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MINUTES OF PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING HELD IN 

HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, KINGS HOUSE THETFORD 

 ON TUESDAY 13th MARCH 2018 STARTING AT 7:00 P.M. 

 
Present: 

Councillors: 
                      S J Armes (Vice Chair)    M P Brindle  
  C P R Burnett      B J Canham  
  C Harvey      J Hollis   
  J James      R G Kybird (Chairman)
  J Newton      M Taylor 

S N H Wright           
 
Officers in attendance: 
Tina Cunnell      Town Clerk 

Chris Crimmen     Committee Secretary 

 

Minutes 

    832/17 DECLARATIONS OF ANY DISCLOSABLE PECUNIARY INTERESTS 

Councillor R Kybird declared a pecuniary interest in agenda number 839/17 

JPN 14 in the Croxton and Kilverstone Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

    833/17 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
Apologies were received from Councillors R F W Brame, T J Jermy and M 
Robinson. 

 
    834/17 MINUTES 

RESOLVED: The minutes of the Committee meeting held on 13th 
February 2018, received by Full Council on 27th February 2018, as a true 
record and signed/initialled by the Committee Chairman. 

 
    835/17 PLANNING APPLICATIONS TO CONSIDER 
 

a) Plan No 0071   Consultation - Full 
 

Applicant: Mr Alfred Ruitz and Mrs Anne Pawsey Single Storey Rear 
Extension 29 The Meadows Thetford. 
 
Supporter. 

 
b) Plan No 0212   Variation of Conditions 
 
Applicant: Mr H Barham Land adjacent 14 Norwich Road, Thetford. 
 
Supporter. 
 

     836/17 DECISIONS OF VARIANCE 
  None notified. 
  
     837/17  LATE PLANNING APPLICATIONS RECEIVED AFTER AGENDA WAS       

PUBLISHED 
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1. Plan No 1601    Consultation – Householder 
 
Applicant: Mr J Smith Conversion of existing garage to self-contained annex 
accommodation including increase of roof height 42 Benbow Road Thetford. 

   
  Objector: Thetford Town Council have the following objections:  

a) Self-contained means it constitutes an additional dwelling, this is a 
backland development that sets a bad precedent. 

b) If permission is granted it should be personal to the applicant and ancillary 
to the main house and not separately occupied.  

 
 

2. Plan No 0227    Consultation – Full 
 
Applicant: Breckland District Council Amalgamation of Units 1, 2, 3 and part 
of Unit 4 and addition of use Class D2 (gymnasium) to approved use Class 
A3, A4, A5 to, change to hours of operation; installation of compressors; and 
other minor external alterations Anchor Place. 
 
Objector: Thetford Town Council have significant objections to this application 
as follows: 
a) Incursion into unit 4 compromises the potential for let of unit 4. 
b) The application is in opposition to the vision of a visitor attraction 

supporting the cinema complex. 
c) A change to Class D is against the BDC emerging plan policy. 
d) Primary frontage is not being optimised for a visitor economy. 
e) 24/7 Operation is inappropriate below a hotel. 
 
3. Plan No 0239    Consultation – Full 
 
Applicant: Mr Robert Steel Installation of 2no. external AC condenser unit and 
1no ventilation grill, located at high level at the rear of the property 26-28 King 
Street Thetford. 
 
Supporter. Can residential unit above be assured there will be no increase in 
noise?  
 

        838/17 GOVERNANCE REVIEW 
 The Chairman reported that responses to the Governance Review will close 

this week and when Breckland Council issues their proposals the Council will 
be able to respond for the final time. The Committee felt that the literature 
produced by the Parish Councils suggested that they can provide all the new 
facilities for the SUE without increasing the Parish Precept and the Council 
consider this statement to be naïve in the extreme. 

 
     839/17 CROXTON AND KILVERSTONE NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 
 The Chairman asked Councillors to consider a reply to the consultation that 

finishes on 16th March 2018. He then led a discussion and the Committee 
agreed the following responses to the Neighbourhood Plan 

  
Croxton and Brettenham & Kilverstone Joint Neighbourhood Plan (JNP) Draft 
Reg.16 - Thetford Town Council Response and Comment 
 

Page  Policy reference and Comment Suggestions 

 
Para 2.15 & 
2.16 

Paragraphs 2.16 &2.16 are 
superfluous due to the expressed 
content of 2.16 

Remove 
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Pgs. 25 The transition from urban to rural was 
addressed in the TAAP with a 
planning recommendation that the 
new development “soften the edges” 
resulting in the density now being 
lower than previously envisioned. 
It is felt that the vison also has to 
deliver the connectivity with the town 
centre of Thetford rather than ignore 
it. 

Update 

   

Pgs. 27 
 

The JNP suggest that the cemetery 
and community provision needs to be 
accommodated within the SUE, but 
there is no vision of where they will be 
sited or how it will be funded in the 
long term. 
The plan gives no detail as to how the 
identified allotment sites on the plans, 
will be administered by the respective 
parishes. Modern housing densities 
rarely offer the privilege of areas 
suitable or fruit and vegetables to be 
grown by the residents. 
 

Update 

   

Pgs. 28/29 In the policy table JNP1 & JNP2 (in 
reference to the SUE) are covered by 
the TAAP, so to suggest single 
policies be area wide does not 
differentiate between the differing 
needs of the existing parishes. 
 

Amend 

Pgs. 34 JNP 3 is supported  

Pgs. 38 JNP 4 para 1. It is unlike that sufficient 
material exists to flint face all the 
buildings in the SUE development. 
Para 2 is in direct contravention of 
detailed planning applications already 
submitted. 
Para 4c uses the term use of 
materials that reflect and respect the 
local vernacular, which is weak in 
policy terms. This is so vague as not 
to be useful in planning policy terms. 
In regard to local vernacular when the 
use of flint is considered essential, it 
should be laid in the traditional 
manner and not laid in prefabricated 
building blocks with flint inclusions...    

 

   

Pgs. 42 JNP6 The weaknesses of this policy 
are already identified in the Breckland 
District Council response. 

Amend 

   

Pgs. 44 JNP 7 makes no specific requirement Amend 



 

4 
 

 to provide alternative cycle or 
pedestrian routes parallel to 
Brettenham Lane Kilverstone, which 
would be required for the safety and 
enjoyment of future residents. 
Consideration also required how 
Brettenham and Kilverstone Parish 
Jointly should seek pedestrian and 
cycling connectivity between their 
relevant communities. (Kilverstone 
Village-Arlington Way-Rushford 
Village) 
Supportive of enhancing this site but 
consideration should be given to the 
adjacent recreational space. 

 

   

Pgs. 45 Given the scale of the SUE there is an 
undoubted need for extra parking at 
Thetford train station including 
enhanced disabled access linking the 
platforms to serve the new residents 
of the SUE and that S106  
contributions may facilitate this. 

 

Pgs. 46 JNP8 fails to recognise that a 
significant proportion of community 
facilities will derived from Thetford 
Town Centre and other areas within 
Thetford, and that S106 contributions 
may be required. 
There is a clear opportunity that 
existing farm buildings and the like to 
be developed in a sympathetic 
manner for community use reflecting 
heritage and previous use. It would be 
expected that the JNP reflects this 
more strongly.  

Amend 

   

Pgs. 49 JNP 9 Maybe suitable concerning 
existing village cores but fails to reflect 
the significant employment areas that 
will be within the SUE, so needs to 
develop the policy further. 
Aspects of this provision are reflected 
in outline planning permission for 
SUE. 

Amend 

   

Pgs. 50 JNP 10 repeats other policies so is 
superfluous. 

Remove 

   

Pgs. 52 JNP 11 Weakness of policy 
adequately covered by BDC 
response. 

 

   

Pgs. 59 JNP 13 Surprised that aspects of 
Arlington Way are not identified as 
green spaces, as parishes have 
worked vigorously to protect them in 

Identify spaces 
and amend 
policy 
accordingly 
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the past. 
The picnic area next to Melford Bridge 
requires significant enhancement as it 
is the gateway to both town and 
villages. 

   

Pgs. 67 JNP 16 is supported as it has the 
potential to provide edge of town 
tourist parking for visitors. Allowing 
visitors to enjoy both town and villages 
as well cycle paths. 

Amend 

Notes: In general terms Thetford Town Council find nothing in Breckland 

District Council’s response to disagree with. 

     840/17 ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS 
The Town Clerk reported on the updated Thetford Town Objectives, see 
below, and asked Councillors to consider objectives for 2018/9 which will be 
discussed at the next meeting. 

   

PRIORITY 1  –  

To progress neighbourhood plan and governance review 

AIMS/ACTIONS 

1 Following completion of the Governance Review consultation review 

Neighbourhood Plan needs as necessary. 

2 Following Breckland District Council Car Park Review to Town Centre 

Policy of Thetford Area Action Plan and amend as necessary 

3 Develop Partnerships with external bodies on shared projects. 

 
 
     841/17 COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
  None. 
 
 
               
                                                                  Chairman 




