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Minutes of the PLANNING COMMITTEE meeting held virtually on 
Monday 11th January 2021 at 7.00pm in accordance with The Local 

Authorities and Police and Crime Panel (Coronavirus) (Flexibility of Local 
Authority and Police and Crime Panel Meetings) (England and Wales) 

Regulations 2020. 
 

PRESENT:  Cllrs Andrew Fane, Di Kelly, Jill Pardey, Chris Pope, 
Marcus Tarling (Chair). 

 
In attendance:  Natalie Brett – Assistant Clerk (Minutes and Virtual Host) 
  District Cllr Obbard 
 

Members of the public are encouraged to view meetings via the Withyham Parish 
Council YouTube channel where they are posted until minutes are available. 
 
Members of the public wishing to address any items on the agenda were requested 
to email their question/comment by the morning of the meeting to be circulated to the 
committee. There were three members of the public in attendance. Two for item 6.5 
and one for item 6.4. 
 
The spokes person for item 6.5 read the following statement: 
 
I apologise for not sending my statement in advance. I didn’t know until today that 
this application would be discussed tonight. 
We live at Crackwillow Withyham Road which is one of four houses built on 
Fingerpost Field in 1986/7 and I am speaking on behalf of our neighbours at Badgers 
Run, Taksen and Fingerpost as well as Cliffe Cottage, Hyndale and Lucas Croft in 
New Drive.  I have not yet spoken to the owners of Silverhow. 
We were rather surprised by this application which we first saw in the online 
Wealden MyAlert sent on Friday afternoon. We’d had no other notification so have 
had little time to formulate a response before this meeting. 
Our principal objections would be on the basis of negative effects on amenity, 
overdevelopment and inappropriateness to the site, as well as the dangerous access 
to the road. 
But firstly I would like to draw your attention to some inaccuracies in the Planning 
Statement regarding the exact location of the site and its neighbours. 
The Relevant Planning History para 3.2 refers to Permissions granted to build 4 
detached single storey dwellings in 1982, 1982 and also to a Permission for an 
additional bungalow in 1986. The implication is that there are 5 properties here but 
there was only ever permission for only 4, the 4th being built by a different developer 
from the one that sought the original permissions. 
It also states, and I quote: 
“that these form the cluster of properties to the south of the application site and are 
accessed via a narrow access off the B2188.  Together with Badgers Run these 
properties encircle the application site.” 
This statement is wrong. 
The properties referred to are all on the Withyham Road.  Crackwillow, where we live 
and Badgers Run are both immediately adjacent to the plot in question. 
 Cliffe Cottage is immediately to the South of the plot and shares a boundary with it, 
and is indeed on the narrow access road that we know as New Drive, off the B2188. 
Planning Statement paragraph 7.19 says: 
“The access is set away from neighbouring properties meaning this will not cause 
any issue in respect of noise or disturbance”.  
To the contrary, our property shares a boundary along the entire length of Plot 4. 
 i.e. The Land behind Badgers Run. 
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Our sitting room wall is 2.4metres from that boundary fence and has a window 
looking onto it. 
The proposals are for 4 dwellings and allow parking for 2 cars for each. 
This could result in 8 vehicles routinely passing adjacent to our sitting room and our 
bedroom above, with the associated noise, nuisance and disturbance, not to mention 
fumes from those and any visiting commercial vehicles. 
At the road end the access is already shared by 2 households.  4 more would be 
added making the access to the road an extremely busy area and as neither Mrs 
Hart at Badgers Run nor ourselves would be able to see cars or pedestrians 
emerging from the drive, it could be a dangerous one. 
There are frequently vehicles that have missed the junction at Florance Corner using 
this access to turn around, and despite the 40mph restriction the speed of traffic just 
before or after the sharp bend has always been an issue, as the local Speed 
Monitoring Team are well aware. 
In addition the Withyham Road is a bus route and an HGV route avoiding the low 
bridge at Ashurst. 
We are also concerned that there might be overflow cars parked on the road outside 
our properties thereby adding to the existing hazards. 
The Statement mentioned that there was a previous attempt to build on this plot.  
This was resisted by the residents of the time including ourselves on the basis that 
there are covenants on the land  
They state that there should be only 4 houses on Fingerpost Field; that each 
dwelling should be of a particular type, value and standard and that any building 
should be approved by the Transferors or their successors in title. 
 We would object again on the same basis. 
We agree that the village needs houses like these applied for, but to fit 4 dwellings of 
the type proposed into less than .3 hectares which is surrounded by large detached 
houses, would be to overcrowd the site, and be detrimental to the character of the 
immediate area and out of keeping with the neighbourhood.  It would create a third 
line of buildings between the Withyham Road and the railway and open up the 
possibility of that line being continued westwards. 
We have not seen plans seen referring to utilities so are unable to comment on 
them.  
I am sure that when we have all had a chance to study this application in detail there 
will be other issues, but I hope that the Council will bear in mind those that my 
neighbours and ourselves have brought to your attention tonight. 

 
The Chair thanked the resident for their comments and there were no questions from 
the committee. 
 
The resident in attendance for item 6.4 read the following statement: 
 
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to talk to you about my concerns regarding a 
planning application at Windleshaw House on Beech Green Lane in Withyham. The 
reference is WD/2020/2437/F. 
I live with my husband next door at Windleshaw Mews, which was originally the 
stables serving Windleshaw House, but was converted in the 1960s to a separate 
house. We have lived here for approximately fifteen years. The boundary between 
the two properties runs close to the rear elevation of our house, with only a 
passageway between our house and the boundary. Our house is mainly single 
storey, with two bedrooms on the ground floor which have their only windows looking 
directly towards the boundary. There is a block wall our side of the boundary, which 
is approximately 1.8 metres high, and then a gap of roughly 1.5 metres between the 
boundary wall and our bedroom windows.  
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The application is for a single storey extension to the side and rear of the house. It 
would be set close to our boundary and would be particularly tall considering it is 
only single storey – at 3.8 metres. Our property is set at a slightly lower land level 
which will accentuate its height for us. The extension will be close to the boundary of 
the two properties.  
Our main concerns about the proposed application are the impact on the light and 
outlook to the two bedrooms. Due to its height, and proximity to the wall of our 
house, it will block out a lot of our already restricted natural daylight, so that we are 
reliant on artificial light all day. To make sure we fully understand the effect on our 
property, we commissioned a daylight and sunlight study. This concludes that both of 
the bedrooms will experience a reduction in daylight when compared with the current 
situation. The reduction will be materially noticeable and will have a significant 
adverse effect on internal daylight in the rooms. The bedroom most effected, which 
will see a 34% reduction in daylight distribution, we use as a study so this will really 
affect us. This shows that our concerns are justified. We have sent the results of this 
study to Wealden as well as an objection letter. How can this be good design when 
we are being encouraged to reduce our carbon footprint? 
Being so close to our windows and so tall, the extension will be overbearing.  It will 
dominate the outlook from the bedrooms and make them feel very enclosed, so that 
instead of seeing some sky we will only see an imposing wall.    
We do not want to stop the owners from building an extension, but would like the 
plans to be revised to make sure that it isn’t harmful to our living conditions. This 
could be done by reducing the height of the parapet roof and/or moving the flank wall 
of the extension further away from the boundary. We are happy to talk to them or 
their architect about this. 
We would be grateful if you could raise our concerns when you submit comments to 
Wealden on the planning application, as we feel we are raising valid planning 
objections.  
Thank you for your time. 

 
The Chair thanked the resident for their comments and there were no questions from 
the committee. 

 
1. ENQUIRE WHETHER ANYONE PRESENT INTENDS TO FILM, 

PHOTOGRAPH AND/OR RECORD THE MEETING: As this was a virtual 

meeting it was recorded for the purposes of posting on YouTube until minutes 

available. 

 

2. APOLOGIES –none 

 

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST – It was noted that Cllr Kelly was friends 

with the spokesman for item 6.5 however this would not be prohibitive of her 

doing her duties on the committee. 

4. MINUTES 
4.1 The minutes of the meeting held on 21st December 2020 were agreed. 

002004 RESOLVED that the notes of the meeting held on 21st December 2020 be 
 taken as read and signed by the Chairman when in person meetings resume. 
4.2 Matters outstanding from these minutes. 
 Deferred applications added to this agenda. 

 
ENFORCEMENT – The information submitted by Stacey Robbins head of 
planning at Wealden District Council in relation to Park Corner was noted. A 
question in regards to “Annex E: Permitted Development Rights For  



 
 

PLAN 11/01/2021 - 002205 
 
Agriculture And Forestry Taken from: 'The Countryside - Environmental 
Quality and Economic and Social Development (PPG 7)” and its application 
on this land was raised. 
 
“E5 Subject to the completion of parliamentary procedures, if a building or 
extension erected under specified agricultural permitted development rights 
on or after 1 April 1997 permanently ceases to be used for agriculture within 
ten years of its substantial completion, and planning permission has not been 
granted authorising development for purposes other than agriculture within 
three years of the permanent cessation of its agricultural use, and there is no 
outstanding appeal, the building or extension must be removed unless the 
local planning authority has otherwise agreed. Local planning authorities 
should determine re-use applications promptly. Further advice is given in 
paragraph 3.7. The requirements do not apply to buildings or extensions in 
respect of which planning permission has been granted or deemed to be 
granted under Part III of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.” 
This would be queried with Wealden District Council. 
An enforcement matter on Gillridge lane regarding erection of stables was 

brought to the meeting. The Assistant Clerk would report this. 

 

6 PLANNING APPLICATIONS 

 COMMENTS TO BE RETURNED TO WEALDEN DISTRICT COUNCIL  
 

6.1 WD/2020/2262/F SHERLOCKS FARM, MOTTS DOWN, GROOMBRIDGE, 
TN3 9PB Description: CONVERSION OF GRANARY TO TWO BEDROOM 
DWELLING WITH PARKING, LANDSCAPING AND ANCILLARY WORKS. 
(Expiry date for comments 30th December 2020) – Deferred from previous 
meeting. 

Items 6.1 and 6.2 were considered together. 
The Assistant Clerk read the following information submitted by Wealden District 
Council in relation to this application: 
 
“the case officer and advises: 
The submitted plans indicate that drainage would be achieved by connecting to the 
existing system serving the main house, via the track running from the farm yard 
entrance gates down to the house. 
The Granary is considered to be curtilage listed and a heritage asset; the submission 
of an application for both planning permission and listed building consent supports 
this, along with a detailed Heritage Statement.  The building itself is early 20th 
century, and has been extensively repaired externally, all in an appropriate manner.  
The application does not propose the loss of any notable internal features, as the 
building is fairly plain and functional.  Externally, the building would remain very 
much the same, and would still read as part of an active farm yard; to this end, 
careful consideration would be needed in respect of boundary treatments and 
restriction of permitted development rights regarding residential paraphernalia.” 
Wealden District Council were thanked for the update.” 
 
Concerns that this application would set a precedent, increase traffic, and erode the 
quality of life of residents was raised. It was further noted that there is a sense 
among residents of the local area, its history and the community values being lost 
and slowly eroded with applications of this nature in this area. 
However it was agreed by majority in light of Wealden District Council’s statement to 
support this application. 
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Withyham Parish Council Supports this application 
 
6.2 WD/2020/2263/LB SHERLOCKS FARM, MOTTS DOWN, GROOMBRIDGE, 

TN3 9PB Description: CONVERSION OF GRANARY TO TWO BEDROOM 
DWELLING WITH PARKING, LANDSCAPING AND ANCILLARY WORKS 
(Expiry date for comments 30th December 2020) – Deferred from previous 
meeting. 

See 6.1 for comments 
Withyham Parish Council Supports this application 
 
6.3 WD/2020/2342/F WHISTLERS WOOD, BLACK HILL, CROWBOROUGH, 

TN6 1XE Description: EXTENSION TO EXISTING ANNEXE EXISTING 
ANNEXE TO PROVIDE GROUND FLOOR BEDROOM AND REPLACEMENT 
OF FLAT ROOF WITH PITCHED LEAN TO ROOF. (Expiry date for 
comments 31st December 2020) – Deferred from previous meeting. 

District Cllr Obbard advised that a site visit would be taking place the following day 
and an update would be provided by the case office. He agreed that the details 
provided in the application were poor however they did meet the minimum criteria. 
The committee agreed to delegate the decision on this application to be made by the 
Chair and Assistant Clerk following the case officers report. This decision would be 
reported to the next meeting. 
 
6.4 WD/2020/2437/F WINDLESHAW HOUSE, BEECH GREEN LANE, 

WITHYHAM, TN7 4DB Description: DEMOLITION OF EXISTING CHIMNEY. 
SINGLE STOREY SIDE AND REAR EXTENSIONS (Expiry date for 
comments 11th January 2021 extended to the 12th for Withyham Parish 
Council) 

It was questioned why such a significant historic building was not listed. The 
committee understood that this was in progress and agreed its support to this. It 
was further raised if a building preservation order could be considered.  
It was felt that this application was out of character and would disfigure a 
historically important building from the Arts and Crafts movement. The building is 
very symmetrical, and this application would alter this. 
The committee noted that importance of the effects on the neighbour’s life and 
also felt it vitally important to preserve a Historical asset of the community. 
Further comments were raised that the photographs in the application were very 
misleading in how the application will be set against the property. Responses 
from local residents to the application both to Withyham Parish Council and 
Wealden District Council were noted and the committee agreed that they raised 
excellent point and supported the view that this building is of importance to the 
community. The committee would like to see the outcome of the listing prior to 
any decision. 
Withyham Parish Council objects to this application  
 

6.5 WD/2020/2460/F LAND TO REAR OF BADGERS RUN, WITHYHAM ROAD, 
GROOMBRIDGE, TN3 9QT Description: 4 NO. DWELLINGS: 2 NO. PAIRS 
OF THREE-BEDROOM SEMIDETACHED HOUSES. ASSOCIATED 
PARKING AND LANDSCAPING. (Expiry date for comments 25th January 
2021) 

This application sits outside of the development boundary in both the 1998 local 
plan and the local plan being drafted by Wealden District Council. Its sits within 
the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and the 7km Zone of Influence protected 
by the Habitat regulations. The building would change the visual character of the 
road and lose the country feel. The driveway is already shared and this 
application would lead to many more cars accessing a very busy and dangerous  
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road, the photos provided do not show accurately the danger of the junction with 
the road. There would be an increase in the use of services and utilities in an 
already overstretched village. It was agreed that a Highways report should be 
required for this location and none was present. The ecology report showed 
nesting birds, bats and foxes which should all be taken into account. 
The history of the site was noted as being absent from the Wealden District 
Council website information on this application. A previous application having 
been refused, and refused at appeal due to sight lines, which would still apply in 
this case. 
It was also noted that the materials would not be in keeping.  
The comments made by the resident in attendance were supported 
Withyham Parish Council strongly opposes this application. 
It was raised that the tone of the application could be interpreted as intimidating 
Wealden District Council with the perceived threat of an appeal. It was noted that 
Wealden District Council have a duty to make decisions based on planning 
criteria and not financial consequences. The committee was confident that 
Wealden District Council would act appropriately to such an application. 

Withyham Parish Council objects to this application  
 

7.  APPLICATIONS RECEIVED AFTER AGENDA - None 
002005 RESOLVED that the observations on the planning issues detailed in these 

minutes be submitted to the Planning Authority. 

 
8. PLANNING DECISIONS  
 APPROVED  

 WD/2020/0708/FR RETROSPECTIVE DRIVEWAY AND HARD STANDING 
AND TO MOVE OIL TANK AS PREVIOUS TANK WAS DANGEROUS OAST 
HOUSE, SALEHURST, BLACKHAM, TN3 9UB – the Assistant Clerk was 
asked to send comments made by the office on this decision to the Chair. 

 
9. MATTERS OF URGENT IMPORTANCE FOR NOTING OR INCLUSION ON 

A FUTURE AGENDA - None 
 

10. DATE OF MEETING - noted that the date of the next meeting is on Monday 
25th January 2021 at 7.00pm to be held virtually unless otherwise notified by 
the agenda. 

 
Meeting closed at 7.44pm 


