
Planning and Payments        26th February 2018

Blackwater and Hawley Town Council 
Council Offices, Blackwater Centre, 12-14 London Road,  

Blackwater, Hampshire GU17 9AA 
Tel: (01276) 33050 

enquiries@blackwaterandhawleytowncouncil.gov.uk  
www.blackwaterandhawleytowncouncil.gov.uk 

Minutes of the Meeting of the Planning and Payments Committee 
At the Hawley Memorial Meeting Room, Hawley Green 
Monday 26th February 2018 at 7.18pm 

In Attendance Cllr Cook (vice-chair planning and payments), Cllr Harward, Cllr Blewett  
and Mrs Powell part time administration officer.

P&P4788 Apologies 
Cllrs Mogg, Collett and Hunt.

P&P4789 Councillors’ Declarations of Pecuniary Interests (DPI’s) and/or Councillors’ Dispensations 
There were no other declarations of pecuniary interests or dispensations requested.

P&P4790 Report of the Chair of the Planning and Payments Committee 
There were no further matters to report

P&P4791 Democratic Fifteen Minutes 
There were no members of the public in attendance.

P&P4792 Minutes 
After consideration, the minutes of the planning and payments meeting held on  
5th February 2018 were approved as a correct record and signed by the vice chair of 
planning and payments. 

P&P4793 Matters Arising 
There were no other matters arising.

P&P4794 Executive Officer’s Report 
There were no matters to report

P&P4795 Planning Matters  
A. Planning Matters 

Planning Applications received from Hart District Council below for comment. For 
further details click/visit http://publicaccess.hart.gov.uk/online-applications/. 
1. 18/00175/LDC. The Annexe, 57 Bloomsbury Way, Blackwater. Use of “The 

Annexe” as a separate dwellinghouse.  
No objection. 

2. 18/00122/HOU. 10 Springcross Avenue, Blackwater. Remove shed from garden 
and install 2 storey 3 bay timber building for use as shed/storage and upstairs 
as home office. 
No objection.

B. Planning Appeals.  
1. SUKN/17/01140/FUL. 39A Kingsway, Blackwater. Change of use from  

1 x three-bedroom dwelling to 3 x one-bedroom flats.  
The attached Appendix A was agreed for submission. 

C. Tree Preservation Orders 
    There were no tree preservation orders. 
D. Enforcement 
    The meeting was advised of recently opened planning enforcement notices. 
E. Other Planning Matters  

It was agreed that an item on road name suggestions for the Sun/Guillemont Park 
housing development be added to the next agenda

P&P4796 Accounts for Payment. 
After consideration the accounts were approved for payment.

The meeting ended at 7.32pm    

                                                                                ________________________

                                                                             Chair
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Planning Appeal Response - Appendix A 

SKN/17/01140/FUL 39A Kingsway, Blackwater

Blackwater and Hawley Town Council objects to the application to split this house into 
three flats. The cumulative impacts of this development would be severe and wholly 
unacceptable for the following reasons.

1. Overdevelopment 

This plot has already been sub-divided when permission was granted for a separate, 
single-storey, two bedroom bungalow. Permission was subsequently granted for 
extension of this two bedroom property to form a two-storey, two bedroom house 
(application reference 17/00234/HOU). It is important to note that these permissions 
are both for a two bedroom dwelling and not three bedrooms as referenced by the 
current application. This has important implications when considering the 
overdevelopment of this site and the inadequacy of parking provision.

Further sub-division of a two bedroom house to form three flats would be a net addition 
of two extra dwellings and this would constitute significant overdevelopment of the site. 
The site would become uncharacteristically cramped and out of keeping with the 
character of the overall area. The detrimental effects of this on the character of the 
area would be particularly harmful given its prominent position on the corner at the 
entrance to Myrtle Drive.

2. Inability to meet car-parking standards 

It is important to note that three, one bedroom dwellings would create an increased 
demand for parking spaces and, in accordance with the required standards, would 
require 3.3 parking spaces (and therefore 4 spaces) to be provided. This is compared to 
the 2.25 parking spaces (and therefore 3 spaces) required to be provided for the 
current two bedroom house for which permission has already been granted. 

Three parking spaces would not be sufficient for the additional parking demands that 
would be generated by three flats. The absence of any visitor parking spaces would 
result in more on-street parking in the area. This would exacerbate the already serious 
pressures on the availability of parking in this area. The area already suffers from a 
lack of available off-street parking with surplus cars parking on the highway and on 
verges in Kingsway, Myrtle Drive and surrounding roads. This situation has become 
even more severe in recent years as a result of trends in increasing car ownership and 
the addition of three extra dwellings at 18 Myrtle Drive (directly opposite this site). The 
roads in this area cannot safely accommodate further increases in on-street parking, 
particularly in close proximity to this junction.

3. Highway Safety

The new access point from the highway to the new parking bay would be dangerously 
close to the junction of Kingsway and Myrtle Drive. This would be hazardous for both 
road users and pedestrians.  

The fact that the access points for a nearby property (namely number 18 Myrtle Drive) 
are also close to this junction does not make the safety concerns presented by the 
current application any less serious. In fact, the cumulative effects of the added danger 
presented by the new access point would multiply the already serious safety concerns 
in this area.  

The plans of parking arrangements provided in the appeal documentation should be 
reviewed for accuracy. The width of the new access point indicated by these plans does 
not appear to be sufficient to allow a vehicle to manoeuvre safely in or out of the 
parking bay – this may mean that the access point would need to be wider and 
therefore, would be closer to the junction than indicated by these plans. These plans do 
not appear to reflect accurately the current arrangements for dropped kerbs in this area 
– importantly there is currently no dropped kerb on Kingsway serving the parking bay 
at the rear of 18 Myrtle Drive although one is shown on these plans. 
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3. Highway Safety (cont.)

The site is located at the junction of Kingsway and Myrtle Drive; both of these roads 
connect to and form a loop between Rosemary Lane (which is a busy distributor road). 
This means that Kingsway is frequently used as a ‘rat run’ by local traffic at peak times 
to bypass the heavy congestion and queuing on this section of Rosemary Lane. Myrtle 
Drive is also widely used by residents in neighbouring roads as a route to access 
Rosemary Lane. This situation, coupled with widespread on-street parking, already 
poses safety concerns. These safety concerns would be likely to be exacerbated by the 
increase in on-street parking generated by this development.

4. Loss of greenery and amenity space

The development would result in loss of greenery including part of grass verge in Myrtle 
Drive. This would have a detrimental impact on the character of the area and would be 
particularly harmful given the prominent position of the corner plot. 

The development would also cause loss of amenity space for residents of the flats since 
a large part of the garden would be lost to provide the proposed new parking bay. This 
loss of amenity space would have an unacceptably detrimental effect on the amenity of 
residents in these flats.

5. Flooding

The net addition of two extra dwellings on this site would put further pressure on the 
already strained local infrastructure including sewage and surface water drainage 
systems. Further loss of green space to provide the new parking bay may also 
contribute to surface water draining issues in this area. The potential detrimental 
impacts of the development on the infrastructure are of particular concern given the 
serious drainage and flooding issues in this area which have been well-documented.

6. S.P.A. contributions

We fully support the assertion that SPA contributions would be required for the 
development given that it would result in a net gain of two dwellings on this site.
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