CHUTE PARISH COUNCIL

MINUTES OF AN EXTRAORDINARY MEETING OF THE PARISH COUNCIL HELD AT THE VILLAGE HALL ON WEDNESDAY 29th MARCH  2006.

Present:
David Brown : Chair.



Simon Falla


Becki Withers :Vice Chair


Eddie Quirk








David Clark : Parish Clerk


In attendance : 1 Parishioner (Mr C Hamblin : applicant @ Item 4). 
ITEM 1 :   




APOLOGIES :  Cllr J Sykes (on holiday) and Cllr T Harker (work commitment).

ITEM 2 :  DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST :  There were none.
ITEM 3 :   APPROVAL OF  PREVIOUS MINUTES
3.1
Approval of the Minutes of the meeting on 16th March 06 was proposed by Cllr Withers, seconded by Cllr Quirk and agreed by all.
Adjournment :  The Chair sought and obtained agreement to adjourn the Meeting briefly to enable the Parishioner in attendance to speak with regard to the Planning Application at Item 4.  Mr Hamblin provided a brief summary of the background to the application and the Chair then re-convened the Meeting

ITEM 4 :    PLANNING APPLICATION K/53793/F 
4.1
The application was to retain the outdoor riding arena at Collis Farm. The Chair noted that, as per the course of action agreed at the Meeting on 16th March, Cllr Quirk had read the relevant papers on 17th March and had then made his views known to all Members. The Chair had put together a formal Council response and circulated this for final agreement.  He then read this response for formal acceptance- proposed by Cllr Quirk, seconded by Cllr Withers and agreed by all. (Clerk’s note :  see attachment for agreed  form of words)
ITEM 5 :   PLANNING APPLICATION K/53400/F
5.1
The application was to erect a dwelling and garage on Land opposite Jimila, Chute Cadley and was a re-submission with Amended Plans. The Clerk displayed the papers and noted that they had completed circulation prior to the Meeting.  The application was discussed at some length and it was noted that this amended version had responded well to previous criticism.   Members were conscious that any building on the plot concerned would have a significant impact on the immediate environment but felt it appropriate to record that development should not be resisted and the Amended Plans represented a major improvement.  
5.2
The consensus view was that the Council should not object to the application. However, there were four inadequacies in the detail of the plans which made it impracticable to guarantee aspects of the final outcome of the development..  It was therefore appropriate to draw the attention of the KDC Planning Officer to these details to ensure that they were not overlooked in the final processing of the Planning Application. This position was formally proposed by the Chair and agreed by all.  (Clerk’s note : see attachment for the agreed form of words  – setting out the four ‘inadequacies’)
ITEM 6 :  CLOSURE OF MEETING



6.1





































Next Meeting and Close  - The Chair noted that the next, the annual, Council meeting was scheduled for 11th May 2006 and, there being no further business, closed the meeting at 19.50.
ATTACHMENT TO THE MINUTES OF AN EXTRAORDINARY MEETING OF THE PARISH COUNCIL HELD AT THE VILLAGE HALL ON WEDNESDAY 29th MARCH  2006.

ITEM 4 :  Agreed form of words for response to Planning Application K/53793/F
On the assumption that this development does not contravene Planning Guidelines, or the requirements of the AONB, the Parish Council does not object to this application.

The Parish Council does however record that any further development on this highly visible site would be  inappropriate.

ITEM 5 :  Agreed form of words for response to Planning Application K/53400/F

The Parish Council does not object to this application.  However there are a number of areas of imprecision in the plans which it is recommended that Planning Staffs should clarify before granting planning permission:-

The dimensions of the plot are not apparent from the plans : this should be corrected to ensure that the scale of the property footprint is as represented.  This is important since it has already been accepted that he size of the proposed property is critical. 

The measurement from the front of the proposed dwelling to the front boundary of the plot is not specified in the plans. This is important since the placement of the proposed dwelling in relation to the lane is critical -  also given that there is minimal clearance between the front boundary and the edge of the metalled road.  

The measurement from the rear of the proposed dwelling to the rear boundary of the plot is not specified in the plans.  This is important since the placement of the proposed property as close to the rear boundary as practicable has already been accepted as critical to ensure that it does not project further forward from the adjacent listed building than is unavoidable.

There is a significant rise in the ground level towards the back of the plot. However there is no indication of the specific ground level of the proposed dwelling in relation to an external datum point – (the roadway?).   This is important since it has already been accepted that the ridge height of the proposed dwelling is critical.

The Parish Council would be grateful for sight of the final plans on which the application is resolved.
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Dated


