
- 1 -

SUPPLEMENTARY REPORTS

AREA 2 PLANNING COMMITTEE DATED 08 July 2015

Stansted TM/14/03395/FL
Downs

Change of use of the Vigo Inn Public House to two dwellings with associated 
residential curtilages and construction of two buildings to create 2 self-catered 
holiday let units at The Vigo Inn Gravesend Road Wrotham Sevenoaks for Mr 
Andrew Forrest

No supplementary matters to report 
______________________________________________________________________

Addington TM/14/01688/FL
Downs & Mereworth

Change of use of land to depot for demolition company with associated demolition 
of existing industrial buildings and redevelop with new workshop and office 
buildings.  Installation of vehicle wash facility and associated hard surfacing and 
parking at Winsor Works London Road Addington West Malling for Downwell 
Demolition

Additional Information:  In respect to special procedures to be adopted for the largest 
vehicles when entering and leaving the site, the applicant has submitted a Risk 
Assessment Form outlining the procedures proposed.  This includes a banksman wearing 
a high visibility orange vest escorting the low loader along the access road and onto the 
main road.  The low loader will have its orange hazard lights flashing when entering and 
exiting the highway.  In winter, orange torches will also be used by the banksman to 
ensure traffic is aware of the plant/vehicle entering or exiting the highway.  Large vehicle 
traffic is to be limited to 5mph along the access road.

A construction plan for the resurfacing of the access road and site has also been 
submitted showing how Downwell is to manage the construction of the new surfacing to 
the different sections of the site. 

DPHEH:  KCC (Highways and Transportation) has reviewed the applicant’s procedures 
and practices as submitted, which includes the use of a Banksman to escort large vehicles 
into the site and out onto the road and is of the view that the aspects of the operations 
have been duly considered and the practices are considered to be satisfactory in highway 
safety terms. A condition is therefore proposed in this regard.

No proposal for gates has been submitted by the applicant, however, this detail can 
reasonably be required as part of a condition.  It is suggested that Condition 8 relating to 
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the improvements to the access road is reworded to include the details of any gates to be 
submitted for approval.    

In the event that Members were to resolve to grant planning permission, these details 
would need to be presented as part of the more detailed phasing of the scheme. 

The issue of noise bounce-back from the acoustic fence (to be imposed by condition) was 
raised by Members at the Members Site Inspection.  The Environmental Protection Team 
has reviewed this matter and has concluded that due to the locations and orientations of 
the proposed workshop building in respect to the acoustic fencing (which would run the 
length of the western boundary), in their opinion, noise bouncing back and forth is unlikely.  
Any sound coming from the proposed workshop would hit the acoustic fence at such an 
angle that it would not bounce back to the workshop but would be more likely to bounce 
from the acoustic fence up the access road towards the A20.

Since publication of the main report, alterations have also been made to the suggested 
Informative 2 to provide more clear direction to the applicant.  

AMENDED RECOMMENDATION

Amend Condition 8 and Additional Condition 22:

8. Notwithstanding the construction plan for resurfacing of the site received on 
08.07.2015, within 2 months of the date of this decision, details of works (including a 
time table and phasing) to enhance the access road from London Road and the 
surfacing of the site and details of any gates proposed, shall be submitted to the 
Local Planning Authority for approval.  The works shall include the provision of a 
durable hard surfacing to the site and access road and widening of the access road 
to a minimum width of 4.8m for its entire length.  The works shall be implemented in 
accordance with the approved details, timetable and phasing of the works, and shall 
be retained and maintained thereafter.

Reason:  To ensure the safe and free flow of traffic and to protect the aural 
environment of nearby dwellings.

22. The use hereby approved shall be carried out in strict accordance with the 
procedures and health and safety practices outlined in the Risk Assessment Form 
received 08.07.2015, unless any variation is approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. 

Reason:  In the interests of highway safety in the area.

Amend Informative 2:

2. The applicant should be aware that the disposal of waste material by incineration 
or use of bonfires on the site can lead to justified complaints from local residents 
and may result in the service of formal notice for Statutory Nuisance.  It would also 
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be contrary to Waste Management Legislation, as enforced by the Environment 
Agency.

_____________________________________________________________________

Platt TM/11/03020/OA
Borough Green & Long Mill

Proposed new industrial building, associated works plus highway amendments to 
the T Junction of the access road and A25 Maidstone Road. Landscaping details to 
be reserved at Phase 3 Platt Industrial Estate Maidstone Road Platt Sevenoaks for 
Prime Securities Limited

Additional Information: The applicants have confirmed their willingness to enter into a 
Unilateral Undertaking in relation to the implementation of the proposed highway 
improvement works.  A Solicitor has been appointed and is drafting an undertaking 
currently. Members are reminded that the UU is not a material consideration for the grant 
of outline planning permission in this case, because KCC considers that the proposed 
improvements are not necessary for the scheme to be acceptable in highway safety terms 
compared to the situation in existence.

Private Reps: Two additional letters have been received from properties on the A25.  Both 
reiterate the current problems experienced with HGV traffic and the impact this has on 
health, their families and the impact on their residential amenities.  They state that any 
increase in HGVs will only exaggerate these problems.

DPHEH: 

In this case, it is worth setting out some more detail regarding the sequence of events 
since the application was originally reported to the Planning Committee.  The application 
was deferred by the Planning Committee in order to require further clarification from the 
applicant on HGV swept paths and any impact on existing residents’ car parking, which 
was subsequently submitted.  KCC (H+T) then identified a concern in respect of 
pedestrian visibility as a result of the junction improvements proposed at that time. (The 
applicant’s Highway Consultant had assumed that KCC (H+T) would be able to cut a 
hedge that was, in fact, privately owned). In addition, further clarification on vehicle 
movement numbers was requested. 

The ongoing discussions and concerns raised at that time were subsequently highlighted 
by KCC to the Traffic Commissioner in response to an application for an extension of a 
HGV operator’s licence submitted at the same time to increase the number by 29 of HGVs 
using that junction with associated trailers.  The Traffic Commissioner later issued the 
licence extension despite KCC outlining their concerns 

During September/October 2014, negotiations were undertaken with the applicant in an 
attempt to overcome the concerns in respect of pedestrian visibility.  KCC (H+T) also 
clarified that the proposed junction works were not required in respect of the traffic 
generated from the proposed development given that (albeit desirable); they were judged 
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to be commensurate with the relatively minor increase in traffic movements arising from 
the development in question.  

In early 2015 TMBC was advised that No. 1 Whatcote Cottages had been purchased by 
the Applicant and they were thus able to legitimately remove the front section of the 
hedge. This overcame the KCC (H+T) concerns in respect of pedestrian visibility.

Since publication of my main report, further concerns have been expressed by local 
residents in relation to noise and pollution from traffic.  A noise assessment has been 
previously submitted in respect of noise from the additional traffic generated by the 
proposal.  The conclusions were that there would be an increase of 1.8db(A) on the 
current noise levels.  An increase of 3db(A) is the lowest change commonly held to be 
noticeable and with this in mind, I am confident that the change in noise arising from this 
increase would not be readily discernible and therefore would cause no unacceptable 
harm to residential amenity. 

Pollution levels are regularly monitored in this area but I would stress that the application 
would not cause any harm to air quality that would necessitate mitigation measures to be 
sought in this instance.  

It is clear that the issues surrounding this case are complex and have taken some time to 
resolve. Having negotiated with the applicant, I am now confident that the proposed 
development would not give rise to a highway safety impact that would justify the refusal of 
planning permission. It is clear that there is an historic problem with this junction and the 
applicant is recognising that in putting forward the suggested improvements to the junction 
but it is my view that the development in question would not exacerbate that to such an 
extent to withhold planning permission. 

RECOMMENDATION REMAINS UNCHANGED 
______________________________________________________________________

West Malling TM/15/00531/FL
West Malling & Leybourne

Use of land to provide station car parking and new access at Land West Of Station 
Road North West Malling Mr Guy Kemsley

APPLICATION FORMALLY WITHDRAWN BY APPLICANT 
______________________________________________________________________

Platt TM/15/00876/FL
Borough Green & Long Mill

Use of part of ground floor and whole of first floor of existing detached building as a 
living room, 2 bedrooms, bathroom and utility room as part of 2 Keepers Cottages 
Swanton Valley Lane Maidstone  for Mr Ian Williams

Additional Information: Members will be aware that the applicant has submitted a letter 
directly to the Area 2 Committee which reads as follows:
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“I was very disappointed to read the Officers’ report on my application. I had hoped that 
they would show more sympathy for my, and my family’s circumstances. I ask the 
Committee be more understanding in making their decision.

Whatever the outcome of the Committee meeting, I and my family will continue to live at 2 
Keepers Cottages because it is our family home and it is where my late wife and two grand 
children’s ashes are buried. 

If the Committee vote to support the Officers’ recommendation I will consider appealing. If 
an appeal is dismissed then I would of course comply with the Enforcement Notice and 
remove the beds and kitchen. But the Committee should be aware that the building in 
which my son and his family currently sleep will remain and the family will remain. Also, 
the vehicles giving rise to traffic and the paraphernalia of the family will remain. Little of the 
matters that your Officers are concerned about will change. 

Instead of living in the outbuilding we will all have to share the cottage and some of us 
sleep in a caravan, which will be less comfortable and will be far more noticeable in the 
Green Belt, but will meet the requirements of the Enforcement Notice. 

Refusal of the application follows no reasonable human logic and will achieve little for the 
Council other than a victory for meaningless legal point scoring. 

I have no wish to create a second dwelling, I only want to live peacefully with my family for 
the rest of my days. I am prepared to give the Council a legal agreement to ensure 2 
Keepers Cottage remains as one dwelling so I cannot see what harm I am causing. I ask 
the Committee not to be hidebound by policy but to show some discretion and humanity 
and allow us continue using the annexe.”

DPHEH: The points made by the applicant are understood and I do have much sympathy 
with the personal circumstances of the applicant. However, these circumstances are no 
sufficient to outweigh the identified harm in this case when having regard to the clear 
stance previously taken by the Planning Inspector which forms an important material 
planning consideration. 

RECOMMENDATION REMAINS UNCHANGED 
______________________________________________________________________

Wrotham 13/00344/WORKM
Wrotham, Ightham & Stansted

Site Of Court Lodge Cottage Old London Road Wrotham Sevenoaks 

No supplementary matters to report  
______________________________________________________________________

Trottiscliffe 15/00142/WORKM
Downs And Mereworth
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The Warrens Pilgrims Way Trottiscliffe West Malling

DPHEH: The applicant, via their planning agent, has made contact to advise they wish to 
make revisions to the building to improve its appearance and scale through the submission 
of a formal planning application. In light of this, the item is withdrawn from the Agenda to 
allow for further discussion and negotiation to take place.

WITHDRAWN FROM AGENDA

___________________________________________________________________

ENFORCEMENT ACTION IN CONNECTION WITH DEVELOPMENT AT LAND REAR 
OF 19 – 29 STATION ROAD, BOROUGH GREEN – UPDATE REPORT

DPHEH: Following a further inspection of the site this week, Members are advised that 
work to remove the unauthorised slab has commenced in accordance with the terms of the 
Enforcement Notice. 

FOR INFORMATION 

______________________________________________________________________


