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Appendix 3 to the minutes of the Planning and Development Committee held on the 12" December
2018

KINVER PARISH COUNCIL
Jennifer S Cree %

Clerk to the Council S m
95 High Street,
Kinver

South Staffordshire N = @ kinverparish@btconnect.com
DY7 6HD Telephone: 01384-873878

Nnth January 2019

Andrew Johnson,

Director of Planning

South Staffordshire District Council
Council Offices

Codsall

Wolverhampton

WvV8 1PX

Dear Lucy

Land at the Burgesses, Kinver South Staffordshire
18/00322/FUL

Our Planning Committee of Kinver Parish Council, were very surprised that you recommended approval to this
controversial scheme in our village.

We wrote to you in June (received by you 07/06/2018) listing numerous what we considered were overwhelming reasons
why this development should be refused.

We wrote again after the plans were revised (received by you 30/7/2018). We noted that the balconies had been removed
but little else had changed and we recommended refusal.

Our concerns were ignored and not addressed; we wonder now why our Committee exists?

It seems from the outset that this application was a “done deal” — a phrase that cropped up time and again from many
parties.

The officer’s states in her report to members on the recommendation (P130), referring to NPPF, that the council cannot
demonstrate a five year supply of housing land supply. With the two big sites coming through in Kinver which include
significant levels of social housing, surely you can demonstrate a five year supply?

So we think that the supply element in the conclusion on page 132 is flawed. Clearly from the two substantial
observations we have made to you, we disagree with your other conclusions.

And it follows that the significant weighting that is referred to in the conclusion on Page 153 is also flawed.

The conservation consultation on P133 in rather tortuous English Heritage highlights concerns about the proposal. The
balconies went but the rest of the concerns remain as stated by the Conservation Officer on P141

On Page 135 County Highways bluntly said that the application should be refused. On P144 there is a dramatic change
but no hint of why. Could you tell us please what happened that caused this change?

The tree officer (P142) alludes that there is an assumption that the application will be approved and on P143 concludes
that the application has not demonstrated that trees should be removed in general and the Liquidambar (T1) in particular.
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In 5.5 11 (P149) you state that Historic England offered no objections; they actually said was that they did not wish to
offer any comments but went on to suggest that you seek the views of your specialist conservation and archaeological
advisors.

In addition to the above, we have some specific questions:

1. Has the bat survey been updated? (P133)

2. Did you follow the advice of Historic England? (P145)

3. Did you consider the neighbour objections? (P146)

4. Why did you not state in 5.5.1 and 2 what considerations you gave to these policies?

5. Could you explain why you wrote as you did in 5.5.4 (P148) bearing in mind what the conservation officer actually
said?

6. In5.5.6 you again set out a policy but fail to say how this development actually fits in with it. The scale of it, the
proximity to the road, and the proposed materials all fly in the face of it. Did you and do you still think that the
scheme does comply with this policy?

7. In5.5.10, and given the comments above, why did you not recommend refusal?

8. We comment on 5.5.11 above — did you seek advice from the County Archaeologist?

9. Has the applicant complied with conditions 3, 4, 5, 7, and 12?

10. Has the section 106 agreement been made?

11. Parking — one small “gain” that we thought that we had achieved is on the question of parking. Is it possible to

revert back to the larger number (217?) of spaces rather than have the (12?) spaces that the members agreed on
18t September?

We realise that it is likely that this development will go ahead and in most respects our questions are academic but we do
want answers to the above questions.

Yours faithfully

Jenny Cree
Clerk to the Council
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MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE OF KINVER
PARISH COUNCIL HELD ON 12™ DECEMBER 2018 AT 95 HIGH STREET, KINVER.

Present: Councillors: Mrs C Allen (Chairman), JK Hall (Vice Chairman) and N Other

1. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies were received from Clirs Miss V Webb, P Wooddisse and E Simons.

2. DECLARATIONS OF PECUNIARY INTEREST

None were declared

3. MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING

The minutes of the meeting held on 28" November were approved and signed as a true record of the
proceedings of that meeting.

4.  MATTERS ARISING FROM PREVIOUS MINUTES

Members agreed to add a further comment to the recommendation below:-

“18/00875/FUL Land and Stables at Wolverhampton Road, Prestwood
All Weather trotting track

Recommend Refusal on the grounds that this is an inappropriate development in the
Greenbelt and is contry to GB1 regulations.”

The access is in adequate and any further traffic accessing the site would be very dangerous,
no unlicensed events should be allowed on this site.

5.  PLANNING APPLICATIONS

18/00885/FUL Land and Stables at Wolverhampton Road, Prestwood
Hay Barn

18/00884/FUL Land and Stables at Wolverhampton Road, Prestwood
Canopy to the stables

18/00886/FUL Land and Stables at Wolverhampton Road, Prestwood
Horse exerciser

Recommend Refusal on the grounds that this is an inappropriate development in the
Greenbelt and is contry to GB1 regulations.

The access is in adequate and any further traffic accessing the site would be very dangerous,
no unlicensed events should be allowed on this site.

18/00876/agrres  Castle Farm, Greensforge Lane, Stourton
Proposing change of use for existing agricultural barn to 3 residential dwellings.
Barn has existing access, further access with come off this onto new
hardstanding providing driveways with enclosed gardens. There will be the
insertion of windows into the existing fagade.
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Recommend Refusal on the grounds that the site is in current use as a stable block and Hay
store, this development should not be allowed in the Greenbelt as the development is in a
very open part of the site and would be detrimental to the visual aspect of the Greenbelt.
There is also a lack of amenity space shown on the application for 3 dwellings.

18/00983/VAR Stag Meadow, Kinver
Variation of condition 4 of permission 15/01007/VAR to extend the temporary
siting of a storage container for a further 3 years

Recommend Approval subject to the applicant being asked to put forward permanent
proposals to replace the container.

6 PLANNING DECISIONS REACHED BY SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL

The Planning decisions are set out as appendix 1 to these minutes.

7 ENFORCEMENT MATTERS

The updated register is attached as appendix 2 to these minutes. This was noted. In addition it was
noted that The Crown at Iverley has been reported for having Marques and other items outside their
premises and also trees been felled at Pineways near New Wood / Ridge Hill — Steve Dores is
dealing with this matter.

8. LICENSING APPLICATION FOR LAWNSWOOD HOUSE

This was noted.

9. TO DISCUSS CONSULTATION ON ADDING THE PONY PADDOCK AT THE COMPA ON
TO THE COMMUNITY ASSET REGISTER

As there were there only 3 members present it was agreed to put this as an agenda item for the full
Parish Council meeting in January.

10. RESPONSE FROM MP RE PLANNING DECISION RE THE BURGESSES

Councillor P Wooddisse is preparing a response letter still, this should be completed shortly.

It was noted at the Planning meeting at Codsall that in December the section 106 agreement had to
be finalised. Members asked that the Clerk seek an update on this, members felt very strongly that
no development / demolition should take place on the site until this agreement is in place.

A draft letter has been prepared and is attached to these minutes as Appendix 3, it was agreed to
Recommend to the Parish Council that this letter is sent to all District Councillors, Planning Officers,
Legal Officers and the MP Gavin Williamson.

11. RESPONSE FROM SEVERN TRENT RE WATER WORKS PUMPING STATION AND
DEVELOPMENT OF FURTHER HOUSING IN THE VILLAGE

Nothing further has been received from South Staffs Water, but the initial complainant who lives in
the area, and is experiencing major problems with vibrations through their house. There is very little
the Parish Council can action on this, and as no response has been received from the letters sent,
members advised that they take this formally as a complaint to OFWAT.
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A letter has been sent to the complainant suggesting they contact OFWAT.

12.  ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDA

Closing date for items for the next agenda is 22" January 2019.

13. DATE OF NEXT MEETING

The date of the next meeting was noted as Wednesday 30t January 2019 at 7.00pm.

14.  RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE PARISH COUNCIL

The following recommendations were put to the Parish Council that

. the planning recommendations as set out in agenda item 5 are sent to the District Council.

. The letter re the Burgesses is sent to all District Councillors, Planning Officers, Legal Officers
and the MP Gavin Williamson.
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Appendix 1 to the minutes of the Planning and Development Committee held on the 12" December
2018

Application Number Description SSDC KPC
18/00835/FUL Land at the Mile Flat, Greensforge App. Rec App.
Demolition of existing buildings and rebuild

4 dwellings

18/00680/AGGRES Cobham Farm, Sugarloaf lane, Iverley

Agricultural buildings to be converted into
3 dwellings

Application withdrawn

\&%
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Appendix 2 to the minutes of the Planning and Development Committee held on the 12™ December

2018
Enforcement register - Live issues
MEETING | REF NO. PROPERTY DESCRIPTION ACTION
JUNE 18/00392/UN | LAND AT UNAUTHORISED
SIG PRESTWOOD DRIVE, | ADVERTISEMENT
PRESTWOOD
JULY 18/00585/TID | 8 FAIRFIELD DRIVE, UNTIDY LAND
Y-UP KINVER
JULY 18/00183/UN | HEATH BARN, ALLEGED MOTO
Ccou WHITTINGTON CROSS ACTIVITY
JULY 18/00236/FLY | GOTHERSLEY, FLY TIPPING
TIP CHECKHILL ROAD
JULY 1800401/ENQ | 12 HOLLY CLOSE, BUILDING OF
KINVER CARPORT
JULY 18/00446.UN | FIELD HOUSE, ALLEGED
COou NORTON ROAD, UNAUTHROISED
IVERLEY DEVELOPMENT AT
THE REAR OF THE
PROEPRTY
JULY 18/00448/TID | The Royal British Empty derelict building
YUP Legion, High Street, - unsafe roof
Kinver
JULY 18/00462/EN | Owl Roost, 4 Dunsley Issues relating to the
Q Hall Farm Barns, landscape border
Dunsley,
JULY 18/00470/BO | Rose Meadow Farm, Breach of conditions
C Prestwood 4,5,6,7 and 9
JULY 18/00472/EN | Street Record, Alleged intention to
Q Greensforge Lane, develop Owls Nest
Stourton Cottage on the
Southern
AUGUST | 18/00522/UN | Prestwood Drive Siting of a caravan
DEV being used for
residential
SEPTEMB | 18/00570/UN | Enville Road, Kinver Unathorised advert
ER SIG
SEPTEMB | 18/00580/ABV | Kidderminster Rd, Abandoned agricultural
ER Whittington trailer between Doctors
Lane, ashwood Lower
Lane
SEPTEMB | 18/00590/FLY | WOLVERHAMPTON FLYTIPPING ROOF
ER TIP RD, PRESTWOOD TILES
SEPTEMB | 18/00596/UN | 38 WHITE HILL BOUNDARY FENCE
ER DEV KINVER ISSUES
SEPTEMB | 18/00602/BO | THE GREY HOUSE, REMOVAL OF TREES
ER C DARK LANE, KINVER BREACH OF
PLANNING
SEPTEMB | 18/00603/UN | 17 HILLBORO RISE, ENCROACHEMENT
ER DEV KINVER ONTO COUNCIL

LAND
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OCTOBER | 18/00610/UN | SUGARLOAF, UNAUTHORISED
SIG IVERLEY SIGNAGE
OCTOBER | 18/00611/UN | POTTERS CROSS ALLEGED CREATION
DEV POST OFFICE, OF DECKING AND
SEATING AREA
OCTOBER | 18/00621/UN | HOLLOWAY HOUSE, ALLEGED SITING OF
DEV ASHWOOD A MOBILE HOME FOR
RESDINTIAL
OCTOBER | 18/00632/EN | LANWSNWOOD DOG FOULING BY
Q WOODS FORMER BIN SITE
OCTOBER | 18/00633/UN | QUARRY, BIKES USING
cou BRIDGNORTH ROAD QUARRY
OCTOBER | 18/00660/EN | DARK LANE, KINVER | ALLEGED BUILDING
Q OF A FUTHER
DWELLING
OCTOBER | 17/00542/UN | The Stables, Bridgnorth | Unauthorised drainage
DEV Rd and sewerage system
at development
NOVEMB | 18/00697/UN | Stourton Court Unauthorised window
ER DEV

12/12/2018





