2.

2 The proposed location of the development is outside the existing village boundary and
would therefore conflict with Long Bennington Neighbourhood Plan Policy LB1.
3. 3 The development is likely to impact on the existing biodiversity and ecological networks
within the site which is required to be assessed in accordance with Core Strategy Policy
EN1. Further, the NPPF (para 170) requires planning decisions to minimise impacts and
provide net gains for biodiversity. Insufficient information has been submitted to fully assess
these impacts and therefore planning permission should not be granted.
4. 4 Noise from the A1 has potential to impact on the residential amenity of the occupiers of
the proposed accommodation. Insufficient information has been submitted to fully assess
this impact and therefore planning permission should not be granted as there is potential
conflict with Core Strategy Policy EN1 and the NPPF (section 12).
5. 5 Odour from the adjacent Long Bennington bait maggot farm has potential to impact on the
residential amenity of the occupiers of the proposed accommodation. Insufficient information
has been submitted to fully assess this impact and therefore planning permission should not
be granted as there is potential conflict with Core Strategy Policy EN1 and the NPPF
(section 12).
S18/1922 – Application withdrawn by applicant following request for further information
pertaining to traveller status 03/07/2019.
Change of use of land to travellers’ site for the provision of one mobile home and one touring
caravan.
Relevant Planning Policies
SKDC Local Plan 2011 - 2036
SP5 – Development in the open countryside
H5 – Gypsies and Travellers
EN1 – Landscape Character
EN2 – Protecting Biodiversity and Geodiversity
EN4 – Pollution Control
EN5 – Water Environment and Flood Risk Management
DE1 – Promoting Good Quality Design
Policy ID2 – Transport and Strategic Transport Infrastructure
National Planning Policy Framework and Planning Practice Guidance
Section 5 – Delivering a sufficient supply of homes
Section 12 – Achieving well-designed places
Section 15 – Conserving and enhancing the natural environment
Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (2015)
Assessment
The site has been occupied in breach of planning control before any planning permission had been
granted.
Officers recommended approval for the development on a temporary basis, in line with guidance in
the National Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (2015) at Planning Committee on 17th February 2021.
The Planning Committee resolved that they were minded to refuse the application and returned to
Planning Committee on 17th March 2021 to consider the reasons for refusal.
The Officer Report for the 17th February Committee discusses the Policy considerations at length.
Following the submission of the proposed reasons for refusal to the Committee Meeting on 17 h
March, it was resolved to refuse planning permission on the grounds that:
1. Noise from the A1 and odour from the adjacent Long Bennington bait maggot farm have
potential to adversely impact on the residential amenity of the occupiers of the proposed
accommodation. Insufficient information has been submitted to fully assess these impacts
and therefore planning permission should not be granted as there is potential conflict with
Local Plan Policy H5, criterion a. Other material considerations, including the personal
circumstances of the applicant and the need for traveller pitches in the district are not
considered to outweigh this conflict.
2. The proposed development by virtue of its design, siting and layout would fail to make a
positive contribution to local distinctiveness and the character of the area contrary to Local
Plan Policy DE1 and Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (2015), para 26.

While the site is a similar distance from the A1 to properties in the village to the east, caravans do
not provide as much protection from noise as dwellinghouses with solid wall construction. It is
therefore felt that the noise from A1 dual carriageway is such that it adversely impacts on amenity of
the occupiers of the site.
In addition to the noise from the A1, smells from the neighbouring Maggot Farm to the south of the
site during the summer months, is such that it will lead to unacceptable living conditions for the
occupants for at least part of the year.
The harm from the noise of traffic using the A1 and smells from the maggot farm result in
unacceptable living conditions for the occupants of the site. The unauthorised development is
therefore in conflict with Local Plan Policy H5 and NPPF Section 12.
The expanse of close-boarded fencing that has been erected around part of the site is a clearly
visible, incongruous feature on a site in the open countryside, characterised by agricultural field
boundaries and hedges. It is therefore harmful to the character and appearance of the area, contrary
to Local Plan Policy DE1, NPPF Section 12 and National Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (2015).
Human Rights

There are not understood to be any available allocated
pitches for travellers in SKDC or in the wider locality.

It is felt that any Enforcement Notice should include a period for compliance that takes into account
the occupant’s situation and current government guidance that Councils should consider being
tolerant to additional pressures
especially during periods of
restrictions through the COVID pandemic.
While the Government’s COVID Roadmap has not set any fixed dates, as the situation needs to be
reviewed at every proposed step, it does provide some measure of assurance that restrictions will
have at least been eased through the coming months into the summer.
Article 6 (Right for fair decision making) and Article 8 (Right to private family life and home) of the
Human Rights Act have been taken into account in making this recommendation. However, the
occupants of the site
the planning application process had
concluded and
. It is therefore considered
that no relevant Article of that Act will be breached.
The Physical steps that will be required to comply with the notice are relatively straightforward, as
operational development is limited to the erection of close boarded fences. With consideration given
to the Government’s advice
and current understanding of COVID
restrictions easing, it is felt to be reasonable to require a compliance period of 3 months.

Conclusion
The development constitutes a breach of planning control, as defined by Section 171A(1)(a) of the
Town and Country Planning Act 1990.

