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Minutes of the meeting of Caterham Valley Parish Council Planning Committee, 
 held in The History Room, Caterham Valley Library, Stafford Road, Caterham 

 on Wednesday 30th October at 7pm 
 

Cllr Nicole Morrigan – Chair 
Cllr Jenny Gaffney 

Cllr Cherie Callender 
Cllr. Peter Roberts 

Mr Peter Brent – Co-opted Member 
Mrs Annette Evans – Co-opted Member 

 
 

      Mrs M Gibbins 
Clerk to Caterham Valley Parish Council 

 

 
M I NU T E S 

 
1. Apologies for absence received and accepted from  

Cllrs Alun Jones and Ines Salman 
 

2. Declarations of Disclosable Pecuniary Interest: To receive any disclosure by members of personal 
pecuniary interests in matters on the agenda, the nature of any interests, and whether the member 
regards the interest to be prejudicial under the terms of the new Code of Conduct.  Anyone with a 
prejudicial interest must, unless an exception applies, or a dispensation has been issued, withdraw from 
the meeting. There was none declared 

 

3. Public session: There were two residents present in respect of planning application 
TA/2019/1737.  There resident was invited to speak and presented their concerns regarding 
the application.   The Chairman thanked the residents for attending and for their comments 
which would be considered in the committee’s deliberations. 

 
4. To consider and make comment on the following Planning Applications: 

4.1 TA/2019/1694 
Installation of window to side and door to rear 
6 Ashwick Close, Caterham CR3 6BY     Case Officer: Tracey Williams 
Comment: The Parish Councillors leave to TDC Officers 
 
4.2 TA/2019/1804 



Conversion of roof-space to habitable use to include a rear dormer, 1 x front rooflight and 
conversion of roof from hip to gable end (Application for a Certificate of Lawful Development 
for a Proposed Development) 
200 Stafford Road, Caterham CR3 6JF     Case Officer: Tracey Williams 
Comment: The Parish Councillors leave to TDC Officers 
 
4.3 TA/2019/1770 
Proposed small extension to the existing side entrance and gable end pitched roofs to existing 
rear and side dormer windows 
71 Tupwood Lane, Caterham CR3 6DD    Case Officer: Tracey Williams 
Comment: The Parish Councillors leave to TDC Officers 
 
4.4 TA/2019/1737 
Two storey side extension and single storey rear extension 
4 The Riddings, Caterham CR3 6DW     Case Officer: Hannah Middleton 

Comment: The Parish Councillors object to this application for the following reasons: 

• Concern about the size of the extension bearing in mind that there was another extension in 

2017 so a considerable expansion on the original property. TDC says that any previous 

extensions to the property will be included within the visual and mathematical calculations to 

determine the overall impact of the extensions as a whole. The rules say ‘No more than half the 

area of land around the "original house"* would be covered by additions or other buildings’. 

Does this go against the TDC guidelines for the size of an extension in relation to the size of the 

property when you add the two extensions together?  

• Is it against the Harestone Design Guide. The extension also brings the property very close to 

the boundary with number 5 so it could be in contravention of the following:  

• Design Principle L 2: Buildings must provide high levels of visual privacy in relation to the 

character of Harestone Valley and not unduly impact on the amenity of neighbours.  

• 4.6 Distance is one means of avoiding overlooking. However, the dwelling may also be designed 

to achieve privacy through other means, for instance by the location, type and orientation of 

windows and the overall orientation of buildings.  

• Design Principle L 4: Forms of development must respect their location, the size of the site and 

the character of the area.  

• 4.16 any proposal for detached houses should be located on appropriately sized plots. Detached 

houses that are perceived as terraced buildings, because they do not have appropriate gaps 

between them will not be acceptable. The appropriate width of the gap between buildings 

depends on the character of the area, size of houses proposed and need for space for planting.  

• 5.5 The form of a building can have a negative impact on the view, when it is too bulky. So can 

the location of a building in close relation to others. For example when houses are placed too 

close and in a too regular pattern. To avoid this proposals should: ·  

o Be informally arranged and should not be aligned in a row, either parallel or vertical to 

the contours;  

o · Buildings should have generous gaps between them that are sufficiently wide to allow 

for substantial hedge and tree planting.  

• This also could be contrary to Policy CSP 18 Character and Design which states ‘Development 

must also have regard to the topography of the site, important trees or groups of trees and 

other important features that need to be retained. Development must not significantly harm 

the amenities of the occupiers of neighbouring properties by reason of overlooking, 

overshadowing, visual intrusion, noise, traffic and any other adverse effect’. 

• Contravenes DP7 Design and Amenity of new development 



• The proposed side extension is out of keeping with the rest of the development, and due to its 

position is would be overly dominant and a visual intrusion. It is completely understandable 

why the neighbours at number 5 would object to the requested 2 storey side extension, which 

would be quite impactful on their view and current garden privacy. 

• The Riddings development as a whole is quite proportionate and well spaced. The enlargement 

of this particular house rather spoils the balance. 

Cllr Beverley will take it to committee if the officer is minded to approve.  

4.5 TA/2019/1639 
The part change of use of tack room, stables and equestrian office to a residential dwelling 
(Retrospective) 
Tower Farm, War Coppice Road, Caterham CR3 6AS  Case Officer: Alda Song 
Comment: The Parish Council objects to this application on the following basis: 

• The applicant started this development in June 2013 and completed it in June 2014. Prior to this he 

had applied for planning permission to station a mobile home on the property. If he applied for 

planning permission to station a mobile home on the property, he must surely have realised he would 

need permission for a change of use of tack room, stables and equestrian office to a residential 

dwelling. Had an application actually been submitted at the time the works were started, it is unlikely 

that permission would have been granted as the land is Green Belt and AGLV. This retrospective 

application is a cynical attempt to bypass the planning rules and process.  

• It is also interesting that there is a subsequent application TA/2019/1641 which is also retrospective 

and requests the change of use of a cow shed to residential dwelling.  

• The applicant says he is a single parent with three children but the children are obviously grown up 

as his grandchild is 6 years old. He says he has also moved his elderly parents onto the site which 

relates to the second retrospective application TA/2019/1641. It would appear that the mobile home 

is also still in use, housing his 19 year old daughter and her partner. Should permission be granted, 

this is then effectively 3 homes on farm land.  

• The applicant appears to have slowly moved his entire family onto the site, turning equestrian 

buildings into residential accommodation, without planning permission, to accommodate them. This 

is not acceptable on Green Belt / AGLV land and sets a dangerous precedent for other future 

applications.  

• The building appears to be part two-storey as there is a study on the first floor.  

• There are no details of the drainage to facilitate the new accommodation – the applicant says the 

existing built form being capable of being served by a soakaway, but no information is provided.  

• The applicant has altered the original buildings but not amended them to incorporate a 10% carbon 

reduction. We would have concerns that this would not happen if retrospective permission was 

granted.  

• It is a farm and yet no ecology survey was done because the applicant says ‘the building has been 

occupied for some years’ !  

• There is a long history of applications going back to 1987 for this site. There have been several 

refused Certificates of Lawfulness (should that be Certificates of Unlawfulness?). It appears that the 

site has multiple occupants in a variety of accommodations on the site, all of which are in the Green 

Belt. The Biodiversity Checklist is said to be ok and there is a condition imposed by Surrey 

regarding electricity supply.  

Caterham Valley Parish Council request this application be refused.  

 

 



5. Appeal 
TA/2019/910 
Part two storey, part rear extension, dormer to rear and porch to front. 
7 Loxford Way, Caterham CR3 6BX      
Comment: The Parish Councillors note the appeal 
 
The Chairman thank Cllr Roberts for his contribution to the Planning Committee and 
appreciates that, due to work commitments, he is no longer able to commit time to the 
Planning Committee. 
 
The meeting closed at 7:25pm 
 

                 ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Date of the next meeting of the Planning Committee:  will be held in the History Room, 
Caterham Valley Library, Stafford Road, Caterham, on Wednesday 20th November 2019 at 7pm 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

Copies of Parish Council minutes are held by the Clerk and are available on the  
Parish Council web-site: www.caterhamvalleypc.org.uk 

Mrs M Gibbins, Parish Clerk, Salmons, Salmons Lane, Whyteleafe, Surrey CR3 0HB Tel: 07510 226989 

http://www.caterhamvalleypc.org.uk/

