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No Application No Proposal Location 

29 19/01159/Full Erection of single storey shed in south eastern corner of rear 
garden 

Church Court, The Moor, Hawkhurst, Kent Tn18 4NT 

Background: 
No comments from neighbours. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
The proposal is for a small timber shed for storage purposes. It has been located well away from the house and it seems unlikely it will impact on 
neighbouring properties. 
  
We support this application.  
 
 

30 19/01658/full Erection of garages/store Suncourt, Copt Hall Avenue, Hawkhurst Kent TN18 4LR 

Background: 
Materials will largely match existing. It will result in a large willow tree being removed and cutting back or possibly removing a hedge. There will be 
an extra off-road parking space, as the garage will be set back beyond where the drive currently ends. No comments from neighbours.  
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
The materials seem appropriate and in keeping with the host house (in line with HD4 of the NDP). The garage is not excessive in terms of size and 
will be subservient to the house. The houses in Copthall Avenue are set at varying distances from the road and the proposed location of the garage 
would not be out of keeping with the position of other buildings in the road. 
 
The proposed garage will be visible from the road. It is very close to the boundary and will be positioned right next to the neighbour's summer house. 
Although single-storey, the garage will be taller and bigger than the summer house. However, it seems unlikely to block the sun. 
 
We are unclear from the documents provided whether the intention is to remove the hedge and replace it with a fence or to cut back the hedge. We 
would be concerned if the hedge were to be removed. The design guidance notes in the NDP state a preference for hedges over fences. It is a 
shame that the willow tree needs to be removed although we note that the location proposed for the garage would enable the entire drive to be 
retained, therefore, having a beneficial impact on the parking situation in Copthall Avenue. Hawkhurst's draft tree policy expects that removal of trees 
will be avoided wherever possible. If this is not possible, the requirement is that any tree that is removed should be replaced with three trees. 
 



Whilst we are minded to support this application, we request that the planning officer follow up on the following points: 
Who owns the boundary hedge that will be removed/cutback? 
Whether the positioning of the garage will impact on the neighbour's summer house? 
Seek agreement to replace the willow with three other trees, to be located in the part of garden behind the host house rather than the land which 
appears to run behind neighbouring properties. 
 
 

31 19/01624/TPO Trees Eucalyptus (T1) Reduce by 5 metres Pinners, Ockley Rd, Hawkhurst TN18 4DP 

Background: 
The request is based on the recommendation of a tree surgeon. The tree has not previously been maintained and is overhanging the road and 
driveway. Eucalyptus have a tendency to shed branches. No comments from neighbours. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
Given the size of the tree and the extent to which it overhangs the road, we support this application.  
 
 

32 19/01660/TPO Trees Oak (T1) – Crown reduce by approximately 2 – 3m 
and removed deadwood over 50mm in diameter 

1, Dickens Way, Hawkhurst TN18 4PQ 

Background: 
A professional has recommended that the work is required to make the tree safe. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
 
 
We support this application.  
 

33 19/01829/TPO Sycamores (T1, T2, T3, T4, T5) Reducing 4-5 metres of 
growth on to existing unions. Sycamore (T6) removal of 4 of 
the trees lowest branches and to reduce the lateral growing 
capacity over the garden and house by 2 metres. 

The Oaks, Queen Rd Hawkhurst TN18 4HH 

Background: 
Row of sycamores is on the boundary with Queens road. The advice is that the trees have previously been reduced and are now due again as the 
unions are becoming weak with the regrowth. 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
 
We support this application. 



34 19/01914/Full Demolition of existing extension and erection of replacement 
two storey extension 

Woodsden Oast, Water Lane, Hawkhurst TN18 5AP 

Background: 
Planning permission was previously been granted for an extension at the end of 2018 and prior to that in 2016 (18/02512/FULL and 
16/07205/FULL). We objected to the 2018 application on the grounds it was too big and detracted from the Oast house. There is very limited 
information available other than the actual drawings. No comments from residents. 
 
 
Comments and Recommendation: 
This appears to be a very big extension. The previously approved extension (18/02512/FULL - to which HPC objected due to its size) was judged to 
just comply with H11 due to the removal of outbuildings. However, this proposal is bigger as it is entirely two-storey rather than a mix of one and two-
storey. Therefore, it cannot be considered a modest extension in line with H11. Policy H16 of the Draft Local Plan includes a similar requirement. 
Whilst this is not yet in place, it does indicate that policy H11 is still relevant. 
 
The proposed materials are very dark and result in an "agricultural" appearance. In this respect, it fits with the Oast. However, the size of the 
proposed extension, coupled with the dark materials results in the extension dominating the Oast house. In our view, this detracts from the Oast 
house and is overly intrusive. We are also concerned that the amount of glazing is excessive. Indeed, the delegated report on the previous 
application commented that "the proposed extensions are not over glazed and this prevents them becoming too domesticated and retains the 
appearance of a rural outbuilding."  
 
The property is set well back from the road, but the open views out across the AONB mean that it is visible from the road. We are concerned about 
the negative impact of such an imposing extension on the landscape character. The delegated report on the previously approved application noted 
that the two-storey element of the extension was set back from the Oast house meaning that it did not compete with the strong features of the Oast. 
This is not the case with this application. 
 
 
We object to this application.  
 

    

 

 

    

 

    

 

 


