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o "AClear historical pattern of behaviour has taken place making a mockery of the planning
application system."

Please be assured we are not intending to "make a mockery" of any system. Our
intentions are clear and wish to have the planning system on our side whilst accepting
that our neighbour (TPC) may not be supportive of our development proposals.

As confirmed above, our preferred use for the building was a Holiday Let but access
issues, as created by the Parish Council, meant we had no other option than to consider
alternative uses for the building.

o "If an objective view was taken it is clear from the outset Mr Harper intended for a full
separate dwelling."

At the outset our application for a garage was intended to mirror the grant of Approval
our neighbour (Mr Waring) received for a garage adjacent to our site. (see 19/0701/FUL
dated 12 September 2019). Our subsequent application was approved after Mr Warings
and we commenced the foundations for our garage structure shortly after this.
Subsequently we were advised by various Consultants to consider changing the use of the
structure as built to accommodate a Holiday Cottage. Again, we would refer you to our
letter of September 2023 which, sets out why subsequences changes in use were sought.

In summary, we accept the Coundils remit is to use planning matters as a basis of objection to
local applications but clearly the latest objection (together with objections made to the April 2023
application) have gone far beyond this remit. In a number of occasions comments made have
been inaccurate but more concerning, very personal. We feel the text of your objections boarders
on a level of victimisation, with no concern for your neighbours/parishioner's reputation in the
process.
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We look forward to hearing the outcome from the Councillors vote as to the text and nature of

the objection lodged on the Planning system. Also a measured response to our comments/
queries above.

Mr and Mrs Harper
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Dear Councillors

We note from the draft agenda for the upcoming Parish Council meeting that our recent Planning
Application 24/0085 /HHO will be considered. Councillors will be invited "to approve, our
otherwise the responses submitted to the Planning Department on applications received since
the last meeting."

The response we are referring to is attached to this email.

Should the text of the attached objection (lodged on the Planning System as a Public Comment)
be subject to Councillor approval at the meeting we would wish the following inaccuracies to be
considered. If the full Parish Council support the statements made by its Planning Lead we would
also request written answers to the various questions asked in red text below

October 2019 (Garage)

o "The applicant has proven a disregard for historical breaches to the planning application
process."

At no time do we believe to have breached the planning application process or received a
notification from the Planning Authority of such nature. Please explain why you believe
we have a disregard for historical breaches to the planning application process as stated?

September 2021 (Holiday Let)

o "Drastic Change - Questionable if the original application was ever to be bui

On what basis do you make this statement?

"Refusal to agree a license agreement with the Parish Council over access to the proposed holiday
let."
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« Our reasons for the non-completion of the Councils proposed form of access licence were
made clear in our letter to the Parish Council dated 22 September 2023 (attached) namely
that of negative advice received from our Solicitor together with their confirmation that
the council were unwilling to negotiate on their very detailed and onerous terms.

To re-iterate, the onerous terms stipulated by the Parish Council included:

o Unlimited liability for maintenance and repair costs to the Tram tracks and verges
from our site to the public Highway

o The lack of a reasonable dispute resolution with the Councils ability to withdraw
the Licence with 2 weeks notice
o The requirement to make On-demand payments to the Council on their request.

It is this entrenched position (taken by the Parish Council) that made a commercial
business unviable, leading to us to seeking alternative uses for the building as being
constructed. We hope this again clarifies why there has been multiple planning
applications.
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* "Demonstrated a clear intention with a non-viable application for a holiday let business."

Other than the onerous Licence conditions stipulated by the Parish Council for the access
agreement, please explain why you believe the application for a holiday let was "non-
viable" and why this demonstrated a "clear intention."

April 2023 (Annexe)
o Absolutely Zero changes from the elevations previously amended and withdrawn

We explained in our letter dated September 2023 why we made an application for an
annexe - Principally so we did not need to rely on the Parish Counci to enjoy the benefits
of our property. Also, because the Annexe at 1 Wanless Barn, Hollin Hall, Trawden
Application Ref 22/0256/FUL 22 June 2022, was approved with no objections issued by
the Parish Council.

Please explain why you believe there should have been changes from the elevations to
make this a valid application?

February 2024 (Garage, Store, Workspace and rear balcony with a balustrade to south
elevation)

o "ift

is a domestic Garage - it is not even wide enough for a motor vehicle"

The garage is for housing my motorised garden equipment including a sit on mower. This
was explained in the text of the application. We also considered the Parish Council would
be happier with this intended use indicating were not intending to regularly use the
prescribed access from the Tram Tracks for cars.
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Please explain your inconsistency on this approach. We note the Parish Council have not
challenged the erection of a number of prefabricated "Garage" structures opposite our
site. These are used as stores and workspaces not for garaging cars.

"Please reject the application entirely and encourage Mr Harper to be truthful on his
intentions."

Although we accept there has been 4 planning applications we feel we have been clear
why this is the case in our letter of September 2023 and have appraised the Planning
Officers on this situation.





