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Division:  Legal & Democratic Services 

Please ask for: Katharine Simpson 

Direct Tel: 01276 707157 

E-Mail: democratic.services@surreyheath.gov.uk 

 
 

Surrey Heath Borough Council 

Surrey Heath House 
Knoll Road 
Camberley 

Surrey GU15 3HD 
Telephone: (01276) 707100 
Facsimile: (01276) 707177 

DX: 32722 Camberley 
Web Site: www.surreyheath.gov.uk 

  

    
 
 
To: All Members of the PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE 
 
The following papers have been added to the agenda for the above meeting. 
 

These planning updates were not available when the reports in the main agenda were 
originally prepared and supplement the information contained in those reports. 

 
 

Yours sincerely 
 

Damian Roberts 
 

Chief Executive 
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29 June 2023 
  

Planning Applications Committee  
 

Update  
  

   
Item No.   Site address  Report Recommendation   
4 23/0074/FFU 

29, 30 and 30a Brackendale 
Close, Camberley, Surrey, GU15 
1HP 
 

REFUSE 

Additional Neighbour Representation: 
 
A further letter of representation (Attached as Appendix 1 to this update sheet) was 
received from The Brackendale Close Residents Association.  This letter was also 
sent directly to the members of the Planning Applications Committee.  The letter 
highlights support for the officer’s recommendations in relation to the refusal of the 
application and recommended reasons for refusal. However, this letter requests 
that the application is also refused on highways grounds in relation to the potential 
for overspill car parking from the proposed development. 
 
Officer comment: 
 
The current proposal was considered to be acceptable by Surrey County Council 
Highway Authority in relation to its impacts on the public highway network and the 
proposed car parking provision is in accordance with the County Highway 
Authority’s guidance on car parking provision.  The letter refers to the previous 
application ref: 21/1268 and that this was refused on highways grounds in relation 
to overspill car parking.  The current scheme is materially different in terms of the 
number of dwellings and therefore the potential levels of occupancy as well as the 
provision of car parking.  Whilst the ratio of car parking is similar due to the 
difference in the levels of occupancy this is a material change in terms of potential 
visitors.  Given the support of the County Highway Authority, in terms of its impacts 
on the public highway network and that the car parking provision is in accordance 
with guidance, it is considered that a reason for refusal in terms of overspill car 
parking would not be sustainable.   
 
In terms of the Brackendale Streetscene drawing, this is a cross sectional drawing 
which shows the change in land levels along Brackendale Close.  The presence of 
the trees shown in the drawing is considered to be indicative.  The site was visited 
by the case officer and the existing situation was taken into account in the 
consideration of the application.   
 
 
 
 
Item No.   App no. and site address  Report Recommendation   
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Agenda Annex



5 23/0217 – 5 Cedar Gardens, 
Chobham, GU24 8PG 

Grant, subject to conditions 

There is no update to the Committee Report, however, as background information a 
copy of the Inspector’s Decision for the allowed appeal on the outline application 
(02/1307) and the Committee Report, Committee Minutes and the Decision Notice 
for the Reserved Matters application (04/0775) are appended to this update sheet 
as Appendices 2 and 3 respectively. 
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THE  BRACKENDALE  CLOSE  RESIDENTS’  ASSOCIATION 
 

                             Brackendale Close, Camberley, Surrey, GU15 1HP                              

Residents Objections to Application No 23/0074/FFU for 25 flats  

Brackendale Close Residents Association represents 90% of Owners/Occupiers in Brackendale Close. 
31 individuals sent in objections in support of the Objections submitted by BCRA (“The BCRA 
Objection”) This note confirms our position having seen the report by the Case Officer (CO). 

We strongly support the recommendation of the Case Officer (“CO”) to reject this application. This 
application is very similar to one (21/1268/FFU) which was refused by SHBC a year ago and which is 
awaiting the outcome of an Appeal. The principal ground for rejecting the previous application (as 
restated in 3.3.1 of the CO’s report) were that: 

 It would be out of scale and character for this area - the ground proposed in the CO’s report 
 It would “introduce a flatted development that far exceeds the general built form of other 

neighbouring and nearby properties”; and 
 It has insufficient on site parking causing “parking overspill onto Brackendale Close”.  

The CO’s report only lists the first of these points as the grounds for refusal. We believe that the full 
ground for refusing 21/1268 should be applied to this case as well. Ahead of a decision on the 
Appeal there is no reason to vary the grounds on which the Committee refused the first Application 

The Applicants claim that 23/0074 is markedly different from 21/1268. It isn’t. The footprint of the 
scheme was reduced just so the entrance could be moved to Portsmouth Road. It would actually be 
more intrusive on Brackendale Close because it would be taller. The sketches submitted with the 
Application are completely misleading. The pictures below show what it would really be like:  

 The view from Brackendale Close overlaid on an actual picture. The artist’s impression” 
circulated to the Committee shows the building as being screened – but by four mature 
trees which were cut down before it was submitted. That is deliberate mis-representation 

 The plan of the two schemes is also shown overleaf with the small section which has been 
removed highlighted in pink – that is at the most distant point from Brackendale Close 

The BCRA Objection also showed that the new scheme would result in more overflow parking in 
Brackendale Close. The Officers did not want to include parking in the grounds for refusing 21/1268, 
but the Committee (rightly in our view) insisted. This scheme would probably result in 15-20 cars 
being routinely parked on Brackendale Close where currently there is no on-street parking. 

The Applicants argue that moving the entrance to Portsmouth Road means that it should be 
considered in relation to Portsmouth Road not Brackendale Close, and that it is more in keeping with 
other developments on Portsmouth Road. That is also not true. The reality (as shown in the BCRA 
Objection) is that this Application would be more than twice as big as any residential building along 
the Portsmouth Road from Frimley Park Hospital almost to the junction with the A30.  

We are not opposed to the redevelopment of these sites in itself. There have been other 
developments in the Close in recent years: “Rayfields” off Brackendale Close created 5 family homes 
with gardens where Nos 14 and 15 had been before. We believe that is the type of development 
which should take place here reducing plot size and increasing housing density without 
fundamentally changing the character of the area. Merging two plots to make a big block of flats is 
the wrong solution in the wrong place. 

We urge the Committee to refuse this application on the same grounds as were given for 21/1268. 

Steve Godber (Chair)  Neeraj Shah (Secretary)  Akhil Vyas (Mgt Cttee Member) 
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THE  BRACKENDALE  CLOSE  RESIDENTS’  ASSOCIATION 
 

                             Brackendale Close, Camberley, Surrey, GU15 1HP                              

Actual view of the proposed development from directly across Brackendale Close and as it is today 

  

The “Streetscene” submitted by the Applicants (trees cut down before submission marked in blue) 

 

View from 1st floor of neighbouring Flats at Number 28 after the development and as it is today  

  

Reduction in footprint shown in pink 
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