & internal 
alterations 

Refused 04/07/13 

 S/0956/13/FL Mr G Fenn 
42 High Street 
Over 
Cambridge 
CB24 5ND 

Refused 23/07/13 

 
Local Inquiry and Informal Hearing dates scheduled before the next meeting on 
5 June 2013. 

  
4. Ref. no.  Name 

 
Address Hearing 

 S/0041/12/FL Mrs K O’Brien WaterLane Smithy 
Fen, Cottenham 

November  2013 
Offered 

 S/0824/12/FL Saunders/Wisson Meridian Court 
Comberton 

10 September 1013 
Offered 



 S/0840/12/FL Mr O ‘Keeffe Sawston Storage 
Depot, 
Mill Lane 
Sawston 

19 September 2013 
Confirmed 

 S/0552/12/FL Falck Renewables 
Land off Ermine 
Way 
Arrington 

Land off Ermine 
Way 
Arrington 
 

24 September 2013 
Confirmed 

 S/1987/12VC 
 
PLAENF.423 

Dr Sangray Cadwin Nurseries 
37a Rampton Road 
Willingham 

8 October 2013 
Confirmed 

    
 Summeries of Appeals 

 
5. Dr S Sangray – Siting of portacabin for educational purposes – Cadwin 

Nurseries, Rampton Road, Willingham – Appeal dismissed.  Appellant’s claim 
for costs allowed 
 
1. The main issue in this case was whether the proposal complies with 

development  plan policies which seek to prevent inappropriate development 
in the countryside.  The aims of plan policy are to protect the countryside 
from gradual encroachment  and to guard against incremental growth in 
unsustainable locations. 

 
2. The portacabin is to be sited within a former horticultural nursery and would 

be located on an area of hard standing between the agricultural building and 
storage bays. As such, it would not encroach onto undeveloped land. It would 
be used by a  limited number of students to write up their field studies into the 
soils and ecology of  the surrounding land.  

 
3. Whilst education does not feature in the list of policy exceptions, the inspector 

found  that in this case, the proposal would be for a purpose specifically 
related to the  adjoining land. That linkage can be controlled by condition. 
Moreover, the scale of the proposal would be very limited and the physical 
changes would be temporary and readily reversible. There was no substantive 
evidence to indicate that the siting of the portacabin would have a harmful 
effect on the character and appearance of the wider countryside. 
Consequently, he considered that the portacabin meets the broader aims of 
plan policy. 

 
4. Willingham Parish Council expressed concern about the number and use of 

parking spaces proposed. However, clarification was subsequently provided 
regarding the  scale and nature of the proposed use and there was nothing to 
indicate that the traffic generated by the proposal would have adverse effects 
on highway safety or  convenience. The Parish Council also considered that 
the proposed activity could  take place in the existing building on the site. 
However, having concluded that the  proposal would be acceptable in its own 
right, there was no need for the inspector to consider alternative schemes. 

 
5. The appeal was therefore allowed subject to conditions making it temporary 

for a period of 5 years and restricting the use for the purposes of field studies 
associated with the land. 



 
6. In response to the appellant’s claim for costs, the inspector noted that whilst 

the application was refused contrary to officer recommendation, the reason for 
refusal was based on relevant, up to date development plan policies. 
Nevertheless, policy  DP/7 does allow for ‘other uses which need to be 
located in the countryside.’ There was nothing in the Council’s evidence to 
indicate that the Committee took this element of the policy into account in 
determining the application or in supporting that  decision at appeal. The 
costs Circular advises that local planning authorities are at  risk of an award of 
costs if they prevent development which should clearly be  permitted having 
regard to the development plan and any other material  considerations. 
This includes the use of conditions and there was no evidence of this.  

 
7. The inspector therefore found that unreasonable behaviour resulting in 

unnecessary  expense has been demonstrated and that a full award of costs 
was justified. 

 
  
Background Papers: the following background papers were used in the preparation of 
this report: None 
 
Contact Officer:  Nigel Blazeby – Development Control Manager  

Telephone: (01954) 713165 


