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Figure 9: illustrating the possible effects of temperature changes across sectors; using the latest UK Climate Projections by 2050 Kent and Medway are likely to see winter 
temperatures to be warmer by 2.0oC, summers by 2.8oC; winter rainfall is likely to increase by 14% and summer rainfall likely to decrease by 24%.
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8
Influence future sustainable growth for  

the county of Kent

8.1
Ensure that key environmental risks such as flooding, 

water scarcity and heat are informing policy 
decisions and development

8.2
Address the environmental challenges and 

ambitions identified in the Growth and Infrastructure 
Framework and core strategies, such as green 

infrastructure, renewable energy, water and flooding

8.3
Develop guidance and support to enable 

sustainable growth protecting  the county of Kent’s 
environmental and historic assets, and supporting 

healthy, prosperous communities 

9.1
Increase awareness of the impacts of severe weather 
and environmental change and empower businesses 

and communities to build resilience 

9.2
Ensure that public sector services have assessed 
key environment and severe weather risks and 

opportunities and are taking action accordingly

9.3
Improve water management and build flood 

resilience, maximising opportunities to deliver 
multiple benefits for our environment and residents 

into the future

9.4
Build resilience to the impacts of environmental 

change, disease and invasive species on plant and 
animal health

10.4
Widely promote the county of Kent as the place for 

low carbon and environmental businesses

10.1
Support business innovation, smart technologies 

and development of the circular economy to deliver 
economic growth

10.2
Maximise the opportunities for the rural sector

10.3
Support skills development to facilitate growth

9
Improve the county of Kent’s environmental, 

social and economic resilience to 
environmental change

10
Supporting growth in the rural  

economy and low carbon and  
environmental services sector

PRIORITIES

SUB-PRIORITIES

Theme 3  Toward a sustainable future

Supporting outcomes and indicators:
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CASE STUDY

Health and sustainability in planning decisions

As part of a Joint Strategic Needs Assessment (JSNA), the impacts to 
health and wellbeing across planning, housing, transport, air quality, 
climate, workplace and natural environment were considered.  It 
is a cross partnership assessment in Kent including: public health, 
Planning and Environment Division, NHS, Kent and Medway Air Quality 
Partnership, Local Nature Partnership and Kent Environment Strategy 
Executive Officers Group.

As part of that assessment a key recommendation was to integrate 
sustainability and health into the planning system with partners through 
an online toolkit.

An online resource has been developed to help planners make informed 
decisions in support of healthcare and sustainability, while working 
within the National Planning Policy Framework in a locally appropriate 
way. It also facilitates and supports joined up working between planning, 
health and sustainability officers across the county in order to deliver 
across multiple outcomes more efficiently. 

CASE STUDY

Master planning guide for sustainable drainage

New development has the potential to significantly impact its 
surrounding environment, given the changes which occur with increased 
impermeable surfaces, increased population and traffic management.  
More impermeable surfaces result in increased surface water flows from 
a development site. This may contribute to increased flood risk, reduced 
water quality and adverse impacts on the environment.

Authorities from across Kent and the Southeast have produced guidance 
which outlines the process for integrating sustainable drainage systems 
(SuDs) into the master planning of large and small developments.

Sustainable drainage which seeks to mimic natural processes through an 
integrated drainage network can be designed to mitigate some or all of 
these impacts.

EVIDENCE BASE
ACTIONS/ACTIVITIES

Evidence to action: Theme Three case studies
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CASE STUDY

Chalara Ash Dieback in Kent

Kent is among one of the first areas of England to be badly affected by 
Chalara Ash Dieback.  Ash is the most common tree in Kent and this 
significant disease has negative impacts on the unique landscape and 
habitats of the county.

In response to the threat to Kent from this disease, the Kent Downs Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty unit has worked closely with partners in the 
Arboriculture Association, Forestry Commission and Kent County Council 
to produce information offering practical advice on slowing its spread 
through the county. This has been distributed to local authorities, highway 
authorities, private tree and woodland owners, and contractors in Kent.

CASE STUDY

A growing low carbon sector and economy

The low carbon sector is the most rapidly growing sector nationally; it 
is estimated to contribute £1 billion to the Kent economy, employing 
directly or indirectly up to 55,000 people.  It includes businesses that 
either operate in a sustainable way or are delivering low carbon/green 
products or services.

Areas of particular growth have been highlighted for the housing 
retrofitting, low carbon new build, offshore wind, waste management 
and recycling sectors.  There are also many opportunities for services 
that operate with the natural environment and resources sector.

Kent County Council works through Low Carbon Kent to support the 
growth of this sector by providing help, guidance, referrals and grants. 
The work is in partnership with local councils, SMEs, Locate in Kent, 
BSK-CiC, universities and business support organisations. 

Through ERDF funding, the Low Carbon Kent partnership has been 
able to provide 86 grants totalling £1 million to businesses across 
a range of sectors including: construction, energy, retrofit and 
renewable energy.

EVIDENCE BASE
ACTIONS/ACTIVITIES



ENERGY
TARGETS
• We will reduce our emissions across the county by 34% by 2020 

from a 2012 baseline (2.6% per year)
• 10% of the energy generated in Kent will be from renewable sources 

by 2020 from a 2012 baseline

INDICATORS
• Electricity generated through renewable sources
• GHG emissions reporting for the county and sectors

WATER
TARGETS
• We will reduce water use from 160 to 140 litres per person per day
• We will achieve Water Framework Directive ‘good’ status for surface 

waters by 2020
• Number of properties protected from new flooding schemes
• Reduce the number of properties at risk from flooding

INDICATORS
• Household water use
• River flows and ground water levels
• Water Framework Directive
• Bathing and shellfish water quality
• Number of properties at risk from flooding
• Number of people signed up to Floodline Direct

NATURAL AND HERITAGE ASSETS
TARGETS
• We will increase the overall extent of priority habitats by  

10,260 hectares by 2020
• 60% of local wildlife sites will be in positive management and 95% of 

SSSIs will be in favourable or recovering status by 2020
• Status of bird and butterfly species in Kent
• We will have completed a natural capital assessment for Kent by 2017
• Heritage assets at risk

INDICATORS
• Percentage wildlife sites in positive conservation management
• Increase in overall extent of priority habitats by 10,260ha
• Status of butterfly species in Kent
• Number of people volunteering in the natural and historic  

environment and hours spent
• Monitoring Engagement with the Natural Environment (MENE) – 

Natural England
• Overall visits to the Natural Environment
• Volume of visits to the natural environment by activity

SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT AND ACCESSIBILITY
TARGETS
• Annual train and bus usage data
• Annual survey and data collection on transport modes for schools 

and businesses
• Modal shift?

INDICATORS
• School survey data
• Business Surveys – Kent Connected 
• Train station footfall
• Traffic count
• Increase in bus usage
• Smarter challenge survey

RESILIENCE
TARGETS
• Number of communities with resilience plans in place, prioritising 

those at highest risk
• Public sector services will have reviewed climate risk assessments 

and have developed actions as appropriate by 2018 
• Emergency plans reviewed and guidance developed for key animal 

and plant health risks, e.g.,  Ash Dieback
• Number of SMEs who have undertaken a business resilience health 

check

INDICATORS
• Resilience plans in place
• Risk assessments completed
• Severe Weather Impacts Monitoring System reporting (SWIMS)

SKILLS
TARGETS
• We will work to increase the number of jobs in the Low Carbon and 

Environmental Goods and Services sector by 10% by 2020
• We will support 500 businesses to increase resilience and build 

innovation in LCEGS by 2020
• Skills development target?

INDICATORS
• How many people are employed in the LCEGS sector
• Increasing resilience of businesses

HEALTH AND WELLBEING
TARGETS
• Decrease the number of days of moderate or higher air pollution and 

the concentration of pollutants
• We will increase volunteering hours by 20% with 20% more 

residents taking part in organised activities by 2020
• We will work to increase use of outdoor space for health initiatives 

from 12%

INDICATORS
• Road, rail and transport noise exposure during daytime
• Utilisation of outdoor space for health reasons
• Fuel poverty – percentage number of households
• Social isolation
• Air pollution
• Public Health Outcomes

WASTE
TARGETS
• We will send no more than 5% waste to landfill by 2020
• We will reduce household waste by 10% by 2020

INDICATORS
• Household recycling
• Landfill reduction
• Municipal waste arising’s and treatment
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This leaflet is available in alternative formats and can be explained in a range of 
languages. Please contact alternativeformats@kent.gov.uk



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mr W Terry 
Wealden Property Management 
99 St John's Hill 
Sevenoaks 
TN13 3PE 

 Tel No: 01732 227369 
 Ask for: Mrs N M Clinch 
 Email: nicola.clinch@sevenoaks.gov.uk 
 My Ref: 310/01/077 
 Your Ref: WJT/IT 
 Date: 12 August 2015 

 
 
 
 
 
Dear Mr Terry 
 
Town and Country Planning Act, 1990 (as amended) 
97 St John’s Hil l ,  Sevenoaks 
 
Thank you for your letter dated 30th July, 2015, regarding the above.  I have inspected 
the property and I confirm that the Section 215 Notice has been complied with. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
NM Clinch (Mrs) 
Senior Investigation Officer 
 
Copy to 
Cllr Fleming, Cllr Raikes, Cllr Piper, Cllr Clack, Cllr Hunter, Cllr Thornton, Cllr Hogarth, 
Sevenoaks TC (by email) 
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Costs Decision 
Site visit made on 13 July 2015 

by Kenneth Stone  Bsc(Hons) DipTP MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government 

Decision date: 30 July 2015 

 

Costs application in relation to Appeal Ref: APP/G2245/W/15/3004059 
3 Holly Bush Lane, Sevenoaks, Kent TN13 3UJ 

 The application is made under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, sections 78, 

322 and Schedule 6, and the Local Government Act 1972, section 250(5). 

 The application is made by Mr v& Mrs Barry May for a partial award of costs against 

Sevenoaks District Council. 

 The appeal was against the refusal of planning permission for the demolition of existing 

garden building with the retention of its façade and construction of a new dwelling 

incorporating retained façade. 
 

 

Decision 

1. The application for an award of costs is refused. 

Reasons 

2. The Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) advises that costs may be awarded 

against a party who has behaved unreasonably and thereby caused the party 
applying for costs to incur unnecessary or wasted expense in the appeal 

process. 

3. The appellant has made an application for a partial award of costs related to 
the Council’s concerns over the effect of the development on the character and 

appearance of the area.  The appellant notes that the other matters that 
contributed to the refusal of permission, namely inappropriate backland 

development and harm to residential amenity, were subjective matters and 
were not the subject of this application.  It was further stated that as the 
reason for refusal related to the lack of an executed legal agreement had been 

withdrawn, following Government advice subsequent to the decision, this was 
also not part of the application. 

4. In essence the appellant is aggrieved that the Council did not follow the advice 
of its professional officers who had recommended the application for 

permission.  The scheme had been the subject of detailed pre-application 
discussions and was supported by the Council’s planning officer and the 
conservation officer.  The appellant had provided a heritage statement to 

support the appeal and contends that the Council had not provided any detailed 
substantive evidence to support the concerns expressed by Members, and 

thereby unreasonably arrived at a conclusion which was contrary to the advice 
of their professional advisors. 
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5. The Council in response note that Members are within there rights to issue a 

decision contrary to a recommendation.  It further advises that the Members 
considered the scheme in the context of its location within a conservation area, 

that a Members site visit was carried out on the morning before the committee 
and as such Members were fully aware of the context within which the 
proposals should be considered.  The Council note that the reason for refusal 

addressing the issue identifies the concerns of the Members, which were 
related to design, materials and built form being out of keeping with the 

surroundings. 

6. Councils are expected to produce evidence to substantiate their reasons for 
refusal with regard to the development plan and any other material 

considerations.  The reasons for refusal highlight relevant policies in the 
Sevenoaks District Council Core Strategy, Policy SP1, and the Sevenoaks 

District Council Allocations and Development Management Plan, Policies EN1 
and EN4.  These policies seek to ensure that development is of a high quality 
and reflects the locally distinctive character of an area and seek to ensure 

development preserves or enhances the character or appearance of 
conservation areas.  They are appropriate policies to the consideration of the 

character and appearance of the area. 

7. Whilst I accept the proposal had been the subject of pre-application discussion 
and was supported by the Council planning and conservation officers, I have 

found that the proposal would materially harm the character and appearance of 
the area for the reasons outlined in my decision letter.  I also recognise that 

the effect of a development on the character and appearance of an area is 
primarily a subjective matter.  That of course does not remove the necessity to 
clearly identify the aspects of the development that would cause harm and 

clearly demonstrate how they would affect the prevailing character and 
appearance of the area by reference to matters of fact.  Members visited the 

site and, with their local knowledge, were familiar with the prevailing character 
and appearance of the locality.  They identified that the design, materials and 
built form were out of keeping by virtue of their modern appearance, scale and 

design and in the appeal statement clearly expressed why they were concerned 
that these were out of keeping in the locality.  I agreed with much of their 

assessment in this regard.  I am therefore satisfied that the Council did provide 
evidence to substantiate the reason for refusal, as it related to the character 
and appearance of the area, and therefore did not act unreasonably.  

8. As I have concluded that the Council did not behave unreasonably in 
determining the application, as it related to the character and appearance of 

the area, the appellant’s costs for mounting the appeal, in relation to this 
matter, were not unnecessarily incurred. 

9. I therefore find that unreasonable behaviour resulting in unnecessary or 
wasted expense, as described in the Planning Practice Guidance, has not been 
demonstrated. 

Kenneth Stone 

INSPECTOR 
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Appeal Decision 
Site visit made on 13 July 2015 

by Kenneth Stone  Bsc(Hons) DipTP MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government 

Decision date: 30 July 2015 

 

Appeal Ref: APP/G2245/W/15/3004059 
3 Holly Bush Lane, Sevenoaks, Kent TN13 3UJ 

 The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 

against a refusal to grant planning permission. 

 The appeal is made by Mr & Mrs Barry May against the decision of Sevenoaks District 

Council. 

 The application Ref SE/14/00642/FUL, dated 27 February 2014, was refused by notice 

dated 9 September 2014. 

 The development proposed is the demolition of existing garden building with the 

retention of its existing façade and construction of a new dwelling incorporating retained 

façade. 
 

 

Decision 

1. The appeal is dismissed. 

Application for costs 

2. An application for costs was made by Mr & Mrs Barry May against Sevenoaks 
District Council. This application is the subject of a separate Decision. 

Procedural matters 

3. The Council refused the planning application for four reasons, the fourth of 

which related to the lack of an executed legal agreement to secure an 
affordable housing contribution.  Subsequent to the Council’s decision the 
Government issued a written ministerial statement, in November 2014, 

advising that such contributions should not be sought on developments of up to 
10 new dwellings.  Updates providing guidance were also made to the Planning 

Policy Guidance.  On this basis the Council has confirmed that it no longer 
seeks affordable housing provision in such cases and therefore no longer seeks 
to defend this reason for refusal. 

4. The Council adopted the Sevenoaks District Council Local Plan Allocations and 
Development Management Plan 2015 (ADMP), in February 2015.  This plan 

supersedes the Sevenoaks Saved Local Plan Policies (Saved Local Plan).  The 
ADMP is therefore now part of the development plan for the area and I give the 
policies contained in it full weight.  The policies in the Saved Local Plan are no 

longer relevant. 

5. I have considered the appeal on this basis. 
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Main Issues 

6. On the basis of the above the main issues in this appeal are the effect of the 
proposed development on: 

 the character and appearance of the surrounding area, including the Vine 
Conservation Area and the setting of 2 Park Lane, a grade II listed building; 
and 

 the living conditions of the occupants of 2 and 4 Park Lane, with particular 
reference to outlook. 

Reasons 

7. The appeal site fronts onto the west side of Holly Bush Lane, a narrow road 
enclosed by boundary walls and mature landscaping that provides an intimate 

and pedestrian scale.  The site accommodates the existing dwelling, a two 
storey cottage fronting Holy Bush Lane, and a reasonably large rear garden 

within which there is a two storey outbuilding located on the southern 
boundary.  The plot is relatively flat but sits within an area where there is a 
significant change of levels falling from the south towards the north. The site 

lies at the northern boundary of the Vine Conservation Area and the existing 
property is identified as a building that contributes to the character of the 

conservation area. 

8. The appeal proposal seeks to develop the rear garden of the property by the 
introduction of a new dwelling, designed to fit around the existing outbuilding, 

part of which would be retained. 

Character and appearance 

9. The Vine Conservation Area Appraisal and Management Plan (VCAAMP) notes 
that the conservation area can be considered in two separate areas, that 
related to the Cricket ground and surrounding roads and secondly the St 

Botolph’s Road and The Drive sub area.  The appeal site lies within the former 
sub area, that of the Cricket ground and the surrounding roads.  The VCAAMP 

describes notes that the houses around the ground are set well apart and the 
feeling of spaciousness is reinforced by the number of mature trees.  It goes on 
to describe the character of this area as providing the predominant impression 

of openness with interesting views across and beyond the cricket pitch, and 
that the generous spacing between the properties highlights their own 

individual characters framed by trees.  It is also noted that the area is 
dominated by fine views and topography and this is a crucial part of the 
character. I agree with that general assessment. 

10. The appellant has provided a heritage statement as part of the appeal papers, 
and whilst accepting that general description of the conservation area seeks to 

distinguish Holy Bush Lane from the Cricket ground and surrounding roads sub 
area.  It is suggested that it is tight knit housing, which in the consultant’s view 

is distinct from both of the main character areas identified in the VCAAMP.  I 
disagree; the northern boundary of the conservation area at this point is tightly 
drawn to include those properties that front Park Lane and a small section of 

Holly Bush Lane.  Those properties within this part of the conservation area are 
not tightly knit but well dispersed set in mature landscaped grounds and 

contribute to the open character of the surrounding area.  The properties 
fronting Park Lane and those on Holy Bush Lane close to the junction with Park 
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Lane frame the cricket ground and provide part of the backdrop providing those 

properties that are set well apart and which assist in reinforcing the impression 
of openness.  

11. The proposed development would produce a building which in my view would 
result in a significant foot print substantially greater than any of the other 
properties in the area.  The linear form of the building stretching deep into the 

site would conflict with the prevailing pattern of development in the area, which 
is predominantly frontage development.  The roads of Park Lane Vine Court 

Road, Avenue Road and Holly Bush Lane create a block with the properties 
fronting the road and having rear amenity spaces that combine to provide an 
open spacious landscaped area to the rear of the built development. The only 

exception to this being 2 and 4 Park Lane and 1 Holly Bush Lane which 
together form a small individual block that although set back from Park lane 

are set close to Holly Bush lane and do not disrupt that general pattern. 

12. The topography of the area is such that the land falls away significantly from 
Park Lane in the south towards Avenue Road to the north.  The scheme has 

sought to take advantages of the changes in level and is maintained, for the 
most part, as single storey, the upper floor element is the retained rear wall of 

the existing outbuilding.  Whilst generally single storey the height of the 
building is still in excess of 4m to accommodate the mono pitched roof.  The 
design also includes an element of the building which has a mono pitched roof 

section that rises rather than falls as the rest of the roof, and this rises to in 
the region of 5.5m.  The surrounding boundary fences are normal domestic 

fencing in the region of 2m.  the building will therefore be an evident and 
obvious intrusion in this otherwise sylvan and mature landscaped area. 

13. The general tree and landscape cover would afford some degree of screening 

for the development in the months when the trees are in leaf but in winter 
months there would be little protection and screening provided. 

14. The overtly modern approach adopted for the design and the use of modern 
materials including the metal standing seem roof, white render and large areas 
of glazing, would result in a strident built form that would be significantly at 

variance with the traditional materials and buildings that presently exist in the 
locality.  The light reflective colour palette used would also starkly contrast with 

the more neutral and natural colours of the surrounding landscape and garden 
areas. 

15. Whilst the site is somewhat discreetly located there is still some degree of 

visual permeability albeit that this is restricted from public views.  The site is 
however also overlooked from numerous surrounding properties such that 

there is a reasonable public interest which to seek to protect. 

16. I am therefore satisfied that the proposed development would harm the 

character and appearance of the area, including the Vine Conservation Area 
which would not therefore be preserved. 

17. The proposed building would be sited along the southern boundary of the 

appeal site and close to 2 Park Lane, a grade II listed building.  The existing 
two storey outbuilding abuts the boundary of the listed building and it is 

proposed to retain the rear façade. In this regard the element of the 
development closest to and having the greatest enclosure of the listed building 
is that element of the building which presently exists.  I am satisfied that the 
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proposed development would not affect the setting of the listed building given 

the existing relationships, and would thereby not affect its significance or 
understanding of it. 

18. The Vine Conservation Area has a common boundary with the Vine Court 
Conservation Area along the boundary fences of those properties that front 
Avenue Road.  The proposed development is out side that conservation area 

and is not of such a scale as to significantly affect the setting of that heritage 
asset. 

19. Overall in terms of the character and appearance of the area I conclude, for the 
reasons given above, that the proposal would result in material harm to the 
character of the area, including The Vine Conservation, which would not be 

preserved.  Consequently it would conflict with policy SP1 of the Sevenoaks 
District Council Core Strategy and policies EN1 and EN4 of the ADMP which 

together seek to ensure development is in-keeping with the distinctive local 
character is of high quality design, uses appropriate materials and preserves or 
enhances conservation areas. 

Living conditions 

20. The proposed development is set sufficiently distant from those properties 

fronting Avenue Road and Vine Court Road such that it would not affect the 
living conditions of the occupants of those properties.  The building is generally 
of single storey with the windows serving habitable rooms maintained towards 

the northern elevation and as such, given the separation distances to 
properties, I am satisfied that there is no significant issue concerning loss of 

privacy and overlooking. 

21. The proposed building however would be sited close to its southern boundary 
and run for a significant proportion of that boundary.  To the north whilst the 

properties are on higher ground the building will still project above the 
enclosing garden fences.   

22. Most notably affected by the development is 4 Park Lane.  The small amenity 
space that this property has to he rear of the property, already accommodates 
various outbuildings and is to a degree dominated by the existing rear façade 

of the existing two storey outbuilding in the appeal site.  The western side of 
the garden opens up and provides relief from the more built up and enclosing 

buildings to the east.  The falling garden heights and domestic garden fences 
provides a sense of openness beyond and views out of the amenity space.  The 
proposed building would project in excess of 1m above the height of the fence 

for a substantial length of this boundary.  It would also introduce a higher 
element that would be close to the boundary which rises a further 1m or so 

above that, albeit that this is in a mono pitch rising away from the boundary.  
To my mind this would result in an un-neighbourly form of development that 

would diminish the outlook for the occupants of 4 Park Lane and significantly 
reduce the reasonable enjoyment of their property. 

23. The outlook from 2 Park Lane is already significantly compromised by the 

existing rear façade of the existing two storey outbuilding and the enclosing 
boundary treatments, fencing and landscaping of the surrounding properties.  

The additional built from of the development would not significantly change the 
outlook or general context for the occupants of that property. 
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24. For the reasons given above I conclude that the proposed development would 

result in material harm to the living conditions of the occupants of 4 Park Lane.  
Consequently it would conflict with policy EN2 of the ADMP which seeks to 

ensure development safeguard the amenities of existing occupants of nearby 
properties. 

Overall conclusions 

25. I have concluded that the proposed development would result in harm to The 
Vine Conservation Area, a designated heritage asset.  I am however satisfied 

that this would amount to less than substantial harm in the context of the 
National Planning Policy Framework (the Framework).  Paragraph 134 of the 
Framework requires me to weigh this harm against the public benefits of the 

proposal.  However, there have been no significant public benefits identified 
that would outweigh the harm.  Whilst the harm is less than substantial in 

terms of the Framework this does not reduce the weight I give in the planning 
balance to that harm; I have given great weight to the asset’s conservation in 
line with paragraph 132 of the Framework. 

26. Added to the harm to the conservation area is the harm I have identified to the 
living conditions of the occupants of 4 Park Lane.  Overall therefore I am of the 

opinion the appeal should not succeed.  

27. For the reasons given above I conclude that the appeal should be dismissed. 

Kenneth Stone 

INSPECTOR 



Planning Applications to be Considered 
Planning Applications received to be considered on  17 August 2015

Plan Number

PAG/KCC/SE/0249/20 Miss Mary Green 27-08-2015 Cllr Arnold Resolution01604 621051
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

KCC Property & Infrastructure 
Support

House Name

Knole (east) Academy
Road

Seal Hollow Road Wildernesse
Locality

Town County Post Code

Section 73 application to vary six planning conditions from planning permission reference 

SE/14/13 (conditions 23, 27, 28, 29, 30 and 31) to enable the development to be built and 

completed in two phases.

03/08/15
Application date

1

Plan Number

SE/15/02044/FUL P Dadswell 26-08-2015 Cllr Parson Mr Thomas01892 852935
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Creasey Son & Wickenden
House Name

Hearts Of Oak House
Road

4 Pembroke Road Town
Locality

Town County Post Code

Remove all existing timber frame windows and replace with white aluminium double glazed 

units; remove rear doors and replace with white aluminium double glazed units; remove 

existing guttering, timber fascia and cladding and replace with PVC fascia and cladding, 

plastic guttering and downpipes.

07/08/15
Application date

2

Plan Number

SE/15/02101/FUL Mr M Holmes 24-08-2015 Cllr Busvine Mr Marsden02074098024
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Savills (UK) Ltd
House Name Road

98 High Street Town
Locality

Town County Post Code

Alterations to existing shopfronts.

SE/15/02101/FUL - Amended plan

Proposed addition of 5 air condenser units to rear elevation.

Amended proposal description:

Alterations to existing shopfronts and the installation of five external air conditioning 

condenser units to the rear of the building.

05/08/15
Application date

3

Plan Number

SE/15/02195/FUL Mr A Byrne 26-08-2015 Cllr Arnold Mrs Tasker01689 836334
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Kentmere Homes (Sevenoaks) 
Ltd

House Name

Brackens, Plot 1
Road

Blackhall Lane Wildernesse
Locality

Town County Post Code

07/08/15
Application date

4
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Planning Applications to be Considered 
Planning Applications received to be considered on  17 August 2015
Erection of one detached dwelling plus garaging and closure of existing access and 

creation of a new access.

Plan Number

SE/15/02207/FUL Mr A Byrne 26-08-2015 Cllr Arnold Mrs Tasker01689 836334
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Mr & Mrs Roberts
House Name

Brackens, Plot 2
Road

Blackhall Lane Wildernesse
Locality

Town County Post Code

Erection of one detached dwelling plus garaging: including the closure of the existing 

access and the creation of a new access.

07/08/15
Application date

5

Plan Number

SE/15/02215/FUL P Dadswell 01-09-2015 Cllr Schneider Mr Packer 01264 781838
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Mr A Pople
House Name

Sevenoaks School
Road

Solefields Road Kippington
Locality

Town County Post Code

Installation modular welfare building to provide facilities of WCs for girls, boys, staff & 

visitors, one disabled WC and kitchenette/store.

12/08/15
Application date

6

Plan Number

SE/15/02253/FUL J Russell 24-08-2015 Cllr Busvine Mrs Gregson0162229660
6

Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Mr P Beckingham
House Name

Ragstones
Road

1 The Vine Town
Locality

Town County Post Code

Demolition of existing building and erection of 6 new build apartments with undercroft 

parking and associated landscaping and visitor parking.

05/08/15
Application date

7

Plan Number

SE/15/02280/FUL M Besant 27-08-2015 Cllr Schneider Mr D Dennis 617033
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Mr S Moon
House Name Road

124 High Street Town
Locality

Town County Post Code

New signage above shopfront to replace existing signage. Shopfront to be replaced with 

window and door flat which will be perpendicular with the building and pavement unlike the 

proposed which is at an angle beneath the shopfront signage. (Sic).

07/08/15
Application date

8
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Planning Applications to be Considered 
Planning Applications received to be considered on  17 August 2015

Plan Number

SE/15/02281/LBCALT M Besant 27-08-2015 Cllr Schneider Mr D Dennis 617033
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Mr S Moon
House Name Road

124 High Street Town
Locality

Town County Post Code

New signage above shopfont to replace existing signage. Shopfront to be replaced with 

window and door flat which will be perpendicular with the building and pavement unlike the 

proposed which is at an angle beneath the shopfront signage. (Sic).

07/08/15
Application date

9

Plan Number

SE/15/02305/HOUSE M Besant 24-08-2015 Cllr Clayton Mr D Dennis 617033
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Mr J Ball
House Name Road

22B Dartford Road Eastern
Locality

Town County Post Code

Demolition of existing porch and shed. Erection of a two storey front extension and a single 

storey side extension. Removal of existing dormer and replace with new roof extension. 

Erection of a first floor extension. Alteration to fenestration.

04/08/15
Application date

10

Plan Number

SE/15/02316/HOUSE M Besant 24-08-2015 Cllr Canet Mr D Dennis 617033
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Mr A Kevan
House Name Road

4 Lake View Road Northern
Locality

Town County Post Code

Demolition of existing garage and shed. Erection of a single storey front and rear extension 

and a two storey side extension.

05/08/15
Application date

11

Plan Number

SE/15/02364/HOUSE P Dadswell 01-09-2015 Cllr Parson Mr C Liversidge 669131
Planning officer Town Councillor Agent

Applicant

Mr & Mrs Wright
House Name Road

6 Bourchier Close Town
Locality

Town County Post Code

Demolition of existing conservatory and erection of a single storey extension to the rear and 

a single storey extension to the front of the property. Alterations to fenestration.

12/08/15
Application date

12
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