
Date: 20 September 2022 at 5:00pm

Venue: Parmoor, 26 Cambray Place

Present: Adrian Philips (Chair), Rob Rimell, Judie Hodsdon, Bruce Buchanan, 
Cecil Sanderson, Andrew Booton, Tess Beck (Secretary)

Apologies: Sue Jenkins, Andrew Kitching, Dawn Williams

Distribution: Those present + Trustees
Section 2 only to Planning Comments Box 
dccomments@cheltenham.gov.uk 

Next Meeting: 18 October 2022
_____________________________________________________________________

REF ITEM ACTION
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1.1

2

2.1

Welcome to potential new members 

The chair welcomed Cecil Sanderson to his first meeting and 
welcomed Bruce Buchanan who was re-joining the forum.

Declarations of interest

None

3 Applications considered

1

mailto:dccomments@cheltenham.gov.uk


3.1 22/01393/COU | Change of use of part of the ground floors and 
the upper floors of 354, 356 and 358 High Street from 
commercial (Class E) to residential (Class C3) with a single 
storey extension to the rear of 356. Commercial uses to be 
retained to the front at ground floor. | 354 High Street 
Cheltenham Gloucestershire GL50 3JE

OBJECT
The Civic Society Planning Forum supports the principle of 
redevelopment and utilizing the upper stories for residential 
use. A successful renovation has the potential to lift the area, 
and these buildings are currently in a sorry state of repair.

The proposed front elevations fail to comply with Shopfront 
Design Guide, Cheltenham Civic Pride Urban Design 
Framework Part 4 (Identity), NPPF Parts 12 and 16, JCS 
Policies SD4 and SD8, Cheltenham Plan Policies D1 and D2, 
HE1, HE2 and HE3 and National Design Guide C2.

This is in the Lower High Street Character Area of the Central 
Conservation Area. As such, the original parts of the shop 
fronts and the original wooden frame windows on first floor front 
elevation should be retained and PVC should not be used on 
the front elevation. The shop fronts should be restored or re-
instated. 354 and 356 still have the brackets and fascia boards 
which continue from 352 High Street, and these should be 
retained and restored as necessary. 

Given the floor area, it is unrealistic to create two bedroom flats 
of adequate size. The minimum recommended floor area for a 
2-bedroom dwelling is 70 m2: these proposals fall far short of 
that. A living room with no windows is also unacceptable.

The applicant has failed to submit a Design and Access 
statement which would be expected to a development in the 
conservation area. 
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https://publicaccess.cheltenham.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=RFZ9LWEL0G100&activeTab=summary


3.2 22/01399/FUL | Redevelopment comprising the construction of 
8 residential units (mix of 4 x houses and 4 x apartments) and 
associated infrastructure. | 48 Swindon Road Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire GL50 4AS

OBJECT
These are unattractive buildings in a conservation area. The 
fourth floor is too high compared to neighbouring buildings. 
This is a missed opportunity to make a positive contribution to 
the area. The houses on Normal Terrace should complement 
the character of this distinctive and quirky street.
What appears to be a parking space could be a dedicated car 
parking space with charging for EV car share club. This would 
benefit residents and their neighbours.

3.3 22/01373/FUL | Retention of existing temporary marquees at 
125, 127, 129, 131 and 133 Promenade, Cheltenham for a 
further two year period | 129 - 133 Promenade Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire

OBJECT
This very handsome group of buildings are grade II* listed. The 
tents are already starting to look tatty and detract from their 
setting.
Despite the obvious economic benefits of these temporary 
structures, they were only permitted as a special measure to 
address the Covid crisis, and not as a long term solution. The 
applicants should comply with the class BB regulations which 
permit temporary structures for 120 days.

3.4 22/01434/FUL | Construction of a columbarium | Cheltenham 
Racecourse Evesham Road Cheltenham Gloucestershire GL50 
4SH

No comment submitted.

3.5 22/01441/FUL | Erection of 1no. three storey self-build dwelling 
on land adjacent to 10 Selkirk Street | 10 Selkirk Street 
Cheltenham Gloucestershire GL52 2HH

SUPPORT
This makes good use of an infill site. This is a new building, so 
off street car parking with EV charging should be provided. This 
may help to alleviate neighbours’ concerns about parking.
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https://publicaccess.cheltenham.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=RG0ZY8ELLFF00&activeTab=summary
https://publicaccess.cheltenham.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=RFQ9SNELLDQ00&activeTab=summary
https://publicaccess.cheltenham.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=summary&keyVal=REWEZVEL08300
https://publicaccess.cheltenham.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=RGC3YLELLHP00&activeTab=summary


3.6 22/01480/LBC | Installation of solar PV panels on double pitch 
roof and one pitch of closet wing, and installation of air con 
units on lower ground floor rear elevation | 16 Royal Crescent 
Cheltenham Gloucestershire GL50 3DA

SUPPORT
We support the installations of solar PV panels in principle, as 
they will enhance the environmental credentials of the building.  
The location is discreet, as it does not appear to interfere with 
the appearance of the building from the street. If there are 
concerns that they would still be visible on the front elevation, 
the panels could be restricted to the internal gully roofs. 

We would like more details of the cabling and internal 
infrastructure (e.g., the inverter) to ensure it does not interfere 
with the integrity of the listed building.

We object to the air conditioning units. They should be 
unnecessary in a regency building, and not enough details 
have been supplied in the application.
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https://publicaccess.cheltenham.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=RGJIMJELLK100&activeTab=summary


3.7 22/01562/FUL | Erection of four storey block of flats containing 
four two-bedroom duplex dwellings (revisesd scheme 
21/02723/FUL) | Land Adjacent 8 St Georges Place 
Cheltenham Gloucestershire

OBJECT
We welcome this proposal as being more modest than the 
previous application and meeting our concerns re bulk and 
height. It does not prevent development of the neighbouring 
sites to the same extent, so is more neighbourly in that respect.

While we support the principle, we do not support the design.
Yellow stock brick not an appropriate material in Cheltenham. 
The elevational treatment should have a vertical rather than a 
horizontal emphasis to the fenestration. 

The design fails to take account of its setting, or to positively 
contribute to the conservation area and neighbouring Grade II 
listed buildings. It fails to comply with NPPF Parts 12 and 16, 
JCS Policies SD4, Cheltenham Civic Pride Urban Design 
Framework Part 4 (Identity), Cheltenham Plan Policy D1 and 
National Design Guide Policies C1, I1-3, B1, B2,H1,  H2, L1 
and L3.The applicant would do better to take their inspiration 
from the nearby Georgian architecture.

The proposed bin store and bike store in front of the building is 
ugly and detracts from the street scene. It should be integrated 
into the building or moved to the rear.

3.8 22/01585/FUL | Construction of 7no. residential dwellings and 
associated works following demolition of existing buildings. |
 Ski Tyres 73 New Street Cheltenham Gloucestershire GL50 
3ND

NEUTRAL
The Civic Society Planning Forum supports the development of 
site for residential use, and the proposed density is about right. 
The style of the Grove St buildings is uninspiring and rather 
aggressive. Even with a modern style, they could have a more 
attractive finish.

The sustainability statement is excellent.
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https://publicaccess.cheltenham.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=RHGUMIELLQ300&activeTab=summary
https://publicaccess.cheltenham.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=RHKJWTELLR800&activeTab=summary


4 Cambray Court update

4.1 The application did not go to planning committee in August as 
originally expected, as there are issues still outstanding with 
the Environment Agency, and the design of the garages. A 
meeting held been held with EA to resolve the matter. 
Meanwhile Bruce has kindly assisted by drawing a more 
detailed design for the garages, which has been submitted to 
the CBC planning office, along with more details of the potential 
output from the solar array.

5 AOB

5.1 Lansdown Industrial Estate. CCS has issued a press release 
which has been picked up by local media, including an 
interview with Andrew B for BBC Gloucestershire. We still hope 
it might be picked up by national media. CCS has written to 
every councillor on CBC and Cheshire council. It is likely to go 
before the planning committee in October. AB to share 
correspondence with rest of the planning forum.

6. Next meeting 

Tuesday 18 October at 5:00 pm. 
Parmoor, 26 Cambray Place.
Selector for next meeting: Bruce Buchanan
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