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Application Number: 26/00904/LBC 
 
Proposal: Change of use from day school to residential, 

demolition of ancillary buildings to the rear and 
construction of new rear extensions and internal 
alterations 

 
Location: The Old Day School, High Street, Bluntisham 
   
 
Applicant:  Mr Simon Claridge   
 
Agent:  Swann Edwards            
 
Case Officer: Charlotte Dew    
 
 
Parish:  Bluntisham 
     
 
Reason for Referral: Officer’s recommendation of refusal is contrary to that 

of the Parish Council. 
 
Committee Date: 19th October 2026 
 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF PROPOSALS AND RECOMMENDATION 
 
RECOMMENDATION: REFUSE PERMISSION AS THE PROPOSED SUBDIVISION 
OF THE PRINCIPAL SCHOOLROOM SPACE WOULD RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL 
HARM TO THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE GRADE II LISTED OLD DAY SCHOOL BY 
ERODING THE HISTORIC FORM, LEGIBILITY AND SPECIAL ARCHITECTURAL 
INTEREST OF ONE OF ITS MOST IMPORTANT HISTORIC SPACES. 
 
Proposal  
This application seeks Listed Building Consent for the change of use of the former day 
school to a single dwelling, together with the demolition of a number of ancillary 
outbuildings to the rear and the construction of rear extensions. It should be noted that 
the submitted scheme also includes works requiring planning permission, which are 
being considered separately under application ref. 26/00903/FUL. Whilst this report 
focuses solely on the Listed Building Consent considerations, it should be read 
alongside the associated planning application as the proposals form part of a 
comprehensive redevelopment scheme. 
 



Consultations 
The following consultees have raised no objections to the application: 

• Parish Council 
 
The following consultees have raised objections to the application: 

• Conservation Officer  
 
One letter of objection has been received. 
 
Conclusion  
The application has been assessed against the relevant policies in the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and the adopted Local Plan.  
 
The key issues arising from the application details are:  

• Impact on Heritage Assets  
• Biodiversity 

 
The report looks into the key planning issues in detail, and Officers conclude that the 
proposal is unacceptable for the following reason. 

1. The proposed subdivision of the principal schoolroom to create a residential 
dwelling would result in substantial harm to, a key element of the significance 
of the Grade II listed Old Day School. The principal school hall is a highly 
significant historic space which remains legible and contributes substantially to 
the architectural and historic interest of the designated heritage asset. The 
proposed alterations by way of subdivision of this open plan space would 
fundamentally erode the character, form and spatial qualities of this important 
room, resulting in substantial harm to the significance of the listed building. The 
public benefits arising from the proposal, including the continued use of the 
building, are not considered to be substantial or sufficient to outweigh the 
identified heritage harm. The proposal therefore fails to preserve the special 
architectural and historic interest of the listed building. Accordingly, the proposal 
is contrary to Sections 66(1) and 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 
Conservation Areas) Act 1990, Policy LP34 of Huntingdonshire's Local Plan to 
2036, and National Decision-Making Policies HE5 and HE6 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework 2026. 

 
Members are advised that the above is a summary of the proposals and key 
issues contained in the main report below which provides full details of all 
consultation responses, planning policies, the Officer's assessment and 
recommendations, and Members are advised that this summary should be read 
in conjunction with the detailed report. 
 
MAIN REPORT  
1 APPLICATION SITE AND LOCALITY  
1.1 The application site comprises The Old Day School, High Street, Bluntisham, a 

Grade II listed building situated within the Bluntisham Conservation Area. The 
surrounding area contains a number of designated heritage assets, including 
several listed buildings of varying grades. 

 



2 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 
2.1 This application seeks listed building consent for the change of use from a 

former day school to a 3 bedroom residential dwelling along with the demolition 
of some ancillary outbuildings to the rear and the construction of new rear 
extensions. It should be noted that the submission also details works which 
require planning permission and which are the subject of a separate application 
(26/00903/FUL). This report seeks to separate the planning and listed building 
consent considerations, but they should be read and understood in conjunction 
with one another. 
 

2.2 It should be noted that, during the course of the application, amended plans 
were submitted in response to concerns raised by the Conservation Officer. The 
revised scheme omitted the previously proposed mezzanine floor, thereby 
reducing the extent of intervention within the historic fabric of the listed building. 

 
3 RELEVANT PLANNING HISTORY  

 
3.1 The following planning history is considered relevant to the current proposal:  

• 26/00903/FUL-Change of use from day school to residential, demolition of 
ancillary buildings to the rear and construction of new rear extensions and 
internal alterations (under consideration).  

• 25/01600/FUL- Change of use from day school to residential dwelling. 
Demolition of ancillary buildings to the rear and construction of new rear 
extensions with internal alterations (Refused). 

• 25/01601/LBC- Listed Building Consent for the change of use from day 
school to residential dwelling. Demolition of ancillary buildings to the rear 
and construction of new rear extensions with internal alterations (Refused).  

• 24/01614/FUL - Change of use from day school to residential, demolition of 
ancillary buildings to the rear and construction of new rear extensions 
(Withdrawn)  

• 24/01615/LBC - Proposed works to facilitate change of use from day school 
to residential including demolition of ancillary buildings to the rear and 
construction of new rear extensions. (Withdrawn)  

• 25/01601/LBC - Listed Building Consent for the change of use from day 
school to residential dwelling. Demolition of ancillary buildings to the rear 
and construction of new rear extensions with internal alterations - Pending 
Consideration (associated with this application). 

 
4 RELEVANT PLANNING POLICY AND GUIDANCE 
4.1 Sections 66 and 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 

Act 1990, Planning Practice Guidance and the National Design Guide 2021 are 
also relevant and material considerations. 
 

4.2 The National Planning Policy Framework (17th August 2026) (NPPF 2026) sets 
out the three objectives - economic, social and environmental - of the planning 
system to contribute to the achievement of sustainable development. The NPPF 
2026 National Decision-Making Policy S3: Presumption in favour of sustainable 
development at paragraph 1 provides as follows: ‘Decisions on development 
proposals should apply a presumption in favour of sustainable development '  

 



4.3 The NPPF 2026 sets out the Government's planning policies for (amongst other 
things):  
* delivering a sufficient supply of homes; 
* building a strong, effective economy;  
* achieving well-designed places;  
* managing flood risk and costal change; 
* conserving and enhancing the natural and historic environment. 

4.4 The amended National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), published on 17 
August 2026, sets out the Government's planning policies for both plan-making 
and the determination of planning applications in England, together with 
guidance on how those policies should be applied. 
 

4.5 The revised NPPF includes national policies for decision-making and 
supersedes all previous versions of the Framework, including those published 
in March 2012 and subsequently revised in July 2018, February 2019, July 
2021, September 2023, December 2023, December 2024 and December 2025. 

 
4.6 The NPPF 2026 sets out National Decision Making Policies (NDMPs) which are 

a material consideration of critical importance. 
 
4.7 The following NDMPs are considered to be of particular relevance to the current 

proposals: 
• HE4: Securing the Conservation of Heritage Assets 
• HE5: Assessing Effects on Heritage Assets 
• HE6: Proposals Affecting Designated Heritage Assets 

4.8 Huntingdonshire's Local Plan to 2036 (Adopted 15th May 2019) 
• LP2: Strategy for Development 
• LP30: Biodiversity and Geodiversity 
• LP34: Heritage Assets and their Settings 

4.9 Supplementary Planning Documents (SPD) and Guidance: 
- Bluntisham Conservation Area Character Statement (1999) 

 
Statutory Duties and Relevant Legislation 

4.10 Planning law requires that applications for planning permission must be 
determined in accordance with the development plan unless material 
considerations indicate otherwise. 

 
4.11 Section 16 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 

requires Local Planning Authorities in considering whether to grant listed 
building consent for any works to have special regard to the desirability of 
preserving the building or its setting or any features of special architectural or 
historic interest which it possesses. 
 

4.12 Section 66 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 
requires Local Planning Authorities when considering development that affects 
the setting of a listed building or its setting to have special regard to the 
desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any features of special 
architectural or historic interest which it possesses. 





Following the submission of amended plans, which 
omitted the proposed mezzanine, the Conservation 
Officer was reconsulted. Whilst the removal of the 
mezzanine was welcomed, the overall position 
remained unchanged. It was noted that, should a 
third bedroom be required, the proposed utility 
room, measuring approximately 3.6 metres wide 
and providing a floor area of approximately 13.5 
square metres, exceeds the Nationally Described 
Space Standard for a double bedroom and could 
potentially accommodate this function without the 
need to subdivide the principal hall. 
The Conservation Officer therefore maintained an 
objection to the scheme, advising that the 
subdivision of the main schoolroom to create a 
bedroom would continue to harm a key element of 
the building's special architectural and historic 
interest. In the Conservation Officer's opinion, the 
proposal would result in substantial harm to the 
significance of the listed building and, as such, 
Listed Building Consent should be refused. 
In reaching this conclusion, the Conservation Officer 
acknowledged the benefits associated with bringing 
the building back into active use and accepted that 
some degree of harm may be necessary to facilitate 
a viable conversion. However, it was considered 
that the principal public benefit of the scheme is the 
preservation of the listed building itself, rather than 
any private benefits arising from its conversion to a 
residential dwelling. 

 
6 RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY 
6.1 Below is a summary of the third party and neighbour responses received at the 

time of writing this report.  

6.2 One representation received in objection, raising the following summarised 
material comments: 
• Concerns that the proposed internal alterations, including subdivision of the 

historic school hall and works to the original fabric, would harm the 
significance of the Grade II listed building. Objection is also raised to the 
removal of the front railings. 

• The objector disputes claims that the building is rapidly deteriorating, 
suggesting its condition is primarily the result of a lack of maintenance rather 
than an inherent structural issue. 

• Concerns that the proposal could add to existing parking pressures, 
congestion and highway safety issues along High Street, particularly during 
community events. 

• Concerns that additional residential activity and parking could adversely 
affect access to nearby community facilities and pedestrian safety. 

• The objector considers that the scale of the proposed works has not been 
fully reflected in the application description presented to the public. 



• It is contended that the heritage and community impacts of the proposal 
outweigh any claimed benefits. 

 
7 APPRAISAL  
7.1 When determining planning applications, it is necessary to establish what weight 

should be given to each plan’s policies in order to come to a decision. The 
following legislation, government policy and guidance outline how this should 
be done. As set out within the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 
(Section 38(6)) and the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (Section 70(2)) in 
dealing with planning applications the Local Planning Authority shall have 
regard to the provisions of the development plan, so far as material to the 
application, and to any other material considerations.  
 

7.2 The development plan is defined in Section 38(3)(b) of the 2004 Act as “the 
development plan documents (taken as a whole) that have been adopted or 
approved in that area”. In Huntingdonshire the Development Plan (relevant to 
this application) consists of: Huntingdonshire’s Local Plan to 2036 (2019) and 
the Cambridgeshire & Peterborough Minerals and Waste Local Plan (2021).  

 
7.3 The statutory term ‘material considerations’ has been broadly construed to 

include any consideration relevant in the circumstances which bears on the use 
or development of the land: Cala Homes (South) Ltd v Secretary of State for 
Communities and Local Government & Anor [2011] EWHC 97 (Admin); [2011] 
1 P. & C.R. 22, per Lindblom J. Whilst accepting that the NPPF does not change 
the statutory status of the Development Plan, paragraph 2 confirms that it is a 
material consideration and significant weight is given to this in determining 
applications. The main issues to consider in the determination of this application 
are: 
• Impact on Heritage Assets  
• Biodiversity 
 
Impact on Heritage Assets 

7.4 The Old Day School is a Grade II listed building located within the Bluntisham 
Conservation Area. The building is specifically referenced within the Bluntisham 
Conservation Area Character Statement (1999), which identifies it as a well-
preserved and early example of a small rural school. The statement describes 
the building as a simple and well-proportioned structure, designed in a 
restrained Tudor style and constructed from local gault brick with stone 
detailing. It further notes that the building's original plan form remains readily 
legible and that a number of historic features, including the clock, panelled doors 
and the tablet displaying the founder's coat of arms, contribute positively to its 
architectural and historic significance and authenticity. 

7.5 Section 72 of the Planning (LBCA) Act 1990 states that special attention shall 
be paid to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or 
appearance of a Conservation Area.  
 

7.6 Section 66 of the Planning (LBCA) Act 1990 states that in considering whether 
to grant planning permission for development which affects a listed building or 
its setting, the Local Planning Authority shall have special regard to the 



desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any features of special 
architectural or historic interest which it possesses. 

 
7.7 The revised NPPF places greater emphasis on the preparation of proportionate 

and evidence-based Heritage Impact Assessments, requiring applicants to 
clearly identify the significance of heritage assets, including the contribution 
made by their setting, and to assess the effects of proposed development on 
that significance. Whilst the assessment requirements have been strengthened, 
the overarching heritage policy tests remain unchanged, with substantial weight 
continuing to be afforded to the conservation of heritage assets and any 
identified harm requires balancing against the public benefits of a proposal. 

 
7.8 The Old Day School is a detached building constructed predominantly of brick 

with a slate roof, incorporating a mixture of timber and metal-framed windows. 
A number of ancillary structures and pitched-roof extensions are located to the 
rear of the building. The remainder of the site is largely hard surfaced, with brick 
walls enclosing the side and rear boundaries. The frontage is defined by a low 
brick wall topped with iron railings. The Old Day School was constructed in 1842 
and the railings and walls to the front were listed along with the building in 
February 2024. The detached rear toilet block building and rear wall, were 
omitted from this listing. 
 

7.9 The site occupies a prominent position within the historic core of Bluntisham 
and is located in close proximity to a number of designated heritage assets, 
including Grade II listed buildings immediately to the north and south-east, and 
additional Grade II listed buildings to the east and south. Collectively, these 
heritage assets contribute to the significance, character and appearance of the 
surrounding Conservation Area. 
 

7.10 The High Street comprises mainly residential properties with dwellings of 
varying age, scale and design along its length. The northern end of the High 
Street (to the east) is more modern with historic development more prevalent to 
the west of the street and to the southern end. There are a number of listed 
buildings (of varying grades) along the High Street (on both sides) at various 
points.  
 

7.11 Previous applications under references 25/01600/FUL and 25/01601/LBC, 
which sought consent for a broadly similar form of development, were refused 
by the Development Management Committee due to concerns regarding the 
impact of the proposals on the significance of the Grade II listed building, the 
character and appearance of the Bluntisham Conservation Area, and the impact 
on trees afforded protection by virtue of their location within the Conservation 
Area. 
 

7.12 Whilst the current applications must be assessed on their own merits, Officers 
consider that the revised proposals have not sufficiently overcome the heritage 
concerns identified in relation to the previous schemes. Whilst the principle of 
conversion and extension of the building to create a residential dwelling was 
and is still considered acceptable.   It is the detailed specifics of the means of 
the conversion of the main school space, by way of its subdivision, for the 



reasons set out below, the proposals are considered to result in harm to the 
significance of the Grade II listed building. 
 

7.13 This application seeks Listed Building Consent for the change of use of the 
former day school to a single 3 bedroom residential dwelling, together with the 
demolition of a number of ancillary structures to the rear and the construction of 
new rear extensions. To enable the change of use the proposals also include a 
range of renovation and alteration works to the listed building, including the 
subdivision of the former school hall space to provide a bedroom and open-plan 
kitchen/dining area, as detailed within the submitted Heritage, Planning, Design 
and Access Statement and drawing references SE-2489-PP2000-B, SE-2489-
PP1100-C and SE-2489-PP3000-B. The Council's Conservation Team has 
been consulted on the proposals and its comments are set out below. 
 

7.14 Under the previous applications (refs. 25/01600/FUL and 25/01601/LBC), 
Historic England confirmed that they did not wish to comment on the proposals. 
However, they advised that this should not be taken as indicating no objection 
and recommended that the views of the Council's Conservation Team be 
sought. 
 

7.15 During the course of this application and as detailed above, in comments dated 
25 June 2026, the Conservation Officer advised that the proposal represented 
an improvement on previous submissions and adopted a more pragmatic 
approach to a number of alterations. Whilst it was acknowledged that certain 
works would result in some harm to the significance of the listed building, the 
Conservation Officer accepted that a degree of intervention may be justified to 
secure a viable future use for the building. In particular, no objection was raised 
in principle to the formation of an opening within the rear wall of the hall, the 
demolition and replacement of the existing kitchen extension, or the 
incorporation of the former infant room into the proposed dwelling. 
 

7.16 Notwithstanding these improvements, the Conservation Officer indicated that 
further amendments were required, particularly in relation to the layout and 
rationalisation of the proposed bathroom accommodation. More fundamentally, 
objection was maintained to the proposed subdivision of the principal school 
hall space, including the formation of a bedroom and mezzanine level, which 
were considered to undermine one of the building's most significant and 
distinctive historic spaces. The Conservation Officer advised that, should the 
draft NPPF provisions be adopted, the resulting harm to the significance of the 
listed building would be considered substantial. 

 
7.17 Following the submission of amended plans, which omitted the proposed 

mezzanine, the Conservation Officer was reconsulted. Whilst the removal of the 
mezzanine was welcomed, the overall position remained unchanged. It was 
noted that, should a third bedroom be required, the proposed utility room, 
measuring approximately 3.6 metres wide and providing a floor area of 
approximately 13.5 square metres, exceeds the Nationally Described Space 
Standard for a double bedroom and could potentially accommodate this function 
without the need to subdivide the principal hall. The utility space could then be 
deleted or re-provided elsewhere.   



 
7.18 The Conservation Officer therefore maintains an objection to the scheme, 

advising that the subdivision of the principal schoolroom space to create a 
separate bedroom would result in harm to a key element of the building's special 
architectural and historic interest. In the Conservation Officer's opinion, the 
proposal would result in substantial harm to the significance of the designated 
heritage asset and, as such, Listed Building Consent should be refused. 
 

7.19 In reaching this conclusion, the Conservation Officer acknowledges the benefits 
associated with bringing the building back into active use and accepts that a 
degree of intervention may be necessary to facilitate a viable conversion. 
However, it is considered that the principal public benefit of the proposal is the 
preservation of the listed building itself, rather than the private benefits arising 
from its conversion to a residential dwelling. 
 

7.20  National Decision-Making Policy HE5 requires decision-makers to identify the 
degree of impact that a proposal would have on the significance of a heritage 
asset. The policy states that substantial harm may occur where a development 
proposal would seriously affect a key element of an asset's significance. The 
policy framework requires harm to be categorised as either a positive effect, no 
effect, harm, substantial harm or total loss. 
 

7.21 In this instance, the principal schoolroom represents one of the most important 
elements of the building's significance. The proposed subdivision of this space 
would fundamentally alter the historic form and legibility of the former school 
hall and would therefore seriously affect a key component of the heritage asset's 
significance. On this basis, Officers consider the proposal would result in 
substantial harm for the purposes of NDMP HE5. 
 

7.22 Furthermore, NDMP HE6 states that where a proposal would result in 
substantial harm to a designated heritage asset, consent should be refused 
unless it can be demonstrated that the harm is necessary to achieve substantial 
public benefits that would outweigh that harm. Whilst the proposal would secure 
the continued occupation and maintenance of the building through a new 
residential use, Officers do not consider that the identified public benefits are 
substantial or sufficient to outweigh the level of harm arising from the 
subdivision of the principal schoolroom. 
 

7.23 It is noted that the applicant has submitted evidence indicating that the building 
has deteriorated over time and that delays in securing a viable reuse have 
contributed to its declining condition. However, NDMP HE4 states that where 
there is evidence of deliberate neglect or damage to a heritage asset, the 
deteriorated condition of that asset should not be taken into account in the 
determination of an application. Furthermore, the ongoing maintenance and 
repair of the building remains the responsibility of its owner. As such, the current 
condition of the building attracts only limited weight in favour of the proposal. 
 

7.24 Officers have worked proactively with the applicant throughout the application 
process and amendments have been secured, including the removal of the 
previously proposed mezzanine floor. However, the scheme continues to 
include the subdivision of the principal schoolroom, which remains the 



Conservation Officer's primary concern. It is also noted that there are alternative 
internal configurations which appear capable of accommodating the applicant's 
accommodation requirements without the need for the proposed subdivision. 
For example, the proposed utility room provides approximately 13.5 square 
metres of floorspace and exceeds the Nationally Described Space Standard 
requirements for a double bedroom. However, the applicant is not willing to the 
delete the proposed subdivision of the main school hall space as suggested 
from the proposal which would overcome the substantial heritage harm and 
allow an Officer recommendation of approval.   
 

7.25 For the reasons set out above, Officers conclude that the proposal would result 
in substantial harm to the significance of the Grade II listed building. The 
identified public benefits are not considered substantial or sufficient to outweigh 
that harm and, consequently, the proposal is contrary to NDMP HE5 and HE6 
and is not supported by the LPA’s Conservation Specialists or Planning Officers.  
 

7.26 Officers therefore conclude that the works would be contrary to Policies LP2 
and LP34 of the Huntingdonshire Local Plan to 2036, the Planning (Listed 
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act (1990) and National Decision-Making 
Policies HE5 and HE6 of the NPPF (2026).  
 
Biodiversity 

7.27 In considering ecological matters, regard has been had to the age, condition 
and current vacancy of the building, which has the potential to support protected 
species, particularly roosting bats. The application is accompanied by a 
Preliminary Roost Assessment prepared by Sound Ecology and dated July 
2025, which was received by the Local Planning Authority on 14 May 2026. 
 

7.28 The assessment concludes that the building does not provide evidence of 
supporting protected species and that the proposed works are unlikely to result 
in adverse impacts upon notable or protected species. As such, no further 
ecological surveys are considered necessary. 
 

7.29 The report does, however, recommend the implementation of precautionary 
working methods during construction and the incorporation of ecological 
enhancement measures. Subject to the imposition of appropriate conditions to 
secure these measures, Officers are satisfied that the proposal would not result 
in unacceptable ecological impacts. 
 

7.30 Overall, having regard to the above, the development is acceptable with regard 
to its approach to biodiversity and subject to condition would accord with Policy 
LP30 of the Huntingdonshire Local Plan to 2036 and National Decision-Making 
Policy N2 (Improving the natural environment) of the NPPF 2026. 

 
8 PLANNING BALANCE AND CONCLUSION 
8.1 The proposed subdivision of the principal schoolroom space to create an open 

plan lounge/kitchen/diner and separate bedroom for the 3 bedroom dwelling  
would result in substantial harm to, a key element of the significance of the 
Grade II listed Old Day School. The principal school hall is a highly significant 
historic space which remains legible as a single historic classroom and 



contributes substantially to the architectural and historic interest of the 
designated heritage asset. The proposed alterations would fundamentally erode 
this open character, form and spatial qualities of this important room, resulting 
in substantial harm to the significance of the listed building. 
 

8.2 The public benefits arising from a single new residential dwelling,  including the 
bringing back into use of this former community Listed building, are not 
considered to be substantial or sufficient to outweigh the identified heritage 
harm in this instance. The proposal therefore fails to preserve the special 
architectural and historic interest of the listed building. Accordingly, the proposal 
is contrary to Sections 66(1) and 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 
Conservation Areas) Act 1990, Policy LP34 of Huntingdonshire's Local Plan to 
2036, and National Decision-Making Policies HE5 and HE6 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework 2026. 

 
 
9 RECOMMENDATION AND CONDITIONS/REASONS  

 
9.1 The proposal is therefore recommended FOR REFUSAL for the following 

reasons.  
1. The proposed subdivision of the principal schoolroom space to create 2 

separate residential rooms rather than retain the existing open plan 
character and appearance would result in substantial harm to, a key element 
of the significance of the Grade II listed Old Day School. The principal school 
hall is a highly significant historic space which remains legible and 
contributes substantially to the architectural and historic interest of the 
designated heritage asset. The proposed alterations would fundamentally 
erode the character, form and spatial qualities of this important room, 
resulting in substantial harm to the significance of the listed building. The 
public benefits arising from the proposed residential dwelling, including the 
continued use of the building, are not considered to be substantial or 
sufficient to outweigh the identified heritage harm in this instance. The 
proposal therefore fails to preserve the special architectural and historic 
interest of the listed building. Accordingly, the proposal is contrary to 
Sections 66(1) and 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 
Areas) Act 1990, Policy LP34 of Huntingdonshire's Local Plan to 2036, and 
National Decision-Making Policies HE5 and HE6 of the National Planning 
Policy Framework 2026. 

If you would like a translation of this document, a large text version or an audio version, 
please contact us on 01480 388640 and we will try to accommodate your needs. 
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From:  <clerk@bluntisham-pc.gov.uk>
Sent: 03 June 2026 11:11
To: Control, Development (Planning)
Cc:
Subject: Parish Comments
Attachments: The Old Day School - BPC Approve.pdf; We sent you safe versions of your files

Mimecast Attachment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when opening files. 

Good Morning  
 
Bluntisham Parish Council discussed the following applications at their meeting on Monday 1st June 
and continue to fully support the proposal for change of use and to bring the listed building back into 
use.  See attached documents. 
 
26/00904/LBC & 26/00903/FUL - The Old Day School, High Street, Bluntisham 
  
Should the officer be mindful to have a different opinion on the application then can the parish 
council ask that it is put forward to DMC and allowed the opportunity to speak on behalf of the parish 
council. 
Many thanks and best regards 

 
Bluntisham Parish Clerk 
01487 842677 
07725 308115 

You have received this email from Bluntisham Parish Council.  The content of this email is confidential may be legally 
privileged and intended for the recipient specified in the message only.  It is strictly forbidden to share any part of the 
message with any third party, without a written consent of the sender.  If you received this message by mistake, 
please reply to this message and follow with its deletion, so that we can ensure such a mistake does not occur in the 
future.   

Bluntisham Parish Council ensures that email security is a high priority.  Therefore, we have put efforts into ensuring 
that the message is error and virus-free.  Unfortunately, full security of the email cannot be ensured as, despite our 
efforts, the data included in emails could be infected, intercepted, or corrupted.  Therefore, the recipient should check 
the email for threats with proper software, as the sender does not accept liability for any damage inflicted by viewing 
the content of this email. 

By contacting Bluntisham Parish Council you agree that your contact details may be held and processed for the 
purpose of corresponding. 

You may request access to the information we hold on you:clerk@bluntisham-pc.gov.uk  

You may request to be removed as a contact at any time:clerk@bluntisham-pc.gov.uk  
 
To view Bluntisham Parish Council Privacy Notice please Click here 
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