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Helen Broughton Clerk to the Council
65 Court Road

Caterham Surrey CR3 5RH

Tel: 01883 708310
Email: clerk@caterhamhillparishcouncil.co.uk
Website: www.caterhamhillparishcouncil.co.uk


Minutes of a meeting of the Planning Committee held at the 
Caterham Ex Servicemen’s Club, 15 Townend, Caterham CR3 5UJ at 2.00pm on Thursday 25th January 2024
Present: Cllr Geoff Duck (Chair), Cllr G Dennis, Cllr M Grasso
In attendance: 2 members of the public and Mrs H Broughton (Clerk)

PL23/75
Apologies for absence

There were no apologies for absence.

PL23/76
Declarations of interest

There were no declarations of interest arising from the agenda.

PL23/77
Public Forum

Neighbours expressed their concerns regarding application 2023/1481 - 13 Matlock Road, primarily citing issues related to overshadowing and loss of light. The Chair thanked the residents for their attendance, noting that the committee would be reviewing this application at this meeting and would consider their comments.
PL23/78
Minutes

It was agreed that the minutes of the meeting held on 15th December 2023, be signed by the Chair as a true record. 

PL23/79
Planning decisions



Recent planning decisions were noted. 
PL23/80
Planning applications
Responses to the following planning applications were approved:
2023/1481: 13 Matlock Road – two storey rear extension with extended rear gable and Juliette balcony. 
Objection on the grounds of overshadowing and loss of light, overlooking from the Juliette balcony. 
It was agreed that:

i. Cllr Grasso draft a response on the grounds of overshadowing and loss of privacy for neighbours and issues with the Juliette balcony. The draft objection would be circulated prior to the Clerk submitting the objection. Appendix A. 
ii. to request that Cllr Botten refer the application to District Council Planning Committee, should the Officer be minded to grant the application. 

2021/2207/Cond1: 40a Westway - approval of details under Conditions 3 (Construction Management Plan) and 5 (cycle storage) of consent for additional studio flat at second floor level.

Objection: 

The Construction Management Plan is largely generic (e.g. the reference to Nicholas Way) and has not considered adequately two key health, safety and welfare issues:

Access - offloading of equipment and materials is stated to be from the front, on Westway. The yellow lines on that side (double outside this site) are there for a good reason. Westway is used by double decker buses and already operates as an intermittent one-way due to heavy traffic and parking for the shops opposite. Therefore, any vehicle parking outside the site during normal working hours will cause serious traffic congestion and obstruct the pavement. All deliveries and removal of waste will need to be from the rear and the logistics of operating that safely from the service yard need to be more clearly explained e.g. the size of vehicles, placing of skips etc.

Safety and welfare of existing occupants - that includes other commercial and residential users within the rear service yard. It also includes existing occupants of the building, particularly of Flat 40 B. This is adjacent to and beneath the proposed works but falls outside the application site. We presume that any issues such as flying freehold and party wall award are in place. Nevertheless, the CMP has no site-specific detail about how the health, safety and welfare of neighbouring residents will be safeguarded. Providing it now will reduce the likelihood of TDC Environmental Health needing to be called in during demolition and construction.
2023/420/NMA1: 69 Buxton Lane – non-material amendment – changes to materials for loft end gables. No comment
PL23/81
Coombe Dingle 2023/1324


Objection:
The amended drawings make only minor non-material changes to a scheme that the Parish Council regards as unsustainable overdevelopment of the plot in respect of:

· Contrary to NPPF, the absence of any submitted evidence that a sustainable drainage design would be capable of preventing off-site surface water flows during storms, within an area that is both vulnerable to flooding and contributes to that risk elsewhere.
· Lack of parking provision for staff, service vehicles and visitors, contrary to the adopted Tandridge Parking Standards SPD.

· Significant loss of trees, absorbent green space and biodiversity

The Parish Council therefore maintains its objection as submitted on 18th December 2023.
PL23/82
Engagement
Members considered issues of engagement with the District Council over various matters, in particular, 5 Queens Park Road. 

It was agreed that:

i. Cllr Duck continue discussions with the District Council Chief Planning Officer and invite her to a future Parish Council planning Committee meeting. 

ii. Cllr Dennis be tasked with preparing a statement outlining what transpired at 5 Queens Park Road. 
iii. District councillors be copied into correspondence.
iv. the Clerk track correspondence with Tandridge District Council on the planning spreadsheet. 
PL23/83
To note the date of the next meeting as Thursday 15th February 2024.
The meeting closed: 3.02pm

Appendix A 

2023/1481: 13 Matlock Road 
Objection
The application is for a two-storey rear extension with rear gable and Juliet balcony. Under application 2022/689 permission has been granted for a ground floor extension. Neighbours on both sides of this property (nos 11 and 15) have grave concerns over the implications for their ability to enjoy their properties in the manner they have done for some years.
The neighbours at no 11, who attended our planning committee meeting, are particularly vulnerable since the proximity to their home is very close to the applicant. But for both complainants, the main objection is the overshadowing of their properties by the bulk of the second-floor addition. The rear of all three properties face North so that when the extension is built, no 11, in particular, will be deprived of morning light to the rear of their house; number 15 will be deprived of light on the left of their property in the afternoon.
Also of concern is the fenestration of the extension. New Velux windows inserted into the roof may be high but still pose an issue of privacy. It is a simple matter to be elevated to allow viewing or filming from windows, especially today when almost everyone has a mobile phone with a camera. While there are already existing Velux windows, another simply adds to the intrusive feel of the building for neighbours. Frosted glass allows light but preserves privacy.
The drawings indicate a Juliet balcony with outward opening doors with furniture placed close to the opening. A Juliet balcony must have inward opening doors with railings running flush to the external walls. However, including the balcony in any form will severely overlook both of the neighbour’s rear gardens. The furniture layout clearly shows an upper living room, with seating allowing long periods to overlook the adjacent properties. Our concern is that this will adversely affect the neighbour’s amenity and privacy.
