
KENDAL TOWN COUNCIL 

Notice of Meeting 

PLANNING COMMITTEE 

Monday, 7th January 2019 at 6.30 p.m. 
in the SLDC Chairman’s Room, the Town Hall, Kendal 

Committee Membership (8 Members) 
Douglas Rathbone 
(Chair) 

Alvin Finch  
(Vice Chair & Deputy Mayor) 

Dave Miles 

Michele Miles Jonathan Cornthwaite Pat Gibson 
Susanne Long Graham Vincent 

AGENDA 

1. APOLOGIES

2. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Any member of the public who wishes to ask a question, make representations or present a
deputation or petition at this meeting should apply to do so before the commencement of the
meeting.  Information on how to make the application is available on the Council’s Website -
http://www.kendaltowncouncil.gov.uk/kendal-town-council/statutory-information/guidance-on-
public-participation-at-kendal-town-council-meetings/ or by contacting the Town Clerk on 01539
793490. 

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

To receive declarations by Members and/or co-optees of interests in respect of items on
this Agenda
[In accordance with the revised Code of Conduct, Members are required to declare any
Disclosable Pecuniary Interests (DPIs) or Other Registrable interests (ORIs) which have not
already been declared in the Council’s Register of Interests.  Members are reminded that it is a
criminal offence not to declare a DPI, either in the Register or at the meeting. In the interests of
clarity and transparency, Members may wish to declare any DPI which they have already
declared in the Register, as well as any ORI.]

4. MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON 17th DECEMBER 2018 (see attached)

5. MATTERS ARISING FROM PREVIOUS MINUTES, NOT ON AGENDA

6. LETTER FROM ROS TAYLOR, KENDAL SWIFTS (see attached)

7. PUBLIC APPLICATION TO DEFRA FOR CONSENT TO REINSTATE THE CAR PARK AT
NEW ROAD (see attached)

8. ANY OTHER BUSINESS

9. PLANNING APPLICATIONS (see attached schedule)

Liz Richardson 
Town Clerk 

By e-mail/post to:  Members of the Committee 
All other Councillors (agenda only, for information) 

Please note that only Committee Members will receive the minutes and attachments, but that 
other Councillors may request a copy of any agenda papers.  Any Councillor who is not a 
Committee Member may still attend the meeting, as an observer. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Members of the Press and Public are welcome to attend the meeting. 
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KENDAL TOWN COUNCIL 

Planning Committee 
 

Monday 17th December 2018 at 6.00 p.m.  
in the Georgian Room the Town Hall, Kendal 

PRESENT Councillors Douglas Rathbone (Chair), Alvin Finch (Vice Chair & 
Deputy Mayor), Dave Miles, Michele Miles, Jonathan Cornthwaite, 
Susanne Long and Graham Vincent 

  
APOLOGIES Councillor Gibson 
  
OFFICERS Amy Robinson (Interim Council Secretary) 
  
  
 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

 
Planning Item 7 – Land adjacent to Rivers Mint and Kent extending 
from adjacent to Lakeland Distribution Centre to Helsington Mills, 
Kendal Applications Mint and Kent SL/2018/0925 
 
(No interests declared) 

  
696/18/19 Bryan Burrow - EA flood defence plans 

Bryan Burrows noted that he had been flooded in 2015, spending a year 
out of his home. He expressed concern about the EA plans that indicate 
only some homes would be protected and appear to place his home more 
at risk, suggesting Dockray Hall is being sacrificed.  
 
He noted that too many trees were being lost, to the loss of people, 
wildlife, and the integrity of the river, that the planned three phases were 
being approached in the wrong order, that reducing the amount of water 
flowing into the town should be the priority, that investigative drilling 
appeared to have taken place and suggested that this was premature, 
asking who was financing these tests.  
 
He suggested that trees were being sacrificed and commented that this 
was ‘astounding’ given the work of Cumbria Flood Partnership upstream. 
He also felt that the narrowing of floodwalls and hard engineering would 
make things worse. 
 
He noted the low number of homes that appeared to be offered flood 
protection with these plans in comparison to the number previously 
flooded. He also noted the increase risk of flooding in some areas and 
referenced that many homes had been flooded by ground water.  
 
He felt that proposals would impact the townscape and green river corridor 
for generations.  
 

  
697/18/19 Karen Lloyd 

Karen Lloyd drew Committee’s attention to the use of hard flood defences 
in Keswick which were deemed ineffective in protecting the town during 
Storm Desmond. She illustrated that natural flood defences had been 
adopted in a number of villages in the Eden Valley and in the Bannersdale 
Valley and that it seemed inconceivable to focus downstream rather than 
upstream. She suggested that sheep farming should not continue at all 
cost and that is unsustainable to maintain uplands without trees. She noted 
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that the trees due to be removed supported urban wildlife. She urged that 
the application be rejected in its current form.  

  
698/2018/19 Susan Hrynkow 

Susan Hrynkow expressed objection to proposals and concern that few of 
the 2,150 affected by Storm Desmond would be protected with a number 
being at increased risk. She noted that flooding had been related to ground 
water and not river water including on Aynam Road and that the removal of 
779 trees would damage the townscape and river corridor. She suggested 
that upstream plans should have been submitted first and that other means 
of flood protection should be found suggesting that experts from abroad, 
for example, the Netherlands should be consulted.  

  
699/2018/19 Chris Rowley 

 
Chris Rowley noted that he was speaking as a member of public and not 
as a Town Councillor. He noted he had spent considerable time on the 
complex task of reading the literature provided by the EA recognising that 
a difficult decision had to be made. He noted that there was a conflict 
between environmental, economic, social and cultural concerns and that 
he did not disagree with those members of the public who had spoken. 
 
He suggested that economic factors and the sequence of events suggest 
that we may have to accept the proposal with a number of caveats. He 
wished to see a public explanation from the EA in relation to ground water 
and hoped that the EA would clarify the complex issue on the way ground 
water flows. He noted that proposals indicated that four trees for every one 
removed would be planted and asked how this would be managed. He 
commented that upstream planting should have come first and should be 
pushed for.  
 

  
700/2018/19 Councillor Rathbone thanked the public for their participation commenting 

that it would not be the only opportunity for public participation in this 
application by the Environment Agency and that he strongly recommended 
people to use their voice to make comments which would be welcomed for 
the next two weeks (Ref SL/2018/0925 on the SLDC Planning applications 
website page).  Matters on this application were constantly moving and it 
was therefore important that residents continued to comment and made 
their comments here, where they would be most influential. 

  
701/2018/19 Stewart Mounsey, Flood Risk Manager, Cumbria.  

Stewart Mounsey explained that the current proposal had been reached 
through working with SLDC, Cumbria County Council, and local flood 
action groups, looking at the cause of flooding during Storm Desmond and 
then public consultation around solutions. This had created a long list, 
short list, and then a preferred option of which the current planning 
application was a reflection. He reported that 87 per cent of those 
consulted agreed this was the right proposal for Kendal. 

He explained that the scheme would be carried out in three phases (1) 
flood walls throughout Kendal and a pumping station on Gooseholme; (2) 
storage upstream - Kentrigg and Staveley; and (3) creation of a diversion 
channel – Stockbeck into the Mint. 
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He noted that carrying out all three phases would bring the maximum 
benefit and that costs would be in excess of £45million.  

He noted that the European Regional Development Fund was integral to 
the plans and would be secured against Phase 1 work. Without this fund 
the EA would be unable to attract further funding, hence why the work 
proposed in Phase 1 was being proposed first. He indicated a cost benefit 
ratio of 13:1. 

He indicated a focus would be put on amenity in Kendal including 
footpaths, cycle ways, and parkways and that there was an aim for net 
biodiversity gain.   

He explained that the 779 trees identified for removal were to allow for 
construction work and that this was a maximum figure and that was being 
worked down. He noted a commitment to sit with locals who are concerned 
on a tree-by-tree basis. He also noted that the EA would be submitting a 
revised tree plan which he expected to be significantly lower. He noted that 
the EA had worked with Abbot Hall and had ‘saved’ trees around the Abbot 
Hall area. 

It was reported that the EA would be available at Unit 16, on the first floor 
at the Westmorland Shopping Centre the afternoon of Wednesday 19th 
December and the first three Wednesdays in January to discuss and 
inform the public of their plans. 

He also noted that the closing date for planning may be under review due 
to high interest. 

  

702/2018/19 Discussion 

Councillor Vincent declared an interest at this stage due to holding the 
ERDF portfolio at SLDC. 

Councillor Rathbone noted Committee had received a large number of 
public comments from residents, Town and District Councillors, especially 
along the Aynam Road part of the plans and that a list of these would be 
submitted to SLDC Planning Department. He again encouraged members 
of the public to send their comments directly to SLDC Planning 
Department quoting Ref SL/2018/0925. He stated that he fully understood 
the need for work to be undertaken to protect the over 2,000 households 
that were affected and hoped wanted to work so that to help and facilitate 
that protection so that it could be undertaken in the best possible way for 
the people and built and natural environment of Kendal.   

Councillor Vincent asked EA representatives whether priority consideration 
was being given to those who had been repeat victims of flooding. Stewart 
Mounsey noted that a review of how flooding happens in Kendal took place 
following Storm Desmond and that was now used as a base document to 
build options to resolve those issues. His EA colleague, Craig 
Cowperthwaite, noted that areas of high risk were to be addressed first, 
noting that the pumping station on Gooseholme would help to address the 
area around Ann Street. He acknowledged that the scheme would not 
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address ground water flooding which was a complex problem that had not 
been the remit of this scheme. 

Councillor Vincent asked whether the reason the local water table was 
high was because of a lack of abstraction. Craig Cowperthwaite said that it 
wasn’t and that this was because of total saturation, in part due to it being 
a limestone area and related to drainage issues. He said that work would 
be undertaken in partnership with other organisations to unpick these 
problems and an action plan would be produced to address them. He also 
noted that overland flood routing that takes water away from properties 
and into rivers, for example, raising curbs could help with this.  

It was noted that the original 48 households placed at increased risk by the 
plans had been reduced to 20. He stated that the EA would be contacting 
those property owners directly and that these areas would not be identified 
publically.  

Councillor Finch noted his respect for the work the EA undertakes but asks 
for them to reassure the community on the justification for tree removal 
and how they will minimise the visual and environmental impact of those 
removals. Stewart Mounsey explained that they had contracted 
consultants with an environmental focus and tried to design tree removal 
out of the proposal and were looking at the planting of larger trees. 
However, he noted the number of tight places in Kendal, for example, 
along Aynam Road made this difficult.   

A member of the public asked for clarification on planting bigger trees. 

Stewart Mounsey responded that there was a commitment to plant bigger 
trees.  

Councillor Rathbone asked for public clarification as to why trees needed 
to be uprooted. This was explained by Craig Cowperthwaite that building 
work would need to stay outside of the tree canopy as building too close to 
major arteries on tree system would cause the tree to gradually die.  

Councillor Rathbone asked why the phases were being carried out in the 
order described rather than upstream work being undertaken first. Stewart 
Mounsey stated that this was purely financial and that Phase 1 would help 
them to secure funding and that £5.3million partnership money was linked 
to funding for protection of businesses on Mintsfeet. 

Councillor Rathbone asked for confirmation that all three phases of work 
will be carried out. Stewart Mounsey stated that the internal commitment 
was for the full three phases. Councillor Finch asked whether there was a 
chance the EA would run out of funding and not be able to undertake the 
further stages. Stewart Mounsey indicated that the EA wouldn’t sign off the 
proposal without the funding. 

Councillor Long noted that the beauty of the town was important to many 
people and that she was pleased saving trees was being considered. She 
also asked whether the wall needed to be built and was concerned about 
the public realm and the view. Noting its controversial implications she also 
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asked whether a certain percentage of homes could continue to flood in 
order to preserve trees.  

Stewart Mounsey explained that a wall on both sides of the river was 
essential to ensure water was directed downstream rather than across the 
river. He noted that there would be worse flooding along Aynam Road if a 
wall were only placed on the other side.  

Councillor Cornthwaite asked how much of Phase 1 would need to be 
achieved until Phase 2 could be begun. Stewart Mounsey noted that 2021 
was the deadline for the bulk of the project to be complete. He reported 
that Phase 2 and 3 planning applications would be expected shortly. 

Councillor Cornthwaite noted that slowing down or reducing the bulk of 
water entering Kendal was the primary concern of the people of Kendal. 
Querying why recent alterations on Jubilee Field had been undertaken and 
this area not being used as a flooding field.   

Councillor Cornthwaite asked the EA about their relationship with local 
authorities. Stewart Mounsey reported that there is a Strategic Board 
which meets on a 6-weekly basis and includes: SLDC, United Utilities, and 
Network Rail and included considerations relating to drainage, rivers, 
surface water, and sewers.  

Stewart Mounsey continued that the scheme will continue to work around 
drainage issues in Kendal and recognising the impact of climate change 
and need for natural flood management suggested that the scheme would 
allow for some time to consider a longer term plan.  

Councillor Vincent noted that Dockray Hall seems to be treated as 
sacrificial and sought assurance that this was not the case. Craig 
Cowperthwaite repeated that this was not related to river flooding but to 
drainage problems and that this scheme would not address this. He 
reported that the EA would be working with others to ‘fix it’. 

Phase 1 - 1:20 – 1:50 years 

Phase 2 and 3 - 1:100 years 

Stewart Mounsey commented that the scheme does not address issues 
relating to Storm Desmond. 

Councillor Cornthwaite asked whether any areas had been earmarked and 
landowners approached for the work needed upstream. Stewart Mounsey 
noted that Kentmere and Burneside areas were integral to the scheme.  

Councillor Rathbone thanked Stewart Mounsey and Craig Cowperthwaite 
for attending – and noted that Committee would gather a mixture of 
Committee comments and public submissions and add to SLDC planning 
comments.  

After a short break, the Committee discussed a consistent approach of 
responding to public comments and emails. The Committee and/or 
members will respond to public comments / emails Not full answers to 
everyone – our job to be an active conduit up to SLDC. Replies to 
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individuals will not therefore be in great depth as we are not the statutory 
decision making authority. 

  
703/2018/19 The Committee resolved as follows: 

This item is an application from the Environment Agency for flood relief 
measures for Kendal; phase 1 encompassing work along the Mint and 
Kent rivers encompassing flood walls throughout Kendal and a pumping 
station on Gooseholme. There have been a large number of submissions 
to the Committee from residents along the route of phases 1 and 2, 
interested other residents, District and Kendal Town Councillors especially 
those representing Aynam Road.  All these details will be forwarded to 
SLDC Development Services under a separate cover. 

As stated, the Chair and Committee fully understands the need for work to 
be undertaken to protect the 2,150 households that were affected by Storm 
Desmond, its flooding and future events.  This is crucial to the residents of 
Kendal Town and the wider surrounding area. The Committees aim is to 
be able to help and facilitate that protection in the best possible way and 
does not wish to delay that.  The Committee therefore accepts the 
application with caveats. 

There have been productive discussions with the EA since the original 
application and the Committee positively view the movement that has 
already been made and indicated. However it strongly calls on SLDC 
Officers and Planning Committee to confirm the reality and practicality of 
the statements as made by the EA and that these promises will be carried 
out: 

We view positively the fact that the, initially, large number of trees that 
were due to be removed is to be concertedly looked at on an ongoing 
basis with the aim of reducing that number; that the EA would be 
submitting a revised tree plan which it expected to involve a significantly 
lower number of trees, a comment we expect SLDC to be suitably satisfied 
has been “significantly” achieved. 

We acknowledge the commitment of the EA to “sit with locals” who are 
concerned on a tree-by-tree basis.  

In addition to the EA’s existing promise to re-plant on a 4-for-1 basis, the 
commitment in the meeting, and in meetings previous to this, to re-plant 
more mature trees was noted. We ask SLDC to ensure that this occurs 
and to firm up quite what “more mature” actually means. We also ask for a 
commitment as to the amount of protection and ongoing care these 
replacement trees will be afforded. 

The Committee noted with pleasure, as an indication of the way forward, 
that the EA had worked with Abbot Hall and had ‘saved’ trees around the 
Abbot Hall area. 

It also positively noted that the original 48 households placed at increased 
risk by the plans had been reduced to 20 and the EA’s continued efforts in 
this respect. 
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The Committee was reassured that the EA’s internal commitment was for 
the full three phases and that the EA wouldn’t sign off the proposal without 
the funding for all those three phases. 

A Committee member wished to register strong dismay at the EA taking 
both the Jubilee and Millennium playing fields and a United Utilities plot out 
of the picture as an over spill flood area, as they are now and have been 
flood plains for centuries and have taken flood waters. The planned new 
works can work with and alongside the existing banking and it was asked 
that continued use of this option was looked at again as part of the whole 
application and justified publicly.  

The Committee wished to underline and ensure publicity surrounding the 
EA pop-up shop front at Unit 16, on the first floor at the Westmorland 
Shopping Centre the afternoon of Wednesday 19th December and the first 
three Wednesdays in January to discuss and inform the public of their 
plans and encourage all residents with an interest to use this opportunity, 
especially as current facts are changing on an ongoing basis. 

The Committee also noted the EA representative’s comment that the 
closing date for planning may be under review due to high interest and 
strongly recommend that this is the case. This is owing to public interest 
and how the practicalities of the application are being improved.  However 
this should not be of any length to undermine the application for ERDF 
funding. 

The Committee also felt that it could not emphasise enough that all 
interested parties should make their comments and submission using the 
SLDC Planning Applications with application reference SL/2018/0925. 
Comments received by committee members would be forwarded. This 
direct method of making Comments to the statutory authority was to be 
strongly recommended, rather than alternatives such as petitions.  

This Committee will be looking to make a further comment on this 
application if matters continue to change to any substantive degree. 

  
704/18/19 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 Councillor Cornthwaite declared an interest in planning items 2 and 3 due 

to his working on the site & item 14 as in his ward.  

Councillor Rathbone declared an interest in item 9, being in his ward and 
having talked to various residents about the plans.  

Councillor Finch declared that the property owner of item 6 was known to 
him and he removed himself from that discussion. 

  

705/18/19 MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON 3RD DECEMBER 2018 
  
 Members considered the minutes of the Committee meeting held on 

3rd December 2018. 
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 Councillor Cornthwaite proposed that the minutes be accepted as a 
correct record.  This was seconded by Councillor Long and carried 
unanimously.   

  
RESOLVED That the minutes of the meeting held on 3rd December 2018 be 

accepted as a correct record, and signed by the Chair.  
  
706/18/19 MATTERS ARISING 
  
 None 
  
707/18/19 ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
  
 None 
  
708/18/19 PLANNING APPLICATIONS 
 The KTC Planning Committee note their general approval of the 

modification made to the Development Plan Document and sees 
them as being in line with both recommendations and practicalities. 
They also seek to address out-of-date discrepancies. The 
Committee notes with approval the specifics of the controls put in 
place.  
 

 Members considered Planning Applications submitted for 
consultation purposes by the local planning authority, South 
Lakeland District Council.    

  
RESOLVED That having considered the applications outlined in the schedule, the 

recommendations in Appendix I attached to these minutes be made 
to South Lakeland District Council. 

  
 The meeting ended at 8:30pm  

 

 

 

 

Signed  ……………………………………………………………… 
 

Dated  ……………………………………………………………… 
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No. App No./ 

Type 

Address/ 

Proposed Development 

Comments 

To SLDC 

Observations/ 

Recommendations 

1. FPA 

0931 

 

2B Castle Road, Kendal  

Demolition of garage and first floor porch and erection 
of replacement garage and first floor porch.  

20.12.18 No objections 
 
As long as appropriate materials 
used for property within the 
Conservation Area for window 
frames and garage doors. 

2. FPA 

0943 

Unit 16, Shap Road Industrial Estate, Kendal 

Installation of an emergency 60kVA back-up generator 
within a fenced enclosure.  

20.12.18 No objections 

3. FPA 

0951 

 

Furman House, Shap Road, Kendal Installation of an 
internally illuminated "T" sign and three internally 
illuminated (400cd/m2) fascia signs to new building. 

20.12.18 No objections with caveat 
 
No objections to the installation 
of the signs. However the 
Committee strongly call for no 
lighting under the current 
application, on the basis of its 
appearance and dominance when 
lit, being next to a residential 
area. 

4. FPA 

0939 

 

10 Market Place / 22 - 24 Westmorland Shopping 
Centre, Kendal 

Change of use and alterations of first and second floors 
from vacant retail storage to 3 self-contained 
apartments (Use Class C3) including formation of 3 
window openings on the side and rear elevations and 
internal alterations. 

24.12.18 No objections  
 
The Committee see this as a 
sympathetic use of the premises 
given the current state of the 
building, returning it to a former 
use.  We were also pleased to see 
its potential as being able to bring 
back more of a full mix of local 
life to the area. 

5. FPA 

0964 

9 Thorny Hills, Kendal 

Internal alterations 

28.12.18 No objections  
 
Agreed as being sympathetic. 
 

6. FPA 

0954 

8 Stonecross Road, Kendal 

Two storey rear extension and porch 

28.12.18 No objections  
 
No real objections given that the 
gap in the site plans with the 
neighbours property is stated as 
being 5m as a footprint. Any less 
of a gap and the Committee 
would raise various objections 
with regard to scale, dominance 
and loss of privacy. 

7. FPA 

0925 

Land adjacent to Rivers Mint and Kent extending 
from adjacent to Lakeland Distribution Centre to 
Helsington Mills, Kendal. Kendal Flood Risk 
Management Scheme - Phase 1 Kendal Linear 
Defences, comprising works along the rivers Kent & 
Mint through Kendal including new & raised flood 
walls, new & raised flood embankments, ground 
raising, pumping station & associated changes to the 
public realm & landscaping.  

28.12.18 See below 
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8. FPA 

0832 

7 Horncop Lane, Kendal 

Two storey extension and alterations to driveway. 

28.12.18 Objection 
 
The Committee refers back to our 
previous objections which we do 
not feel have been adequately 
addressed in the current 
amended application and plans. 

9. FPA 

0959 

Paper copy 
provided 

Land off Kendal Parks Road, Kendal 

Erection of 30 dwellings and associated infrastructure 
including landscaping, open space, access with bridge, 
highways and parking arrangements, sustainable 
drainage system (SuDS) and land re-profiling works.  

02.01.19 See below 

10. 1FPA 

0960 

Bridge Inn, Stramongate, Kendal 

Alterations and single storey extension to form hotel. 

03.01.19 No objections 
 
We are pleased as a Committee 
at the planned changes to this 
property. 
 

11. FPA 

0932 

Glen Wood, Romney Road, Kendal 

Demolition of two storey rear extension and erection 
of replacement two storey rear extension 

03.01.19 No objections 
 
As long as not unneighbourly 
 

12. FPA 

0970 

Land opposite Tenterfield, Brigsteer Road, Kendal 

Staff car parking and formation of wild garden in 
association with Sunny Brow Nursery 

05.01.19 No objections 
 

13. FPA 

0985 

5 Camden Buildings, Yard 23, Stramongate, Kendal 

Change of use from chiropody & reflexology consulting 
rooms (use class D1) to dwelling house (use class C3) 

05.01.19 No objections 
 

14. FPA 

0753 

Unit 8 Shap Road Industrial Estate, Kendal 

Change of unit to gym (Retrospective) 

07.01.19 No objections 
 

 
 
 
Item 7 Comments 
Land adjacent to Rivers Mint and Kent extending from adjacent to Lakeland Distribution Centre to Helsington Mills, Kendal 
This item is an application from the Environment Agency for flood relief measures for Kendal; phase 1 encompassing work 
along the Mint and Kent rivers encompassing flood walls throughout Kendal and a pumping station on Gooseholme. There 
have been a large number of submissions to the Committee from residents along the route of phases 1 and 2, interested 
other residents, District and Kendal Town Councillors especially those representing Aynam Road.  All these details will be 
forwarded to SLDC Development Services under a separate cover. 

As stated, the Chair and Committee fully understands the need for work to be undertaken to protect the 2,150 households 
that were affected by Storm Desmond, its flooding and future events.  This is crucial to the residents of Kendal Town and the 
wider surrounding area. The Committees aim is to be able to help and facilitate that protection in the best possible way and 
does not wish to delay that.  The Committee therefore accepts the application with caveats. 

There have been productive discussions with the EA since the original application and the Committee positively view the 
movement that has already been made and indicated. However it strongly calls on SLDC Officers and Planning Committee to 
confirm the reality and practicality of the statements as made by the EA and that these promises will be carried out: 

We view positively the fact that the, initially, large number of trees that were due to be removed is to be concertedly looked 
at on an ongoing basis with the aim of reducing that number; that the EA would be submitting a revised tree plan which it 
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expected to involve a significantly lower number of trees, a comment we expect SLDC to be suitably satisfied has been 
“significantly” achieved. 

We acknowledge the commitment of the EA to “sit with locals” who are concerned on a tree-by-tree basis.  

In addition to the EA’s existing promise to re-plant on a 4-for-1 basis, the commitment in the meeting, and in meetings 
previous to this, to re-plant more mature trees was noted. We ask SLDC to ensure that this occurs and to firm up quite what 
“more mature” actually means. We also ask for a commitment as to the amount of protection and ongoing care these 
replacement trees will be afforded. 

The Committee noted with pleasure, as an indication of the way forward, that the EA had worked with Abbot Hall and had 
‘saved’ trees around the Abbot Hall area. 

It also positively noted that the original 48 households placed at increased risk by the plans had been reduced to 20 and the 
EA’s continued efforts in this respect. 

The Committee was reassured that the EA’s internal commitment was for the full three phases and that the EA wouldn’t sign 
off the proposal without the funding for all those three phases. 

A Committee member wished to register strong dismay at the EA taking both the Jubilee and Millennium playing fields and a 
United Utilities plot out of the picture as an over spill flood area, as they are now and have been flood plains for centuries 
and have taken flood waters. The planned new works can work with and alongside the existing banking and it was asked that 
continued use of this option was looked at again as part of the whole application and justified publicly.  

The Committee wished to underline and ensure publicity surrounding the EA pop-up shop front at Unit 16, on the first floor 
at the Westmorland Shopping Centre the afternoon of Wednesday 19th December and the first three Wednesdays in January 
to discuss and inform the public of their plans and encourage all residents with an interest to use this opportunity, especially 
as current facts are changing on an ongoing basis. 

The Committee also noted the EA representative’s comment that the closing date for planning may be under review due to 
high interest and strongly recommend that this is the case. This is owing to public interest and how the practicalities of the 
application are being improved.  However this should not be of any length to undermine the application for ERDF funding. 

The Committee also felt that it could not emphasise enough that all interested parties should make their comments and 
submission using the SLDC Planning Applications with application reference SL/2018/0925. Comments received by 
committee members would be forwarded. This direct method of making Comments to the statutory authority was to be 
strongly recommended, rather than alternatives such as petitions.  

This Committee will be looking to make a further comment on this application if matters continue to change to any 
substantive degree. 
 
Item 9 Comments 

Land off Kendal Parks Road, Kendal 

 
Committee have a number of comments, questions and concerns relating to these plans: 

Committee note the positive decision to include 35% affordable housing however wish to seek confirmation that this 
affordable housing will be interspersed within the estate. 

Concerns about Natland Mill Beck SSSI and the flood risk, and would like assurances from the Environment Agency and Local 
Lead Flood Authority that this has been considered. In addition confirmation from SLDC of their acceptance of the SuDS. 

Some concern relating to the travel plan: including traffic problems and access between the town and the development in 
which we would have preferred to see a different or additional route of access; the availability of parking; and alternative 
transport considerations. Committee would recommend a cycle network be developed in conjunction with the existing 
Kendal cycle plan. 
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Committee would like confirmation as to when the public right of way that has been closed for two years will be reopened. 

Committee express concern of disruption to residents during building and would ask for restrictions to be placed on working 
hours to ensure this remains between a maximum of 8am and 6pm. 

Reserve the right to make subsequent comments subject to receiving further neighbourhood comments. 
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From: Assistant to the Town Clerk @ Kendal Town Council
To: Secretary @ Kendal Town Council
Subject: FW: Planning Application no. SL/2018/0707: K Village
Date: 12 December 2018 09:15:18
Attachments: SL.2018.0707 Kendal Swifts.docx

Hello Amy,
 
Please see email below from Ros Taylor, please can you circulate it to the planning committee?
 
Thanks
Janine
 
 
Assistant to the Town Clerk
Kendal Town Council
 
01539 793495
My working days are Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday

 

From: Ros Taylor [mailto:rosalind.taylor@gmail.com] 
Sent: 11 December 2018 16:14
To: Assistant to the Town Clerk @ Kendal Town Council <allotments@kendaltowncouncil.gov.uk>
Subject: FW: Planning Application no. SL/2018/0707: K Village
 
Janine
You may have heard that the K Village planning application has been approved with the following condition:
 
Condition (13) None of the residential units hereby approved shall be first occupied until 15 swift bricks have been
fitted beneath the eaves of the Lound Road frontage of the building in accordance with details that shall first have
been submitted to, and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Thereafter, the bricks shall be
maintained for the lifetime of the development. Reason: To secure a net gain in biodiversity in accordance with the
National Planning Policy Framework.
 
We at Kendal Swifts are delighted that this has been agreed, and I would be most grateful if you could pass our
thanks on to the secretary and members of the Kendal Town Council Planning committee. We would not have been
able to get this condition without support from the Town Council and others.
With kind regards
Ros
 
Kendal Swifts
17 Hayfell Rise
Kendal
Cumbria  LA9 7JP
Rosalind.taylor@gmail.com
 
 
 
 
Kendal Swifts are part of Swifts in the Community, whose aim is to conserve swifts by preserving and enhancing the

traditional nesting sites of swifts in the area’s local towns and villages.
http://swiftsinthecommunity-cumbria.org.uk/

 
 

 
 
 

From: Ros Taylor [mailto:rosalind.taylor@gmail.com] 
Sent: 31 August 2018 08:58
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Contact:        Kendal Swifts

c/o Rosalind Taylor

17 Hayfell Rise

Kendal

Cumbria  LA9 7JP

Rosalind.taylor@gmail.com



Andrew Martin, Planning Officer

Planning Department

South Lakeland House

Lowther Street

Kendal

Cumbria 

LA9 4UF





	



August 31st 2018

		



		

		



		

		



		Dear  Mr Martin 





		Re:  Planning Application no. SL/2018/0707: 

        K Village, 1 Riverside Place, Lound Road, KENDAL LA9 7FH



		





I am writing to you on behalf of Kendal Swifts which is part of ‘Swifts in the Community’, an organisation in South Cumbria. ‘Swifts in the Community’ is part of a national network with groups throughout the UK. 



This letter is to lodge a request that planning consent for the development of K Village should include a stipulation that multiple internal nest sites for swifts (Apus apus) and an explanation (with supporting evidence) of why this should be included in the proposed development.



If South Lakeland District Council intends to grant permission for the above planning application, I urge you to make installation of 50 swift nest bricks a planning condition. 



Installing swift bricks into the fabric of the new building during the construction phase is easy, inexpensive, and will last the life-time of the building. 



1.  K VILLAGE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL



As part of the application, Lou Kendal Ltd proposes to build a third floor on the Lound Road side. We, at Kendal Swifts, consider this to be an ideal opportunity to incorporate internal swift bricks under the eaves of the new roof, which could provide quite a number – perhaps fifty or more – permanent nesting sites for swifts and, in some small way, compensate for the large numbers lost in past years though renovations of properties in Kendal.

 

We believe that K Village is the ideal situation for a series of nesting sites for these communal birds, as we have observed a great deal of nearby swift activity over the past three years in which Kendal Swifts has been monitoring numbers. In the course of these surveys we have found:

 

Natural Nest Sites

1. Swift nest site opposite K village at 18, Lound Road

1. One or more nest sites at 29, Lound Street

1. One or more nest sites at 4, Lound Square

1. Swift nest site at 2, Garden Street

1. A significant community of at least 20 nest sites at the Electricity North West Ltd building on Parkside Road (a building threatened with demolition).

 

External Nest Boxes 

Kendal Swifts has erected several external nest boxes on houses close to K Village. Although these are yet to be occupied, it is recognised that swifts sometimes need a few years in which to get used to the unfamiliar structures. However, internal bricks are always preferred.

1. 56, Lound Road

1. 16, Garden Road

1. 1, Garden Street 

1. 52, Kirkland (waiting to be erected)

 

Feeding Grounds

Swifts are to be seen regularly flying along the whole of the River Kent in Kendal, including by K Village, as this is a feeding ground for them.



2.  DECLINE OF SWIFTS (APUS APUS)



a. Swifts are British Trust for Ornithology (BTO) Amber-listed Birds of Conservation Concern and are in serious decline. Latest figures from the BTO show a 51% decline.











b. Swifts migrate from Africa in order to breed in this country, and are only present from May to early August when they lay eggs and rear their young.  The short season, and the fact that swifts mostly dart into nest holes very quickly  means that evidence of swifts is rarely found by consultants compiling biodiversity reports.

c. Swifts are entirely dependent on buildings for their nest sites, in the eaves and crevices of older buildings.  They are faithful to their nest site, returning year after year to the same location.

d. In the three years that Kendal Swifts have been monitoring swift nesting sites, we have found a total of 177 sites in 68 properties. However, 40% of these nest sites are in just three properties, one of which has received permission for demolition.

e. The population decline is due to nest sites being lost when buildings are renovated or demolished, such as the renovation of stone buildings at The Factory on Aynam Road and sites which will be lost if the re-development proposed for Parkside Road North goes ahead (unless nest boxes are provided there, too).

f. Although swifts, their nests and eggs are legally protected by virtue of the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981, frequent nest destruction happens, as re-roofing work commonly takes place during swifts' nesting season. The law is particularly difficult to enforce, and compliance is largely reliant on the goodwill of householders and property owners. 



A wealth of detailed information can be found at the two main swift websites:

	Swift Conservation: www.swiftconservation.org  and 

	Action for Swifts: www.actionforswifts.blogspot.co.uk/



3. EXAMPLES SWIFT NEST BRICKS AND WHERE THEY HAVE BEEN INCORPORATED IN A NEW DEVELOPMENT



There are two integral systems for nest bricks, either incorporating them into the wall below new eaves, or in the gable ends of buildings, as shown in the photo below. 



Many building types are ideal for including swift bricks, particularly blockwork or brickwork walls. They can be faced with render or other facings as long as the entrance hole is left open. The bricks can easily be incorporated into larger buildings such as supermarkets. 



Nest bricks are not expensive, typically in the region of £30 each and are designed to be easy to incorporate. 



However, an air-brick swift box (shown right) is less than £10 to make. 





Further guidance is available on: https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B_fx9kYNkQnlQ0MtVWJCbEczX00/view?usp=sharing. 







4.  PLANNING CONTEXT:



Paragraph 170 of the newly-revised National Planning Policy Framework, now requires planning policies and decisions to contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity. The national policy resulting from a recent revision is that the sentence ends at ‘biodiversity’. The requirement was previously caveated by the phrase ‘where possible’. This loop-hole has now been closed, with no caveats or get-out clauses. This change reflects the Government’s 25-year environment plan.



SLDC Development Management Policy DM4 - Green and Blue Infrastructure, Open Space, Trees and Landscaping.



The Development Management Policy which is now at an advanced stage of preparation having been through Examination in Public and so must be afforded appropriate weight in decision-making. It specifically refers to net gains for the natural environment and suggests that one measure to help achieve this is through the use of swift bricks. Appendix 1, List of Measures that support and enhance habitat creation, urban greening and respond to the effects of climate change has a further reference to swift bricks.



Installing integral swift bricks would contribute to these objectives and demonstrate the commitment of SLDC to protecting and enhancing biodiversity. 





5. Other issues commonly raised



a. Cleanliness

• Swifts are very hygienic and their nest sites do not suffer from accumulation of bird lime (as happens with martins and swallows) as the birds eat their food (mainly insects) and and defecate on the wing away from their nests. 

b. Excluding other bird species

•Most swift boxes are designed to exclude other species from entering the nests. The Swift brick is designed to exclude starlings and jackdaws. This is possible because swifts have very short legs so the entrance hole can be extremely narrow. 

c. Using swift bricks as a design feature

•The swift bricks can be incorporated as a row or in other configurations such as triangles or diamonds – they can form a design feature e.g. a diamond design on the gable end of a building. 

•Swift bricks can be covered in render or other facing materials as long as the entrance holes remain open. 

•The following webpage shows a range of buildings where swift nest boxes have been incorporated, including some which have been rendered: http://www.swift-conservation.org/OurProjects.htm 

d. Attaching to rooftop plant rooms

•Buildings with rooftop plant rooms are ideal for incorporating swift bricks – internal or external nest boxes can be attached and will be out of sight of passers-by on the ground. The following webpage shows some examples: http://www.swift-conservation.org/OurProjects.htm 



IN CONCLUSION

We therefore urge you to require (by way of planning conditions) the developer to provide swift nest sites integral to the new buildings as a biodiversity enhancement to this major development.



If we do not take action now to save swifts, future generations will no longer hear the exhilarating sound of ‘screaming parties’ of swifts soaring over rooftops on a summer evening. With their loss, a part of our British heritage will be lost with them too.



Yours sincerely









Rosalind Taylor



 Rosalind.taylor@gmail.com 

Kendal Swifts/Swifts in the Community



CC 	Tanya Hoare	ta.hoare@btinternet.com 



	

Kendal Swifts are part of Swifts in the Community, whose aim is to conserve swifts by preserving and enhancing the traditional nesting sites of swifts in the area’s local towns and villages.

http://swiftsinthecommunity-cumbria.org.uk/
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To: 'allotments@kendaltowncouncil.gov.uk'
Subject: Planning Application no. SL/2018/0707: K Village
 
Dear Janine
Please find attached a letter written on behalf of Kendal Swifts to the SLDC Planning Officer.
 
If you could arrange for our representation to go before the Town Council Planning Committee when they are
considering the above application for development, we would be most grateful
 
We hope that the committee will be able to make a representation for the installation of swift bricks when they
next meet.
Many thanks for your help.
Regards
Ros
 
 

Virus-free. www.avg.com
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KENDAL TOWN COUNCIL        
Applications for Planning Committee:   7th January 2019                      Appendix 1 
 

 
 
No. 

App No./ 
Type 

Address/ 
Proposed Development 

Comments 
To SLDC 

Observations/ 
Recommendations 

1 FPA 
1001 
 

3 Kirkland, Kendal 
Replacement shop front 

10.01.2019  

2 FPA 
1009 
 

34 Greengate, Kendal 
Two storey rear extension 

13.01.2019  

3 FPA 
1005 
 
 

9 Garden Road, Kendal 
Demolition of the existing outbuilding & 
erection of a detached garage & utility 
room 

13.01.2019  

4 FPA 
1010 & 
1011 
 

104 Highgate, Kendal 
Conversion of Church (Use class D1) to 
form either 22 serviced apartments (sui 
generis) or 22 flats (C3), including the 
demolition of a single storey lean-to-
extension on the western side of the 
building and its replacement with a 
single-storey extension, alongside 
internal and external alterations 

21.01.2019  

5 FPA 
1018 
 

16 Hazelwood, Kendal 
Single storey rear extension 

21.01.2019  

6 FPA 
1028 
 

3 Lound Square, Kendal 
Two story rear extension 

23.01.2019  
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