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LONGPARISH PARISH COUNCIL 
 

Minutes of a Planning Committee meeting held on Monday 26 February 2011 
at Lower Mill at 3.15PM  

[Having assembled at Pig Bridge at 3PM] 
 
Present: 
 
Phil Harris [Chair of Planning], Christopher Duxbury, Jonathan Frere, Karen Marie Dinesen and 
Tony Humphrey [Clerk] 
 
Introduction: 

 
The special meeting was called to consider  application 11/00401/AGNN -  an extension to the 
existing agricultural building at Testwood Trout Farm, Longparish,  made under Town and 
Country Planning General Development Order Notification of Development Under Parts 6, 7 and 
31. 
 
The development already had planning permission under the above order. The purpose of the 
notification was to give TVBC the opportunity to decide whether it requires the submission of 
more detailed information relating to the siting and appearance of the development. These were 
the only matters to be considered by the Parish Council. 
 
The Application: 

 
In considering the application, the Committee agreed that:  
 

• as the proposed extension is in accordance with what was considered to be acceptable 
during discussions at an earlier site meeting in relation to any proposed extension for the 
provision of an agricultural worker’s dwelling, the Committee had no objections on those 
grounds. 

• There were some concerns that the current application did not actually make any case 
for an extension of the current building on the grounds of the agricultural operation.  It 
appeared instead to be predicated on making space available for a future application 
relating to a permanent dwelling to replace the existing temporary siting of a caravan. 

• While it questioned whether or not the case has been made for an extension in relation 
to agricultural development, the Committee was prepared to accept the application.  This 
acceptance would be on the strict understanding that the extension will make sufficient 
space available to provide the planned worker’s accommodation within the existing 
footprint and will accordingly preclude the requirement for any further extension of the 
building.  The Committee considered that this view was consistent with the Planning 
Statement – “A future application for a permanent agricultural worker’s dwelling…..with 
regard to utilizing the available remaining space within the South West elevation…” 

 
On the basis of the above, the Committee agreed to raise ‘no objection’ to the siting and 
appearance of the proposed development; and that JF would draft further comments for the 
response form. 
 
 
CJD 


