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Additional Comments: 

Additional comments have been received from the neighbour to the east of the site. 

The comments can be summarised as follows: 

• The double story part of the proposed plans should be in alignment with my

and neighbours building line,

• Hope that the issue relating to overlooking and loss of privacy has been

addressed,

• A more palatable colour than bright white should be used for the extension.

Officer Comments: 

The two-storey element has been reduced and ensures that the development 

complies with the Design Guidelines for Rutland especially in relation to the 

guidance around the 45 degree rule.  In view of this it is considered that the 

proposed development is acceptable and whilst there will be some impact on the 

neighbour this is within acceptable limits. 

Condition 4 deals with the issue of overlooking from first floor windows and requires 

these to be fixed and obscure glazed where they are below 1.7m in height when 

measured from the internal floor of the extension. 

With regard to the colour of the render Members who visited the site will have noted 

that there are several white rendered properties in the area, one directly opposite the 

access drive to the site.  The use of a white render is therefore considered 

acceptable.  Condition 3 does require precise details of materials to be submitted 

and this can be amended to include precise details of the colour of any render as 

well. 

Recommendation: 

Approve with amendment to condition 3 to require a sample colour of the render to 

be provided. 



Report no. Item no. Application no. Applicant Parish 

2 2021/1319/OUT MR R 

JEYNES 

WING 

Applicant Submission 

The applicant has requested that the attached documents are produced in the 

Addendum. 

The Appeal Decision submitted is clearly made in different circumstances to the 

current proposal. In particular, there is no highway issue in the Appeal Decision. 

The decision not to contest the Ketton appeal is also irrelevant as there were no 

technical issues in that case and it hinged solely on the lack of a 5 year Housing 

Land Supply. Whilst that is an issue here Officers remain of the opinion that the 

approval of this scheme will only add marginally to the supply, the design and layout 

is poor, there are highway safety issues. Whilst not a planning matter, it is unlikely 

that access would be allowed by the Parish Council that owns the track in any event. 

The purpose of the Bindweed article is unknown but is unlikely to be a material 

consideration that would outweigh the recommendation. 

Parish Comments (23 Aug 2022) 

Unfortunately no one is available to speak at the meeting today. However we have 

read the submissions and are content that they represent the PCs position- and they 

include the full objection responses made by the PC. On that basis we have nothing 

more to add except to reinforce that the Neighbourhood Plan has developed to the 

point where it is ready to go the first stage of scrutiny at RCC. That process identifies 

sites for development- the applicant’s site didn’t meet the requirements of the scoring 

process to be considered as a suitable development site.  

We expect that the evolving NP must be considered alongside the PC objections to 

add weight to the overall objection to development of the land at the rear of 8a 

Reeves Lane 

Jon Roberts 



I would like to reiterate what Jon has said. I would most certainly have attended the 

meeting in person but unfortunately I have an important zoom call already arranged 

(after some difficulty) at precisely the same time this evening.  As Jon says there is 

really nothing to add to the detailed objections to the application already submitted 

by the PC.  In relation to our emerging NP, Mr Jeynes did not respond to the 

invitation issued to all local landowners to make a submission as part of the formal 

process to identify potential development sites.  However, knowing that an 

application was pending his site was considered along with other proposals that 

were submitted, but the housing group found that it did not meet the clear criteria for 

potential development.  As Jon says, the NP will be submitted to RCC for scrutiny 

very shortly, including recommendations for potential development sites within the 

village that were approved by the housing group. 

Apologies again that neither Jon nor I are available to attend this evening's meeting - 

we would like to have demonstrated our commitment to the process even if we had 

nothing of substance to add and I hope that can be noted.  One or two councillors 

will be listening in by Zoom. 

Yours 

Ken Siddle 

Chair, Wing PC 
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 Home  News  Article

Rutland County Council will not fight Vistry Homes' appeal to

overturn refusal of Ketton development

Rutland County Council has said it will not contest an appeal aimed at overturning a decision to refuse a village housing

development.

Last July, the council's planning and licensing committee refused an application to build 75 homes off Park Road, in Ketton,

prompting Vistry Homes to appeal the decision.

The plans were refused due to its open countryside location and because the council had a stable five-year housing land supply at

the time.

 By Chris Harby - chris.harby@iliffepublishing.co.uk

 Published: 15:54, 13 June 2022 | Updated: 15:55, 13 June 2022
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The masterplan for the Vistry Homes application in Ketton. Credit: Pegasus Group (57288895)

However, with Rutland’s housing land supply having since reduced to about 4.1 years, and with no other technical reasons to resist

the development, the council has no grounds to contest the appeal.

The National Planning Policy Framework, which guides local planning authorities, now states that permission should be granted

unless adverse impacts significantly outweigh the benefits.

This means planning applications are more likely to be approved in areas that do not have a five-year housing land supply.

The council said the decision had been reached following legal advice from a specialist planning barrister.

Coun Edward Baines, chairman of the council’s planning and licensing committee, said the council is preparing a public consultation

to discuss a new Local Plan.

Applications for several large-scale housing developments in Rutland have been submitted since the council abandoned its

proposed Local Plan last September.
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“This has not been an easy decision, but it is the only one when we consider the current condition of Rutland’s housing land supply,"

said Coun Baines.

"This also underlines the importance of developing a new Local Plan for Rutland as quickly as possible."
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