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BERKHAMSTED TOWN COUNCIL 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of the 
 

TOWN PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 

held in the Council Chamber, Civic Centre, Berkhamsted on 
 

Monday 16 February 2015 at 7.30 pm 
 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 
 
Councillors:  L Handy - Chair 

P Warren - Vice Chair 
A Armytage    
J Ashbourn  
T Ritchie  
G Stevens  

 
OFFICER:  Gary Cox – Town Clerk 
 

7 members of the public 
 
TP 21/15            Apologies for Absence 
 
           There were no apologies for absence.    
 
TP 22/15  Declarations of Interest  
 
   There were no declarations of pecuniary interest. 
   

Councillor Stevens declared a personal interest in applications 
4/02211/14/FHA, 4/02212/14/LBC and 4/02779/14/FUL as he knew 
the architects; 4/03286/14/FHA and 4/03271/14/MFA as he has 
attended a pre-application meeting with the applicants; 4/03274/14FUL 
and 4/03307/14/FUL as he had met with some objectors; 
4/03709/14/ADV as he was a member of Berkhamsted Citizens 
Association who had objected to the application; 4/00086/15/MFA as 
he had attended a pre-application meeting with the applicants; 
4/00310/15/OUT as he knew objectors; and 4/00327/15/FHA as he 
knew the applicant.   

 
Councillor Ashbourn declared a personal interest in applications 
4/03274/14FUL and 4/03307/14/FUL as he knew some objectors;  

 
Councillor Ritchie declared a personal interest in applications 
4/02211/14/FHA and 4/02212/14/LBC as he knew the architects; 
4/03286/14/FHA and 4/03271/14/MFA as he has attended a pre-
application meeting with the applicants; 4/03274/14FUL and 
4/03307/14/FUL as he knew some objectors; and 4/00086/15/MFA as 
he had attended a pre-application meeting with the applicants. 
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Councillor Warren declared a personal interest in applications 
4/03274/14FUL as she knew an objector; 4/03709/14/ADV as she was 
a member of Berkhamsted Citizens Association who had objected to 
the application; 4/00310/15/OUT as she knew an objector; and 
4/00394/15/FUL as she knew the owner of one of the properties.  

 
Councillor Armytage declared a personal interest in applications 
4/03286/14/FHA and 4/03271/14/MFA as he has attended a pre-
application meeting with the applicants; and 4/00086/15/MFA as he 
had also attended a pre-application meeting with those applicants. 

     
Councillor Handy declared a personal interest in applications 
4/03286/14/FHA and 4/03271/14/MFA as he has attended a pre-
application meeting with the applicants; 4/03274/14FUL and 
4/03307/14/FUL as he knew some objectors; 4/03709/14/ADV as he 
knew an objector and 4/00310/15/OUT as he also knew an objector. 

 
TP 23/15  Minutes of the Last Meeting  
 

The minutes of the last meeting held on 26 January 2015 were agreed 
as a true record and signed by the Chair.  

 
TP 24/15  Chair’s Communications 
    

The Committee noted that Dacorum Borough Council is conducting a 
‘Call for Sites’ as part of initial work on the new planning framework 
(Local Plan) for the Borough for the next 20 years. 

 
TP 25/15  Public Participation  
 

It was RESOLVED to suspend Standing Orders to allow Mr Dyer, a 
local resident to speak.  

 
Mr Dyer asked for an update on whether the Planning Inspector’s 
requirement for changes to 11 Bank Mill had been carried out. 

 
The Chair understood that the Borough Council had given the 
developer 12 months to make required changes to the building, and if 
not completed within that timescale would propose to appoint 
contractors to make the required amendments.     

 
The meeting was reconvened. 

 
TP 26/15 The Committee considered forms and drawings for applications 

relating to the Town of Berkhamsted received from Dacorum Borough 
Council and it was RESOLVED: 

 
That Dacorum Borough Council is informed of the Council’s comments 
and observations, if any, as follows. The Council also trusts that due 
regard will be taken of any objection which may be received from 
neighbours in the vicinity. 
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4/02211/14/FHA AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – 
Demolition of existing garage and workshop and construction of single 
storey extension to existing annexe at 37Castle Street.  (TR) 

 
 No Objection. 
 
 Subject to a condition that, given its listed building status and the 

importance of the garden setting, the new building will remain as an 
annexe and not be severed as a separate entity. 

 
4/02212/14/LBC AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – 
 Demolition of existing garage and workshop and construction of single 

storey extension to existing annexe at 37Castle Street.  (TR) 
    
 No Objection. 
 
 Subject to a condition that, given its listed building status and the 

importance of the garden setting, the new building will remain as an 
annexe and not be severed as a separate entity. 

 
4/02779/14/FUL Demolition of existing 2-bed bungalow and construct new 5-bedroom 

house with integrated garage at 29 Boxwell Road.  (NG) 
 
 In regard to Core Strategy Policy CS12 and Saved Local Plan Policies 

120 and Appendix 7, we have the following concerns: 
 

The possibly detrimental impact of the proposed dwelling on the 
amenity of the neighbouring property given that the latter has windows 
on the northern elevation. 

 
The bulk of the rear dormer and its height in relation to the ridge line.  

 
Were this proposal to be recommended for approval, we request a 
condition which would prevent the proposed integrated garage being 
subsequently converted into a habitable room.  

 
4/03254/14/FUL AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – 

Demolition of existing portal cabins and construction of single storey 
extension to the existing classroom block and creation of 3 temporary 
classrooms during the build at Haresfoot School, Chesham Road.  
(AP) 

 
  No Objection. 
 
4/03286/14/MFA AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – 

Demolition of former Police Station and Library and construction of 
replacement Library and twenty three retirements apartments at the 
former Berkhamsted Police Station and Library, corner of High Street 
and Kings Road.  (JR) 

 
  Object. 
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We note the changes to the previously submitted application with 
respect of the removed dormers on the western elevation and 
alterations to the parking and servicing arrangements.  

 
Unfortunately these amendments do not address our continuing 
objections with respect to the following issues. 
 
Height, Bulk and Scale. One consideration in the design brief was the 
relationship of the buildings on Upper Kings Road to the listed building 
on the Western Side namely that “the scale of new buildings not to 
overwhelm the existing listed building opposite”. 
 
Contrary to the developer’s assertions this remains an issue to which 
we object. The new building would completely dominate this corner 
plot and overshadow the Grade II Listed Building on the opposite side 
of Kings Road (Barclays Bank). At present this junction consists of 2 
and 3 storey buildings.  
 
Whereas existing properties along Kings Road work with the transition 
of the levels along Kings Road towards the High Street, those of this 
proposed development reverse this pattern. 
 
We are also concerned that the bulk and mass as proposed will prove 
to be visually overwhelming when the buildings along Kings Road are 
viewed from the traffic lights at Lower Kings Road.  
 
As proposed, the buildings would also be disproportionate for the 
location, which is a landmark site, and would dominate and detract 
from the historic Town Hall, which should be the main focal point in this 
area.   
 
We note that justification for the height is made with respect to several 
buildings in the High Street which are higher than that proposed. Such 
comparison is erroneous as the buildings cited are deemed in the 
Conservation Area Character Appraisal (p81) to be inappropriate by 
virtue of their height, bulk and scale, and detract from the Conservation 
Area  
 
The developers quote Saved Local Plan Policy 111 in support of the 
height of the proposed building. This refers to circumstances where 
buildings up to 3 storeys (not 3.5/4.0) might be acceptable namely that 
“Such higher buildings will be expected to make a positive contribution 
to the townscape of their area. In all case special regard will be paid to 
the effect of site levels on the resultant appearance and visual impact 
of the proposal. This proposal fails on all these counts. 
 
Nor for the same reasons as those cited above does the proposal 
comply with Saved Local Plan Policy 120 which states in (c) that the 
scheme should be  “be of a scale and proportion which is sympathetic 
to the scale, form, height and overall character of the surrounding 
buildings”. 
 



Page 5 of 14 
 

In addition to lowering the roof height further, we would suggest that a 
lowering of the proposed tower, so as to incorporate it within the 
roofscape, might be considered, to be consistent with the tower in the 
Town Hall.   

 
Car Parking. We continue to object to the loss of car parking space at 
the library - whereas two spaces will continue to be provided for 
disabled persons, the current allocation of 5 spaces for staff and 8 
further public spaces will be reduced to 2 spaces for staff and 2 for 
visitors to the library respectively. This reduction of 9 parking spaces 
will put even more pressure on the already over-stretched public and 
on-street parking in the area.  
 
We cannot accept the proposition by HCC that such a reduction in car 
parking is justified because accessibility to the library from the High 
Street will be greater than it is from its current position in Kings Road; 
the difference will be negligible.  

 
Access and Servicing Arrangements. We continue to be concerned 
about issues associated with access, turning and manoeuvrability of 
vehicles for, say doctors visits, visitors, emergency vehicles, service 
providers, waste collection and deliveries to the apartments; and the 
lack of adequate space for bin storage and electric buggies. 
 
Overall, this development continues to represents an attempt to 
squash a quart into a pint pot, and as such it equates to a gross 
overdevelopment of the site, which by virtue of its dominance will 
detract from the Conservation Area in this critical location at the heart 
of Berkhamsted.  
 
Contrary to Core Strategy Policies CS 11, CS 12, CS 13, and CS 27 
and Saved Local Plan Policies 119 and 120.       
  

4/03271/14/MFA AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – 
Demolition of former garage buildings and redevelopment to provide 
thirteen new dwellings through a combination of conversion and new 
build at land at High Street and Swing Gate Lane.  (JR) 
 

  Object. 
 
We have noted the reduction in the height of the Coach House and 
considered the responses to our previous objections. Unfortunately the 
latter do not address our continuing objections with respect to the 
following. 
 
Height and Bulk. The height and bulk of the corner building. The 
proposed building is some 5m higher than the adjoining cottages 
numbers 11 – 13 in the High Street and would be completely out of 
character in the street scene.  
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The building dominates and detracts from the character of the Grade II 
Listed Building (The Bull) on the opposite side of the road; and will 
dominate this part of the High Street and Conservation Area. 

 
Excessive height. The excessive height of the development is further 
illustrated by the fact that, whereas the height of existing buildings 
along Swing Gate Lane towards the High Street work with the 
transition of levels along the road, the roofline of this proposed 
development goes in the opposite direction.    

 
Rendering. We consider rendering as originally proposed on the 
building on the corner plot to be more in keeping with neighbouring 
properties than the hanging tiles now proposed. 
 
Overall, the proposal represents an overdevelopment of the site, which 
appears to emanate from the housing departments needs for 
affordable housing rather than any aesthetic architectural 
considerations, and would be out of keeping with the character of the 
Conservation Area of which it would be a part. 

 
Contrary to Core Strategy Policies CS 11, CS 12, and Saved Local 
Plan Policies 120, Appendix 3 and Appendix 7. 

 
4/03274/14/FUL AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – Change 

of use from B1 (Office) to C3(B) (Residential with Care) at 22-24 
Clarence Road.  (DG) 

 
It was RESOLVED to suspend Standing Orders to allow Miss Bunyan, 
a near neighbour to speak regarding this and the accompanying 
application 4/03307/14/FUL for Gable House, Prince Edward Street.   

 
Miss Bunyan said that, whilst appreciating that accommodation is 
needed for those combating alcohol and drug addictions, local 
residents, parents and business people were very concerned about 
these change of use applications. 

 
Miss Bunyan thanked the Town Council for its support in objecting to 
these two applications and welcomed news from the Borough Council 
that Druglink had withdrawn these two applications.  

 
Miss Bunyan raised residents concerns brought to light from 
responses to Freedom of Information requests regarding the 
Borough’s lack of transparency and openness in decision-making 
leading to the change of use applications; and asked that the Borough 
Council consults local residents and businesses at an early stage 
regarding any future plans for these properties  

  
Residents remained concerned about a Borough Council internal  
email sent in January 2015, provided as part of a Freedom of 
Information request, which stated that Berkhamsted Town Council 
‘was still supportive’ (of the change of use).  
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Miss Bunyan asked if the Town Council could clarify that contradiction 
between that email and the minutes of the Town Council’s Planning 
Committee meeting of 15 December 2014 which objected to the 
applications. 

 
The meeting was reconvened. 

 
The Committee advised that the Borough Council had been asked to 
explain the contradictory email entry. 
   
The Committee noted that the Borough Council had advised that this 
application had been withdrawn.  

 
Should there to be a subsequent application for change of use for 
these premises, the Town Council requests that there be meaningful 
consultation with local residents and the Town Council beforehand. 

  
4/03307/14/FUL  AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – Change 

of use from B1 (Office to C3 (B) (Residential with Care) – The Gable, 
Prince Edward Street.  (DG) 

 
The Committee noted that the Borough Council had advised that this 
application had been withdrawn.  

    
Should there to be a subsequent application for change of use for 
these premises, the Town Council requests that there be meaningful 
consultation with local residents and the Town Council beforehand. 

 
4/03597/14/LBC  Modifications to internal hallway – removal of floor joists and change to 

the orientation of staircase at Gorseside, Berkhamsted Hill, The 
Common. (JA) 

 
We defer to the recommendations of the Case Officer and 
Conservation Officer. 

 
4/03661/14/FHA  AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – Single 

storey side extension replacement ground floor rear gardens doors at 
Kaikoura House, Lane End.  (MS) 

 
No Objection. 

 
4/03699/14/FHA    Rear entrance porch at Claremont House, Kitsbury Road.  (NG 
 

In regard to Core Strategy Policy CS 12 and Saved Local Plan Policy 
120 we have a concern about the height of the pitched roof and its 
relationship to the first floor window. 
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4/03709/14/ADV Proposed 1-fascia 1x350mm fascia 1x 245mm illuminated letters (max 
height) 2-projecting sign 600mm heritage externally illuminated 3-ATM 
420mm std tablet 4-nameplate permitted 5-web/tel vinyl permitted at 
199 High Street.  (TR) 

 
   Object. 
  

The proposed facia is unacceptable as it obscures the architectural 
detailing of the building and detracts from the streetscene. 

 
The projecting sign is internally illuminated and as such is 
unacceptable in the Conservation Area 

 
   The proposed ATM is too big and collides with the adjacent windows. 
 

Contrary to Core Strategy Policies CS 11, CS12, and CS 27 and 
Saved Local Plan Policy 120 

 
4/03764/14/FHA AMENDED and/or ADDTIONAL PLANS / INFORMATION – Part 

single storey, part two-storey rear extension, loft conversion including 
rear dormer and pergola at 77 George Street.  (MS) 

 
   No Objection. 
 
   We welcome the amendments as proposed  
 
4/00014/15/FUL Replacement dwelling with associated demolition at 21 Gilbert Way.  

(NG) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00041/15/FUL Demolition of existing dwelling and construction of two new dwellings 

with garages and refuse stores at Cley Hill, Chesham Road.  (JR) 
 
   No Objection. 
 

We note that developer contributions have been waived and welcome 
clarification on why that has occurred. 
 

4/00082/15/FHA Single storey rear extension at 47 Victoria Road.  (EP) 
 
   No Objection. 
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4/00086/15/MFA Equine reproduction and rehabilitation centre with associated ancillary 
residential accommodation at land at (adj Haresfoot Farm), Haresfoot 
Park, Chesham Road.  (DG) 

 
   Object. 
 
   Paragraph 87 of the NPPF states that: 
 

“inappropriate development is, by definition, harmful to the Green Belt 
and should not be approved except in very special circumstances”. 

  
   Paragraph 88 of the NPPF states that: 

 
“local planning authorities should ensure that substantial weight is 
given to any harm to the Green Belt, “Very special circumstances” will 
not exist unless the potential harm to the Green Belt by reason of 
inappropriateness, and any other harm, is clearly outweighed by other 
considerations”. 

 
Paragraphs 89 and 90 list exceptions whereby the construction of new 
buildings might be appropriate. Buildings for the non agrarian purpose 
specified in this application (equine reproduction) do not fall within any 
of these categories. 

 
We do not consider that by themselves, or in total, the “special 
circumstances” put forward  in support of this  application outweigh the 
harm which would be caused to the Green Belt by the proposed 
buildings on Greenfield land, paddocks, fencing, new road, hard 
standing, car parking, turning circles, traffic movements of owners, 
staff, vets, deliveries, clients, entrance gates, lighting  etc all of which 
would urbanise and detract from the openness of the Green Belt 
should this application be approved. 

 
Contrary to NPPF on the Green Belt Section 9 paragraphs 79 - 92 

 
4/00164/15/FHA Demolition of existing side garage extension, extend existing building 

to the side on two storey’s, create a side passage and construct front 
and rear dormers to match existing and also to match adjoining 
property at 25 Upper Ashlyns Road. 

 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00167/15/FHA Single storey side and rear extension and new front porch at Orchard 

Cottage, Shenstone Hill, Gravel Path.  (EP) 
 
   No Objection. 
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4/00186/15/FHA First floor extension to bungalow and raised patio at 10 Briar Way.  
(EW) 

 
   Object. 
 

This is an incongruous arrangement that is out of keeping with the 
street scene by virtue of proposing two front dormers.   

 
   Contrary to Core Strategy Policies CS 11 and CS 12. 
 
4/00206/15/FHA Two-storey side extension at 158 George Street.  (EW) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00207/15/FHA Two-storey side and single storey rear extensions at 21 South Park 

Gardens.  (JR) 
 
   No Objection 
 
4/00208/15/TCA FOR INFORMATION ONLY – Works to Silver birch, Fig and Magnolia 

  trees at 28 Castle Street.  (EW) 
 
   Noted. 
 
4/00219/15/TPO Fell Holly tree at 3 Beech Hill Court.  (MS) 
 
   Object. 
 

We do not consider that “low amenity value “is an adequate reason to 
fell a TPO tree. 

 
4/00222/15/FHA First floor front, side and rear extension.  New front entrance porch at 

18 Oakwood.  (TR) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00249/15/LDP FOR INFORMATION – Single storey rear extension and loft 

conversion at Cedar House, Graemesdyke Road.  (EP) 
  
   Noted. 
 
4/00250/15/FHA Car port at Cedar House, Graemesdyke Road.  (EP) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00252/15/FHA Rear first floor extension, side single storey extension at 16 Coram 

Close.  (TR) 
 
   No Objection. 
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4/00262/15/FHA Single storey side/rear extension at 9 Charles Street.  (TR) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00270/15/FHA First floor rear extension at 19 Highfield Road.  (NG) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00273/15/LDP FOR INFORMATION – Loft conversion at 12 Lochnell Road.  (EW) 
 
   Noted. 
 
4/00274/15/FHA Front and rear dormer windows at 3 Montague Road.  (NP) 
 
   Object. 
 

We note the amendments to the front and rear dormers. However, we 
still consider the proposal to be inappropriate.  

 
The proposed dormers would detract from the character of both the 
front and rear roofscapes of this and the adjoining terraced properties 
in Montague Road. 

 
The dormer of the adjacent property is an anomaly in this group of 
terraced properties and should not set the standard for additional 
dormers on this side of Montague Road.  Other examples of front 
dormers provided by the applicant are on properties of very different 
architectural character to the one to which this application relates.    

    
 A rear dormer would be equally anomalous and the proposed design 

and bulk would detract further from the Conservation Area and the 
property in question. 

  
Contrary to Core Strategy Policies CS 11, CS 12 and CS 27 and 
Saved Local Plan Policy 120. 
  

4/00282/15/FHA Detached domestic garage at Hillcroft, Kingsdale Road.  (TR) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00310/15/OUT Demolition of existing buildings and the development of the site to 

provide 5 family houses (use Class C3) including the retention and part 
re-build of the existing Stable Block. Details of access with all other 
matters reserved. Ashlyns Farm, Chesham Road.  (DG) 

 
It was RESOLVED to suspend Standing Orders to allow Mrs Lighfoot 
to speak against this application on behalf of Berkhamsted Residents 
Action Group (BRAG) and Save Your Berkhamsted Residents 
Association (SYBRA).  
 
Mrs Lightfoot explained that this proposal is a significant development 
in the Green Belt and would be a departure from the Core Strategy and 
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in conflict with national planning policy which ensures that substantial 
weight is given to any harm to the Green Belt and very special 
circumstances must exist before permission is given (NPPF paras 88 
and 89). 
 
This application is inaccurate in a number of respects.  
 

 The site is agricultural land not a brownfield site as claimed 
 

 Calculations of footprint and volume are inaccurate and 
understated  
 

 The proposal is a ridge-top development, contrary to the Core 
Strategy  

 

 There is no critical shortage of housing.    
 
The Ashlyns School Sports Hall was allowed because of very special 
circumstances and should not be seen to set a precedent for other 
building in the Green Belt. 
 
There are no very special circumstances to support this application.  
 
The meeting was reconvened. 

 
   Object. 
 
   Paragraph 87 of the NPPF states that: 
 

“inappropriate development is, by definition, harmful to the Green Belt 
and should not be approved except in very special circumstances”. 

  
   Paragraph 88 of the NPPF states that: 
 

“local planning authorities should ensure that substantial weight is 
given to any harm to the Green Belt, “Very special circumstances” will 
not exist unless the potential harm to the Green Belt by reason of 
inappropriateness, and any other harm, is clearly outweighed by other 
considerations”. 

 
Paragraphs 89 and 90 of the NPPF give exceptions where buildings 
might be acceptable in the Green Belt. One of these exceptions refers 
to “limited infilling and the partial redevelopment of previously 
developed sites ….. “which would not have a greater impact on the 
openness of the Green Belt and the purpose of including land within it 
than the existing development”. 

 
We contend that taken overall, and, not withstanding the reduction in 
footprint compared with the original buildings, this proposal would 
substantially detract from the openness of the Green Belt.  
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Considerations of footprint alone are insufficient to justify this proposal. 
It ignores the substantial element of formal gardens, hard standing for 
car parking, bin storage, turning circles, and hard road surfacing into 
the site as well as  the considerable number of traffic movements from 
resident vehicles, deliveries and bin collections etc. which will urbanise 
the site.   

 
Harm to the openness of the site will also be caused by 24 hour issues 
such as lighting from both the dwellings and vehicle movements.   

 
The large executive dwellings proposed and recommended by Knight 
Frank are at odds with what is a rural environment and, together with 
other elements of the proposal as outlined, the development would 
constitute a creeping residential development into what is rural 
countryside.  

 
The proposed development will be highly visible from the grounds of 
Ashlyns School and impact negatively in the setting of the Grade 2 
listed building the grounds of which are protected for development 
purposes.  

 
The proposal would be a departure from the Core strategy and is 
contrary to NPPF on the Green Belt Section 9 paragraphs 79 - 92 

 
4/00316/15/FHA Two-storey rear extension at 8 Park View Road.  (NP) 
 
   Object. 
 

The proposed removal of the chimney stack would detract from the 
established character of the roofscape in the Conservation Area of 
Park View Road 

 
The number of roof lights proposed is excessive in an area which is 
identified in the proposal as for storage 

 
Contrary to Core Strategy Policies CS 11,CS 12, CS27 and Saved 
Local Plan Policy 120. 

 
4/00327/15/FHA Two-storey side/rear and single storey rear extension at 21 Captains  

Walk.  (MS) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
4/00377/15/TEL FOR INFORMATION ONLY – Telecommunications Radio Base 

Station installation at Billet Lane.  (EP) 
 

Noted. 
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4/00379/15/FHA Single storey rear extension and new first floor window to rear 
elevation at 43 Shrublands Avenue.  (MS) 

 
Referring to Core Strategy Policies CS 12, CS 27 and Saved Local 
Plan Policy 120 we have concerns about the loss of the traditional plan 
of the full width rear extension and the rather bulky roof lights. 

 
We also question the accuracy of the application description as a new 
window is shown on the front and not the rear elevation and also 
question its appropriateness, given an Article 4 direction on this 
dwelling. 

 
4/00394/15/FUL Two detached dwellings with access drive at land at 11 and r/o 13-15 

Meadway.  (JA) 
 
   No Objection. 
 
TP 27/15   Planning Appeals 
 

The Committee noted that no Planning Appeals had been received 
and that the Planning Inspectorate has conducted an appeal site visit 
at 28 Hall Park on 3 February 2014  

 
The Committee also noted that the Planning Inspectorate will be 
conducting appeal site visits at: 

 

 Entreat, Gossoms End at 12.45pm on 17 February 2015    
 

 Land at Durrants Lane/Shootersway at 14.15pm on 17 February 
2015. 

 
TP 28/15   Planning Appeal Decisions 
      

The Committee noted that the Planning Inspectorate has allowed an 
appeal for demolition of garage and construction of three bed house at 
13 Cobb Road.  

 
TP 29/15  Planning Decisions 

 
The Committee noted the planning decisions circulated with the 
agenda. 
 

TP 30/15  Close of Meeting 
 
The meeting closed at 9.17pm.  


