GREAT ABINGTON Council

Clerk: Mrs. PM Harper
17 Lewis Crescent, Great Abington, Cambridge CB21 6AG

Telephone: 01223 892000

Email: harper802@btinternet.com
A meeting of Great Abington Parish Council was held in the Institute  in Abington on Thursday 27th June 2024.

Meeting started at 7.00pm 

Present: Tony, Orgee, Jill Carter, Louise Patten, no members of the public and the Clerk. 
21. OPEN FORUM - No matters were raised
22. APOLOGIES were received from Stephen McDonnell, Jane Bowen and Mak (subsequent to the meeting). 
23. DECLARATION OF INTERESTS IN ITEMS TO BE DISCUSSED – No interests were declared.
24. INTERNAL AUDITORS REPORT

a) The report which had been circulated to all councillors was reviewed.    
b) Actions required from the report. The Clerk explained that the Council had agreed to pay the Institute the remaining section 106 funds held with all interest accrued to 2023, but the amount agreed at the meeting excluded the £44.03 interest earned, therefore the funds with the interest were paid at £9105.50. Risk Management – the Clerk was still seeking wording from NALC on including cyber-crime fraud in the in this policy. A copy of the Financial Regulations would be downloaded from the NALC website - Action Clerk. Payroll control – Action Clerk to get three quotes form payroll companies to take responsibility for Clerk’s pay. The Clerk had forwarded the minutes to Stephen to add to the website.
Tony Orgee proposed that the council accepted the report and the actions arising from the report which was seconded by Jill Carter with the support of Louise Patten.
25. YEAR END FIGURES AND COMPLETING THE AGAR 

a) Authorisation of the financial year end figures and the supporting statement. Jill Carter proposed that the council accepted the financial year end figures and the supporting statement which was seconded by Louise Patten with the support of Tony Orgee.

b)  The Councillors completed the Section 2, the Annual Governance statement by selecting ‘yes’ to each of the statements and that the Council was not a Trust for a charity , which was signed by the Chairman and the Clerk, once it was approved and proposed by Louise Patten, seconded by Jill Carter with the support of Tony Orgee. Section 2, the annual return accounting statement was approved and signed by the Chairman and the Clerk, after a proposal to approve the Annual Statement was made by Jill Carter, and seconded by Louise , with the support of Tony Orgee.
c) The public inspection period of the audit starts a day after the notice advertising the public inspection period would be posted up and put on the website after the meeting to run from 28th June to 9th August 2024, with supporting paperwork.
26. PLANNING APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED:

a) 24/02083/FUL - 88 High Street - Demolition of existing outbuilding and erection of a single storey self/custom build dwelling in the garden of 88 High Street.

88 High Street is a grade 2 listed building. The conservation team had made comments about the pre-application submission suggesting that they had no objection, but the conditions suggested that further information about the materials to be used would be required. Under section 7.6 the Heritage document stated that the new dwelling would fit in well with the existing local in-fill dwellings. The Parish Council challenges this statement as being factual incorrect , as there has been no residential in-fill between Hall Farm and the site. Any building work has been on existing farm buildings, not in-fill. 
The Parish Council could see no information about parking or access to the existing or proposed building. Vehicular access not clear, neither was the parking area for the new dwelling and the loss of parking for property number 88 and the creation of a new access to this property explained. Highway had commented that there should be sufficient space for a vehicle to enter and leave the site in forward gear. 
There was no landscaping plan shown with the plans to mitigate the impact of the new building as stated within the application. 

Recommendation: Councils did not support the application and requested that the Planning Officer visit the site before making a considering the application and making a recommendation. The Council felt the material proposed to be used for the dwelling were not keeping with neighbouring dwellings and requested that further information was required as suggested by the Conservation Officer. The Council recommended that the Environmental Health Officers recommendation be followed in terms of working hours and the use of machinery.
If the Planning Officer is minded to approve the application, after visiting the site, the council requests that all the conditions raised by Environmental Health Officer, Highway Depth, the Ecologist and the Definitive Maps Officer be part of the conditions for approval. The council also requests that conditions include that no construction or delivery vehicles should park on the lane or very narrow High Street to congest the traffic, but should park on the site, as visibility is poor on this section of the High Street, which is also a popular route to the local school.

b) 24/01967/REM – 55 North Road - Reserve matters application for approval of Access, Appearance, Landscaping, Layout and scale for a new dwelling on land adjacent to 55 High Street . New vehicular & pedestrian access to 55 North Road following outline permission 23/02245/OUT

The application included no supporting statements at all.  Councillors were unable to establish whether the proposed building conformed to the conditions of the Neighbourhood Plan(NP\), such as whether the proposed building would be subservient to the main house at 55 North Road, whether the area of the planned building was within the area stated by the NP and how it would sit with the existing dwelling.

 

Recommendation: Councillors were therefore unable to comment due to the insufficient information available.  However, councillors noted the comments from Environmental Health, Ecology and Climate, Environment and Waste which referred to a pre-commencement contaminated land condition, that conditions 19 and 11 are yet to be discharged (there being insufficient information in the application to discharge these conditions) and that there needed to be a condition to control the noise/reduce the adverse impact from piling activities respectively. The councillors supported all these consultee statements and requested that these be considered in arriving at a decision on this application.

 

27. ITEMS FOR THE JULY MEETING – licence for Granta Park

NEXT MEETING ON MONDAY 15th July
