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DC/20/00330 Tabled Paper 
 
Assessment of Local Community Needs - Commentary around the assessment 
of community needs is included as a section in the Planning Statement page 
24, which shows consideration to the available information on identified local 
priorities from the Neighbourhood Plan questionnaire and the applicant's own 
public consultation. This in turn, links to the inclusion of land for the 
community building as proposed. 
 

 

Enhanced Sustainability Measures - Members should be aware of the 
enhanced sustainability measures which are a key amendment from the 
previous application, which includes heat pumps and solar PV for the market 
dwellings to achieve carbon reductions beyond the requirements of current 
Building Regulations and the emerging plan target, with the development 
potentially achieving a 42% reduction in carbon emissions. This is set out in the 
Sustainability Statement. 
 
 
Additional Benefit - The proposed drainage strategy includes a larger SUDS 
feature to enable the soakaway system serving the adjacent Station Fields 
development to be removed. This aspect was discussed by Members on 
the previous application, which the applicant has sought to include here as a 
means of improvement locally.  
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Planning Application – Consultation Response 
 

Planning Application 
Reference: 

DC/19/04755 
 

Site: Land To The Rear Of Plough And Fleece Inn Great Green 
Cockfield Bury St Edmunds Suffolk IP30 0HJ 

Proposal: 
 

Outline Planning Application (Access to be considered all 
other matters reserved) - Erection of up to 28no. dwellings 
(Plots 5, 6 and 7 of Reserved Matters Permission 
DC/19/02020 to be repositioned/amended) 

Prepared by: BMSDC Strategic Planning Policy and Infrastructure 

Date: 20/04/2020 

 
 

1. Policy position 
 

Cockfield is currently adopted as a Hinterland Village in accordance with Babergh Core 
Strategy (2014) policy CS2. Emerging evidence base (material consideration) that is 
underpinning the emerging Joint Local Plan (JLP) identifies Cockfield (Great Green) as an 
emerging hamlet location. This shows in terms of settlement hierarchy there are no 
significant changes to the Cockfield settlement since the 2014 CS2 policy was adopted. 
Therefore, there are no strategic policy encouragement or direction to suggest major 
development is appropriate in this location for the long-term. It is also important to 
recognise policy CS2 links to policy CS11, which encourages well related proportionate 
development to prevent the need for unsustainable modes of frequent transport, which is 
directly linked to policy CS15.  

 
The recent Settlement Hierarchy Review (evidence base document dated July 2019), 
identifies that the services and facilities in Cockfield are limited and spread out, which 
needs to be taken into account when considering proposals for major development. 
Cockfield has a place of worship and a play area as facilities, together with a village shop 
and post office at Howe Lane. It is also understood public transport is available but limited.  
 
In light of the rural sporadic location of this proposal, together with the limited services and 
facilities, this proposal is not encouraged and it is considered it would put further strain on 
unplanned infrastructure. It is recognised that development proposals in locations such as 
Cockfield are largely dependent on the private vehicle. 

 
2. Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) position 

 
The IDP (July 2019) sets out both Babergh and Mid Suffolk’s infrastructure requirements 
and priorities.  It was published on the 22nd July 2019 as evidence base which supports 
the Joint Local Plan and is an iterative document which will change over time dependant 
on changing infrastructure capacity, requirements and priorities. 
 
There are no proposed site allocations or proposed boundary expansions for the 
settlement of Great Green, Cockfield, within the emerging Joint Local Plan. 
     
For the purpose of this response, and to understand the impact on infrastructure capacity, 
the content of the IDP has been considered together with the existing planning permissions 
and responses from infrastructure providers. 

 
Set out below are the current planning applications (over 10 dwellings) in Cockfield (other 
than this application): - 
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• DC/17/05332 - Land to the North West of Mackenzie Place - Hybrid planning 
application - Erection of 42 no. dwellings (Full Planning Application); Erection of 9 no. 
self-build plots (Outline Planning Application). Total of 51 dwellings.  Granted in June 
2018. 
 

• DC/19/02020 (Reserved Matters) and DC/18/00306 (Outline) - Land to the West of 
Plough And Fleece Inn, Great Green - for 10 dwellings.  Reserved Matters granted in 
September 2019.  Under construction. 
 

Within the settlement of Great Green, there are planning applications for under 10 
dwellings to also bear in mind such as DC/19/03063/FUL for 9 dwellings (within the 
settlement boundary) granted in September 2019; and DC/18/03180/OUT for 5 dwellings 
(outside of the settlement boundary) refused in November 2018, appeal dismissed in June 
2019, which concluded: that the adverse impacts of the proposal which would arise from 
the unsuitability of the location of the appeal site for five new dwellings would significantly 
and demonstrably outweigh the benefits. Consequently, the presumption in favour of 
sustainable development does not apply in this case. 
 
It is recognised there has been a major development approved under reference 
DC/17/05332 (Mackenzie Place) for 42 dwellings, which looks to have provided significant 
benefits with regard to affordable housing and community needs. It is also identified five 
dwellings (Felsham Road) under application DC/18/03180 (dismissed on appeal) has been 
unable to provide the same overriding benefits. The application in question (DC/19/04755) 
provides some benefits to the community, particularly in terms of the types of dwellings, 
however these benefits remain in a rural sporadic location that is not encouraged through 
the emerging plan-led process. 

 
There are essential infrastructure needs identified in the IDP: 

• Education 
For Primary education, the local catchment school is Cockfield CEVCP Primary School 
where there is capacity to provide for this development and other committed growth.  
The IDP did not show this primary school as needing expansion in relation to planned 
growth.  The primary school is just over 2km (approx. 1.4 miles), away from the site, 
along Howe Lane and Church Lane.  There are existing footways which can enable 
walking between the proposed site to the primary school (and passing the village shop 
and post office).  The County Council is currently looking to assess whether the walking 
route to school (which is under 2 miles, as per the education standards) is a Safe Route 
to School. 

 
For Secondary and Post 16 education, the local catchment school is Thurston 
Community College, where provision can be made for this development through 
expansion which is planned from 1940 to 2190 pupil places.  The IDP refers to CIL 
contributions which would be expected towards this expansion. 
 

• Transport: 
Specific site details and required contributions have been provided through the County 
Council Highway response in January 2020.  Although the development would not 
have a severe impact on the highway network, the response refers to the access to 
the primary school, which although within walking distance, there are concerns over 
the safety of the walking route.  As referred under education, the County Council is 
looking to re-assess whether a safe walking route can be achieved. 
The closest bus stops are approx. 350m from the site which is considered within 
walking distance to catch public transport but with a minimal bus service. 
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• Health 
The nearest health facilities for this settlement are the Long Melford Practice and 
branch of this practice at Lavenham.  The IDP position for health in this area is being 
reviewed in light of the committed growth and planned growth, in preparation for the 
next iteration of the emerging Joint Local Plan. 
 
 

3. Summary 
 

It will be essential that the above points are considered in conjunction with the current 
application process and infrastructure needs are addressed in accordance with the 
respective infrastructure providers consultation replies, this response and the IDP. 

 
Overall the application is a major development proposal in a small rural settlement with 
limited accessibility to essential services and facilities. 

 
From an education infrastructure point of view, the primary school pupils may have the 
possibility to walk safely to school, if it is assessed as such by the County Council.  If this 
is not the case, then both primary and secondary school pupils will primarily be driven or 
bused to their respective schools. 
 
This additional, unplanned growth would therefore create unnecessary adverse harm in 
respect of social and environmental conditions, and as such this proposal weighs against 
paragraphs 103, 104a) and 108a) of the NPPF.   
 
In consideration of the above the proposed development is not considered to conform to 
national and local planning policy and due to its remoteness/limited accessibility is 
considered unsustainable and consequently harmful in accordance with para 79 and 103 
of the NPPF. 
 
Anik Bennett and Elizabeth Thomas 
Strategic Planning Policy and Infrastructure 
Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Councils 
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Appeal Decision 
Site visit made on 23 May 2019 

by Robert Fallon  B.Sc. (Hons) PGDipTP MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State 

Decision date: 18 June 2019 

 

Appeal Ref: APP/D3505/W/18/3213481 

Plough and Fleece Inn, Great Green, Cockfield, Bury St Edmunds, IP30 0HJ 

• The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
against a refusal to grant outline planning permission. 

• The appeal is made by Mr and Mrs R East & J Sadler against the decision of Babergh 

District Council. 
• The application Ref DC/18/03048 dated 4 July 2018, was refused by notice dated       

30 August 2018. 
• The development proposed is described on the application form as “Erection of up to 5 

dwellings (resubmission)” 
 

Decision 

1. The appeal is allowed and outline planning permission is granted for the 
erection of up to 5 dwellings at the Plough and Fleece Inn, Great Green, 

Cockfield, Bury St Edmunds, IP30 0HJ, in accordance with the terms of the 

application, Ref DC/18/03048 dated 4 July 2018, subject to the conditions set 

out in the attached schedule. 

Procedural matters 

2. Since the appeal was submitted, a revised version of the Framework has been 

published1. I have determined the appeal in light of this, which is a material 
consideration that should be taken into account. 

3. The proposal seeks outline planning permission, with all matters other than the 

points of access reserved for future consideration. Accordingly, I have treated 

the proposed site layout plan as illustrative only. 

4. My determination of the appeal is against the policies of the development plan 

and any other material considerations. Although the appellant has referred to 

the emerging Joint Babergh & Mid Suffolk Local Plan, I have given it limited 
weight as it is still at an early stage of the development plan process. 

Main issues 

5. Within the context of the Council’s reasons for refusal and the evidence in this 
case, the main issues are the effect of the development on: 

• the character and appearance of the area, with particular regard to the 

scheme’s density and location of the dwelling on Plot 1; 

• highway and pedestrian safety, with particular regard to whether the access 

                                       
1 National Planning Policy Framework, Ministry for Housing, Communities and Local Government, February 2019. 
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point has adequate visibility for vehicles exiting the site and whether the 

proposal makes adequate parking provision for the existing Public House. 

Reasons 

Appeal site context 

6. The appeal site forms part of the land associated with the Plough and Fleece, 

an attractive 2-storey detached Public House (‘the Pub’). It contains the Pub 

car-park and a number of small ponds, with the remaining area consisting of 

wild grass, hedgerows and trees.  

7. Opposite the appeal site at the centre of Great Green lies a large triangular 

greenspace with small pavilion used for recreational and sporting activities 
(‘the Green’). The area is predominantly residential in character with a diverse 

range of properties fronting onto the Green that vary in design, scale, plot size, 

separation gaps and maturity. Other notable features include an abundance of 
front garden boundary hedges and mature trees adjacent to the highway, 

which when combined with the Green give the locale a verdant character and 

strong natural landscaped setting to its built form. 

8. Two listed buildings lie in the vicinity of the site, Old House Farm and Green 

Farm. In view of the Pub’s local historical and architectural value, this 

constitutes a non-designated heritage asset.  

Character and appearance 

9. The proposed scheme would surround the Pub and infill a gap between 

Cockfield House and the residential development approved to the west of the 
appeal site2. I am as a consequence satisfied that it would relate well to the 

general settlement pattern of the village.  

10. The indicative plan demonstrates that 5 large detached properties could be 

constructed with significant intervening open gaps whilst maintaining an 

adequate level of private garden provision and setback from the private access 
road. To my mind, the development would have a spacious appearance and low 

density character, and thereby relate well to other parts of the village that front 

onto the Green.  

11. There is no established building line in the vicinity of the appeal site as the Pub 

is set well-forward of the neighbouring residential dwellings at Cockfield House 
and Old Farm House. I also noted examples of older dwellings in the village 

with detached buildings to their rear, some of which were of a significant size. 

As a consequence, I am satisfied that the irregular layout shown on the 
indicative plan, with dwellings behind the Pub and Plot 1, would not be out of 

keeping with the prevailing village grain. Furthermore, it is my view that the 

dwelling on plot 1, with its side gable fronting onto the road, would add visual 

interest to the streetscene and roofscape, and not be unduly prominent.  

12. The appellant has confirmed that the dwellings would be constructed using 
traditional materials and reflect the Suffolk vernacular. I recognise the 

concerns of the Council’s Heritage and Design Officer about the potential for 

low level harm and agree there is a need to avoid a suburban type 

development. Whilst I am therefore satisfied that the architectural approach 

                                       
2 Council Ref: DC/18/00306 
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proposed would be appropriate and make a positive contribution to the 

character of the village, this is on the strict provision that it retains a faithful 

adherence to this traditional form of development and does not result in an 
unconvincing pastiche. In this respect, I consider it essential that high-quality 

sympathetic materials are used and that the scheme is well-articulated, 

composed and proportioned using; (a) local architectural cues, detailing and 

references; (b) traditional rural boundary treatments; and (c) extensive soft 
landscaping in the form of trees and boundary hedges. In so doing, this design 

approach would also help reinforce the area’s sense of place.   

13. There is sufficient intervening distance between the proposed scheme and the 

listed buildings at Old House Farm and Green Farm to ensure the preservation 

of their setting. I am also satisfied that the scheme would not harm the setting 
of the Pub as a non-designated heritage asset subject to it addressing the 

detailed design issues previously referred to at the reserved matters stage.  

14. In view of the above, I conclude that the development would not be harmful to 

the settlement pattern and spacious character of the area and that it would 

preserve the setting of neighbouring listed buildings in accordance with S66 (1) 
of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990. The 

proposal would therefore accord with Policies CS11 and CS15 of the Core 

Strategy3 which collectively seek, amongst other things, to ensure that new 
development respects the local context and character of an area.  

15. I also find that the scheme accords with Paragraph 127 of the Framework 

which seeks, amongst other things; (a) development that is sympathetic to 

local character, including the surrounding built environment and landscape 

setting; and (b) schemes that establish or maintain a strong sense of place 
using the established pattern of buildings, streets and spaces. 

Highway and pedestrian safety 

16. In the absence of any development plan policies referred to by the Council in 

reason for refusal No 2, my determination of the appeal on this matter has 
been against the Framework and any other material considerations.  

17. Although the Local Highway Authority (LHA) has referred to the Design Manual 

for Roads and Bridges, a copy of this document was not supplied in the 

evidence and I am not aware of it forming part of adopted development plan 

policy or a supplementary planning document. I have as a consequence given it 
limited weight in my assessment. In any event, even if the use of this guidance 

had been adopted by the Council, it is important to recognise that policies 

should not be applied rigidly or exclusively when material considerations 
indicate an exception may be necessary. It is for the decision taker to weigh 

any conflict between relevant policies in the light of material considerations, 

including local circumstances. 

18. In the current case, my observations on-site revealed good visibility in both 

directions when exiting the site owing to the straight alignment of the road and 
the absence of any significant intervening structures in the public highway. 

Furthermore, there is no evidence before me that vehicles would be travelling 

at high speeds well in excess of 30mph to warrant larger visibility splays. As a 
consequence, I am satisfied that the access points to the residential 

                                       
3 Babergh Local Plan 2011-2031, Core Strategy & Policies, February 2014. 
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development and replacement car-park would have sufficient visibility in both 

directions so as not to endanger other road users and pedestrians. In reaching 

this conclusion, I have also given modest weight to the current use of part of 
the appeal site as a car-park, and there being no evidence before me of 

accidents or near-misses relating to its operation.  

19. The development would provide 13 spaces in the proposed replacement car-

park for the Pub which would comply with the standards referred to in the 

Suffolk Guidance for Parking (2015) and I am satisfied that the matter of cycle 
parking could be dealt with by way of planning condition. As a consequence, I 

consider the amount of parking proposed to be adequate and commensurate 

with the Pub’s location in a built-up part of the village within easy walking 

distance of local residents.  

20. In view of the above, I conclude that the development would neither result in 
highway and pedestrian danger nor insufficient car-parking for the Pub. The 

proposal would therefore accord with Paragraphs 108, 109, 110 and 127 of the 

Framework which collectively seek, amongst other things, to ensure that 

development: (a) creates safe places and access to sites; (b) minimises the 
scope for conflict between pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles; and (c) does not 

have an unacceptable impact on highway safety. 

Other matters 

21. Although representations were made by interested parties in respect of a 

number of other matters, I did not consider these to be of such significance to 

alter my conclusions in respect of the main issues. The most significant of 

these other matters, if not already addressed above, are dealt with below and 
in the section relating to conditions. 

22. I recognise that the Parish Council conducted a Housing Survey in 2014 which 

may indicate different housing needs in the village, but this document does not 

form part of the development plan and a significant period of time has elapsed 

since it was carried out. As a consequence, there is insufficient policy 
justification and up-to-date evidence to support dismissal on these grounds. 

23. An affordable housing contribution is not required as the Framework and 

National Planning Practice Guidance state that these should not be sought from 

small-scale developments of 9 units or less.  

24. There is no substantive evidence to support the concerns raised in respect of 

local sewers, flooding and surface drainage of the site, and there are no 
objections from the relevant professional consultees on these matters.   

25. The Council is satisfied that the principle of residential development on the 

appeal site is acceptable and accords with Policy CS11 of the Core Strategy 

given its position adjacent to the built-up boundary of the village. I see no 

reason to disagree with this assessment and am satisfied that the appeal site 
has a close functional relationship with the existing settlement. 

26. Given its rural location, I agree with the LHA that future occupiers are likely to 

be car dependant, as is the case with many residents in countryside villages. 

However, there would nonetheless be opportunities for future occupiers to 

access a modest range of local services and facilities by walking and cycling, 
namely the Pub, the Green, the local store/post office, a village hall and a 

primary school. There also appears to be access to public transport via a bus 
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stop opposite the appeal site, although I am unaware of the extent of services 

available or their destination. I also noted the presence of a continuous footway 

on Chapel Road and Howe Lane which would help facilitate safe pedestrian 
access to these facilities.   

Conditions 

27. The Council has suggested conditions which I have considered in the light of 

the National Planning Practice Guidance. I have made some amendments to 
clarify certain details or where the submitted information is unclear. Conditions 

requiring the development and ecological mitigation measures to be in 

accordance with the approved plans/details and the submission of the relevant 
reserved matters are needed in the interests of proper planning.  

28. The appellant has confirmed that the existing trees are to be retained and 

incorporated into the scheme. In view of this and because I consider it 

necessary to protect the character and appearance of the area, a condition has 

been imposed to protect existing trees on the site, provide appropriate 
ecological mitigation measures and clarify the information necessary for the 

landscaping reserved matters submission. This condition also requires the 

provision of details relating to the replacement car-park and newly exposed 

boundary between the pub and residential scheme.  

29. The materials condition requested by the Council is unnecessary as this forms 
part of the reserved matters relating to appearance. Similarly, in view of the 

scheme’s small scale and because I consider it unlikely that future occupiers 

would wish to install any significant external lighting, I do not consider it 

necessary to impose a condition withdrawing permitted development rights 
relating to this. However, in the event that external lighting is proposed at the 

outset, a condition has been imposed requiring details of this to be submitted 

with the landscaping reserved matters to ensure that it is kept to a minimum to 
reduce the risk of harm or impact to roosting, foraging or commuting bats. 

30. Great Crested Newts were found to be present on and adjacent to the site and 

the submitted ecological report concluded that the risk of impact and harm to 

this European Protected Species from the proposed development without 

mitigation is high. As a consequence, a licence may be needed from Natural 
England and I have accordingly imposed a condition preventing 

commencement of development until this has been obtained or it has 

determined that one is not necessary. 

31. Because the development would potentially result in a breach of protection to 

European Protected Species, I have in accordance with the Regulations4 
assessed the proposal against the 3 derogation tests to ascertain the likelihood 

of Natural England granting a licence to carry out the works. In this respect, I 

consider there to be a reasonable prospect of this as; (a) the development is in 
the public interest as it would provide 5 new dwellings; (b) there is no 

satisfactory alternative to this site given that the proposal is site specific; and 

(c) that the works authorised would not be detrimental to maintenance of the 

population of the Great Crested Newt species, subject to mitigation.  

32. In view of the scheme’s small scale nature, I do not consider it necessary to 
impose a condition for a biodiversity enhancement strategy. However, to 

                                       
4 The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017. 
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mitigate the scheme’s ecological impact, the landscaping reserved matters 

condition clarifies that details of bird and bat boxes will be required.  

33. Given the site’s location within an area of archaeological potential, I have 

imposed a condition to address the matters referred to by the County 

Archaeological Officer. 

34. Although the Council has requested a condition for details of the vehicular 

access, this has not been imposed as it is a matter for consideration in the 
current scheme (access was not reserved for subsequent consideration). 

However, conditions requiring details of all hard landscape works relating to the 

private access road and the provision of appropriate visibility splays have been 
imposed.  

35. In view of the close presence of Great Crested Newts and total number of 

dwellings proposed in a low-density character area, I am satisfied that there 

exist exceptional circumstances to justify the withdrawal of permitted 

development rights for any extensions, outbuildings and new boundary 
treatments to the proposed dwellings.  

Conclusion  

36. In view of the above, having had regard to all other matters raised, I conclude 

that the appeal should be allowed.  

Robert Fallon 

INSPECTOR 

 

Schedule of conditions 

1) Application for approval of the reserved matters shall be made to the local 

planning authority not later than 3 years from the date of this permission. 

 
2) The development hereby permitted shall take place not later than 2 years 

from the date of approval of the last of the reserved matters to be approved. 

 
3) The development hereby permitted, and all ecological mitigation measures, 

shall be carried out in accordance with the following approved plans and 

details:- Location Plan and Drawing No 1171-01 (Rev C) (insofar as material 
to the point of access), the design and access statement Ref 1055/2 dated 

July 2018, the Preliminary Ecological Appraisal including a Protected Species 

Scoping Assessment & Full Great Crested Newt Survey by Skilled Ecology 

dated June 2018, and/or such drawings/documents as may subsequently be 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority as a non-material 

amendment following an application in that regard. 

 
4) Details of the appearance, landscaping, layout, and scale, (hereinafter called 

"the reserved matters") shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the 

local planning authority before any development takes place and the 
development shall thereafter be carried out in accordance with the approved 

details.  
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5) The appearance reserved matters details to be submitted in accordance with 

condition 4 shall also include elevation drawings of the bridge. 

 
6) The layout reserved matters details to be submitted in accordance with 

condition 4 shall also include plans relating to the proposed replacement car-

park to the Public House and cross-sectional drawings of the bridge revealing 

its gradient and method of construction. 
 

7) The landscaping reserved matters details to be submitted in accordance with 

condition 4 shall include: 
 

a) a plan showing the position of every tree and hedge on the site and on 

land adjacent to the site that could influence or be affected by the 
development (applicable to the residential scheme and the proposed 

replacement car-park to the Public House), indicating which are to be 

retained and those that are to be removed; 

 
b) a schedule in relation to every tree and hedge identified listing: 

 

i. information as specified in paragraph 4.4.2.5 of British Standard BS 
5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction - 

Recommendations) (or in an equivalent British Standard if 

replaced); and 

 
ii. any proposed pruning, felling or other work; 

 

c) in relation to every existing tree and hedge identified to be retained on the 
plan referred to in a) above, details of: 

 

i. any proposed alterations to existing ground levels and the 
position/type of any proposed excavations that might affect the root 

protection area; and 

 

ii. all appropriate tree and hedge protection measures required before 
and during the course of development (in accordance with 

paragraph 5.5 of British Standard BS 5837:2012 ) (or in an 

equivalent British Standard if replaced); 
 

d) soft landscaping to include: planting plans; written specifications (including 

cultivation and other operations associated with plant and grass 
establishment); schedules of new trees, hedgerows and plants noting 

species, plant supply sizes and proposed numbers/densities. For the 

avoidance of doubt, this should also include details of soft landscaping in 

connection with the proposed replacement car-park to the Public House; 
 

e) hard landscaping to include surfacing materials for the site access road, 

kerbs, driveways, parking areas (including the proposed replacement car-
park to the Public House), pedestrian footways, patios and any other 

hardstandings; 

 
f) a refuse collection point; 
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g) details of cycle stands for the Public House, to include design, materials, 

colours and finishes; 

 
h) boundary treatments, to include materials, colours and finishes (including 

to the Public House); 

 

i) details of the location, design and specification of any external lighting 
(including the proposed replacement car-park to the Public House); 

 

j) details of any sheds/garden buildings to the new dwellings, to include 
position, size, materials, colours and finishes; 

 

k) details of bat and bird boxes; 
 

l) details of visibility splays on both sides of the site access points to the 

residential development and proposed replacement Public House car-park. 

For the avoidance of doubt, the said visibility splays should only relate to 
land within the red and blue lines shown on the submitted location plan 

and/or land within the public highway; 

 
m) a plan showing the boundaries of the public open greenspace required in 

connection with the ecological mitigation measures, together with a 

scheme for its management and maintenance; 

 
n) an implementation programme for all soft and hard landscaping works, the 

refuse collection point, cycle stands, boundary treatment, external lighting, 

sheds/garden buildings, bat and bird boxes, and visibility splays. For the 
avoidance of doubt, the implementation programme shall make provision 

for the construction of the proposed replacement Public House car-park to 

be completed and available for use prior to the commencement of any 
development within the red-line on the submitted location plan. 

 

8) No site clearance, preparatory work or development shall take place until the 

approved tree and hedge protection measures have been installed and these 
shall remain in place until completion of the development and all equipment, 

machinery and surplus materials have been removed from the site. Nothing 

shall be stored or placed within any fenced area, and the ground levels within 
those areas shall not be altered, nor shall any excavation be made, without 

the prior written consent of the local planning authority. 

 
9) Any trees, hedges or plants which within a period of 5 years from the 

completion of the development die, are removed or become seriously 

damaged or diseased shall be replaced in the next planting season with others 

of similar size and species. No new tree or hedgerow planted in accordance 
with the approved landscaping reserved matters shall be pruned or cut in any 

manner within 5 years of the completion of the development, other than in 

accordance with the approved plans and details, without the prior written 
approval of the local planning authority. 

 

10) The visibility splays provided in accordance with the approved reserved 
matters landscaping details shall be maintained free from any obstruction 

above 0.6 metres when measured from the adjacent carriageway level. 
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11) No development works shall take place within the site until a Written Scheme 

of Investigation (WSI) has been submitted to and approved in writing by the 

local planning authority. The scheme shall include an assessment of 
significance and research questions and: 

 

a) the programme and methodology of site investigation and recording; 

 
b) the programme for post investigation assessment; 

 

c) the provision to be made for analysis of the site investigation and 
recording; 

 

d) the provision to be made for publication and dissemination of the analysis 
and records of the site investigation; 

 

e) the provision to be made for archive deposition of the analysis and records 

of the site investigation; 
 

f) the nomination of a competent person or persons/organization to 

undertake the works set out within the Written Scheme of Investigation. 
 

All works shall be carried out and completed in accordance with the approved 

WSI prior to the occupation of any dwelling, unless otherwise agreed in 

writing by the Local Planning Authority.  
 

12) No development shall take place until the appellant has obtained either: 

 
a) a licence issued by Natural England pursuant to Regulation 55 of The 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 authorising the 

specific activity/development to go ahead; or 
 

b) a statement in writing from Natural England to the effect that it does not 

consider that the specified activity/development requires a licence. 

 
13) Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General 

Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended) (or any order 

revoking and re-enacting that Order with or without modification): 
 

a) no extensions, porches and roof enlargements (to include dormer 

windows) shall be carried out to any dwelling hereby approved without the 
specific grant of planning permission from the local planning authority; 

 

b) no garages, buildings, or other structures shall be erected within the 

curtilage of any dwelling hereby approved without the specific grant of 
planning permission from the local planning authority (other than those 

approved in connection with the relevant reserved matters); 

 
c) no fences, gates or walls to the residential scheme or Public House (other 

than those approved in connection with the relevant reserved matters) 

shall be erected or constructed without the specific grant of planning 
permission from the local planning authority. 

End of Schedule 
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