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HUNTINGDON TOWN COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING COMMITTEE 

 
 

A meeting of the Planning Committee was held in the Town Hall, Market Hill, 
Huntingdon on Thursday 14th April 2016. 

 
Present: Councillors A Beevor (Chairman); A Blackwell, D Brown, J Dyne, L 

George, S Gifford, S Hassell, W Hensley, J Jacobs, P Kadewere, A 
Mackender-Lawrence, B Morrell, S Mulcahy, T Sanderson and R 
Valatka.  

 
In Attendance:     3 representatives from Persimmon Homes and 8 residents of the 

Hinchingbrooke area.  
 

Absent: Cllr T Forster 
 
A minutes silence was observed for Huntingdon Town Council’s Former Town Clerk, 
Mr Ted Bocking, who passed away on the 5th April 2016. 
 
55. WELCOME AND APOLOGIES  
 

 Apologies were received from Councillors A Dovans, B Manning and S 
McAdam. 

 
56. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST   
 

There was none.  
 
57. PUBLIC ADDRESS   
 
 There was none.  
 
58. MINUTES   
 

Copies of the minutes of the Planning Committee meeting held on 17th March 
2016 (M6) had been circulated following their informal approval by the 
Chairman. It was proposed, seconded and  

 
RESOLVED to approve the minutes and these were duly signed as a correct 
record by the Chairman. 
 

59. PERSIMMON HOMES DEVELOPMENT – 16/00304/FUL 
 

The Chairman welcomed three representatives from Persimmon Homes to 
give a presentation regarding a planning application for the former Forensic 
Science Laboratory on Hinchingbrooke Park Road. 
 
Hannah Albans from Persimmon Homes thanked the Chairman for the 
opportunity to present the application to the Council and addressed the 
meeting to outline the proposal for 105 dwellings to be built on the former 
Forensic Science Laboratory. 



 
Members heard that the development would comprise both one and two storey 
dwellings with the main access to the site off Christie Drive. An overview was 
given regarding neighbouring houses and open spaces and Members were 
told that the proposed development would range from 1 to 5 bedroom 
properties. Persimmon Homes outlined that 40% of the dwellings would be 
affordable housing, which equated to 42 homes. 
 
Persimmon Homes explained how green space within the development would 
be maintained and enhanced, and that a play area would be incorporated. 
There would be bin storage on the site and 206 car parking bays. 
 
Persimmon Homes finished by informing Members that the proposed plan 
looked to provide a positive outward facing frontage to fit in with the existing 
street scene, integrating into the local area suitably.  
 
Persimmon Homes welcomed questions from Members regarding the 
presentation and proposed development. 
 
A Member started by saying that they were pleased to see that the density of 
the development wasn’t unrealistically high and that there were two car 
parking bays per dwelling. 
 
Another Member commented that they didn’t have any problems with the 
scheme but questioned how local amenities would cope, especially with the 
Hinchingbrooke Hospital homes development, proposing a further 400 
dwellings. The Member raised concerns over traffic problems with there only 
being one exit road and advised that they would not be happy unless two exit 
roads were in place. 
 
Alex Kenney of Persimmon Homes explained that the A14 Improvement 
Scheme would combat the issue of traffic and access/egress roads but the 
Member highlighted that timeframes had not been set for the completion of the 
A14 scheme and that this wouldn’t answer the traffic problem in any case. 
 
Another Member argued the mapping of the A14 Improvement Scheme would 
not directly affect the development and that traffic problems would only 
increase with the new development.  
 
Persimmon Homes argued that Brampton Road would be dramatically 
improved by the A14 Scheme and that the filter junction from Hinchingbrooke 
onto Brampton Road would be addressed as part of the improvements, 
making traffic flow far more fluid. 
 
A Member questioned the timescale for occupancy of the proposed 
development and Persimmon Homes suggested that it would be very similar to 
the completion of the A14 Improvement Scheme. 
 
Another Member moved on to highlight issues of local schools, explaining that 
Cromwell Academy was already at capacity, with more homes meaning more 
children needing a school space. The Member questioned Persimmon Homes 
on including a Local Area of Play (LAP) on the site but asked what options 
there would be for a Multi-Use Games Area (MUGA). The Member also 
highlighted that there were a number of Hinchingbrooke residents at the 
meeting who wished to make comment. 



 
Persimmon Homes was questioned surrounding street lighting for the 
proposed development and confirmed that adopted areas of the site would 
contain street lighting. A Member questioned how many this would equate to 
and Persimmon Homes suggested this would mean one street light per 30 
metres, in accordance with Cambridgeshire County Council’s specification. 
 
Persimmon Homes addressed the question of providing a LAP or a MUGA, 
explaining that there had been a pre-application for a MUGA but that the 
development was not at a stage of agreeing anything. Persimmon Homes 
explained how Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) contributions were up to 
the Education Authority to allocate and that developments with less than 200 
dwellings weren’t eligible for S.106 money. Persimmon Homes explained that 
discussions were ongoing regarding the allocation of CIL money and that a 
decision was due the following week. 
 
A Member questioned the proposed development layout and asked what the 
red lines referred to. Persimmon Homes explained that the red lines detailed 
private drives with shared access for private dwellings, which would not serve 
more than five homes. 
 
Persimmon Homes was questioned about the road layout potentially being 
prone to cars racing around the loop road. Members were advised that if this 
was deemed to be an issue, traffic calming measures could be considered. 
 
Finally, another Member questioned the type of houses on the development 
and Persimmon Homes explained that the dwellings would consist 2 storey 
houses ranging from 1 to 5 bedrooms and two bungalows as part of the 
affordable housing element. There would be no flats. 
 
The Chairman invited residents to address the meeting and it was  
 
RESOLVED to adjourn the meeting. 
 
Mr Ben Fuller of 96 Christie Drive addressed the meeting and advised that an 
online petition had been set up against the development, which had over 300 
signatures on it. Mr Fuller explained that the current traffic situation was 
terrible and that at present, it could take 45 minutes to drive from the hospital 
to the junction onto Brampton Road. Mr Fuller explained how Hinchingbrooke 
Park was one of Huntingdon’s best features, but that there was not sufficient 
parking, which resulted in cars parking up on Hinchingbrooke Park Road.  
 
Mr Fuller expanded his argument by explaining that Cromwell Academy 
School was oversubscribed, with 32 places for 50 applications. School places 
for all Huntingdon Schools were extremely limited and already a nightmare for 
parents to contend with. Mr Fuller highlighted that the Local Plan stated 55 
houses would be added to the site in question and that this had now been 
raised to 105. 
 
Mr Fuller referred back to the petition, explaining that there had been 300 
signatures and 100 comments within the space of a week. Mr Fuller concluded 
that the current infrastructure couldn’t cope with the development and that 
nothing should go ahead until the roads were improved. Mr Fuller also stated 
that space needed to be allocated for a School to cater for the anticipated 
growth of the area. 



 
A Member posed the issue of timescales to Persimmon Homes again, further 
questioning the gap between the housing development and A14 Improvement 
Scheme completion dates. Persimmon Homes explained that the development 
was still at the application stage and that ecology reports had to be carried out, 
along with licenses to be applied for. With this being taken into consideration, it 
was anticipated that the development wouldn’t be occupied until at least 
December 2017. 
 
Persimmon Homes referred to Mr Fuller’s concerns, suggesting that the 
issues raised weren’t development driven, but authority driven. It was 
suggested that if yellow lines were installed on Hinchingbrooke Park Road, 
this would combat the parking issue, which in turn would combat the build-up 
of traffic. Persimmon Homes further suggested that parking issues at the 
Hospital needed to be addressed and that all parking issues were something 
that Cambridgeshire County Council should be addressing, irrelevant to the 
proposed development. Persimmon Homes explained that a number of traffic 
assessments had taken place at various points of the day and that the traffic 
lights and junction at Brampton Road were deemed to be the cause of bottle 
neck traffic, which would be addressed via the A14 Improvement Scheme. 
 
Mr Fuller challenged Persimmon Homes about the traffic assessments and 
suggested that they couldn’t have been carried out at peak times. Persimmon 
Homes advised that site surveys had been carried out at peak times during the 
morning period, school collection time and evening. 
 
Another resident wished to address the meeting and explained that they were 
formerly resident of 91 Christie Drive and currently resident at Cromwell Drive. 
The resident confirmed Mr Fuller’s concerns, explaining that with three 
schools and a hospital in the vicinity, there were huge concerns for traffic flow 
and children’s safety. It was also suggested that there was not a sufficient level 
of CCTV coverage in the area to satisfy the volume of traffic, residents and 
school foot fall. The resident explained how school catchment areas were 
shrinking, resulting in parents having to drive their children to schools further 
afield. This was highlighted as another reason that the road infrastructure 
couldn’t cope with existing demand, yet alone when another 105 dwellings 
were built. 
 
Persimmon Homes suggested that yet again, these problems were not 
development driven, but authority driven. It was suggested that with the 
population increasing, housing density needed to increase accordingly. 
Residents argued that this was being addressed by developments such as 
Alconbury Weald. Persimmon Homes argued that this was all a social 
argument rather than one against the proposed development.  
 
A debate took place surrounding the proposed development and implications it 
would have for schools, roads and open space and the Chairman advised that 
if there were no further questions or comments, the meeting would be 
reconvened and a recommendation on the development would be made at the 
Planning Applications Panel meeting later on that evening. 
 
Members gave thanks to Persimmon Homes for their presentation and to 
residents for their input and it was 
 
RESOLVED to reconvene. 



 
 
 
60. STREET LIGHTING 
  

The Chairman invited the Town Clerk to give an overview of the agenda item. 
 
The Town Clerk explained that a flurry of phone calls had been received by 
Town Council Officers since Cambridgeshire County Council implemented the 
dimming of town street lights. The Town Clerk explained that all concerned 
residents had been asked to submit their complaints in writing or via email to 
the Town Council office. To date, the Town Clerk explained that the only written 
communications received were regarding street lighting at Victoria Square and 
Eagle Way. 
 
A Member referred back to a meeting of the Town Council on 3rd March 2016, 
where street lighting on Coronation Avenue and at Stukeley Meadows was 
raised. The Member asked whether any information had been obtained from 
Cambridgeshire County Council (CCC) as a result of discussions at the 
meeting.  
 
The Town Clerk read out an email received from CCC, which advised that 
there was no standard set for street lighting on residential roads. CCC outlined 
that a map of street lighting for the whole of Huntingdon couldn’t be provided 
and the Town Clerk suggested that it had been a very restricted response from 
the authority. 
 
A Member questioned what could be done as a next step and the Town Clerk 
explained that Huntingdon Town Council (HTC) needed to consider the 
complaints received but be mindful of setting precedents with no budget 
allocated for street lighting in 2016/17. The Town Clerk suggested that a Sub 
Committee could form to discuss the issue but that CCC had made it perfectly 
clear that they have met the required standards and that HTC would need to 
be responsible for any enhancements to the existing street lighting provision in 
the town. 
 
A Member raised concerns surrounding contact details provided by Balfour 
Beatty to report any issues about the street light changes, suggesting that 
residents were being given misleading information from the contractor. The 
Member explained how residents were being told street light columns would 
be staying in their positions, but would then be subsequently removed. The 
Member asked whether HTC could contact Balfour Beatty to challenge this 
misleading approach. 
 
Another Member suggested that HTC shouldn’t be responsible for funding 
street lighting in the town, but be there to help residents with concerns or 
queries. 
 
Another Member went back to the Balfour Beatty issue, requesting that they 
be contacted to take responsibility for the incorrect advice being given to 
residents. The Member advised that he would forward email communication 
from concerned residents to the Town Clerk but said that Members needed to 
meet and make a decision as to how to address the issue. 
 



A further Member seconded the opinion that HTC should not be responsible 
for funding additional street lighting in the town at the expense of sacrificing 
other amenities in the town. 
 
The Town Clerk asked that all email communications were forwarded to HTC 
Officer Kate Yerbury so that drawings could be provided for specific streets at 
a meeting of the Planning Sub Committee and it was  
 
RESOLVED to do so. 

 
61. DATE AND AGENDA OF THE NEXT MEETING 
 

The date of the next Planning Committee meeting was noted as Thursday 9th 
June 2016, Town Hall, Market Hill, Huntingdon.  
 

CHAIRMAN 
 


