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Minutes\Planning Applications Committee\8 February 2018

Minutes of a Meeting of the Planning 
Applications Committee held at 
Council Chamber, Surrey Heath 
House, Knoll Road, Camberley, GU15 
3HD on 8 February 2018 

+ Cllr Edward Hawkins (Chairman)
+ Cllr Nick Chambers (Vice Chairman) 

+
+
+
+
+
+
+

Cllr Mrs Vivienne Chapman
Cllr Colin Dougan
Cllr Surinder Gandhum
Cllr Jonathan Lytle
Cllr Katia Malcaus Cooper
Cllr David Mansfield
Cllr Max Nelson

+
+
+
-
+
+
+

Cllr Adrian Page
Cllr Robin Perry
Cllr Ian Sams
Cllr Conrad Sturt
Cllr Pat Tedder
Cllr Victoria Wheeler
Cllr Valerie White

+ Present
-  Apologies for absence presented

In Attendance:  Cllr Richard Brooks and Cllr Paul Deach
Officers: Duncan Carty, Michelle Fielder, Gareth John, Jenny Rickard, Eddie Scott, 
Paul Watts 

54/P Minutes of Previous Meeting

The minutes of the meeting held on 11 January 2018 were confirmed and signed 
by the Chairman. 

55/P Application Number 17/0871:  Princess Royal Barracks Deepcut, 
Brunswick Road, Deepcut, GU16 6RN

The Application was for the approval of reserved matters (layout, scale, 
appearance and landscaping) pertaining to phase 2B for the erection of 215 
dwellinghouses (of which 35% are to be affordable units) pursuant to permission 
reference 12/0546 (as amended) (hybrid permission for a major residential led 
development totalling 1,200 new dwellings) and consideration of details to comply 
with planning conditions 9 (affordable housing), 16 (ecological mitigation and 
management), 23 (vehicle parking and cycle access), 29 (trees), 35 (sustainable 
homes), 37 (refuse), and 57 (noise) in so far as they pertain to phase 
2B. (Amended and additional plans & information rec'd 04/01/2018, 11/01/2018 & 
18/01/2018). 

Members received the following updates on the application and noted an 
additional agenda supplement consisting of a letter from Odyssey planning 
consultancy. 

‘Amendments to report:

 Para 2.1 incorrectly refers to Cc – this should be ‘C2’ care home. 

Public Document PackPage 3

Agenda Item 6. 



Minutes\Planning Applications Committee\8 February 2018

 Table at 4.2 should now read no.76 2 bed units in total, of which 28 would 
be houses and 18 flats for the private sector and 8 houses and 22 flats as 
affordable housing.

 The reference at para 5.8 should refer to para 7.9.1 and not 9.9 
 Para 6.1 should advise that at the time of the agenda close down there 

were 4, and not 5, public representations received. 
 Para 7.4.14- amended levels plans have been provided which show the 

levels changes across the east parcel are in the region of 10m and the west 
parcel, in the region of 5m. 

Consultee comments received since committee report written (see section 
5.0 on pages 10 and 11):

County Highways Authority:

 Electric Vehicle Charging – guidance is changing [Officer comment: An 
informative is proposed to advise the applicant of this]

 Query when the links from Parcels 2a and 2b to the proposed Deepcut 
Bridge to Frimley Lock Cycle path will be constructed, the surfacing 
materials to be used and notes that ideally the route from plots M2-95 and 
M2-134 should be 3m wide [Officer comment: These are matters outside of 
the scope of this application ] 

 The paths within the central area including that running south from 
Brunswick Road must all be lit. All roads and paths within parcels 2a and 2b 
shall also be lit [Officer comment: The central area is outside the scope of 
this application, a condition is proposed to request details of lighting for 
roads and paths within the parcels]

 It is not acceptable to provide cycle parking within sheds in the rear gardens 
of properties. It is for this reason that the planning condition number 27 
states that “Such provision for flats and apartments may be communal 
whereas for single dwellings the cycle parking shall be integral to the main 
structure of each dwelling separately accessible from any garaging.” The 
submitted details are not therefore in compliance with planning condition 
number 27 (of 15/0546) [Officer Comment: Please see comments provided 
by the applicant’s transport advisors, attached to this update. In addition a 
condition is proposed below] 

 Pedestrian visibility splays have not been indicated on the drawings and 
therefore the submitted details are not in compliance with condition number 
24. [Officer comment: Please see comments provided by applicant’s 
transport advisors attached, this is a design code requirement]

 In accordance with the s106 Agreement, and despite the applicants 
intention not to offer any of the roads and paths for adoption as publicly 
maintained highway, all such roads and paths will be publically accessible 
by any member of the public (i.e. not just Parcel 2a and 2b residents) at all 
times [Officer comment: Noted.] 

Natural England: No objection.

Environmental Health Officer: No objection to revised details. 

Guildford Borough Council: No comment.
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Rushmoor Borough Council: No objection

West End Parish Council: No objection

Representations received since committee report written (see section 6.0 on 
page 11):

An additional 1 letter of support and 1 letter of objection have been received. The 
objection letter raises the following issue

 Scale of tree loss- 1029 or 95% of those originally surveyed [Officer 
comment: This is addressed in the committee report and the level of tree 
retention considered acceptable given all material considerations]

 Accuracy of submitted tree surveys and inaccuracies between them [Officer 
comment: The Arboricultural Officer advises ‘The first arboricultural survey 
by Amenity Tree Care was undertaken and reported in 2015, was 
preliminary in nature and followed their initial client brief: The inspection has 
been carried out from ground level only, using visual observation methods 
as this is a preliminary report as requested by the client, should a more 
detailed inspection be required then this will be highlighted in the 
recommendations. This was primarily a basic tree survey on behalf of 
Skanska. The detailed site inspection and report undertaken by Simon 
Jones Associates in mid 2017 for Cala Homes was an up to date survey 
and impact assessment to “assess the arboricultural implications of the 
reserved matters proposals on the trees that are to be retained, and to 
advise how retained trees should be protected from unacceptable harm 
during site preparation and construction works”. It is therefore the 
comprehensive latter report by SJA which is accepted as appropriate for the 
purpose of determination]

 The proposal does not comply with the SPD objective of limiting its impact 
on the Southern SANG and the Basingstoke Canal – the western end in 
particular does not appear adequate or the screening sufficient [Officer 
comment: The Basingstoke Canal is a designated Conservation Area, 
however the application sites are set in excess of 60m north of this and the 
Southern SANGS will provide a break in the built environment for which 
planning permission is sought. The DSE panel were not satisfied with the 
development originally proposed for this edge and considered it too formal 
and rigid with a lack of variation. The revised plans have, however, broken 
up this edge with greater spacing provided between dwellings being 
introduced. In addition, and in line with the advice of DSE, the siting of 
dwellings has been staggered and a more feathered edge results. In light of 
the amendments secured it is not considered the development proposed 
would harm the Basingstoke Canal Conservation Area (or otherwise conflict 
with Policy DM17 of the CSDMP2012) or undermine the objectives of the 
range of documents forming the development plan, the design codes 
seeking to safeguard the same; and would provide for an acceptable 
interface with the Southern SANGS]

ADDITIONAL / AMENDED CONDITIONS
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Condition 1 updated with the following plans / document references (officers seek 
members approval to continue discussions with the applicant to ensure that these 
are the most up to date revisions):

Layout Plan 1:500
Illustrative Roof Plan with landscape 1307 D 1100 F
Tenure Plan 1307 D 1210 B
Unit Mix Plan 1307 D 1200 C
Parking Strategy Plan - West 1307 D 1201 C
Parking Strategy Plan - East 1307 D 1202 B
Boundary Condition Strategy 1307 D 1203 C
Refuse Strategy Plan 1307 D 1204 D
Massing Plan 1307 D 1205 C
Movement and Circulation Plan 1307 D 1206 C
Site Layout Plan (red line) – West 1307 D 1300 N
Site Layout Plan (red line) - East 1307 D 1301 N

Apartment Block Plans 1:100
Apt Block E3 – Ground floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1400 E
Apt Block E3 – 1st floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1401 E
Apt Block E3 – Second floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1402 E
Apt Block E4 – Ground floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1406 D
Apt Block E4 – 1st floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1407 D
Apt Block E4 – Second floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1408 D
Apt Block E2 – Ground floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1409 E
Apt Block E2 – 1st floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1410 E
Apt Block E2 – Second floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1411 E
Apt Block E1 – Ground floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1412 D
Apt Block E1 – 1st floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1413 D
Apt Block E1 – Second floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1414 D
Apt Block W2 – Ground floor plan (PD) 1307 D 1415 D
Apt Block W2 – 1st floor plan (PD) 1307 D 1416 D
Apt Block W2 – Second floor plan (PD) 1307 D 1417 D
Apt Block W3 – Ground floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1418 D
Apt Block W3 – 1st floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1419 D
Apt Block W3 – Second floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1420 D
Apt Block W1 – Ground floor plan (PD) 1307 D 1421 D
Apt Block W1 – 1st floor plan (PD) 1307 D 1422 D
Apt Block W1 – Second floor plan (PD) 1307 D 1423 D
Apt Block E5&E6 – Ground floor plan 
(Aff)

1307 D 1424 D

Apt Block E5&E6 – 1st floor plan (Aff) 1307 D 1425 D
Apt Block E5&E6 – Second floor plan 1307 D 1426 D
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(Aff)
Apt Block W4 – Ground floor plan  (PD) 1307 D 1427 D
Apt Block W4 – 1st floor plan (PD) 1307 D 1428 D
Apt Block W4 – Second floor plan (PD) 1307 D 1429 D

House Layout Plans 1:50
House Type 2 (HT2) – Ground & 1st 
floor

1307 D 1500

House Type 3 (HT3) – Ground floor 1307 D 1501 A
House Type 3 (HT3) – 1st floor 1307 D 1502 A
House Type 9, 9a & 9b (HT3) – Ground 
floor

1307 D 1503 B

House Type 9, 9a & 9b  (HT3) – 1st floor 1307 D 1504 B
House Type 16 (HT16) – Ground floor 1307 D 1505
House Type 16 (HT16) – 1st floor 1307 D 1506
House Type 16a (HT16a) – Ground floor 1307 D 1507 A
House Type 16a (HT16a) – 1st floor 1307 D 1508 A
House Type 30 (HT30) – Ground floor 1307 D 1509
House Type 30 (HT30) – 1st floor 1307 D 1510 
House Type 34 (HT34) – Ground floor 1307 D 1517 A
House Type 34 (HT34) – 1st floor 1307 D 1518 A
House Type 35 & 35b (HT35&35b) – 
Ground floor

1307 D 1519 A

House Type 35 & 35b (HT35&35b) – 1st 
floor

1307 D 1520 A

House Type 35a (HT35a) – Ground floor 1307 D 1521 A
House Type 35a (HT35a) – 1st floor 1307 D 1522 A
House Type 44 (HT44) – Ground floor 1307 D 1523
House Type 44 (HT44) – 1st floor 1307 D 1524
House Type 44a (HT44a) – Ground floor 1307 D 1525 A
House Type 44a (HT44a) – 1st floor 1307 D 1526 A
House Type 44b (HT44b) – Ground floor 1307 D 1527
House Type 44b (HT44b) – 1st floor 1307 D 1528 
FOG Type FT1 (FT1) – Ground floor 1307 D 1529 A
FOG Type FT1 (FT1) – 1st floor 1307 D 1530 A
Affordable House Type 6 (AHT6) – 
Ground floor

1307 D 1550

Affordable House Type 6 (AHT6) – 1st 
floor

1307 D 1551

Affordable House Type 6 (AHT6) – Grd 
& 1st floor

1307 D 1552

Affordable House Type 18 & 18a 
(AHT18&18a) – Ground floor

1307 D 1553 A
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Affordable House Type 18 & 18a 
(AHT18&18a) – 1st floor

1307 D 1554 A

Affordable House Type 19 (AHT19) – 
Ground floor

1307 D 1555

Affordable House Type 19 (AHT19) – 1st 
floor

1307 D 1556

Affordable House Type 20 (AHT20) – 
Ground floor

1307 D 1557

Affordable House Type 20 (AHT20) – 1st 
floor

1307 D 1558

Affordable House Type 20a (AHT20a) – 
Ground floor

1307 D 1559

Affordable House Type 20a (AHT20a) – 
1st floor

1307 D 1560

Bin and Bike Store Layout Plans 1307 D 1561
House Type 45 (HT45) - Ground floor 1307 D 1565
House Type 45 (HT45) – 1st floor 1307 D 1566

3. Condition 3 to be deleted.

8. Prior to the occupation of any dwelling or residential unit hereby approved 
details of the registered provider of social housing (as defined by Section 80 of the 
Housing and Regeneration Act 2008) the intermediate and affordable rented 
housing is to be transferred to will be provided to and approved, in writing, by the 
Local Planning Authority. Moreover unless otherwise agreed in writing the 
affordable rented units shall only be used or occupied on affordable rented terms 
and shall be retained as such in perpetuity.     

The affordable housing to be delivered pursuant to this planning permission is set 
out on submitted plan drawing reference 1307-D-1210 Rev B. Delivery will be 
phased in accordance with the requirements of Schedule 3 of the s106 pursuant to 
the permission reference 12/0546 (as amended).  

9. To be deleted.

Condition 10: to be updated with the plan reference amended to reflect revision C 
as the most up to date plan.  

15. Deleted and to be replaced as an informative.

Additional Conditions: 

17.   Prior to the occupation of any dwellinghouse details of the cycle storage 
facilities to be provided to all dwellings not benefiting from an integral garage shall 
be provided to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The 
details to be provided will follow the principles outlined in the letter dated 29 
January 2018 submitted by Odyssey. 
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Reason: To ensure a satisfactory and sustainable form of development in 
accordance with Policy DM11 of the Core Strategy and Development Management 
Policies, the Deepcut SPD and the NPPF.

18.  Prior to the commencement of any development details of how all roads and 
paths within parcels 2a and 2b are to be lit shall be submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The approved details will be implemented 
in a phased manner to also be agreed in writing with Local Planning Authority and 
shall be retained in perpetuity. 

Reason: To ensure a satisfactory and sustainable form of development in 
accordance with Policy DM11 of the Core Strategy and Development Management 
Policies, the Deepcut SPD and the NPPF.

19.  Electrical charging points will be provided in accordance with para 6.27 on 
page 13 of the Travel Plan, prepared by Odyssey and dated September 2017, 
submitted with this application. 
 
Reason: To ensure a satisfactory and sustainable form of development in 
accordance with Policy DM11 of the Core Strategy and Development Management 
Policies, the Deepcut SPD and the NPPF.

20. The development hereby approved shall be implemented in accordance with 
the Arboricultural Implications Report by SJA December 2017.   No development 
shall take place until digital photographs have been provided by the retained 
consultant and forwarded to and approved in writing by the Council's Arboricultural 
Officer.  This should record that all aspects facilitation tree works and tree and 
ground protection measures have been implemented and maintained in 
accordance with the Tree Information Report.  The tree protection measures shall 
be retained until the completion of the all works hereby permitted.  

In addition the following shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the LPA 
prior to development commencing: 

• details of any ground protection measures to ensure the long term health of 
retained trees
• details of any trees suitable for the translocation, how these are to be 
moved and stored 
 
Reason: In the interests of visual amenities of the locality and to comply with 
Policy DM9 of the Surrey Heath Core Strategy and Development Management 
Policies 2012, the Deepcut SPD, the approved Design Codes and the NPPF.  

Officer response to applicant comments on suggested conditions

Condition 2 – can we add further material Cape Cod Traditional Beval Black to the 
list of the materials see the following link: 
http://www.vincenttimber.co.uk/products/capecod/index.html [Officer comment: 
Advised it is too late for this to be accommodated]
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Condition 3 –unnecessary and replicates condition on outline [Officer comment: 
Agreed to delete and reference as an additional informative]

Condition 6 – this does not need to be prior to commencement – suggest that this 
is a pre-occupation condition [Officer comment: No change agreed, officers 
consider management arrangements are key to the ongoing success of the 
scheme and recommend the condition remains]

Condition 8 – this does not need to be prior to commencement- suggest that this 
sis a preoccupation of affordable housing units condition [Officers suggest this is 
amended to prior to the occupation of any unit]

Amended text below:

Prior to the occupation of any dwelling or residential unit hereby approved details 
of the registered provider of social housing (as defined by Section 80 of the 
Housing and Regeneration Act 2008) the intermediate and affordable rented 
housing is to be transferred to will be provided to and approved, in writing, by the 
Local Planning Authority. Moreover unless otherwise agreed in writing the 
affordable rented units shall only be used or occupied on affordable rented terms 
and shall be retained as such in perpetuity.

The affordable housing o be delivered pursuant to this planning permission is set 
out on submitted plan drawing reference 1307-D-1210 Rev B. Delivery will be 
phased in accordance with the requirements of Schedule 3 of the s106 pursuant to 
the permission reference 12/0546 (as amended).

Condition 9 – this should not be pre-commencement- suggest pre-commencement 
of construction of 1st home. Also queras to which policies/ design code this refers 
to. We are unable to find any reference to requiring achievement of this level and 
therefore there does not appear to be any policy basis for imposing this condition. 
Furthermore, we are not aware of any consultation response that addressed our 
submissions on this matter and seeking to impose this now without reference to 
the scheme submitted does not appear to be counter intuitive. If we are to meet a 
secure by design standard, this should be subject of negotiation between us, the 
Council and the Police [Officer comment: For consistency sake it is recommended 
this be deleted and an informative added]

Condition 13- agreed regarding sustainability statement requirements, however, 
requirement for the code is set out in the outline consent and this duplicates it. In 
any case, if the Council wishes to have a new standard, this this should not be 
applied to this scheme as the new building control standards have the same 
requirements. This now does appear to be duplication of standards now applicable 
under building control and contrary to Government advice. See link-
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-
energy-efficency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficency-in-
buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes [officer note: no change to 
condition proposed- clarification on points raised sought] 
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Condition 15 – this condition is unnecessary and if, in fact, not a condition at all. 
Should be an informative. [Officer comment: Deleted and proposed as an 
informative]

Additional informatives

3. With regards to the electrical charging points detailed in condition 19, the 
applicant's attention is drawn to the changes regarding the required electricity 
charge as set out in the SCC Vehicular and Cycle Parking Guidance Jan 2018.  

4. In the event that drainage from this site is to discharge into the Basingstoke 
Canal then the applicant is reminded to check that all necessary agreements / 
consents, including any easements are in place with the land owner and drainage 
authority. 

5. The applicant is reminded of the need to implement this development in 
accordance with the time scales set out in condition 5 of permission 12/0546 (as 
amended).

6. The applicant is advised to seek a Secured by Design accreditation in addition 
to the requirements under Part Q of the Building Regulations.

7. Notwithstanding the detail shown on any submitted plan or document (whether 
listed as approved or not) the approval of this application does not override the 
requirements of condition 32 (hard and soft landscaping) imposed on permission 
12/0546 (as amended).  Compliance with the terms of that condition is required.

In addition, condition 10 as drafted needs to be updated with the plan reference 
amended to reflect revision C now being the most up to date plan.’

Councillor Edward Hawkins on behalf of the committee thanked Michelle Fielder 
for her hard work on the agenda item. 

Members sought reassurances regarding access to electricity in garages on the 
development. As a result the third informative was extended to include the 
following information. ‘The applicant is also requested to ensure that all garages 
are supplied with electricity and have at least one power socket installed’. 

The officer recommendation to approve the application was proposed by 
Councillor Edward Hawkins, seconded by Councillor Nick Chambers, and put to 
the vote and carried. 

RESOLVED that application be approved, subject to conditions, as 
amended, with the final wording and plans be delegated to the Head of 
Regulatory in consultation with the Chairman of the Planning 
Applications Committee. 

Note 1 
It was noted for the record that Councillor Edward Hawkins declared that he 
had attended a number of design review meetings on the development. 
Councillor Edward Hawkins also declared that he and all other members 
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had received the first phase brochure for the development from Cala 
Homes.

Note 2
In accordance with Part 4, Section D, paragraph 18 of the Constitution, the 
voting in relation to the application was as follows:

Voting in favour of the proposal to approve the application:

Councillors Nick Chambers, Mrs Vivienne Chapman, Colin Dougan, Edward 
Hawkins, Surinder Gandham, Jonathan Lytle, Katia Malcaus Cooper, David 
Mansfield, Max Nelson, Adrian Page, Robin Perry, Ian Sams, Pat Tedder, 
Victoria Wheeler, and Valerie White.

56/P Application Number 17/1046: 24, and the Land to the Rear of 24-30, Benner 
Lane, West End

This outline application was for the erection of a residential development of 41 
dwellings (comprising 4 x one bedroom, 9 x two bedroom, 13 x three bedroom and 
15 x four bedroom units), with garages, parking, open space and access, including 
a principal access from the adjoining development (agreed under SU/16/0323 and 
SU/17/0202 on land North of Beldam Bridge Road), following the demolition of 
existing bungalow and garage/workshop. (Additional/Amended Plans - Rec'd 
03/01/2018.) (Amended info rec'd 05/01/2018), (Amended plan rec'd 28/01/18), 
(Amended plans rec'd 31/01/18).  

Members were advised of the following updates:

‘Corrections:

In first sentence of Paragraph 1.1 replace “outline” with “full” application. 
There are 16 rather than 14 affordable dwellings.

Amended drawings received (see amendment to Condition 2 below). The drawing 
indicates sixteen affordable units and provides slight revisions to landscaping to 
the rear of plots 17-19 and surface treatment to eastern private drive. 

Two further objections raised to the proposal with no new objections made. 

The applicant has also requested tweaks to conditions 3 and 6 (as below):

AMENDED CONDITION 2:

The proposed development shall be built in accordance with the following 
approved plans: 6356-110, 6356-112A, 6356-113, 6356-114, 6356-115, 6356-117, 
6356-131 and 3245-106 received on 15 November 2018; and 6356-116A, 6356-
118A, 6356-130A, 6356-132, 6356-102DC received on 3 January 2018; and 6356-
101FF received on 28 January 2018; unless the prior written approval has been 
obtained from the Local Planning Authority.
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Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interest of proper planning and as 
advised in ID.17a of the Planning Practice Guidance.

AMENDED CONDITION 3:

No development shall take place until details and samples of the external 
materials to be used shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.   Once approved, the development shall be carried out using 
only the agreed materials unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of visual amenities of the area and to accord with Policy 
DM9 of the Surrey Heath Core Strategy and Development Management Policies 
2012.

AMENDED CONDITION 6:

The parking and garage spaces shown on the approved plans provided within 
the curtilage of each dwelling shall be made available for use prior to the first 
occupation of that respective dwelling and shall not thereafter be used for any 
purpose other than the parking of vehicles.  The visitor parking spaces shall be 
provided prior to the occupation of the first dwelling within the approved 
development and shall not thereafter be used for any purpose other than the 
parking of vehicles.

Reason: To ensure the provision of on-site parking accommodation and to accord 
with Policies CP11 and DM11 of the Surrey Heath Core Strategy and 
Development Management Policies 2012.’

Members expressed concern of the potential impact of construction site traffic 
accessing the location on congestion and safety on Benner Lane. Consequently 
the following informative was added to the application: ‘8. In relation to Condition 8 
above, the applicant is advised that no access for site traffic (during site clearance, 
demolition and construction) should be provided from Benner Lane’.

The committee raised concerns over estate management once the development 
was completed, including concerns over adoption of the highway and potential 
future problems for residents. Officers advised that this would be part of the selling 
process and deeds, is not a material planning consideration and is outside of the 
remit of the Planning Authority.

The recommendation to approve the application was proposed by Councillor 
Jonathan Lytle and seconded by Councillor Nick Chambers.

RESOLVED that application be approved subject to the conditions and 
a legal agreement, as amended.

Note 1 
As this application triggered the Council’s Public Speaking Scheme, Mr 
WEA Bain spoke as Chairman of the West Chobham Residents’ 
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Association in objection to the application. Agents Thomas Romble and 
Ryan Saul-Odyssey spoke in support. Mr WEA Bain as an individual also 
spoke in support of the application.

Note 2
In accordance with Part 4, Section D, paragraph 18 of the Constitution, the 
voting in relation to the application was as follows:

Voting in favour of the recommendation to approve the application:

Councillors Nick Chambers, Mrs Vivienne Chapman, Colin Dougan, 
Surdinder Gandhum, Edward Hawkins, Jonathan Lytle, Max Nelson, Robin 
Perry, and Ian Sams.

Voting against the recommendation to approve the application:

Councillors Katia Malcaus Cooper, David Mansfield, Adrian Page, Pat 
Tedder, Victoria Wheeler, and Valerie White. 

57/P Application Number 17/0880: 42, and Land to the Rear of 40-46, Kings 
Road, West End

The application discussed was for the approval of reserved matters (landscaping) 
pursuant to outline planning permission SU/17/0399 (relating to the erection of 2 x 
one bedroom flats, 4 x two bedroom houses and 17 x three bedroom houses with 
access from Kings Road, following the demolition of existing dwelling and 
associated buildings, (access, appearance, layout and scale to be determined). 
(Amended Plan - Rec'd 10/01/2018.) (Amended plan rec'd 08/02/2018).

Members were advised of the following updates:

‘An amended landscape drawing has been received which provides a range of 
tree species which is acceptable to the Council’s Arboricultural Officer. In 
particular, at the end of the western arm of the cul-de-sac, a Field Maple tree is 
proposed, between two Birch trees. 

Amended Condition 1:

The proposed development shall be built in accordance with the following 
approved plan:  1321/PLN/200 received on 27 September 2017; and SH21412-
11E received on 8 February 2018, unless the prior written approval has been 
obtained from the Local Planning Authority.
Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interest of proper planning and as 
advised in ID.17a of the Planning Practice Guidance.’

The recommendation to approve the application was proposed by Councillor Katia 
Malcaus Cooper and seconded by Councillor Adrian Page.

RESOLVED that application be approved, subject to conditions, as 
amended.
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Note 1
In accordance with Part 4, Section D, paragraph 18 of the constitution, the 
Voting in relation to the application was as follows:

Voting in favour of the recommendation to approve the application and 
amended application:

Councillors Nick Chambers, Colin Dougan, Surinder Gandhum, Edward 
Hawkins, Katia Malcaus Cooper, Jonathan Lyttle, David Mansfield, Max 
Nelson, Adrian Page, Robin Perry, Ian Sams, Conrad Sturt, Pat Tedder, 
Victoria Wheeler, and Valerie White.

58/P Application Number 17/0765: Former Cheswycks School, Guildford Road, 
Frimley Green

The application discussed was for Erection of 10 detached four bedroom dwellings 
with integral garages with landscaping and access following the demolition of 
existing buildings. (Amended plans rec'd 14/12/2017).

Members were advised of the following updates:

‘The County Highway Authority raises no objection to conditions. In relation to the 
issues raised by the Mytchett, Deepcut and Frimley Green Society (at Paragraph 
6.1 of the officer report), the CHA has indicated that is not considered reasonable 
for the applicant to provide a footpath that would be required to provide pedestrian 
access and there is no setting lighting on the part of Guildford Road where the site 
is located. 

One representation in support has been received indicating that with more housing 
needed, the reuse of this brownfield site is well matched with a different, but 
exciting, architecture. Footpath links should be perused, particularly to Deepcut 
Bridge Road where one is needed, and sight lines for the access would be needed 
on a fast bend in the road. 

The applicant has requested the time period to determine the application to be 
extended to 14 March 2018 (i.e completion of the legal agreement by 13 March 
2018). 

Additional conditions:

17. Prior to the first occupation of the development hereby approved on site details 
of cycle and refuse storage area(s) and access thereto are to be submitted to and 
approved by the Local Planning Authority. Once approved the details shall be 
implemented in accordance with the approved plans and thereafter retained.

Reason: To ensure visual and residential amenities; and highway safety are not 
prejudiced nor cause inconvenience to other highway users and to accord with 
Policies CP11, DM9 and DM11 of the Surrey Heath Core Strategy and 
Development Management Policies 2012. 

Page 15



Minutes\Planning Applications Committee\8 February 2018

18. Each dwelling of the development hereby approved shall not be occupied 
unless and until the respective dwelling is provided with a fast charge socket in 
accordance with a scheme to be submitted to and approved by the Local Planning 
Authority.

Reason: To ensure that the development should not prejudice highway safety, nor 
cause inconvenience to other highway users and accord with Policies CP11 and 
DM11 of the Surrey Heath Core Strategy and Development Management Policies 
2012 and the National Planning Policy Framework.

19. No development shall take place until details of external lighting are submitted 
to and approved by the Local Planning Authority. Once approved the lighting shall 
be constructed in accordance with the approved details and implemented prior to 
first occupation of the development and thereafter retained in perpetuity. The 
details shall include full details of the lighting supports, posts or columns, a plan 
showing the location of the lights and full technical specification. 

Reason: In the interests of visual amenities and nature conservation and to accord 
with Policies CP14 and DM9 of the Surrey Heath Core Strategy and Development 
Management Policies 2012 and the National Planning Policy Framework.

Additional informatives:

3. The applicant is advised that in relation to Condition 18 above, the current 
minimum requirement is 7 kw Mode 3 with Type 2 connector - 230 v AC single 
phase dedicated supply.  It would be the responsibility of the developer to ensure 
that the electricity supply is sufficient to meet future demands and that any power 
balancing technology is in place if required.

4. The permission hereby granted shall not be construed as authority to carry out 
works on the highway. The applicant is advised that a licence must be obtained 
from the Highway Authority before any works are carried out on any footway, 
footpath, carriageway, verge or other land forming part of the highway. 

5. The developer is reminded that it is an offence to allow materials to be carried 
from the site and deposited on or damage the highway from uncleaned wheels or 
badly loaded vehicles. The Highway Authority will seek, wherever possible, to 
recover any expenses incurred in clearing, cleaning or repairing highway surfaces 
and prosecutes persistent offenders. (Highways Act 1980 - Sections 131, 148, 
149).

Change to 2nd Recommendation:

Amend date to 13 March 2018’

The recommendation to approve the application was proposed by Councillor 
Robin Perry and seconded by Councillor Mrs Vivienne Chapman.

RESOLVED that application be approved, subject to a legal agreement 
and conditions, as amended.
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Note 1
In accordance with Part 4, Section D, paragraph 18 of the constitution, the 
Voting in relation to the application was as follows:

Voting in favour of the recommendation to approve the application and 
amended application:

Councillors Nick Chambers, Colin Dougan, Surinder Gandhum, Edward 
Hawkins, Katia Malcaus Cooper, Jonathan Lyttle, David Mansfield, Max 
Nelson, Adrian Page, Robin Perry, Ian Sams, Conrad Sturt, Pat Tedder, 
Victoria Wheeler, and Valerie White.

Chairman 
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Minutes of a Meeting of the External 
Partnerships Select Committee held at 
Surrey Heath House on 13 February 2018 

+ Cllr Robin Perry (Chairman)
+ Cllr Darryl Ratiram (Vice Chairman) 

+
+
+
+
+
+
+

Cllr Dan Adams
Cllr Ian Cullen
Cllr Paul Deach
Cllr Ruth Hutchinson
Cllr Rebecca Jennings-Evans
Cllr David Lewis
Cllr Oliver Lewis

-
+
+

+
+

Cllr Katia Malcaus Cooper
Cllr Max Nelson
Cllr Chris Pitt
Cllr Joanne Potter
Cllr Nic Price
Cllr Ian Sams

+  Present
-  Apologies for absence presented

In Attendance:  Steven Bailey, Blackwater Valley Countryside Trust
Jayne Boitoult, Community Development Officer
Daniel Harrison, Executive Head: Business
Cllr Edward Hawkins
Cllr Josephine Hawkins
Louise Livingston, Executive Head: Transformation
Fiona Shipp, Basingstoke Canal Authority
Ben Sword, Commercial and Community Development Manager

20/EP Minutes of the Previous Meeting

RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting of the External Partnerships Select 
Committee held on 21 November 2017 be approved as a correct record and 
signed by the Chairman.

21/EP Declarations of Interest

Councillor Deach declared an interest in respect of the fact that he was a member 
of the Basingstoke Canal Joint Management Committee.
Councillor David Lewis declared an interest in respect of the fact that he was a 
member of the Basingstoke Canal Joint Management Committee.
Councillor Pitt declared an interest in respect of the fact that he was a Life Member 
of the Basingstoke Canal Society.

22/EP Basingstoke Canal Authority

Fiona Shipp, Canal Manager, gave a presentation in respect of the work of the 
Basingstoke Canal Authority.

The Basingstoke Canal Authority had responsibility for maintaining and enhancing 
the 37 miles of Canal which ran from the River Wey Navigation at New Haw down 
towards Basingstoke. 32 of the Canal’s 37 miles were now navigable and the 
Canal had 29 locks, 1 dry-dock, 3 aqueducts and 2 tunnels. 
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It was outlined that the Canal Authority’s revenue funding had originally been 
subject to a Memorandum of Agreement with 6 district and borough authorities 
and 7 of Hampshire’s parish councils. 63% of the Authority’s income was provided 
by grants provided by town, parish, borough and county council’s bordering the 
canal. The remaining 37% was raised through income generation from a range of 
activities including campsite fees, angling licences and mooring fees.  It was 
believed that the funding contributions from statutory partners were calculated 
according to a formula set out in the Memorandum of Agreement and based on 
the length of the canal running through the partner’s area and the population living 
within a set distance of the canal.

The Authority was supported and enhanced by the Basingstoke Canal Society 
who took the lead on fundraising activities and proactively identified and 
approached grant funding schemes for support. The Society’s volunteers played a 
key role in enhancing visitor experiences through a range of activities including 
conservation work, running the visitor centre and organising and running regular 
boat trips for the public along the Canal including its immensely popular Children’s 
Father Christmas Cruises. The Society had also assumed responsibility for raising 
the canal’s profile across a number of social media platforms. Volunteers played a 
key role in carrying out boat audits along the length of the canal work that was 
instrumental in identifying boat owners who had been avoiding paying mooring 
fees.  Volunteers also regularly monitored specific parts of the canal reporting any 
problems or concerns directly to for resolution; an arrangement that meant the 
Canal Authority was able to utilise its limited resources as effectively and efficiently 
as possible.

It had been recognised that improvements to the campsite facilities would attract 
significant additional revenue and a planning application for a new ablutions block, 
electrical hook up facilities, camping pods and upgraded CCTV was being 
developed.

Arising from Members’ questions and comments the following points were noted:

 A copy of the Memorandum of Agreement and funding formula would be 
circulated to members and officer.

 Low level vandalism had been reported following the installation of the new 
moorings at the Centre and the Authority’s Equipment Barn had been 
broken into.  However these had been isolated incidents and additional 
security measures had been put in place.

 Individuals made more use of the kayak hire facility than groups who 
tended to use the facilities of the Basingstoke Canal Canoe Club, which 
operated from the same site, to achieve accredited qualifications.

 Section 106 money received from the Deepcut development had been 
allocated to pay for the resurfacing of the towpath through Deepcut.  If 
sufficient funding was available additional resurfacing works would be 
carried out between Deepcut and Frimley.

 The Committee was informed that the grant received from Surrey Heath 
Borough Council was £16282 less than that indicated on the Memorandum 
agreed by all participating Authorities, and it was requested that the Council 
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contribute as much as possible until the Canal Authority were able to 
become more self sufficient

 The Canal Authority shared the Ash Lock Depot with the Blackwater Valley 
Countryside Park.  There were also shared training opportunities and 
opportunities to work on linked projects.

 The Basingstoke Angling Association paid £10,000 a year for the fishing 
rights on the Canal and day permits were available from the Canal Centre.

The Committee thanked Fiona Shipp for her informative update.

23/EP Blackwater Valley Countryside Partnership

Steve Bailey, Manager, Blackwater Valley Countryside Partnership, gave a 
presentation in respect of the work of the Blackwater Valley Countryside 
Partnership. The Partnership had been set up in 1990 to co-ordinate the work 
required to maintain and enhance the environment in the Blackwater Valley.  The 
principle aims of Partnership were to:

 maintain the Valley as an open gap with enhanced landscape
 conserve wildlife
 improve the quality of the River Blackwater
 co-ordinate recreation and conservation initiatives across the area
 ensure access to and use of the Valley for sustainable transport

The work undertaken by the Partnership since its inception had had a significant 
impact on the flora and fauna of the area with increased fish stocks, the restoration 
of wetland areas and reed beds and the establishment of seven nature reserves 
along the length of the Blackwater Valley area.

The Partnership was supported by the twelve county, borough and town and 
parish councils whose boundaries encompassed the Blackwater River area with 
further funding for specific projects being received from other organisations 
including the Environment Agency.  The core partners funding contributions had 
originally been calculated using a formula that was based on the distance of bank 
that ran through each partner’s area.  The Memorandum of Agreement governing 
the Partnership, originally set up to run for ten years, had now lapsed.

The Partnership’s work was directed by a five year strategy and whilst work 
primarily focused on the land running alongside the Blackwater River the 
Partnership was increasingly being approached to help partners protect and 
enhance areas that were further away from the river.  670 hectares of land had 
been restored since the Partnership’s inception and a further 150 hectares had 
been restored in 2017/18.  Key projects during 2017/18 had included: the 
Wellesley Green Corridor SANG project in Rushmoor, tree protection work, 
restoration of Darby Green Pond, restoration of ponds at Mytchett, improvement 
works to protect the flood plain, resurfacing of paths, installation of benches and 
steps along the length of the Blackwater Valley, improvements to woodland and 
grasslands to improve the habitats available and the development of the 
Stumperies Project to provide new habitats for stag beetles.
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The Partnership was well supported by the Blackwater Valley Countryside Trust 
who had assumed responsibility for identifying alternative sources of grant funding 
and co-ordinating voluntary activities along the length of the partnership area. The 
Trust’s role was a growing one and over time they had become the public face of 
the Blackwater Valley Countryside Partnership organising walks, conservation 
activities and public talks as well as publicising the Partnership’s work on social 
media.  The Partnership worked closely with the Trust to ensure that work was 
carried out at the appropriate level.  

Arising from the Committee’s questions and comments the following points were 
noted:

 In addition to the nine regular volunteer groups who were attached to 
specific sites and the Tuesday and Thursday Groups there were 
opportunities for corporate groups to help with conservation work.

 The Partnership as working with Surrey Heath Borough Council’s 
Recreation and Business Services Manager to identify how the 
partnership might develop in Surrey Heath for example the local 
authority providing funding for a specific project.

 Where assets were present on a site, for example a car park, then the 
authority who owned the asset tended to retain ownership of the asset 
as well as any income that the asset might generate.

 Visits to schools to raise awareness of the Blackwater Valley 
Partnership’s work were supported by the Trust’s volunteers and the 
Wellesley SANG Project included funding for a project worker who 
would work with local schools.

The Committee thanked Steve Bailey for his informative update. 

24/EP External Partnerships Select Committee Work Programme

The Committee received and noted a report setting out its proposed work 
programme for 2018/19 municipal year.

25/EP Date of Next Meeting

It was noted the next meeting of the External Partnerships Select Committee was 
scheduled to take place on Tuesday 12 June 2018 at 7pm.

Chairman 
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