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HAWKHURST PARISH COUNCIL 
 

MINUTES 
 

Monday 10th June 2019 at The Copt Hall, Copthall Avenue commencing at 19:45 

 

Present: Cllr Escombe (Chair), Cllr Taylor-Smith (Vice-Chair), Cllr Appelby, Cllr 

Lusty, Cllr Cory, Cllr Pyne, Cllr Green, Cllr Hunt, Cllr Whittle, Cllr Jones, Cllr 

Fitzpatrick and Cllr Weeden. 

 

1. ADJOURNMENT FOR PUBLIC QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS: None 

KCC Cllr Holden was delayed in traffic and updated the Council on the Rye Rd 

closure. He apologized for the limited consultation with the Parish Council and local 

community, this will not happen again. 

To be fair to SGN they have listened and changed their work plan: shorter timescale, 

longer working hours and weekend working plus introduced a shorter diversion for 

light vehicles. 

Cllr Holden thanked the efforts of the Parish Chairman and the Clerk for their 

attendance at several meetings and vociferously voicing the concerns of local 

residents. 

(see item 5.1 below) 

 

TWBC Cllr Palmer gave her apologies. 

 

2. APOLOGIES AND REASON FOR ABSENCE: None  
 

3. DECLARATION OF INTERESTS: To receive notice of personal interests, whether of 
a prejudicial nature or otherwise, in respect of items on this agenda, in accordance 
with the Council’s Code of Conduct. 

Pecuniary interest 

Cllr Weeden planning applications 13, 16, 17 and 18 

 

Personal interests 

Cllr Taylor-Smith planning application 13 

Cllr Whittle planning application 9 and 14 

Cllr Fitzpatrick planning application 9 

Cllr Pyne planning application 16 
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4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  
4.1 Approval of minutes 

Minutes of the Parish Council AGM held on 13th May 2019 were approved unanimously 

Minutes of the Parish Council meeting held on 13th May 2019 were approved 

unanimously 

Minutes of the Parish Council meeting held on 30th May 2019 were approved 

unanimously 

4.2 To note 

The minutes of the Facilities and Services Committee meeting held on 28th May 2019 

were noted. 

5 MATTERS ARISING  

5.1  Update on Rye Rd Closure 

Cllr Escombe thanked TWBC Cllr Bland, neighbouring Parish Councils, and especially KCC 

Cllr Holden for the campaign on behalf of community groups for revising the Rye Road Gas 

Mains scheme. 

Firstly, the work needs to be done to replace a section of the gas main and repair another 

section. The main issue was the timing which would impact on the community and area 

economy, there appears to have been a lack of consultation with local groups, such as the 

Parish Council. 

Cllr Escombe updated the meeting on the following: 

 Work starts on Monday 17th June and concludes 23rd July – rather than the 11 weeks 

from 17th June as originally envisaged 

 The contractors have brought in extra equipment and extra working hours to speed up 

the work 

 The 18-mile diversion for HGV remains but a shorter diversion of 6 miles from 

Sandhurst has been introduced for light vehicles 

 Despite this it will be still be chaos 

Cllr Whittle asked about extra signage on A21 at Flimwell to keep HGV’s out of the village – 

this has been considered but no alternative A road 

Cllr Weeden asked about the hours – 8 – 5 week days and 8 – 1 Saturdays. (NOTE: it was 

confirmed on 11.6.2019 that the weekdays were 7am – 7pm) 

Cllr Jones thanked the Chairman for her hard work in getting concessions. 

Cllr Escombe asked for any further questions from residents or Cllrs to go to the Clerk – who 

will seek answers and update on the website www.hawkhurst-pc.gov.uk which has, maps, 

FAQ’s links, to business grants and much more. 

http://www.hawkhurst-pc.gov.uk/
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6. Planning 

6.1 Planning applications to be considered 

No Application 
No 

Proposal Location 

8 19/00783/Full Erection of Conservatory 1, East Heath Cottages, Stream 
Lane, Hawkhurst, Kent TN18 4RE 

Background: 
There is minimal information provided in the documentation. The materials for the 
conservatory are brick and UPVC, but no information is provided relating to the host house. 
Therefore, it is difficult to say whether the materials match existing in line with the NDP. The 
cottage already has a conservatory on the other end of the property (not shown on the 
planning documents). The proposed conservatory appears to use similar materials to the 
existing conservatory. Supported by a neighbour (not the attached house). Outside the LBD 
so H11 is relevant. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
The proposed conservatory seems quite large. Given that the cottage has already had a 
two-storey extension and a conservatory added, we feel that this further addition does not 
comply with H11, due to the volume of extension.  
 
Cllr Taylor-Smith asked about relaxation of planning rules around extensions. However, the 
extension exceeds this issue. 
 
Vote: In favour 0 Against 11 Abstain 1 (Cllr Green) 
 
We object to this application.  

9 19/00981/full Proposed extension (revised 
scheme compared to 
18/02517/FULL 

1, Highgate Hill, Hawkhurst, Kent 
TN18 4LB 

Background: 
This is a revision to an application for an extension that was approved in 2018. At that time, 
HPC objected to the application on the grounds that the proposed materials did not match 
the host house and, therefore, the application was not in line with the NDP. This revision 
adds 5m to the length of the original design. The materials have also been altered to use 
brick rather than render on the walls. This remains a single-storey extension. No comments 
from residents. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
Increasing the length of the extension does not appear likely to impact on neighbouring 
properties (the proposal appears to be of a similar length to the rear extension on the 
adjoining house). The use of brick for the walls means that this proposal aligns more closely 
with the NDP than the previous application. 
 
Vote: In favour 11 Against 0 Abstain 1 (Cllr Whittle) 
 
We support this application. 

10 19/01204/PNR Change of use of an agricultural 
building to a flexible commercial 
use 

The Barn, Great Pix Hall, High 
Street Hawkhurst, Kent 

Background: 
This proposal is for change of use from an agricultural barn to a commercial distribution and 
storage operation. There are six comments from residents - all against the application. If 
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this was agreed, separate planning permission would be needed for the necessary building 
work. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
There are numerous reasons why this is an inappropriate location for a commercial 
distribution and storage operation: it falls within the Iddenden Green conservation area; it is 
bounded by residential properties; it lies within the AONB in an area where it will impact on 
wildlife amongst others.  
 
However, we note that there are only four relevant factors in determining whether prior 
approval is necessary: transport & highways impacts; noise impacts; contamination; and 
flood risks. 
 
Given that the barn is “currently used for the occasional storage of hay and farm machinery 
for a neighbouring farmer when he does not have the required space” as stated in the 
recent application 18/00589 for conversion to residential use, it seems highly unlikely that 
the “proposed use of the building would not result in any material increase in traffic 
numbers in this instance” with “a modest number of daily trips” as stated in paragraph 6.9 of 
the planning statement. Currently, there is only occasional access to the barn as noted by 
residents.  
 
It is evident that there will be significantly more traffic than is currently the case if this 
change of use goes ahead. Consequently, there will be both transport & highways impacts 
and noise impacts. 
 
It is inconceivable that proposed change of use would not result in more noise both during 
construction and once in operation. The barn is situated in open countryside and noise from 
day-to-day operations on the site itself will, of course, impact on the neighbouring 
properties, as will the additional noise generated by the increased traffic using this track. 
The suggestion that using the building for commercial storage will generate less noise than 
“potentially available with its agricultural use” is misleading, given that the barn is currently 
only used occasionally. Furthermore, one expects agricultural noise when living in a rural 
area, which is not the same as the noise generated by a distribution operation.  
 
The access to The Barn is a track shared with three other properties (Great Pix Hall, which 
is listed, Old Batts Barn and Sawyers Oast) which joins Slip Mill Road at the junction with 
the A268. This is a dangerous junction and is wholly unsuitable as access for a commercial 
distribution and storage operation. As residents have commented there have been a 
number of accidents (including a fatality). Paragraphs 6.10 and 6.12 of the planning 
statement indicate that the access is safe and suitable - this is clearly not the case. 
 
Traffic within Hawkhurst is already a major issue with the crossroads already being over 
capacity, with further development planned. An additional distribution operation will 
exacerbate this. With each new development, the infrastructure within Hawkhurst becomes 
more and more stretched. It is vital that the cumulative effects of development are 
considered. Hawkhurst’s roads simply cannot continue taking more and more traffic. 
 
Cllr Green asked about the employment opportunities associated with the application, Cllr 
Escombe explained that it was not detailed in the application. 
 
Vote: In favour 0 Against 11 Abstain 1 (Cllr Green) 
 
We object to this application and request that prior approval is required.  

11 19/01165/FULL Variation of condition 2 approved Tubslake Farm, Water lane, 
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plans of 15/504959/FULL – 
alterations to previously approved 
design for the replacement dwelling 
including angle of main roof and 
single storey element, height and 
depth of porch and overall eaves 
height 

Hawkhurst, TN18 5AP 

Background: 
The original application was approved in 2015. It was supported by HPC. Work stated in 
2017. The changes requested appear minimal. No comments from neighbours. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
The requested amendments appear minor and will not have an impact on neighbouring 
properties. 
 
Vote: In favour 12 Against 0 Abstain 0 
 
We support this application. 

12 19/00483/FULL Erection of side extension 12 Wellington Cottages, 
Hawkhurst, Kent TN18 5EL 

Background: 
The proposal is for a single-storey extension that appears to be a conservatory. There is 
very limited information to accompany the application, which makes it hard to determine the 
extent to which the extension matches the host house (and consequently aligns with the 
NDP). The walls will be brick to match the host house, with UPVC and glass windows and 
roof. The property is outside the LBD and, therefore, H11 applies. There are no comments 
from neighbours. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
This appears to be a modest extension, with sufficient room between this and the 
neighbouring house for it not to impact on neighbouring properties. 
 
Vote: In favour 12 Against 0 Abstain 0 
 
We support this application. 

13 19/01271/FULL Demolition of existing dwelling and 
erection of 43 retirement living 
apartments with associated 
communal facilities, access, 
parking and landscaping 
(resubmission of application 
18/02767/FULL) 

The White House, Highgate Hill, 
Hawkhurst Kent TN18 4LB 

Background: 
Other than altering the access onto Highgate Hill to make it a bell mouth and adding three 
extra parking spaces, this seems to be essentially the same as the previous application. 
Along with changing the access there appear to be a some more trees along the front. 
There are no comments from neighbours. 
Comments and Recommendation: 
 
HPC objected to the previous application on numerous grounds and this resubmission does 
not address our concerns. 
 
Despite making some minor amendments, the applicant has continued to ignore the local 
context of Hawkhurst. The documentation still refers to only part of the development being 
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within the AONB. Yet all of Hawkhurst lies within the AONB. The latest Transport Statement 
still refers to the village centre being in comfortable walking distance - on paper, yes; but 
this is actually up a very steep hill, with pavements that are not easily negotiable, especially 
if one were reliant on an electric buggy. Paragraph 5.6 of the Planning Statement focuses 
on the economic benefits that a private retirement housing scheme can bring to a town. The 
Planning Statement also quotes an Inspector in relation to an application in Norwich. 
Hawkhurst is a village and this lack of awareness is just one more example of why this 
proposal is inappropriate in this location. 
 
It is a shame that the applicant has not used the time between submitting the applications 
to get a better understanding of the location and to actually take into account the feedback 
they received from local residents at the consultation.  
 
Furthermore, there are now inconsistencies within the documentation as only some appear 
to have been updated, for example the submitted travel plan refers to 30 spaces, whereas 
other documentation refers to 33 spaces, which we have assumed to be the number 
actually proposed. 
 
The reasons for refusal of the previous application included the fact that the access was not 
safe and suitable. Despite the changes, the access onto Highgate Hill (a very busy and 
congested A-road) continues to be in very close proximity to a number of other roads. 
Paragraph 4.6 of the Transport Statement indicates the distance from Lorenden Park is 
approximately 30m, despite acknowledging that the KCC Design Guide requires junction 
spacing to be greater than 30m and typically 60m. 
 
Paragraph 4.8 of the Transport Statement asserts that the ‘retirement living’ development 
type is required to be housed in one building, which limits the positioning of the access. 
However, McCarthy & Stone’s own website lists other sites consisting of bungalows under 
the retirement living category. This would be much more appropriate in this location in 
Hawkhurst. This refusal to deviate from the initial design is indicative of the lack of 
consideration given to local needs. 
 
The level of parking proposed is still completely inappropriate for a development of this size 
in this location. As McCarthy & Stone are no doubt aware, parking can be a significant 
issue at their other developments. Yet, they are refusing to accept that the parking 
associated with this proposal is inadequate. 
 
Hawkhurst’s location and poor local transport connections mean that the great majority of 
residents in the village are reliant on cars, as are their visitors. This will also apply to future 
residents of this site. There is no alternative parking available, therefore, the site needs to 
be able to comfortably accommodate the vehicles of all residents, staff, carers and other 
visitors - 33 spaces is quite simply inadequate for 43 apartments. Only 5 spaces have been 
allowed for visitors. It seems highly unlikely that there would never be more than 5 visitors 
(including carers, deliveries etc. etc.) at any one time for a development of 43 dwellings. 
 
There is no disputing the Hawkhurst crossroads junction is already overcapacity. The fact 
that KCC Highways are not prepared to use this as grounds for refusal does not actually 
change the reality of the situation faced by Hawkhurst residents every day. Any additional 
traffic will impact negatively on this junction, so it is quite simply incorrect to state that the 
proposed development will not have a material impact on the junction.   
 
This plan does not comply with Hawkhurst’s NDP. HD1b states that larger developments 
will only be supported if there are exceptional circumstances and it can be demonstrated 
that their impact on the sensitive landscape setting of the AONB and considerable 
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environmental constraints of Hawkhurst can be effectively mitigated. This proposal fails to 
do so. 
 
There are no exceptional circumstances to support this large development. TWBC is 
continuing to get closer to being able to demonstrate a 5-year housing supply. In line with 
paragraph 14 of the NPPF, TWBC only needs to be able to demonstrate a 3-year housing 
supply as Hawkhurst has an up-to-date NDP, which contains policies to meet its identified 
housing requirement. The Hawkhurst NDP did not include site allocations as its identified 
housing requirement had already been exceeded. 
 
It does not demonstrate how it meets the High Weald AONB Management Plan (LP2). In 
terms of visual impact, there still does not appear to be a detailed visual impact 
assessment, despite the Planning Statement asserting that Landscape and Visual Impact 
Assessment and Design & Access Statement demonstrate how the impact of the 
development will be mitigated.  
 
NDP HD4 expects that design, form and detail should be informed by the layout, character 
and style of the parish’s vernacular architecture. This application does not do so - 
something which was raised in our comments on the original application (repeated below). 
No attempt has been made to address this with the Planning Statement referring back to 
the Design & Access Statement, which has not been updated. 
 
This proposal is three-storeys and would dominate the street scene and block views to the 
wider area. The applicant refers to a three-storey property in Hawkhurst, however due to 
topography the lower level is sunk into the ground level. A three-story development is not 
typical of the village, the proposed development is completely inappropriate in its setting 
and in Hawkhurst generally The design is out of character and would be more appropriate 
to an urban setting.  
 
Also, in HD4 there is an expectation that locally sourced timber will be used in construction, 
yet this appears to be have been excluded from the materials that are proposed to be 
sourced locally. There is an expectation that properties will have working chimneys and 
whilst this might not be practical for each individual apartment, it could have been 
considered for the communal lounge. 
 
HD4 expects that new development should reflect the rural nature of the parish and be 
designed to give the impression of spaciousness with the opportunity for green landscape 
between buildings. Despite the claim in paragraph 6.18 of the Planning Statement that the 
design “is not overly large or intrusive and will still allow views into the AONB beyond it,” 
this is quite clearly untrue. The mass and scale of this proposal are inappropriate and will 
overshadow neighbouring properties. It blocks views out into the countryside contrary to the 
LP1 of the NDP, something that need not necessarily by the case if a more sympathetic 
design, such as bungalows, was adopted. 
 
It would appear that the main argument in terms of impact on the AONB continues to be the 
incorrect assertion that not all of the site falls within the AONB and the fact that 
neighbouring Herschel Place has had a more detrimental impact on the AONB. 
 
Vote: In favour 0 Against 10 Abstain 1 (Cllr Taylor-Smith) 
(Cllr Weeden was not present) 
We object to this application. 
 
Section 106. 
 
If this application were to be approved or win an appeal, we request 
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£51,768 towards community hall - can this be allocated to cost of architect/ project manager 
rather than the hall itself if more likely to get approved? 
£6,500 towards SID - could we ask for a speed camera instead? 
£8,500 towards reclassification of A229 feasibility study 
£20,000 towards Hawkhurst community bus (approx. half of what KCC are asking for, which 
does not benefit Hawkhurst). 
£268,750 contribution to affordable housing in Hawkhurst (social rent for Hawkhurst 
residents) 
£10,000 towards outdoor gym @ KGV 
 
Cllr Green asked where did the figures come from, Cllr Escombe explained that is was 
based on TWBC approved formulas. 
 
Vote: In favour 0 Against 10 Abstain 1 (Cllr Taylor-Smith) 
(Cllr Weeden was not present) 

14 19/00945/FULL Demolition of existing rear 
extension and porch, erection of 
rear extension, porch front and rear 
roof extensions 

15, Fieldways, Hawkhurst, Kent 
TN18 4HU 

Background: 
The application provides very little information on materials, but does say that walls and 
windows are to match existing. The rear extension is single storey. The porch will be 
deeper and adding a second storey will result in dormers front and rear. It is not evident 
from the plans, but two of the other bungalows in this terrace also have dormers and at 
least one has also changed its porch. When we discussed this at the planning committee, 
we were unaware of this and would have recommended refusal based on the impact on the 
street scene. However, with more information, I’m not sure there are any grounds to 
recommend refusal. There are no comments from neighbours. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
This appears to be quite an extensive extension. However, the property is within the LBD. 
Two of the other properties in this terrace of bungalows have already had dormers added. 
The application contains limited information with regard to proposed materials, therefore, it 
is difficult to ascertain whether the proposal complies with HD4 of the NDP in terms of using 
materials to match the host house. We request that the case officer ensure that this is the 
case. 
 
Vote: In favour 11 Against 0 Abstain 1 (Cllr Whittle) 
 
 Assuming that this application complies with HD4, we support this application. 

15 19/01239/TPO Trees Lime(T1) Lift canopy to 5 
metres 

Queens Head Hotel, Rye Road, 
Hawkhurst Kent TH18 4EY 

Background: 
Lifting canopy of lime tree in rear carpark and removing self-seeded small sycamores 
before they do structural damage. There are no comments from neighbours. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
 
Vote: In favour 12 Against 0 Abstain 0 
 
We support this application. 
 

16 19/01446/FULL Variation of condition 2 of planning Land Adjacent to Belgrave Wood 
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permission 18/00500/Full 
(demolition of existing side and rear 
extensions and erection of 2 no2 
bed dwellings with relocation of 
vehicular access) Condition 2 
(change of design, drawing number 
to be changed) 

bury Road Hawkhurst Kent 

Background: 
The proposal is to change the rear of the building to two-storeys instead of one storey.  
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
HPC objected to the original application because of over-development of the site. This 
change would exacerbate this and the impact on neighbouring properties. 
 
Vote: In favour 0 Against 11 Abstain 0 
(Cllr Weeden was not present) 
 
We object to this variation. 

17 19/01313/OUT Outline (appearance, landscaping 
and scale reserved – Creation of 
nine dwellings to replace existing 
buildings and structures associated 
with the former nursery and current 
B8 (storage and distribution) use, 
including the use of the existing 
access and provision of 15m buffer 
zone for the protection of adjoining 
ancient woodland 

High Banks Nursery, Slip Mill Lane, 
Hawkhurst Kent TN18 5AD 

Background: 
This is an outline application with only access and layout being determined at this stage. As 
it stands the proposal is for 2 x 3-bed bungalows, 5 x 4-bed houses and 2 x 5-bed houses. 
It is directly opposite one of the access points for Wellington Cottages. No comments from 
residents. Relatively small site on previously developed land. It is outside the LBD and not 
within walking distance of facilities. Adjoins ancient woodland. Doesn’t mention NDP. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
We recognise that this application is for a small site on previously developed land and in 
that respect complies with HD1a (1) of Hawkhurst’s NDP. However, it is outside the Limits 
of Built Development and is well beyond walking distance of shops and amenities. As a 
result, it cannot be considered a sustainable location. 
 
It does not demonstrate effective physical integration with the settlement patterns of 
Hawkhurst. The depth of this development is not characteristic of residential properties in 
the locality, with Slip Mill Lane being characterised by ribbon development. It is misleading 
for the Planning Statement to say that the site is bounded by properties, when actually it is 
bordered by ancient woodland and fields. A development in this location would jut out into 
the surrounding countryside. Paragraph 7.14 of the NDP states that “Any development 
around the village edges needs to be designed in a way that will provide a sense of 
enclosure to the village, prevent unchecked sprawl and ensure that new areas of homes 
can positively respond to the landscape.” 
There is an expectation (paragraph 7.15) that new development will encourage access to 
the countryside beyond, that it integrates the used of sustainable modes of travel (7.16). 
This is not the case for this application. Walking distance within the NDP is defined as 
800m (7.17). This site is over a mile from the shops and facilities in the village centre. 
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Consequently, this proposal does not comply with HD1. 
 
The inclusion of bungalows is welcome as this would comply with the housing mix required 
by HD2. However, the other indicated house types are all large, which does not meet the 
requirements of HD2. We recognise that this is an outline application and the actual design 
may well be completely different. Consequently, at this stage it cannot be determined 
whether the application will comply with HD3 or HD4.  
 
We appreciate that the development will not be visible from the road, although note the 
location of a public footpath nearby. We are concerned that there is potential for loss of 
privacy and overlooking of neighbouring properties. 
 
We are also concerned that the application form indicates that there is no protected or 
priority species or important habitat either on the site or nearby, yet the site adjoins ancient 
woodland and the ecological survey identified potential for bat roosts, hedges suitable for 
dormice and losses of habitats suitable for nesting birds, hedgehogs and reptiles. 
 
The access for this site would be dangerous, as it joins Slip Mill Lane opposite the road 
leading to Wellington Cottages. 
 
Council discussed whether we should include the request for a larger buffer. 
Vote in favour of not including the request for a bigger buffer:  
In favour 2 (Cllr Hunt and Cllr Whittle) Against 7 Abstain 2 (Cllr Fitzpatrick and Cllr Taylor-
Smith) 
(Cllr Weeden was not present) 
 
Vote in favour of including the request for a bigger buffer:  
In favour 7 Against 2 (Cllr Hunt and Cllr Whittle) Abstain 2 (Cllr Fitzpatrick and Cllr Taylor-
Smith) 
 
(Cllr Weeden was not present) 
 
We object to this application as it does not in a sustainable location and does not comply 
with the NDP. However, if TWBC were minded to approve this, we would request the 
following amendments: a bigger buffer of at least 30m to the ancient woodland, as this 
would not only better protect the ancient woodland, but would also limit the extent to which 
the development juts out and would, therefore, provide a better edge to the village.  

18   All Saints Church 

Background: 
This is an amendment to the application which was approved last year. It would see a 
reduction to 5 dwellings from 7 in the previous application. This would be 4 maisonettes and 
the tower house. The previous application also included two flats, but this has now become 
part of the maisonettes. There would be no external changes and minimal internal changes. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
We support this application as we believe that is essential to secure the future of All Saints 
Church. 
 
Vote: In favour 11, Against 0 Abstain 0 (Cllr Weeden was not present) 

 

Note; Ardent has consulted the Parish Council on road safety proposal to relocate the 

30mph signs on Heartenoak Road. Cllr Escombe proposed and Cllr Taylor-Smith 
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seconded “Despite the council opposing the Land East of Heartenoak planning 

application we support the proposed changes to make the road safer” 

In favour 12, Against 0 Abstain 0 

Decision – support the changes in the proposed Road Traffic Order  

6.2 Planning permissions and refusals were on file. 

7. Matters for further discussion 

7.1 Updated Standing Orders and Code of Conduct 2019 – Cllr Escombe 

introduced the item, Cllr Whittle proposed and Cllr Weeden seconded and the report 

was approved unanimously. 

7.2 Updated Financial Regulations 2019 – Cllr Escombe introduced the item, Cllr 

Weeden proposed and Cllr Whittle seconded and the report was approved 

unanimously. 

7.3 Internal Audit Report 2018/2019 – Cllr Escombe introduced the item, it was 

agreed that SAP Committee would follow up any actions. Cllr Taylor-Smith proposed 

and Cllr Escombe seconded and the report which was approved unanimously.  

Cllr Escombe sought a resolution to agree the Council subsidy to the two charitable 

trusts HCT who oversee Copt Hall and KGV who oversees the KGV Playing Field. 

Cllr Hunt felt these should be specific items in the agenda and decided to abstain from 

voting. (the Clerk noted for next year) 

The debate focused the need to review the management arrangements of the trusts 

for next year. Cllr Taylor-Smith proposed and Cllr Fitzpatrick seconded the following 

resolution: 

That Hawkhurst Parish Council grants a subsidy to King George V Playing Field Trust 

of £14,820.44 for the financial year 2018/ 2019 and also grants a subsidy to Hawkhurst 

Community Trust of £3,400.37 for the financial year 2018/19.   

The resolution was approved (in favour 11, against 0 abstain 1 – Cllr Hunt) 

Annual Accounts and General Return. Cllr Escombe proposed and Cllr Taylor-Smith 

seconded that statements 1-9 should be agreed and ticked. 11 agreed, against 0 and 

1 abstained (Cllr Hunt). Cllr Escombe and the Clerk as RFO signed and dated the 

return. 

 Annual Return – Accounting Statements.  Cllr Escombe proposed and Cllr Taylor-

 Smith seconded that Members accept the Accounting Statements. 11 agreed, against 

 0 and 1 abstained (Cllr Hunt). Cllr Escombe the Clerk as RFO signed and dated the 

 return. 

  

 The Council accepts the draft Asset Register as a true records of the Council’s assets. 
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 11 agreed, against 0 and 1 abstained (Cllr Hunt). Cllr Escombe the Clerk as RFO 

 signed and dated the  return. 

  
8. Reports form Committee Chairs 

i) Facilities and Services Committee – the Chairman Cllr Fitzpatrick gave a 

detailed summary which Councillors are leading which section and actions being 

taken– see committee minutes and action plan. In addition, Cllr Fitzpatrick sought 

approval to introduced Wi-Fi to Copt Hall for a fee of £125. This was proposed by 

Cllr Fitzpatrick and seconded by Cllr Weeden – it was approved unanimously.  

It was also agreed to proceed forthwith with PAT testing – Cllr Fitzpatrick and the 

Clerk to action. 

ii) Strategy, Administration and Projects Committee – first meeting next week 

iii) Personnel – to meet soon 

iv) Community Hall working Group – Cllr Whittle updated Council that updates from 

HCT 2018 had been received at the last meeting, that Architects had been 

engaged and the site visits arranged plus the Project Manager brief was been 

finalized. 

v) Fete Committee – Cllr Hunt updated the Council that the group are working 

extremely hard to make this summer’s fete a roaring success. 

9. Finance 

INCOME AND EXPENDITURE MAY 2019  10.6.2019  

   

Accounts for payment  £     12,987.29  to 10.06.19 

Payment received  £          583.00  to 30.05.19 

Net Expenditure -£     12,404.29   
Cambridge & Counties   £     77,400.90  to 30.04.18 

Cambridge Building Society  £     75,339.40  to 31.12.18 

Lloyds Current  £     10,001.00  to 30.05.19 

Lloyds Access Reserve  £   121,363.42  to 30.05.19 

 

Cllr Escombe proposed and Cllr Taylor-Smith seconded that the payments be agreed 

– this was approved unanimously. 

 
10. Correspondence 

 Date 
Received 

From Subject 

1 21.5.2019 McCarthy & Stone White House planning application 

2 21.5.2019 Mr. Windeatt Regarding advert for homes for sale on Golf 
Course 

3 22.5.2019 Shelia Thomas Temporary Road Closure – Rye Rd * one of 
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many 

4 22.5.2019 KCC Non- household waste charges 

 
11. Notes and information – none 

12. Burials and Memorials 

Deceased Date  

Elise Dodson 14th May 2019  Burial 

Lucy Kingsland 3rd June 2019 Internment of ashes 

 
13. Confidential 

13.1 Update on the Hawkhurst NDP and TWBC Local Plan 
Council discussed an update on the Hawkhurst NDP and TWBC Local Plan 

 
CLOSURE: 9:30 

 

 

Signed Chairman of the Council………………………………………………………………….... 

 

 

Date……………………………………………………………………………………………………... 

 

 

Agenda Notes for Members: 

Item 3 on the Agenda, Declaration of Interests. If a Member has a prejudicial interest, this 
should be declared at the start of the meeting. Personal interests may be declared at this 
point or alternatively can be declared at the time when the specific item is being discussed, if 
a Member wishes to speak on an item in which s/he has a personal interest.  Members in 
doubt about such a declaration are advised to contact the Monitoring Officer before the date 
of the meeting. This may also be used by Members to advise the Council of any relevant 
changes that may have occurred since they first completed the register of interests. 


