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HATHERSAGE	PARISH	COUNCIL	

Planning	Committee	
	

Minutes	of	the	Planning	Committee	Meeting		
Date:	8th	January	2017.	
Time:	9:00am.	
Location:	Sampson	Room,	Memorial	Hall.	

	
Present:														Cllrs	J	Marsden,	H	Rodgers,	P	Mander	
In	attendance:			

	
090/17	 	 Apologies	for	Absence.	Cllrs.	Kirkham,	W	Hanley.	Mr.	S	Wyatt	(Clerk)	
091/17	 	 To	decide	any	variation	in	the	order	of	business	–	none	
092/17	 	 Declaration	of	interests	–	Hathersage	Parish	Council	declared	an	interest	in	NP/DDD/1217/128	

Brookfield	Manor	as	the	owners,	Sir	Hugh	and	Lady	Sykes,	donate	to	Hathersage	Swimming	Pool	
which	is	managed	by	HPC.	

093/17	 	 Public	participation	–	no	one	attended.		
094/17	 	 Confirmation	of	previous	minutes	of	6th	December	2017	and	any	matters	arising.	The	minutes	were	

approved	and	signed.	
095/17	 	 To	consider	Planning	Applications:  

	

095/17	 .1	 NP/DDD/1217/1287	Brookfield	Manor	Hathersage	-	Hathersage	Parish	Council	was	unable	to	
comment	on	this	application	as	the	owners	donate	annually	to	Hathersage	Swimming	Pool.	

095/17	 .2	 NP/DDD/1117/1217	Birchtrees	Ninelands	Road	Hathersage	-	HPC	has	no	objection	to	this	
application	as	it	will	improve	the	internal	facilities	of	the	property.	The	extension	is	not	visible	from	
Ninelands	Road	and	is	not	at	all	intrusive.	

095/17	 .3	 NP/HPK/1217/1276	Mead	Farm	Edale	Road	Hope	–	not	in	Hathersage	Parish,	no	comment	made,	
096/17	 	 Clerk’s	Report/Correspondence	–	none.	
097/17	 	 To	identify	items	for	the	next	meeting	agenda	-	none	
098/17	 	 To	agree	a	date	for	the	next	meeting	–	to	be	confirmed.	
	
	
	
	
	
	

Signed	and	dated:		
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Submitted	Objections	
	

Planning	Application:	NP/GDO/1017/1035	GPDO	Notification	–	Telephone	Exchange	Jaggers	Lane	Hathersage.	
	
The	Parish	Council	reviewed	this	application	at	a	meeting	on	6th	November	2017	which	was	attended	by	
residents	of	the	village.	The	Parish	Council	fully	support	the	public	view	of	this	application	and	object	in	
principle	for	the	following	reasons:	
	

a) The	Councillors	first	of	all	wish	to	state	that	they	appreciate	the	difference	between	an	Omni	antenna	
for	smart	metering	purposes	and	a	mobile	phone	mast.	

b) The	Councillors	wish	it	to	be	noted	that	they	responded	to	the	Pre-planning	consultation	in	a	similar	
vein	to	what	is	detailed	below.	

c) The	Councillors	are	unsure	what	the	justification	is	for	this	antenna	as	members	of	the	village,	including	
a	member	of	the	Parish	Council,	already	have	smart	meters	installed.	In	a	letter	received	by	Hathersage	
Parish	Council	dated	23/05/17	from	Damian	Hosker	(Arqiva	Principle	Planner)	stated	that	the	proposal	
would,	‘bring	Smart	Meter	services	to	residents’.	As	stated	above	this	capability	is	already	present	
without	this	antenna.	

d) I	draw	to	your	attention	the	planning	history	of	the	site.	There	was	considerable	objection	to	a	similar	
proposal	in	2007,	with	some	80	letters	of	objection	lodged,	there	was	equal	objection	to	similar	
proposals	considered	by	the	Parish	Council	in	July	2016,	and	Hathersage	Parish	Council	anticipates	an	
even	greater	level	of		objection	to	this	new	proposal,	which	continues	to	present	a	severe	risk	to	a	
precious	Conservation	area	of	extreme	importance	to	local	people,	where	you	seem	to	have	failed	to	
carry	out	due	diligence	with	regard	to	any	alternative	potential	sites	of	less	sensitivity	and	importance	
to	local	people	and	businesses.	The	Councillors	are	aware	of	previous	applications	for	mobile	phone	
masts	in	the	same	locality	as	this	application	by	the	same	company	Arqiva	and	hence	fear	that	if	this	
current	application	is	granted	the	precedence	will	have	been	set	for	further	applications	in	the	future.	

e) Referring	to	the	Code	of	Best	Practise	on	Mobile	Network	Development	in	England,	24/7/13,	paragraph	
1.3	part	states	"in	a	way	that	minimises	the	potential	impact	that	can	be	associated	with	such	
development";	page	29	"Operators	may	be	able	to	avoid	a	specific	site,	but	not	a	specific	area,	in	which	
case	they	should	seek	to	minimise	the	impact	through	sensitive	design	and	appropriate	siting	of	the	
proposals".		The	chosen	site	would	have	a	significant	visual	impact.	The	Parish	Council	feel	that	the	
proposed	location	of	the	mast,	should	it	be	given	consent	to	proceed,	has	the	potential	for	future	
additional	masts	to	be	added	to	the	structure	which	could	have	a	cumulative	visual	impact	hence,	our	
objection	in	principle	at	the	use	of	this	location	for	masts	at	height.	

f) While	it	is	acknowledged	that	there	is	not	yet	any	evidence	to	support	the	impact	on	health	of	
communication	masts	the	popular	view	is	that	there	is	an	impact	and	that	this	will	no	doubt	affect	the	
decision	of	parents	wishing	to	send	their	children	to	Hathersage	St.	Michaels	Primary	school	and	
Nursery	–	children	from	3	years	old	to	11	–	which	is	within	600	metres	(according	to	the	DDC	Mapping	
Portal)	of	the	proposed	location.	It	should	also	be	noted	St	Michaels	Field	Study	Centre	is	less	than	100	
yards	away.	Children	stay	here	on	a	residential	basis.	

g) With	regards	to	the	National	Planning	Policy	Framework	(NPPF)	DCLG	March	2012	-	
The	applicant	indicates	that	the	application	accords	with	the	NPPF,	however,	on	review	of	the	relevant	
paragraphs,	due	consideration	is	necessary	by	the	Peak	District	National	Park	in	this	respect.	Paragraph	
7	refers	to	sustainable	development	having	an	environmental	role	'contributing	to	protecting	and	
enhancing	our	natural,	built	and	historic	environment'	it	is	not	considered	likely	that	this	application	
will	meet	this	element	of	the	NPPF	guidance	and	conversely,	significant	harm	could	result.	Paragraph	
115	in	respect	of	National	Parks	advises	that	'great	weight	should	be	given	to	conserving	landscape	and	
scenic	beauty	in	National	Parks...the	conservation	of..cultural	heritage	are	important	considerations	in	
all	these	areas	and	should	be	given	great	weight	in	National	Parks...'	The	siting	and	appearance	of	this	
proposed	antenna	will	not	add	to	the	conservation	of	the	local	landscape	or	cultural	heritage	of	
Hathersage	

h) Again	referring	to	the	NPPF	-	Paragraph	43	advises	that	local	planning	authorities	should	keep	the	
number	of	masts	to	a	minimum	and	existing	masts,	buildings	and	structures	should	be	used	unless	the	
need	for	a	new	site	has	been	justified.	Where	new	sites	are	justified	the	NPPF	advises	that	new	
equipment	should	be	sympathetically	designed	and	camouflaged.	It	is	not	clear	how	the	proposed	
antenna	will	be	camouflaged	due	to	its	proposed	prominent	location	and	due	to	it’s	height.	It	is	
therefore	considered	that	the	design	is	not	sympathetic	to	the	location.	The	trees	surrounding	the	
proposed	siting	of	the	antenna	are	deciduous	and	so	in	winter	the	antenna	will	be	clearly	visible	in	all	
aspects.	
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i) Referring	to	the	Hathersage	Conservation	Area	Peak	District	National	Park	Authority,	dated	March	2011	

-	The	siting	and	appearance	of	the	antenna	could	detrimentally	affect	the	visual	amenity	value	and	
setting	of	the	adjacent	Hathersage	Conservation	Area.	The	height	of	the	antenna	will,	by	necessity,	be	
above	the	trees	and	this	could	affect	the	setting	of	listed	buildings	within	the	Conservation	Area	
including	specifically	the	Catholic	Church.	The	Hathersage	Conservation	Area	Appraisal	refers	to	the	
importance	of	high	quality	design	within	the	Conservation	Area	and	this	structure	could	detract	from	
and	affect	the	intrinsic	character	and	landscape	value	of	this	part	of	the	Conservation	Area	at	a	key	
location	in	the	village.	The	Appraisal	advises	that	new	developments	are	to	be	designed	with	care	and	to	
enhance	or	improve	the	Conservation	Area.	Paragraphs	11.12	advises	that	'Any	new	development	
needs	to	be	designed	with	care	to	ensure	that	it	does	not	detract	from	the	character	of	the	Conservation	
Area.'	Paragraphs	11.25	and	11.26	advise	that	improving	street	furniture	is	an	aim	of	the	Conservation	
Area	Appraisal	with	enhancements	and	improvements	to	the	street	scene	being	encouraged.	The	
installation	of	the	antenna	at	this	location	would	deteriorate	the	character	of	the	area	rather	than	
improve	it.	

j) Again	in	the	National	Park’s	document,	‘Hathersage	Conservation	Area	Appraisal,	March	2011’	it	states	
‘A	Conservation	Area	is	defined	as	an	area	of	special	architectural	or	historic	interest,	the	character	or	
appearance	of	which	it	is	desirable	to	preserve	or	enhance’.	The	siting	of	the	antenna	in	the	proposed	
position	neither	preserves	nor	enhances	the	appearance;	

k) And	again	in	the	same	National	Park	document,	when	describing	the	Conservation	area,	page	50,	para	
9.11,	the	view	of	the	church	is	a	defining	character	but	which,	if	the	application	goes	ahead,	the	antenna	
will	in	front	of	the	church	view	from	several	places.	

l) There	are	several	listed	buildings	in	the	village	dating	from	the	15th	Century,	the	view	of	which	would	
include	this	antenna	should	the	application	be	granted.	

m) The	Councillors	would	suggest	the	following	locations	which	they	would	consider	to	be	acceptable:	
a)	 The	Memorial	Hall,	Oddfellows	Road;	
b)	 The	Fire	Station,	Oddfellows	Road;	
c)	 Birley	Lane,	adjacent	to	the	recently	installed	transformer;	
d)	 Castleton	Road	(SK2253481421,	E00422534	N00381421);	
e)	 Lay-by	Castleton	Road	(SK2213481673,	E00422134	N00381673).	
	

	


