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1 Introduction  

1.1 Overview  

1.1.1 This statement has been prepared on behalf of RLR Goldsmith Ltd in respect of a 
full planning application for the conversion of a disused former pool house and 
tennis court into a new 3-bedroom dwelling with associated parking, amenity area 
and landscaping.  

1.1.2 The pool house was formally connected to the nearby property Compton Chase 
but with the passage of time has become physically detached from the estate. 
Indeed, the site is situated within Sevenoaks District, whilst the main residence 
falls over the boundary in Tandridge. 

1.1.3 The pool and tennis court complex is situated within the Metropolitan Green Belt 
(‘MGB’ or ‘the Green Belt’) and the Kent Downs Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (‘AONB’). As such, careful consideration has been given to design 
approach, to ensure the development would not result in any adverse impacts. 

1.1.4 In principle, the re-use of an existing building is an ‘appropriate’ form of 
development within the countryside as defined by both the National Planning 
Policy Framework (‘NPPF’ or ‘the Framework’) and the Development Plan. 

1.1.5 From a design perspective, the current pool building is structurally sound, capable 
of conversion and of no architectural or historic merit.  

1.1.6 The ability to deliver a new home in the short term is extremely important given 
the extent of the housing land supply shortage in Sevenoaks District. Indeed, 
based on the Government’s standard methodology for calculating housing need, 
the annual requirement for Sevenoaks District is 711 dwellings – more than four 
times the current 165 house per year target contained within the out of date Core 
Strategy. Furthermore, the latest Housing Delivery Test results (January 2021) 
require the Council to automatically apply the presumption in favour of sustainable 
development owing to recent under delivery. 

1.1.7 The importance of housing need and supply is also reflected in national planning 
policy, which requires local authorities to provide a five-year supply of housing 
land. Where authorities are unable to do so, circumstances radically tilt decision 
making in favour of the grant of permission. 

1.1.8 Considering the above context, we acknowledge that there are sensitive matters 
to be balanced. However, the proposals are well-informed and we firmly consider 
circumstances justify this sensitive and well-planned conversion.   

1.2 Document Structure 

1.2.1 This statement provides an overview of the application site and proposals. It 
assesses the planning merits of the scheme, having regard to any relevant 
planning history and the applicable planning policy framework. It concludes that 
the proposal is appropriate in planning terms and accordingly requests that 
planning permission be granted. 
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1.2.2 This statement forms part of the application and should be made available for 
inspection with the other application details. 

1.2.3 Section 2 sets out the context of the site and the immediate surroundings, 
including the site history. 

1.2.4 Section 3 provides details of the proposed development. 

1.2.5 Section 4 outlines the planning policy context by which the application will be 
considered. 

1.2.6 Section 5 summarises the Council’s housing land supply position. 

1.2.7 Section 6 considers the principal of development and wider planning 
considerations. 

1.2.8 Section 7 draws conclusions to justify the suitability of the development. 

1.3 Supporting Documents 

1.3.1 This application is supported by the following documents and plans: 

Reference Information Provided 
APP1 Application Form (completed online) 
CIL Form CIL Questions Form (completed online) 
 Reports 
DHA/DB/15595 Planning Statement (DHA Planning) 

 Structural Survey (TSC Consulting Engineers Ltd) 
 Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (Hone Ecology) 
 Arboricultural assessment (Quaife Woodland) 
 Plans 
1480 A01 Location Plan 

1480 A02 Existing Site Plan 
1480 A04 Existing Plans and Elevations 
1480 A05 Proposed Plans and Elevations 
1480 A07 Proposed Site Plan 

Table 1: Supporting Plans and Documents 
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2 Site Context 

2.1 Site Overview 

2.1.1 The site covers approximately 0.4ha and consists of a former indoor swimming 
pool and tennis court previously used in connection to Compton Chase, Chestnut 
Avenue, Tatsfield.  Despite the lawful use, the plot is physically detached from 
the curtilage of Compton chase and is separated by a further lawful cottage and 
associated hard boundaries. 

Extract of local plan proposal map– not to scale 

 
2.1.2 The pool house is of traditional form and include a low pitched aluminium frame 

and associated glass panels.  North of the site is a former tennis court that has 
fallen into a poor state of repair. 

2.1.3 The site is located within the Metropolitan Green Belt, The High Weald AONB and 
lies wholly within the administrative area of Sevenoaks District Council.  However, 
it lies immediately adjacent to the district boundary with Tandridge District 
Council. 

2.1.4 In respect of flood risk, the site is located within Flood Zone 1 (least likely zone 
to flood).  

2.1.5 There are no nearby Listed Buildings, nor are there any Scheduled Monuments in 
immediate proximity that would be impacted by development. There are no Public 
Rights of Way that would be impacted by the proposed development.   
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2.2 Planning History 

2.2.1 Online records held by Sevenoaks District Council show that no planning 
applications have previously been made for the site. 
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3 The Proposal 

3.1 Overview of the Proposal 

3.1.1 Full planning permission is sought for the conversion of the pool house to create 
a new 3-bedroom dwelling with associated parking, private space and 
landscaping.  

 
Existing and proposed context elevations 

 
3.1.2 The proposed conversion is underpinned by a clear design rationale, which seeks 

to retain the established character of the area, whilst providing a sustainable re-
use of the building.  

3.1.3 In terms of materials, these are to be confirmed but the intention is to ensure that 
these are designed appropriately for the residential use and complimentary to the 
surrounding area.  

3.1.4 From a landscaping perspective, mature boundary vegetation will be retained and 
indigenous landscape enhancements are proposed to soften the proposed car 
parking areas.  Overall there will be a substantial reduction in hardstanding. 

3.2 Structural Assessment Summary 

3.2.1 The proposal is supported by a structural assessment. The report should be read 
in full; however it concludes that the building is structurally sound and capable of 
conversion. 

3.2.2 Notwithstanding the evidence provided, regard should also be had to the appeal 
decision at Vine Cottage in Penshurst APP/G2245/W/17/3181949, which also 
related to the conversion of a barn to a dwelling. As part of the appeal decision, 
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the Planning Inspector considered that the complete recladding of the whole 
building, underpinning, the inclusion of a plinth and additional supports to the 
frame and roof did not amount to major reconstruction, but are just alterations. 
The only part of the barn that remained was the portal metal frame and ground 
slap which significantly exceeded the retention of 75% as set out within policy 
GB7 and concluded that the building was capable of conversion without major re-
construction. This therefore sets a clear benchmark that the current proposal falls 
patently within the scope of a building capable of conversion. 
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4 Planning Policy Framework 

4.1 Overview  

4.1.1 Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory 2004 requires planning application 
to be determined in accordance with the statutory development plan, unless 
material considerations indicate otherwise.  

4.1.2 For the purposes of this planning application, the development plan comprises 
policies from the Sevenoaks Core Strategy (adopted 2011) and the Allocations and 
Development Management Plan (adopted 2015).  

4.1.3 In addition to the development plan, the Government’s updated National Planning 
Policy Framework (‘NPPF’ or ‘the Framework’) was published in July 2021. The 
NPPF sets out the Government’s requirements and policies for planning in England 
and must be treated as an important material consideration.  

4.1.4 Other material considerations discussed within this section include; the Sevenoaks 
Development in the Green Belt Supplementary Planning Document (SPD); and 
the weight given to the Sevenoaks Submission Local Plan (recently failed) and the 
associated evidence that underpinned its submission.  

4.1.5 Matters of housing need, supply and delivery are also material to this application 
but are considered separately (chapter 5).  

4.1.6 This chapter therefore highlights the aspects of the NPPF and development plan 
that are relevant to this application and the weight that can be given to the 
existing adopted policies.  

4.2 National Planning Policy Framework (2021) 

Achieving Sustainable Development 

4.2.1 Paragraph 7 states the purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the 
achievement of sustainable development. At a very high level, the objective of 
sustainable development can be summarised as meeting the needs of the present 
without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.  

4.2.2 Paragraph 8 states achieving sustainable development means that the planning 
system has three overarching objectives, which are interdependent and need to 
be pursued in mutually supportive ways (so that opportunities can be taken to 
secure net gains across each of the different objectives).  

Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development 

4.2.3 Paragraph 11 states that plans and decisions should apply a presumption in favour 
of sustainable development. For decision-taking this means: c) approving 
development proposals that accord with an up-to-date development plan without 
delay; or d) where there are no relevant development plan policies, or the policies 
which are most important for determining the application are out-of-date , 
granting permission unless:  
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(i) the application of policies in this Framework that protect areas or 
assets of particular importance provides a clear reason for refusing 
the development proposed; or  

(ii) any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and demonstrably 
outweigh the benefits, when assessed against the policies in this 
Framework taken as a whole. 

Decision Making 

4.2.4 In terms of decision making, paragraph 38 states local planning authorities should 
approach decisions on proposed development in a positive and creative way. 

Delivering a Sufficient Supply of Homes 

4.2.5 Paragraph 60 states to support the Government’s objective of significantly 
boosting the supply of homes, it is important that a sufficient amount and variety 
of land can come forward where it is needed, that the needs of groups with specific 
housing requirements are addressed and that land with permission is developed 
without unnecessary delay.  

4.2.6 Paragraph 61 sets out that to determine the minimum number of homes needed, 
strategic policies should be informed by a local housing need assessment, 
conducted using the standard method in national planning guidance – unless 
exceptional circumstances justify an alternative approach which also reflects 
current and future demographic trends and market signals. In addition to the local 
housing need figure, any needs that cannot be met within neighbouring areas 
should also be considered in establishing the amount of housing to be planned 
for. 

4.2.7 In terms of affordable housing paragraph 64 states provision of affordable housing 
should not be sought for residential developments that are not major 
developments, other than in designated rural areas (where policies may set out a 
lower threshold of 5 units or fewer). To support the re-use of brownfield land, 
where vacant buildings are being reused or redeveloped, any affordable housing 
contribution due should be reduced by a proportionate amount.  

Identifying Land for Homes  

4.2.8 To this end, paragraph 66 states that strategic plan-making authorities should 
have a clear understanding of the land available in their areas through the 
predation of a strategic housing land availability assessment. From this, planning 
policies should identify a sufficient supply and mix of sites, taking into account 
their availability, suitability and likely economic viability. Panning policies should 
identify a supply of:  

a) Specific, deliverable housing sites for years one to five of the plan period, 
and  

b) Specific deliverable sites or broad locations for growth for years 6-10 and, 
where possible, for years 11-15 of the plan.  
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4.2.9 Paragraph 69 then goes onto stress that small and medium sized sites can make 
an important contribution to meeting housing requirements of an area, and are 
often built out relatively quickly. Therefore, to promote the development of a 
good mix of sites local planning authorities should support the development of 
windfall sites through their policies and decisions- giving great weight to the 
benefits of using suitable windfall sites within existing settlements. 

Maintaining Supply and Delivery  

4.2.10 To maintain delivery and supply, paragraph 74 requires local planning authorities 
to identify and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites sufficient to 
provide a minimum of five years’ worth of housing against their housing 
requirement set out in adopted strategic policies., or against their local housing 
need where the strategic policies are more than five years old. This supply should 
include a buffer of between 5% and 20%, which varies depending on the rate of 
past delivery. 

Rural Housing  

4.2.11 Paragraph 79 states to promote sustainable development in rural areas, housing 
should be located where it will enhance or maintain the vitality of rural 
communities. Planning policies should identify opportunities for villages to grow 
and thrive, especially where this will support local services. Where there are 
groups of smaller settlements, development in one village may support services 
in a village nearby. 

4.2.12 Paragraph 80 seeks to avoid the development of isolated homes in the countryside 
other than in limited circumstances; including where the development would re-
use redundant and disused buildings and enhance its immediate setting.  

Considering Development Proposals 

4.2.13 Paragraph 111 goes onto states the development should only be prevented or 
refused on highways ground if there would be an unacceptable impact on highway 
safety, or the residual cumulative impacts on the road network would be severe.  

Making Effective Use of Land  

4.2.14 Section 11 sets out how planning policies and decisions should promote an 
effective use of land in meeting the needs for homes and other uses, while 
safeguarding and improving the environment and ensuring safe and healthy living 
conditions.  

4.2.15 Paragraph 120 states that planning policies and decisions should (amongst other 
things) promote and support the development of underutilised land and buildings, 
especially if this would help to meet identified needs for housing where land 
supply is constrained and available sites could be used more effectively.   
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Achieving Well Designed Places 

4.2.16 Paragraph 126 states the creation of high-quality, beautiful and sustainable 
buildings and places are fundamental to what the planning and development 
process should achieve.  Good design is a key aspect of sustainable development, 
creates better places in which to live and work and helps make development 
acceptable to communities. Being clear about design expectations, and how these 
will be tested, is essential for achieving this. So too is effective engagement 
between applicants, communities, local planning authorities and other interests 
throughout the process. 

4.2.17 Paragraph 130 states planning policies and decisions should ensure that 
developments: a) will function well and add to the overall quality of the area, not 
just for the short term but over the lifetime of the development; b) are visually 
attractive as a result of good architecture, layout and appropriate and effective 
landscaping; c) are sympathetic to local character and history, including the 
surrounding built environment and landscape setting, while not preventing or 
discouraging appropriate innovation or change (such as increased densities); d) 
establish or maintain a strong sense of place, using the arrangement of streets, 
spaces, building types and materials to create attractive, welcoming and distinctive 
places to live, work and visit; e) optimise the potential of the site to accommodate 
and sustain an appropriate amount and mix of development (including green and 
other public space) and support local facilities and transport networks; and f) 
create places that are safe, inclusive and accessible and which promote health 
and well-being, with a high standard of amenity for existing and future users; and 
where crime and disorder, and the fear of crime, do not undermine the quality of 
life or community cohesion and resilience. 

4.2.18 Paragraph 128 states design quality should be considered throughout the evolution 
and assessment of individual proposals.  

4.2.19 Paragraph 134 is clear that permission should be refused for development of poor 
design that fails to take the opportunities available for improving the character 
and quality of an area and the way it functions, considering any local design 
standards or style guides in plans or supplementary planning documents. 
Conversely, where the design of a development accords with clear expectations 
in plan policies, design should not be used by the decision-maker as a valid reason 
to object to development. Local planning authorities should also seek to ensure 
that the quality of approved development is not materially diminished between 
permission and completion, as a result of changes being made to the permitted 
scheme (for example through changes to approved details such as the materials 
used). 

Protecting Green Belt Land   

4.2.20 Paragraph 137 reinforces that the government attaches great importance to Green 
Belts, with the fundamental aim being the prevention of urban sprawl by keeping 
land permanently open. Paragraph 138 clarifies the five purposes of Green Belt:  

1. To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas;  
2. To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one another; 
3. To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment;  
4. To preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and  
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5. To assist in urban regeneration by encouraging the recycling of derelict and 
other urban land. 

 

Proposals Affecting the Green Belt  

4.2.21 Paragraph 143 states that ‘inappropriate development’ is, by definition, harmful 
to the Green Belt and should not be approved except in very special 
circumstances.  

4.2.22 Paragraph 149 explains that a local planning authority should regard the 
construction of new buildings as inappropriate in the Green Belt. Exceptions to 
this are:  

a) buildings for agriculture and forestry;  
 

b) the provision of appropriate facilities (in connection with the existing use of 
land or a change of use) for outdoor sport, outdoor recreation, cemeteries 
and burial grounds and allotments; as long as the facilities preserve the 
openness of the Green Belt and do not conflict with the purposes of 
including land within it; 
 

c) the extension or alteration of a building provided that it does not result in 
disproportionate additions over and above the size of the original building; 
 

d) the replacement of a building, provided the new building is in the same use 
and not materially larger than the one it replaces; 
 

e) limited infilling in villages; 
 

f) limited affordable housing for local community needs under policies set out 
in the development plan (including policies for rural exception sites); and 
 

g) limited infilling or the partial or complete redevelopment of previously 
developed land, whether redundant or in continuing use (excluding 
temporary buildings), which would:  

 
‒ not have a greater impact on the openness of the Green Belt than the 
existing development; or  

‒ not cause substantial harm to the openness of the Green Belt, where the 
development would re-use previously developed land and contribute to 
meeting an identified affordable housing need within the area of the local 
planning authority.  

4.2.23 Paragraph 150 defines that certain other forms of development are also not 
inappropriate in the Green Belt provided they preserve its openness and do not 
conflict with the purposes of including land within it. These are:  

a) mineral extraction;  
b) engineering operations;  
c) local transport infrastructure which can demonstrate a requirement for a 

Green Belt location;  
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d) the re-use of buildings provided that the buildings are of permanent and 
substantial construction;  

e) material changes in the use of land (such as changes of use for outdoor sport 
or recreation, or for cemeteries and burial grounds); and  

f) development brought forward under a Community Right to Build Order or 
Neighbourhood Development Order.  
 

Conserving and Enhancing the Natural Environment   

4.2.24 Paragraph 174 sets out how planning policies and decisions should contribute to 
and enhance the natural and local environment.  

4.2.25 When it comes to applications that affect Ares of Outstanding Natural Beauty, 
paragraph 176 is clear that great weight should be given to conserving and 
enhancing the landscape and scenic beauty. The scale and extent of development 
in these areas should be limited and due regard should be given to the 
conservation and enhancement of wildlife and cultural heritage. 

Habitats and Biodiversity  

4.2.26 With respect to habitats and biodiversity, paragraph 179 says that when 
determining applications, local planning authorities should apply the principles 
that if significant harm to biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be 
avoided, adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, compensated for, then planning 
permission should be refused.  

4.2.27 Equally proposals that conserve or enhance biodiversity to seeking net gains 
should be supported and encouraged.  

4.3 Development Plan 

4.3.1 The Sevenoaks Core Strategy is the key component of the Council’s Local 
Development Framework (Local Plan). It provides the overarching, strategic 
principles for planning and the distribution of development for the period between 
2006 and 2026. 

4.3.1 Policy LO1 of the Core Strategy controls the spread of new development. The 
priority is to locate new development within the most sustainable settlements, 
and to protect rural areas by permitting only development that is consistent with 
policies for the protection of the Green Belt and AONB.  

4.3.2 Policy LO8 further seeks to conserve the distinct features of the District’s 
countryside. 

4.3.3 Finally, policy SP1 of the Core Strategy provides guidance on the design of new 
development and states that all new development should be designed to a high 
quality and respond to the distinctive local character of an area.  



  The Former Pool House, Chestnut Avenue, Tatsfield 
Ref: DHA/DB/15396 

Page 15 of 30 
 

The Allocations and Development Management Plan (2015) 

4.3.4 The ADMP was adopted by the Council on the 17 February 2015 and forms part 
of the Local Plan for Sevenoaks District alongside the Core Strategy. 

4.3.5 Policy SC1 states that when considering development proposals, the Council will 
take a positive approach that reflects the presumption in favour of sustainable 
development and that the Council will work proactively with applicant to find 
solutions which mean that proposals can be approved wherever possible. 

4.3.6 Policy EN1 has regards to core design principles and requires all development to 
achieve high quality design that adheres to a set criterion.  

4.3.7 Policy EN2 seeks to protect amenity and states that proposals will be permitted 
where they would provide adequate residential amenities for existing and future 
occupiers of the development and would safeguard the amenities of existing and 
future occupants of nearby properties by ensuring that development does not 
result in, and is not located in areas where occupiers of the development would 
be subject to, excessive noise, vibration, odour, air pollution, activity or vehicle 
movements, overlooking or visual intrusion and where the built form would not 
result in an unacceptable loss of privacy, or light enjoyed by the occupiers of 
nearby properties. 

4.3.8 Policy EN5 states that The Kent Downs and High Weald Areas of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty and their settings will be given the highest status of protection in 
relation to landscape and scenic beauty. Proposals within the AONB will be 
permitted where the form, scale, materials and design would conserve and 
enhance the character of the landscape and have regard to the relevant 
Management Plan and associated guidance.  Proposals that affect the landscape 
throughout the District will be permitted where they would: 

a) conserve the character of the landscape, including areas of tranquillity; 
and 

b) where feasible help secure enhancements in accordance with landscape 
actions in accordance with the Sevenoaks Countryside Assessment SPD’. 
 

4.3.9 Policy GB7 has regards to the re-use of a building within the Green Belt and states: 

‘Proposals for the re-use of a building in the Green Belt which would meet 
the following criteria will be permitted: 

a) the proposed new use, along with any associated use of land surrounding 
the building, will not have a materially greater impact than the present use 
on the openness of the Green Belt or harm the existing character of the 
area; and 

b) the applicant can demonstrate through a detailed structural survey and 
method statement that the buildings are of permanent and substantial 
construction and are capable of conversion without major or complete re-
construction that would detract from their original character’. 
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4.4 Other Material Considerations  

Green Belt Supplementary Planning Document (2015) 

4.4.1 The Green Belt SPD sets out further guidance on how the Council will implement 
the policies in the Allocations and Development Management Plan and the Green 
Belt policies of the National Planning Policy Framework.  The purpose of the 
guidance is to ensure consistency in decision making when determining planning 
applications in the Green Belt.   

4.4.2 Paragraph 1.3 also states that the District Council will take a positive approach to 
development in the Green Belt that accords with the Sevenoaks District Local Plan. 

4.4.3 Section 4 of the SPD outlines (para 4.4) the approach to conversion schemes and 
states that conversion of a building that requires substantial rebuilding in order to 
make it suitable for re-use will not be permitted. As a starting point when 
determining whether a proposal constitutes substantial new rebuilding, the 
Council will wish to see at least 75% of the original structure maintained to protect 
its character. However, the Council recognise that in some instances proposals 
may be able to protect the character of the existing building with a lesser 
proportion of the original structure being retained. 

Sevenoaks Proposed Submission Version Local Plan (December 2018) 

4.4.4 In May 2019, SDC submitted the Proposed Submission Version of their Local Plan 
to the Ministry for Housing Communities and Local Government (‘MHCLG’) for 
independent examination.  

4.4.5 Following the first two weeks of examination, the inspector appointed by the 
Secretary of State wrote to the Council and recommended that they withdraw the 
plan owing to concerns regarding legal compliance and soundness.  The Council 
subsequently challenged the stance of the Inspector and requested further 
Government intervention.   

4.4.6 On the 2nd March 2020 the Inspector issues her final report finding the plan to 
have failed to fulfil the duty to cooperate. The Inspector also outlined wider 
concerns in respect of soundness, namely: 

(1) The Sustainability Appraisal, in particular the selection of Reasonable 
Alternatives and the justification for the Choice of Option 3 as the preferred 
Spatial Strategy. 

(2) The Green Belt Assessment, in particular the methodology chosen and the 
range of sizes of the parcels identified as the starting point for the 
assessment. 

(3) The approach to the definition of exceptional circumstances at the site-
specific level, which includes whether the release of land will result in the 
delivery of infrastructure to meet an existing evidence based need. 

(4) The justification for a housing requirement substantially lower than the 
housing need. 
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(5) The retention of the Broad Location for Growth at Pelham Place in the 
Green Belt and the implications of that in relation to the prospect of the 
site being developed in the Plan period, having regard to paragraphs 143-
145 of the National Planning Policy Framework and the supply of housing 
generally. 

(6) The deliverability and/or developability of the allocated housing sites, in 
particular the extent of the evidence to support start dates and build out 
rates and the simplistic nature of the Council’s ‘Phasing Rules’. 

4.4.7 A Judicial Review and a subsequent application to the Court of Appeal to challenge 
this decision have both failed and so the pre-submission plan can be afforded no 
weight.  However, the local plan evidence remains material. Its relevance is 
discussed below.  

Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA) 

4.4.8 To inform the Local Plan a ‘Call for Sites’ was run in 2015 to gather evidence on 
the availability of land.  This process remained open until 31st October 2018. The 
findings of the Call for Sites have fed into the Council’s Strategic Housing Land 
Availability Assessment (‘SHELAA’), the most updated version of which was 
published in December 2018. The SHLAA provides an audit of potentially 
deliverable and developable sites.  

4.4.9 The SHELAA identifies the following categories. 

• Category 1 Sites (sites within identified settlements) 
• Category 2 Sites (100% already developed sites in the Green Belt) 
• Category 3 Sites (partial already developed sites in the Green Belt) 
• Category 4 Sites (greenfield sites in the Green Belt adjacent to identified 

settlements) 
• Category 5 Sites (greenfield sites in the Green Belt in rural locations) 

 
4.4.10 Accordingly, the availability of land is as follows. 

Category Deliverable 
Sites 

 (1-5 years) 

Max Yield Developable 
Sites  

(6-10 years) 

Max Yield Total 

Category 1 15 425 6 284 709 

Category 2 22 645 2 605 1,250 

Category 3 46 1,233 4 740 1,973 

Category 4 34 3,437 8 2,728 6,165 

Category 5 N/A N/A   10,097 

Table 2: Summary of SHELAA findings 

4.4.11 The SHELAA shows that only 21 sites are available for development within the 1-
10-year period, with a total upper yield of only 709 units. These findings mirror 
earlier versions of the SHELAA, which also highlighted that development needs 
cannot be accommodated without Green Belt release. 



  The Former Pool House, Chestnut Avenue, Tatsfield 
Ref: DHA/DB/15396 

Page 18 of 30 
 

4.4.12 Even with the inclusion of part and 100% brownfield sites within the Green Belt 
(Categories 2 and 3), these components provide the opportunity to deliver only 
3,932 homes and many of these will not become available during the plan period. 

4.4.13 The SHELAA findings highlights the importance of the delivery of 
unplanned/windfall housing, including where possible the re-use of developed 
sites. 

The Sevenoaks District Countryside Assessment  

4.4.14 The Sevenoaks District Countryside Assessment defines and describes the different 
types and character areas of the landscape in the Sevenoaks District, and evaluates 
each area in terms of the condition of the landscape and its sensitivity.  The 
assessment is used in the consideration of planning applications to supplement 
planning policies by describing the local landscape character to which the 
Development Management policies apply. 

4.4.15 Nonetheless, as the application site is a well-established complex that will not be 
subject to any further intensification, the document is of very limited relevance to 
the current proposal. 

Community Infrastructure Levy (2014) 

4.4.16 The Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is a charge on development used to fund 
infrastructure.  The charge applies to most new development where new 
floorspace is proposed (of 100 square metres or more) or where a new dwelling 
is created.  Where CIL is payable the adopted rates are as follows. 
 

Development Type Charge (Per Square Metre) 
As at 1 January 2020 

Residential (Zone A) £174.63 

Retail (Supermarkets and Superstores) £174.63 

Retail (Warehousing) £174.63 

Other forms of development £0 

Table 3: Approved CIL charges as at 1 January 2020 
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5 Housing Need and Supply Overview 

5.1 Context 

5.1.1 Paragraph 73 of the NPPF states that local planning authorities should identify 
and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites sufficient to provide a 
minimum of five years’ worth of housing against their housing requirement set 
out in adopted strategic policies or against their local housing need where the 
strategic policies are more than five years old. 

5.1.2 In the absence of an up to date plan, the Council’s housing supply target should 
be based upon the Government’s standard methodology. 

5.1.3 The supply of specific deliverable sites should also include a buffer (moved forward 
from later in the plan period) of;  

a) 5% to ensure choice and competition in the market for land; or  

b) 10% where the local planning authority wishes to demonstrate a five-year 
supply of deliverable sites through an annual position statement or recently 
adopted plan38, to account for any fluctuations in the market during that year; 
or  

c) 20% where there has been significant under delivery of housing over the 
previous three years, to improve the prospect of achieving the planned supply.  

5.2 Determining the Target 

5.2.1 Paragraph 60 of the NPPF states that to determine the minimum number of 
homes needed, strategic policies should be informed by a local housing need 
assessment, conducted using the standard method in national planning guidance. 
Based on the latest standardised methodology calculation, the housing need for 
Sevenoaks is 711 dwellings per year. 

5.2.2 This is considerably greater than both the current target and current delivery rate 
and represents a fundamental change in how the Council will need to approach 
housing applications going forward to address this stark contrast in housing 
numbers.  

5.3 Past Delivery 

5.3.1 The latest Housing Delivery Test results were published by the Ministry for Homes, 
Communities and Local Government in January 2021 and show that Sevenoaks 
achieved only 70% delivery - a further drop from the 2019 findings. This 
performance automatically triggers the presumption in favour of sustainable 
development. 

5.3.2 We also have some concerns about the accuracy of the latest HDT results owing 
to the disparity in figures between the Council’s published position and that of the 
formalised results. The Housing Delivery Test Action Plan Table 3 identifies 
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significantly less completions than listed in the HDT results. I provide a comparison 
for ease.  

Year SDC Results HDT Jan 2021 

2017/18 378 388 

2018/19 254 500 

2019/20 426 414 

Totals 1,058 1,302 
Comparison of HDT Test results 2021 and The Housing Delivery Test Action Plan Table 3] 

 
 

5.3.3 In terms of the ability to meet their five year housing land supply requirement, 
the Housing Delivery Test Action Plan table 4 identifies a total 5 year supply of 
2,210 homes, which equates to a supply position of 2.6 years and a deficit of 
2,056. 

5.3.4 Having regard to the published information, we believe that the position is 
materially worse if one factors in recent under delivery. Indeed, we set out an 
alternative position on how the target should be calculated in the table below. 

 No. of  
Dwellings 

Requirement  

SM Requirement – 2016 to 2026 7,110 

Completions – 2016 to 2020 1,370 

Remaining Requirement – 2020 to 2026 5,740 

Deficit Accrued to Date -1,474 

  

Revised Annual Target (5 x 711 ) 3,535 

Deficit Recovery (Sedgefield) 1,474 

20% buffer 1,002 

Requirement with 20% Buffer 6,011 (1,202 pa) 
Current 5YHLS Requirement 

5.3.5 Based on my revised assessment of need and the published supply, the Council’s 
current deficit is 3,801 homes providing a housing land supply of just 1.83 years.  

5.3.6 The difference between figures relates to whether the 1,474 home deficit accrued 
between 2016 and 2020 should be recovered within the calculation. Whilst we 
recognise that standard methodology calculation does take into account past 
under delivery, we say that supply should be contextualised by assessing it against 
the standard methodology base date of 2016. We say this because the underlying 
effect of resetting the base date and disregarding the deficit serves only to disguise 
a worsening situation.  

5.3.7 Notwithstanding this area of dispute, for the purpose of this application the 5 year 
housing land supply position is either 1.83 years or 2.6 years. In either scenario, 
there is a grave shortfall in supply and policies for the supply of housing are out 
of date. 
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5.3.8 We would also highlight that Table 2 entry iv of the Housing Delivery Test Action 
Plan identifies a total of 107 homes that can be identified within urban confines 
and included in the supply calculation. A further example that the Council’s urban 
supplies are all but entirely depleted and there is a genuinely urgent need to 
release housing now to address the undersupply. Given the local plan situation, 
only development controls can do this in the near to medium term. 

5.3.9 Having regard to these findings, there is a compelling case that the Council cannot 
demonstrate a deliverable five-year supply of housing land as required by 
paragraph 73 of the NPPF and the presumption in favour of sustainable 
development is engaged on the basis of housing policies being out of date. 
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6 Planning Considerations  

6.1 The Principle of Development 

6.1.1 Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires 
applications for planning permission to be determined in accordance with the 
development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.  

6.1.2 For the purpose of this application, the key aspect of the development plan relates 
to policy GB7 of the Sevenoaks Allocations and Development Management DPD 
(2015).  

6.1.3 Policy GB7 allows for the re-use of buildings in the Green Belt which would not 
have a materially greater impact than the present use on the openness of the 
Green Belt or harm the existing character of the area.  

6.1.4 Having regard to these criteria, the existing buildings would be re-used. 
Furthermore, the applicant has also provided a detailed structural survey to 
demonstrate that the building is of permanent and substantial construction. 

6.1.5 In respect of wider matters, policy EN1 of the ADMP has regard to core design 
principles and states that proposals that create high quality design and meet 
certain criteria will be permitted. In response to these criteria, the form of the 
proposed converted buildings would retain the scale, height and site coverage as 
it exists and would not result in over development. The proposals also 
demonstrate the use of appropriate and sympathetic materials in the design, given 
the sensitive nature of the proposal site.  

6.1.6 Based on this assessment, we consider the proposal fully accords with the 
development plan and that planning permission should be granted, without delay, 
in line with the Government’s presumption in favour of sustainable development.  

6.1.7 Turning to wider material considerations, as outlined above paragraphs 149 and 
paragraph 150 of the NPPF states that certain forms of development are also not 
inappropriate in Green Belt provided they preserve the openness of the Green Belt 
and do not conflict with the purposes of including land in Green Belt. These 
include proportionate additions and the re-use of buildings provided that the 
buildings are of permanent and substantial construction. The proposal complies 
with this element of national Green Belt policy.  

6.1.8 It is also important to stress that since the adoption of the Allocations and 
Development Management Plan in 2015 there has been an appeal decision 
relating to the conversion of a building which would represent a material 
consideration for conversion applications. The appeal decision at Vine Cottage in 
Penshurst APP/G2245/W/17/3181949 related to the conversion of a barn to a 
dwelling. As part of the appeal decision, the Planning Inspector considered that 
the complete recladding of the whole building, underpinning, inclusion of a plinth 
and additional supports to the frame and roof did not amount to major 
reconstruction, but are just alterations. The only part of the barn that remained 
was the portal metal frame and ground slab which significantly exceeded the 
retention of 75% as set out within policy GB7 and concluded that the building was 
capable of conversion without major re-construction. This therefore sets a clear 



  The Former Pool House, Chestnut Avenue, Tatsfield 
Ref: DHA/DB/15396 

Page 23 of 30 
 

benchmark that the current proposals and extent of structure falls patently within 
the scope of a building capable of conversion.  

6.1.9 In light of this decision it would be considered that the proposal would retain 
sufficient elements of the existing building to protect the character of the existing 
buildings.  

6.1.10 Regard must also be had to the extent of the housing shortfall in Sevenoaks 
District, and the failure of the emerging Local Plan, which is a significant material 
consideration for the reasons outlined in chapter 5.  

6.1.11 The current published supply position has been highlighted and there is not a 
robust supply of housing land within the district and the current shortfall is 
significant. Not only are policies for the supply of housing out of date, but there 
is significant further concern about when an up to date Local plan can be brought 
into place.  

6.1.12 In the absence of up to date policies, the application must be considered in 
accordance with the presumption in favour of sustainable development. For 
decision-taking this means approving development proposals that accord with the 
development plan without delay given that there are no policies that seek to 
restrict development.  

6.1.13 As set out above, the proposal complies with the NPPF and so the key passage in 
paragraph 11 of the NPPF is granting planning permission unless the adverse 
consequences of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits. 
Consequently, it would now be wrong for the Council to undertake a simple 
balancing between positive and negative factors related to this proposal. Until a 
plan is up to date it is only proposals that have adverse effects markedly 
(“significantly”) outweighing the benefits overall and would constitute 
development that was unsustainable and that should not be granted. 

6.1.14 The benefits of the proposal are the creation of a family home in an area already 
characterised by residential uses, the prudent use of an underutilised but 
structurally sound building and a range of modest enhancements (i.e. ecological 
and visual betterment). In contrast, there would be little or no resultant harm and 
certainly nothing to a level that would demonstrably outweigh the benefits. 

6.1.15 In summary, the proposal provides an excellent opportunity to create a much-
needed home in an area with growing housing need. The proposal is consistent 
with the wider strategic objectives of policies LO1 and LO8 of the Core Strategy 
and policies GB7 and EN1 of the ADMP. The principle of development is therefore 
acceptable.  

6.2 Sustainability 

6.2.1 There is a need to foster sustainable development which is the concept that 
underpins the Government’s planning policy.  

6.2.2 In terms of housing, it is confirmed that housing applications should be considered 
in the context of the presumption in favour of sustainable development and that 
there are three dimensions to sustainable development, ‘economic, social and 
environmental’.  
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6.2.3 Socially, the proposed development would replace an underutilised building with 
a new home. This is particularly important in the context of the recently identified 
need to provide in excess of 700 new homes per year.  

6.2.4 Consideration has been given to the environmental value of this site in terms of 
its landscape quality, ecology, residential amenity, land contamination, air quality, 
noise impact, flood risk and locational sustainability. The site is not of high 
ecological or agricultural potential, the site is not subject to flooding or excess 
impacts of noise.   

6.2.5 In terms of impact on AONB setting, currently the existing buildings do not 
contribute to the distinct character, scenic quality or natural beauty of the land to 
any great degree. The proposed development, therefore, seeks to enhance the 
building’s appearance with no demonstrably greater degree of bulk or building 
volume.  

6.3 Design Concepts 

6.3.1 Paragraph 124 of the NPPF highlights the importance of good design, stating that 
good design is a key aspect of sustainable development, creates better places in 
which to live and work and helps make development acceptable to communities.  

6.3.2 The core design concept has been to retain the integrity of the originalpool  
building and utilise its original structure to create an open and attractive living 
space. The external materials will be designed to reflect the local vernacular, 
which is varied in nature, and would result in an enhancement to the immediate 
setting of the area. 

6.4 Flood Risk 

6.4.1 Paragraph 159 of the NPPF states inappropriate development in areas at risk of 
flooding should be avoided by directing development away from areas at highest 
risk (whether existing or future). Where development is necessary in such areas, 
the development should be made safe for its lifetime without increasing flood risk 
elsewhere.  

6.4.2 According to Environment Agency Flood Risk Mapping the site falls within Flood 
Zone 1 which has the lowest risk of flooding. Accordingly, a Flood Risk and 
Drainage Assessment is not required to support this application.  

6.5 Arboriculture and Ecology 

6.5.1 The application is supported by a detailed arboricultural assessment, which 
identifies a number of trees that require removal owing to Ash Dieback.  In all 
other respects, trees worth of retention and protection are subject to suitable 
proposed measures. 

6.5.2 From an ecology perspective, relevant investigations form part of the submission. 
Hone Ecology have undertaken a phase 1 extended survey. 

6.5.3 In summary, the building, hard-standing and mowed lawns which dominate the 
site provide a suboptimal habitat for notable flora. The mature tree area to the 
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north and bordering rough grassland and ruderal provide some suitable habitat, 
but no notable flora were observed during the site visit It should therefore be 
considered that the site itself has a low potential to support protected or notable 
flora. 

6.5.4 Adjacent Park Wood does provide opportunity for commuting amphibians to reach 
the site, and the rough grassland/ruderal boundaries to the site provide potential 
foraging.  

6.5.5 The wooded north area of the site provides some potential foraging and 
hibernacula potential, but the understorey is very sparce. The site itself should be 
considered to have a negligible potential to support breeding GCN or other 
common amphibians, but a low-moderate potential to support foraging and 
commuting amphibians within the boundary areas and west wooded section. 

6.5.6 The mown lawn and building areas of the site provide sub-optimal habitat for 
foraging reptiles. However, the rough grassland and ruderal boundaries do provide 
suitable foraging habitat, with the boundaries providing potential for commuting 
reptiles from the adjacent Park Wood. Rubble and debris piles on the site could 
provide refugia and hibernacula for local reptiles. It should therefore be considered 
that the site itself has a low-moderate potential to support common reptile 
species. 

6.5.7 The site should be regarded as having low-moderate potential to support breeding 
birds within the trees to the north, the boundary trees, and dense ivy within the 
pool house. 

6.5.8 No signs of badger were observed on the site, although records were identified 
within 1km. The site should be considered to have low potential to support 
foraging badgers The site should be considered to have a moderate potential to 
support foraging and commuting bats on the boundaries and the north woodland 
section, negligible potential to support roosting bats in the derelict pool house on 
site, low potential to support roosting bats with the cabin adjacent to the east of 
the site, low potential to support roosting bats within the tree trees to the north 
west with PRFs. 

6.5.9 The woodland area to the north holds some potential for dormice although is poor 
due to the lack of understorey. There is aerial connectivity to other suitable 
woodland via the horse chestnut trees which line chestnut drive to the north. The 
site should therefore be considered to have a low potential to support Hazel 
Dormouse within the site boundaries and northern section trees. 

6.5.10 The habitats on site are sub-optimal for notable invertebrate species, although 
the grazing meadow adjacent to the east may provide some suitable habitat. It 
should be considered that the site has a low potential to support notable 
invertebrates. 

6.5.11 The boundary vegetation and woodland area on the site provides suitable foraging 
and hibernation habitat for European hedgehog. 

6.5.12 No invasive species were observed on the site itself, however an area of Schedule 
9 species Japanese Knotweed was observed near the site boundary. This area is 
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understood not to be impacted by the planned works, however eradication 
following appropriate biosecurity is advised to avoid spread on to the site. 

6.5.13 There is one statutory designated sites and four non statutory LWS within 1km of 
the  planned works. These are Hill Park, Tatsfield LNR and SNCI approximately 
100m to the south of the proposed works, Rowtye Wood SNCI, Park Wood SNCI 
which is adjacent to the west of the proposed works, and Cudham Valley South 
SINC of Metropolitan Importance. 

6.5.14 There are six areas of ancient semi-natural woodland sites within 1km of the 
planned works. The closest is Park Wood, adjacent to the east of the planned 
works.  

6.5.15 The site itself is within the Kent Downs Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
(AONB) and adjacent to the Surrey Hills AONB to the west.  

6.5.16 Due to the low-moderate potential for amphibians and reptiles within the 
boundary areas, rubble piles, and ruderal growth on the tennis court, to avoid 
recklessly harming amphibians or reptiles further surveys are required to the 
confirm their likely presence/absence on the site. Due to the lack of water body 
on site, a terrestrial survey for amphibians will be combined with the reptile 
survey. 

6.5.17 During development works, and rubble or works materials should be left on 
hardstanding to avoid attracting reptiles or amphibians which may use it for 
refuge. In the unlikely event that any reptiles or GCN are observed during the 
works, then works should cease in that area and an ecologist contacted for advice. 

6.5.18 In the unlikely event that any of the trees assessed with low bat roost potential 
are to be felled as part of the planned works, it is recommended that a 
precautionary ‘soft-fell’ method is used under ecological supervision in order to 
minimise the risk of harm to bats. as follows: 

6.5.19 Pool Building - Due to the negligible potential for roosting bats assessed for this 
building, no further surveys are recommended. 

6.5.20 In the unlikely event that any works are required to this cabin, due to the low 
potential for roosting bats within this building it is recommended that a minimum 
of one emergence survey is carried out to identify any bat roosts within the 
building. If any roosts are found then an additional two emergence or re-entry 
surveys may be required to help characterise the roost(s). 

6.5.21 During development works and for the operation of the buildings, light spill onto 
the  surrounding vegetation and cabin is to be avoided to avoid adversely 
impacting foraging bats in area. Lighting should be downward facing and should 
avoid light spill onto trees or vegetation. 

6.5.22 If possible, any vegetation clearance which may be required should be undertaken 
outside the bird breeding season. The breeding bird season extends from March –
August inclusive. It should be noted however that certain species are known to 
breed throughout the year (e.g. pigeons) and remain protected.  If these works 
cannot be undertaken outside of the bird breeding season, the vegetation and 
building should be checked for nesting birds by a suitably qualified ecologist. If a 
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nest is identified either being built, has eggs or chicks the area around the nest 
should be avoided until the young have fledged.  

6.5.23 As a precautionary measure, during works, any holes or trenches on the site should 
be covered over night to prevent badgers and other animals falling in and getting 
trapped. 

6.5.24 Alternatively, ramps should be placed in the trench to enable animals to escape, 
in the unlikely event they access the site.  

6.5.25 In the unlikely event that a badger burrow is observed on or within 20m of the 
site during the works, works in that area should stop and a suitably qualified 
ecologist contacted for advice. 

6.5.26 In the event that any vegetation clearance is to be undertaken as part of the 
planned works, this should be done under ecological supervision to include a 
search for hedgehogs, and move them to a suitable area away from the works 
should any be found. 

6.5.27 Should at any point during the development a protected or notable species be 
identified within the site, then all works should stop, and the appointed ecologist 
consulted on the appropriate manner in which to proceed. 

6.5.28 Biodiversity protection and enhancements are recommended: 

(1) It is recommended that mature trees should be retained where possible. 
Tree protection measures should be implemented according to BS 
5837:2012. Any trees removed should be replaced by locally sourced 
native species. 

(2) It is recommended that protective fencing be erected across the west site 
boundary to prevent dust particles impacting the adjacent LWS. 

(3) To provide enhancement opportunities to local birds, the addition of a 
house sparrow or swift nest box could be placed on building. Other boxes 
suitable for birds such as blackbird, thrush and starlings could be placed on 
mature trees bordering the site. 

(4) To provide additional roost potential locally, the placement of a bat box 
on/integrated into the new building on the site is recommended. 

(5) The creation of hibernacula/log pile within the woodland area of the site 
suitable for use by reptiles and amphibians which may be in the area, and 
shelter for invertebrates. 

(6) The planting of native flower meadow areas around the site, would provide 
foraging for pollinators and other invertebrate, and thereby provide 
foraging for  local bats and birds. 

(7) To increase biodiversity on the site and provide nesting potential for birds 
and foraging potential for birds and bats, it is recommended that a native 
species-rich (5 species or more) hedge be planted on the east boundary. 
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6.1 Transport Impacts 

6.1.1 Vehicular access to the site exists via the established access road which would be 
retained.  

6.1.2 The proposed development would not be expected to generate significant 
additional vehicle trips and would not demonstrably impact upon local highway 
capacity, amenity or operation nor would it have any severe impact on the local 
highway network in line with the NPPF.  

6.1.3 Parking and turning area for the new dwelling will be provided via a private 
forecourt within the plot. 2no. car parking space in accordance with the KCC 
Interim Guidance Note 3 (IGN3) vehicle access parking standards for residential 
development in rural locations.  

6.1.4 An electric vehicle charging point is proposed. This will be located by way of a 
free standing post adjacent to the proposed car parking spaces. 

6.2 Impact on Residential Amenities 

6.2.1 The wider surrounding area is sparsely populated and is characterised by a wide 
variety of house types and sizes. In this regard, the layout of the proposed 
dwelling, combined with the proximity of the closest properties, retained natural 
separation afforded by dense mature vegetation and carefully formulated design 
means that more adequate amenity levels for both future and neighbouring 
occupants will be retained.  

6.3 Impact on the Wider Landscape 

6.3.1 Policy EN5 of the ADMP states that the Kent Downs and High Weald Areas of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty and their settings will be given the highest status of 
protection in relation to landscape and scenic beauty. Proposals within the AONB 
will be permitted where the form, scale, materials and design would conserve and 
enhance the character of the landscape and have regard to the relevant 
Management Plan and associated guidance. Proposals that affect the landscape 
throughout the District will be permitted where they would: 

a) conserve the character of the landscape, including areas of tranquillity; 
and 

b) where feasible help secure enhancements in accordance with landscape 
actions in accordance with the Sevenoaks Countryside Assessment SPD. 

6.3.2 The Kent Downs AONB Management Plan has been formally adopted by all 12 
local authorities covering the Kent Downs AONB and seeks to conserve and 
enhance the features that contribute to the natural beauty. The plan is a material 
consideration when determining planning applications within the designation.      

6.3.3 The Management Plan sets out a series of overarching sustainable development 
aims which serve to maintain a landscape in which: 
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(1) AONB conversion and enhancement and sustainable development 
principles are the starting point of development and infrastructure plans, 
local policies and proposals. 

(2) The character and distinctiveness of villages, farmsteads and individual 
buildings are conserved and enhanced by combining the best traditions of 
the past with the best technologies of the present to create 
environmentally sustainable and locally enhancing development. 

(3) A positive, proactive and urgent approach is taken to the implications of 
climate change and intelligent and effective mitigation and adaptation 
responses are chosen which support landscape character and ecosystem 
services. 

(4) All development achieves landscape enhancement; conservation and 
mitigation is delivered in every case. 

(5) A comparatively tranquil environment is protected, conserved and 
enhanced. 

(6) The setting and views in and out of the AONB are conserved and enhanced. 
(7) New developments respect and reinforce the traditions of the past, whilst 

integrating sustainable technologies and sensitive new design. 
(8) The impact of infrastructure on the qualities of the AONB is significantly 

reduced. 

6.3.4 As can be seen from the strategic nature of these objectives the prudent re-use 
of existing buildings, which are well-established within the context of the existing 
landscape, will not have a demonstrable impact upon the open or natural 
character. Furthermore, the modest amount of residential curtilage proposed 
would not lead to any increased harm.  

6.4 Developer Contributions 

6.4.1 In accordance with paragraph 56 of the NPPF, planning obligations should only be 
sought where they meet all of the following tests: 

• Necessary to make the development acceptable in planning terms; 

• Directly related to the development; and 

• Fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the development 

6.4.2 National Planning Practice Guidance also advises that there are specific 
circumstances where contributions for affordable housing and tariff style planning 
obligations (section 106 planning obligations) should not be sought from non-
major development. 

6.4.3 Notwithstanding the above, SDC have adopted the Community Infrastructure Levy 
(CIL), which is a charge on any new development that creates a net additional 
floor space over 100 square metres or results in the creation of a new dwelling.  
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7 Summary and Conclusion 

7.1 Summary 

7.1.1 This statement has been prepared on behalf of RLR Goldsmith Ltd in respect of a 
full planning application for the conversion of a disused former pool house and 
tennis court into a new 3-bedroom dwelling with associated parking, amenity area 
and landscaping.  

7.1.2 The pool house was formally connected to the nearby property Compton Chase 
but with the passage of time has become physically detached from the estate. 
Indeed, the site is situated within Sevenoaks District, whilst the main residence 
falls over the boundary in Tandridge. 

7.1.3 The proposal fully accords with the Green Belt objectives of the NPPF, as it seeks 
a re-use of an existing building that is demonstrated to be structurally sound and 
capable of conversion. The result is a scheme that also complies with the strategic 
principles required through policies LO1 and LO8 of the Sevenoaks Core Strategy 
and policy GB7 of the ADMP.  

7.1.4 In general terms the design of the conversion is consistent with policies EN1, EN2 
and EN5 of the ADMP, which seeks to deliver a compatible design, protect 
neighbour amenity and protect the wider environmental quality of the area. 

7.1.5 Finally, regard must be had to the extent of the housing shortage in Sevenoaks 
District Council is unable to meet this requirement at present, it radically tilts 
decision making in favour of the granting permission and permission must now 
grant permission for housing proposals unless the adverse impacts of doing so 
would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits. 

7.1.6 The benefits of the proposal are the creation of a family home in an area already 
characterised by rural residential uses, the prudent use of disused buildings and a 
range of modest ecological enhancements. 

7.1.7 In contrast, there would be little, if any, resultant harm as a result of the proposed 
conversion.   

7.2 Conclusion 

7.2.1 Taking all of the above into consideration, we consider the proposal accords with 
the development plan. Furthermore, wider material considerations support the 
proposed conversion. We therefore respectfully request that planning permission 
be granted without delay.   

 


