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Applicant Mr Mark Crane Brandon Wood Clay Shooting Ground Gorse 
Lodge Moor Lane Stubton NEWARK 

Agent Mr Mike Sibthorp Mike Sibthorp Planning Logan House  Lime 
Grove  Grantham NG31 9JD 

Proposal Variation of Condition 1 of planning permission S00/0471 - to 
increase the number of shooting days from 50 to 120 

Location Brandon Wood Clay Shooting Ground  Moor Lane Brandon Road 
Newark 

Application Type Full Planning Permission 

Parish(es) Fenton Parish Council 
Caythorpe Parish Council 
Hough On The Hill Parish Council 
Fulbeck Parish Council 
Stubton Parish Council 
 

Reason for Referral to 
Committee 

 

Recommendation Refused 

 
Proposal and application site 
 
The application is to vary condition 1 of planning permission S00/0471 to increase the 
number of shooting days from 50 to 120. 
 
The application is supported by a noise assessment. 
 
The site is located is located in an isolated rural location. Stubton is approximately 1.8 km to 
the south-west. Brandon is a similar distance to the south-east. 
 
There is a complex site history (See Site History) extending back over a number of years. 
The subject of this application is Planning Ref: S00/0471 granted on 19th June 2000. 
 
This permission contains a single condition which states: 
 
"This permission shall only be carried out in strict accordance with the details submitted by 
the applicant to the local planning authority by letters dated 25th July and 12 September 
1995. There shall be no variation from these details without the express permission of the 
local planning authority". 
 
The reason for the condition being: In the interests of the amenities of the locality. 
 
The letter dated 24th July (one can reasonably assume the letter referred to in the decision 
notice)describe how it is envisaged the clay shoot would operate. But most importantly 
states:  
 
"...the enterprise when fully established it is anticipated that there will be a maximum of 50 
days clay pigeon shooting." 
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The second letter dated 12th September confirms that access to the clay pigeon site will be 
via Moore Farm only. Which is off Brandon Road. 
 
Relevant History 
 
No relevant planning history 
 
 
National planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
Section 6 - Building a strong, competitive economy 
Section 15 - Conserving and enhancing the natural environment 
 
 
South Kesteven Core Strategy 
Policy EN1 - Protection and Enhancement 
Policy SP1 - Spatial Strategy 
 
 
Other Policies 
Policy SAP4 - Business development in countryside 
 
SKDC Corporate Priorities 
Grow the economy 
Promote leisure, arts and culture 
 
 
Representations Received 
 
Environmental Protection 
Services (SKDC) 

Comments on the noise report: 
 
The noise report has anomalies and not followed the 
guidance (CIEH), specifically: 
 
Only one noise assessment has been conducted on 16/12/17 
Only one receptor location was chosen for Fenton residents 
The wind direction was from the North East. A positive wind 
vector should have been used during a typical shoot where 
the wind blows from the shooting towards the noise recorder 
(i.e. towards the receptors) 
Background noise levels are not mentioned. 
 
In order to make a reasonable assessment for the potential 
for loss of amenity to the local residents from noise impacts I 
would expect at least 2-3 measurements per location to 
provide typical noise levels and the measurements repeated 
over several months. 
I would question the nearest sensitive location as being 
Fenton. 
Number of shots fired during the monitoring is not clear. The 
guidance recommends up to 160 shots fired during each 
measurement. 
It is not clear if the SNL (noise logging) has been corrected 
for residual noise. 
 
A proposed annual event plan would be useful to understand 
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how the 120 days of shooting would be allocated including 
bank holidays and other special holidays. 
 
In summary, from the information provided Environmental 
Health are not able to make a reasonable assessment on the 
application for extended shooting days. I recommend that 
more details about the shooting events and noise data/report 
that closely follows CIEH Clay Target Shooting: Guidance on 
the Control of Noise 2003. 
 
Further comments in relation to additional noise work: 
 
Further to the email from Mike Sibthorpe dated 3/8/18 ( 
below), I would still include the Gorse Lodge as a receptor as 
I understand that it is not associated with the shooting 
commercial operation ( and it could be sold as a residential 
house) but I welcome your clarification on this matter. My 
meeting with the applicant on the 14 March 2018 stressed 
that the CIEH guidance 2003 should be followed and that 
several months of monitoring should be provided. Only 1 
month of data has been provided (The report has 
documented 11 events over 1 month from 19 May to 13 June 
2018). 
I therefore cannot see any additional information that will 
support the application. 
 
 I would re-emphasise the statement in the CIEH guidance 
2003  ( page 31)  that planning permission should not 
normally be granted for a major shoot if the mean SNL 
exceeds 55 dB where background level is less than 45dB. It 
is unclear in the report of what the ambient noise level 
represents ( summarized data on page 11) but several events 
exceeded the ambient levels by 10dB as follows: 
 
3 and 4 with additional 5dB, 
5 and 6 
7 and 8 with additional 2dB 
9 and 11. 
 
I would therefore refer to my previous conclusions that from 
the information provided Environmental Health are not able to 
make a reasonable assessment on the application for 
extended shooting days ( 120 days) . 
 

 
Lincolnshire County Council 
- Footpaths Officers 

Stubton Public Bridleway No. 10 will continue to be used as 
the principle access for the shooting ground. It is considered 
that the significant increase in vehicular movements will 
create conflict with bridleway users and further information as 
required to outline the steps the site operator intends to take 
in order to mitigate any potential conflicts. 

 
 
LCC Highways & SuDS 
Support 

Having due regard to the appropriate local and national 
planning policy guidance (in particular the NPPF) Lincolnshire 
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County Council (as highway authority, and Local Lead Flood 
Authority has concluded that the proposed development is 
acceptable. Accordingly, LCC does not wish to object to this 
planning application. 
 
The issues along Moor Lane are maintenance issues and not 
a fault of the applicant. We therefore cannot request any 
contributions or improvements. 

 
 
Parish Council Stubton Parish Council  

 
No objection. 

 
 
Parish Council Hough on the Hill Parish Council 

 
The application includes a number of misleading and 
unsubstantiated statements.  
 
The PC objects to the application on the grounds of increased 
traffic and noise and consider that the application would not 
be sympathetic to the character and of its location (contrary to 
Neighbourhood Plan Policy HoH2. 

 
 
Parish Council Fenton Parish Council 

 
Objects based on noise nuisance, lack of consultation and 
failure of the applicant to keep to the constraints of the 
current planning approval 
 
Shooting at night would be unacceptable to residents. 
 
Increased number of days would increase traffic 

 
 
Representations as a Result of Publicity 
 
The application has been advertised in accordance with the adopted statement of 
community involvement. 41 letters of objection have been received. A summary of the main 
concerns are listed below: 
 
Noise and disturbance 
Stress to pets/animals 
Decrease house prices (not a material consideration) 
Frightening for children 
Existing planning conditions have been breached 
Users/riders of the adjacent bridleway already experience shattered clays on the ground 
Danger for horse riders on the bridleway 
Would prevent/discourage people using the right of way 
Sound assessment not undertaken with the correct wind direction 
Increase in traffic 
Impact on wildlife 
Noise assessment not undertaken in accordance with guidance 
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Moor Lane unsuitable for increased traffic 
Lead in soil of adjacent fields 
Lead impact on wildlife 
 
Site History 
 
The site has an extensive site history which is summarised below: 
 
S00/0471 - Change of use of woodland to clay pigeon ground - Granted 3rd May 2000. This 
Section 73 application seeks to vary the sole condition to increase the number of shoot days 
from 50 to 120. This is the subject of this application. 
 
S03/1093 - Modification of Operational Times - Refused - 7 October 2003.  
 
The reason for refusal was: 
 
Planning permission is sought for an extension of the operating hours at Stubton Lodge 
shooting lodge, Brandon. The site is located in an isolated location midway between the 
villages of Stubton, Fenton and Brandon. The application proposes extending the hours of 
operation by one hour for two days a week. This would allow the business to operate until 
9pm on Tuesdays and 5.30pm on Saturdays. The business has been operating outside the 
permitted hours and complaints have been received. In the opinion of the Local 
Planning Authority the operation of the shooting lodge outside the permitted hours would be 
likely to give rise to issues of noise and disturbance that would be detrimental to the 
residential amenities of occupiers of dwellings in nearby settlements. Such a detrimental 
impact would be contrary to Policy EN1 of the South Kesteven Local Plan. 
 
S04/0345 - Shop, Office, WC block, tower and operating hours - Refused - 18 May 2004. 
 
The reason for refusal was: 
 
Consent is sought for the extension of existing buildings, the provision of a 29m tower, 
improvements to bunding and variations to the existing operation hours at the Stubton Gorse 
Clay Ground. Permission was refused on 7th October 2003 for a minor variation in 
operational hours under application S03/1093/71. By virtue of the proposed operational 
hours that form part of this proposal it is the opinion of the planning authority that the use of 
the premises outside of the hours originally approved under application S00/0471/71 
(dated 19th June 2000) would be likely to give rise to issues of noise and disturbance that 
would be detrimental to the residential amenities of occupiers of dwellings in nearby 
settlements. For this reason it is considered that the proposal would be contrary to Policy 
EN1 of the South Kesteven Local Plan. 
 
S04/1289 - Planning permission was granted for the erection of shop, office, shower and 
bunding on 16 November 2004. 
 
S05/0357 - Variation of Hours of Operation - The application was withdrawn on 8 September 
2005. 
 
S05/0358 - Erection of 95ft Clay Pigeon Shooting Tower was approved on 17 May 2005. 
 
S06/0360 - Erection of 4m Bunding - The application was withdrawn on 11 May 2006. 
 
S06/0367 - Variation of Planning Approval S00/0471 (increase in opening days). The 
application was withdrawn on 11 May 2006. 
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S07/1582 - Construction of 4m bund - 30th May 2008. 
 
S07/1583 - Temporary permission for a variation of Condition 1 of the 2000 Planning 
permission to allow 120 days of shooting was granted on 9th June 2008 for a limited period 
of 15 months. 
 
S09/1740 - Change of use of shooting lodge to mixed use including overnight 
accommodation for wedding guests, civil ceremonies and reception, corporate 
entertainment, conference facilities and continued use in association with clay shoot was 
granted planning permission on 23rd June 2010. 
 
S11/0594 - Variation of Condition 1 of S00/0471 to permit an increase in the number of 
shooting days from 50 to a maximum of 120 days per calendar year - withdrawn on 21 May 
2012. 
 
S16/0680 - Conversion of shooting lodge with living accommodation to dwelling was granted 
planning permission on 25th May 2016. 
 
S18/0078 - Erection of single storey clubhouse building associated with clay shooting ground 
use and surfacing of car parking area in gravel - current application.  
 
Assessment 
 
The purpose of an application made under section 73 of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990 is to vary or remove conditions associated with a planning permission. One of the uses 
of a section 73 application is to seek a minor material amendment, where there is a relevant 
condition that can be varied. This is the case with the current application. The effect of 
granting permission would be to issue a new permission with a condition listing the new 
plans showing the amendment together with any other relevant condition from the original 
permission. 
 
The Act is very clear that: "On such an application the local planning authority shall consider 
only the question of the conditions subject to which planning permission should be granted." 
In other words the LPA cannot revisit the principle of development, or those issues which are 
not covered by the conditions, and only minor material changes can be considered. 
 
The site has operated for a number of years as a clay shoot. There have been periods when 
the shooting has stopped and then restarted. The local planning authority is content that an 
extant planning permission for a clay shoot remains on the site by virtue of planning 
permission S00/0471.  
 
This permission has a single condition referencing 2no. letters dated 24th July and 12th 
September. The local planning authority has sought legal advice in relation to this 
permission. The advice received is that the condition is enforceable and can be construed as 
imposing a limitation on the number of days shooting to a maximum of 50 days annually.  
 
This application is to vary that condition to increase the number of shooting days to 120.  
 
Planning Policy 
 
There is policy support for rural enterprises: 
 
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
 
Section 4 - Decision Making 
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Para 47 states: 
 
"Planning law requires that applications for planning permission be determined in 
accordance with the development plan, unless material considerations indicate otherwise. 
Decisions on applications should be made as quickly as possible, and within statutory 
timescales unless a longer period has been agreed by the applicant in writing". 
 
Para 54 states: 
 
"Local planning authorities should consider whether otherwise unacceptable development 
could be made acceptable through the use of conditions or planning obligations. Planning 
obligations should only be used where it is not possible to address unacceptable impacts 
through a planning condition". 
 
Section 6 - Building a Strong and Competitive Economy - para 83 states: 
 
Planning policies and decisions should enable: 
a) the sustainable growth and expansion of all types of business in rural areas, both through 
conversion of existing buildings and well-designed new buildings; 
b) the development and diversification of agricultural and other land-based rural businesses; 
 
c) sustainable rural tourism and leisure developments which respect the character of the 
countryside; and 
d) the retention and development of accessible local services and community facilities, such 
as local shops, meeting places, sports venues, open space, cultural buildings, public houses 
and places of worship. 
 
This however must be balanced against the need to protect the amenity of nearby occupiers. 
     
NPPF Section 15 Conserving the Natural Environment Para 180 (a) and (b) states that: 
 
"Planning policies and decisions should also ensure that new development is appropriate for 
its location taking into account the likely effects (including cumulative effects) of pollution on 
health, living conditions and the natural environment, as well as the potential sensitivity of 
the site or the wider area to impacts that could arise from the development. In doing so they 
should: 
a) mitigate and reduce to a minimum potential adverse impacts resulting from noise from 
new development - and avoid noise giving rise to significant adverse impacts on health and 
the quality of life". 
 
(b) identify and protect tranquil areas which have remained relatively undisturbed by noise 
and are prized for their recreational and amenity value for this reason; 
 
 
South Kesteven Core Strategy Policy EN1 Protection and Enhancement of the Character of 
the District sets out a number of criteria by which all development proposals are to be 
assessed. Criteria 11 relates to noise and light pollution.  
 
Site Allocation and Policies DPD - SAP4 - Business Development in the Countryside  
 
Outside of the towns and Local Service Centres proposals for uses including sport and 
recreation will be supported subject to meeting all 6no. criteria. One of which is: 
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-will not negatively impact on existing neighbouring uses through noise, traffic, light and 
pollution impacts.  
 
Emerging Local Plan 
 
E4 - Expansion of Existing Businesses 
 
This policy supports the expansion of existing businesses subject to a number of criteria 
which include (e) the proposal will not have an adverse impact on the character and 
appearance of the area/or the amenities of neighbouring occupiers. 
 
E6 - Rural Economy 
 
Sport and Recreation uses in rural locations are supported subject to a number of criteria. 
One of which is (c) the use/development respects the character and appearance of the Local 
Landscape Character Assessment, and will not negatively impact on existing neighbouring 
uses through noise, traffic, light and pollution impacts.   
 
Whilst the above policies are relevant to this proposal as the local plan is at a very early 
stage in the adoption process and has not yet been adopted it cannot be afforded any 
weight. 
 
National Guidance 
 
The Noise Policy Statement for England Explanatory Note is clear that there is a need to 
integrate consideration of the economic and social benefits of the activity with proper 
consideration of the adverse environmental effects, including the impact of noise on health 
and quality of life. This should avoid noise being treated in isolation in any particular 
situation, i.e. not focussing solely on the noise impact without taking into account other 
related factors. (para 2.18). 
 
 
Neighbourhood Plans 
 
Hough on the Hill 
 
Representations have been received stating that the development would be contrary to 
Hough on the Hill Neighbourhood Plan Policy HoH2. This policy states that: 
 
"New development should be sympathetic to the existing form, scale and character for its 
location and be appropriate to its rural context. Development should respond to the 
character of both the built and natural environment. 
 
Materials and boundary treatments should be sympathetic to the character and landscape of 
the Parish area in which they are proposed. 
 
Development which has been designed in accordance with the Hough on the Hill 
Neighbourhood Plan Design Guidance will be supported." 
 
The above policy is a policy to inform the character and appearance of new build within 
Hough on the Hill Parish. The proposal is a S73 application to increase the number of shoot 
days at an existing venue. which is outside the Parish. As such it is considered that there is 
no conflict with this policy.     
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Stubton 
 
Policy NE1 of the Stubton Neighbourhood Plan states that: 
 
"New Development must preserve the remoteness and tranquillity of Stubton Parish". 
 
Conclusion 
 
Whilst it is noted that there is policy support for rural enterprises at both local and national 
level. This support is caveated. For there to be support for recreation and tourism uses in 
rural locations they should not negatively impact on existing neighbouring uses through 
noise, traffic, light and pollution impacts. It is accepted that the use creates a certain amount 
of economic benefit/employment this should not be at the expense of the reasonable 
amenity of neighbouring occupiers or the surrounding area. 
 
It is considered that the proposed increase in number of shoot days would be likely to 
adversely affect the enjoyment of the surrounding countryside and use of the adjacent 
bridleway.  
 
Noise Assessment 
 
The main issue for consideration in relation to this application is that of noise and 
disturbance and the potential impact that the proposed increase in shooting days would have 
on residential amenity.   
 
The submitted noise assessment and additional noise information has been reviewed by the 
Council's Environmental Protection team. Their comments indicate that submitted 
assessment has not demonstrated that an increase in the number of days can be 
accommodated without resulting in harm to the amenity of neighbouring occupiers. 
 
The shortfalls of the submitted noise report can be summarised by the Environmental 
Protection Team comments. 
 
In summary, from the information provided Environmental Health are not able to make a 
reasonable assessment on the application for extended shooting days (120 days).  
 
Further information has been submitted by the applicant in relation to the noise assessment. 
However, this information was not considered sufficient. 
 
In this instance it is considered that the submitted information does not effectively 
demonstrate that the number of shoot days can be increased without demonstrable harm. 
The noise assessment has not been undertaken in accordance with the CIEH Clay Target 
Shooting: Guidance on the Control of Noise, 2003. These can be summarised by the 
comparison provided by Environmental Protection Team that compares the CIEH Guidance 
with the submitted noise report; the key failings of the information are shown in italics. 
 
The guidance is: CIEH Clay Target Guidance 2003 - Noise Report 22/6/18 (Stewart Wain) 
 
A5.3 a & b:  Measurements should be made out of doors in the vicinity of residential 
properties on the most exposed aspect and at least 3.5m from reflecting surfaces other than 
the ground, and 1.2 to 1.5m above ground. No details of where measurements were taken; 
no photographs showing monitoring locations. 
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A5.3 c: Measurements position should be as near as reasonably practical to the curtilage of 
the residential premise No details of where measurements were taken, no 
photographs showing monitoring locations 
 
A5.4 Precautions should be taken to avoid potential sources of interferences including wind 
passing over the microphone, rain and electrical interference No details of where 
measurements were taken, no details of other noise sources occurring during monitoring, no 
photographs showing monitoring locations 
 
A5.5 Measurements shall be made during a regular event or major event No details of the 
type of event, or the guns/cartridge used. 
 
A5.6 e If a time history is being recorded it should be marked/annotated contemporaneously 
so that the noise of the individual shots can be differentiated from other sources. No raw 
data provided. The noise plots do not show the bangs as shown in the CIEH guide on page 
33.  
 
When deciding if noise level is acceptable it is important that there is a positive wind vector. 
However, if the noise is unacceptably high with a non-positive wind vector it will not be 
acceptable with a positive wind vector. A level above 65 dB (A) may be determined as 
unacceptably high (page 18).   
 
Positive wind direction occurred at monitoring events 1,2,5,7,8. Events 3 and 4 were 
increased by +5dB and events 7 and 8 increased by +2dB following ISO9613-2:1996. 
 
Correction to recorded levels is inevitable where gun shots and other noises are occurring at 
the same time.  No corrections have been made for residual noise. 
 
A5.8 the SNL is calculated from the 25 highest shots. No raw data to identify the 25 
highest shots. 
 
Noise sensitive premises includes churches, offices, hospitals, schools and colleges. 
Assuming Gorse lodge is independent to the site then this receptor would be included;  
Noise sensitive receptors were difficult to identify from the plans provided. Gorse lodge 
recoded an SNL of 74.3 dB(A). 
 
It is considered that insufficient information has been provided to demonstrate that the 
increase in shoot days would not result in demonstrable harm. The assessment(s) have not 
been undertaken in accordance with the CIEH guidance.  As such the proposal is 
considered contrary to para 180(a) of the NPPF. 
 
Gorse Lodge - Nearest Receptor 
 
It is accepted that the nearest receptor, Gorse Lodge is under the ownership of the applicant 
and is located within the application site there are no restrictions on the occupation of the 
Gorse Lodge. It was the subject of a planning application, planning ref: S16/0680 which 
changed the use from a shooting lodge to a dwelling.  
 
In these circumstances it would be necessary for a mechanism to ensure that Gorse Lodge 
is only occupied by persons associated with the clay shoot. This could be achieved by a 
suitably worded condition or a legal agreement.  
 
As such the impact on Gorse Lodge is not considered to be fundamental to the noise 
assessment of this application. 
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Conclusion 
 
Adopting a precautionary approach it is considered that insufficient information has been 
provided to demonstrate that demonstrable noise harm would not occur.  
 
Highway Matters 
 
The proposed increase in the number of shoot days would be unlikely to result in any 
significant impact on highway matters. This is confirmed by the comments of the local 
highway authority not objecting to the proposed development. They note that there are 
maintenance issues along Moor Lane but they are not the fault of the applicant. As such 
there is no request for any developer contributions.   
 
Public Right of Way 
 
Comments have been received from the Footpaths officer expressing concern in relation to 
the impact the increased number of days shooting would have on Bridleway No. 10 as it 
would remain the primary access for the shooting ground.  
 
"It is considered that the significant increase in vehicular movements will create conflict with 
bridleway users and further information is required that outline the steps the site operator 
intends to take in order to mitigate any potential conflicts." 
 
Whilst there is a lawful permission for the clay pigeon shoot, this application seeks to 
increase the number of days it is considered that this may result in the potential for 
significant increase in conflict to the bridleway users than already exists as a result of vehicle 
movements and increased shooting altering the experience. 
 
Of particular concern is the noise, disturbance and distraction that the users of the bridleway 
would experience. 
 
 
Conclusion 
 
It is accepted that there is policy support for leisure and recreation uses in such rural 
locations and there is no dispute that the clay shoot is a rural enterprise that creates a 
degree of employment/tourism that aligns with the policy objectives of sustainable  
development. However, this policy support must be balanced against the need to ensure that 
there would not be any significant harm to the amenity of nearby uses and the area. 
 
 In this instance, it has not been adequately demonstrated that an increase in the number of 
shoot days could take place without significant noise and disturbance to nearby occupiers 
which in turn may have an adverse impact on their health and quality of life.  The information 
submitted is deficient in detail and does not accord with the accepted methodologies/industry 
standards for noise assessments. 
 
Additionally, an increase in the number of shoot days from 50 to 120 would be likely to 
increase the potential for conflict between the users of the adjacent bridleway and comings 
and goings to the clay shoot. No specific mitigation/measures to manage this conflict have 
been submitted with this application. As such the users of the bridleway are likely to 
experience detrimental impact on their reasonable enjoyment of the right of way. 
 
As such the proposal is considered contrary to Core Strategy Policy EN1 (11), Site 
Allocations DPD SAP 4, NPPF Section 15 - Conserving and Enhancing the Natural 
Environment, and the Principles of Sustainable Development and the guidance contained in 
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Noise Policy Statement for England (NPSE) March 2010 and Stubton Neighbourhood Plan 
Policy NE1. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: that the development is refused for the following reasons 
 
 
 
 1 Insufficient information has been submitted to demonstrate that increasing the number 

of shoot days from 50 to 120 would not result in unacceptable harm to the amenity of 
nearby/neighbouring occupiers and the surrounding area from increased noise and 
disturbance. 

  
 The submitted noise data indicates that at a number of receptors noise levels would 

exceed 55 dB. A noise level that is regarded as the threshold at which annoyance is 
less likely to occur. (para 6.1 Noise Measurement and Assessment CIEH Guidance on 
the Control of Noise 2003). Therefore, notwithstanding the inadequacies of the 
submitted information, taking a precautionary approach, the local planning authority can 
only conclude that a significant negative effect is likely to occur. 

  
 As such the proposed is considered to be contrary to South Kesteven Core Strategy 

Policy EN1 (11), Site Allocations DPD Policy SAP 4, as well as being contrary to NPPF 
Section 15 and the Principles of Sustainable Development and Noise Policy Statement 
for England NPSE March 2010. 

 
 2 An increase in the number of shoot days from 50 to 120 would be likely to increase the 

potential for conflict between the users of the adjacent bridleway and comings and 
goings to the clay shoot and increased noise from shooting on the experience of users 
of the public right of way. No specific mitigation/measures to manage this conflict have 
been submitted with this application. As such the users of the bridleway are likely to 
experience detrimental impact on their reasonable enjoyment of the right of way and the 
surrounding countryside. 

  
 As such the proposed is considered to be contrary to South Kesteven Core Strategy 

Policy EN1 (11), Site Allocations DPD Policy SAP 4, as well as being contrary to NPPF 
Section 15 and the Principles of Sustainable Development and Noise Policy Statement 
for England NPSE March 2010 and Policy NE1 of the Stubton Neighbourhood Plan. 

  
 
 
Note(s) to Applicant: 
 
 
 1 There is a fundamental objection to the proposal and it is considered that this cannot 
be overcome. Consideration has not been delayed by discussions which cannot resolve the 
reasons for refusal. The decision therefore accords with paragraphs 38 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework. 
 
 
 


