


a  nes ng   loca on);  h)  recent  events  would  suggest  that  a  caveat  in  a  transfer  deed  to  preclude  further
development of the site in the future is not an adequate method of preven ng further development of a site. 
The Commi ee resolved to:
1) Seek professional help with preparing a detailed and far-reaching objec on to the development of this site;
and
2) Object in very strong term to development of this site.

d) APPLICATION NO: - 22/00313/HPU – Permi ed Development
PROPOSAL: Prior no fica on for enlargement of a dwelling house by construc on of addi onal storeys. This is
not a planning applica on because it relates to development that is permi ed by Government Regula on. It will
not therefore be reported to the Planning Commi ee but considered by officers under delegated powers. Only
objec ons from adjoining neighbours can be considered and specific Statutory Consultees where relevant. This is
the height of the proposed addi onal storey(s) :- 2.56m. LOCATION: ‘Grasmere’, 68 Hookhams Lane, Renhold,
MK41 0JX.
RPC had been advised by the BBC Officer that comments from the Parish Council would be received and noted.
Planning Commi ee members visited this site but in spite of verbal statements that persons would be working at
the site, it appeared that no-one was present.  Councillors could not view the rear of the property.  Commi ee
members spent some me discussing the proposal and its poten ally devasta ng effects on the street scene, the
loss of yet another bungalow, the inadequate drawings, the propriety of the development’s classifica on as a
‘Permi ed Development’ when it is known that a number of minor altera ons have been carried out over several
years thus contradic ng one of the important tenets of the acceptance of ‘Permi ed Development’.
At the formal Planning Commi ee Mee ng, the members acknowledged that they needed further professional
advice regarding these ma ers and thus request that the full  Council  urgently request the  services of  such
professional  advice.   On  the  basis  of  their  observa ons  on  site  and  other  comments  recorded  above,  the
Commi ee recommend that the Council object in the strongest possible terms to this applica on and implore
the Borough Planning Officer to reject it forthwith.

5) Close of Mee ng. Chair thanked the members and the Mee ng closed at about 7:55pm.


