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 NOTES of a meeting of the Planning Committee  
held on Wednesday 6th December 2017 at 8.30 am 

 
Present:  Cllr Michael Wilderspin (Chairman), Cllr Trevor Bowmer, Cllr Jennifer Nettleship,  
 Mike Greenan 
 

 
01.12.17 Apologies 
 

Apologies for absence were received from Julie Baranek (Clerk). 
 
02.12.17 Acceptance and Signing of Notes 
 
 It was agreed that the notes of the last meeting held on 13th March 2017 be approved and 
 were signed by the Chairman. 
 
03.12.17 Planning Applications Received 
 
 The Committee discussed the following applications: 
 
 17/01164/FUL/17/01172/LBALT – Unfortunately the incorrect form had been completed 

when the Committee were discussing this application.  Initial comments included: 
 

• No acknowledgement that the building is listed. 

• No disabled access identified. 

• Will the proposed design have any effect on the shared access with the property 
immediately to the North? 

• Will there be storage for the brightly coloured trade bins which are currently on the 
pavement? 
 

Clerk’s Note: Following this meeting, the correct form was submitted, the Committee 
discussed the application further and submitted the following comments: 
 
“Matlock Bath Parish Council OJBECTS to this application.  Rose Cottage is a listed building 
and its listing states “Late C18, Stucco (“the front ivy covered”); 2 storeys; 3 II 26/10/1972 
sash windows in chamfered painted stone surrounds; simple wood doorcase in plain 
surround with semi-circular head and wheel fanlight; painted stone quoins at sides; plain 
eaves; tiles.  Stone garden wall to frontage overall, with flat moulded coping.” 
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  Objections include: 
 

• The listing mentions Ivy covered – we think it is Virginina Creeper.  How will this 
continue to survive with the canopy attached? 

• The canopy is being attached to a listed building, one of the oldest in the village. 

• The renovations to this listed building are not in keeping with a Conservation Area. 

• The plan wants to change one of the windows to allow for the canopy which will 
completely change the front elevation and hide many of the important features that 
are listed. 

• The plan is also to change the copings on the wall. 

• There is no clarification on any impact the renovation will have on access to 
surrounding properties.  Any renovation should preserve the rights of shared access 
to the adjacent property. 

 
 In addition, we feel that the alterations should accommodate the refuse and recycling.  This 

is currently kept on the highway, causing an obstruction and detracting from the building. 
 
 While we see the business plan for the alterations basically doubling their accommodation 

and looking much better than the current system they have with large umbrellas, the new 
structure is not in keeping with the existing building and will severely detract from the current 
‘quaintness’.  The scale of Rose Cottage is in clear contrast to the other Victorian buildings 
which surround it and this needs to be preserved. 

 
 A business plan cannot be allowed to override aesthetic considerations.  The village has lost 

many important buildings before listing and conservation was a consideration. 
 
 Although there was no disabled access previously, this has not been incorporated in to the 

renovations. 
 
 It is regrettable that the applicant has now consulted the Planning Authority before submitting 

this application. 
 
04.12.17 Date of Next Meeting 
 
 The next meeting will be held when business dictates. 
 
 
 
 
 
 


