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 Notes of a meeting of the Planning Committee  
held on Tuesday 10th November 2015 at 8.30 am 

 
Present:  Cllr Michael Wilderspin (Chairman), Cllr Trevor Bowmer, Mike Greenan  
    
01.11.15 Apologies 
 
  Apologies for absence were received from Cllr Jennifer Nettleship and Julie Baranek, Clerk. 
 
02.11.15 Acceptance & Signing of Notes 
 
  It was agreed that the notes of the last meeting held on11th August 2015 be approved and 

were signed by the Chairman. 
 
03.11.15 Planning Applications Received 
 
  The Committee considered the following application: 
 
  15/00749/LBALT – Installation of Electrical Conduit above shop fascia (retrospective) 
  – 182 South Parade  
 
  The Committee objects to this application.  The Committee was concerned that if approval is 

 given for the conduit, it may be that the applicant may be misled into thinking that this gives 
 a green light to using the conduit to power an illuminated sign or something similar.  The 
Committee was concerned that this is once again and incomplete application and that an 
inclusive application should be made for the end product rather than piecemeal elements of 
such an application which are difficult to evaluate.  The Committee felt that this application 
should have been rejected at validation stage as it cannot stand alone. 

 
 The Committee confirmed the decision on the following application: 
 
 15/00712/ADV – Retention of Signs (Gullivers)  
 
  Matlock Bath Parish Council objects to this application as we believe it contravenes the 

Matlock Bath ASCA in a number of areas. In the ASCA, letters, figures, symbols or similar 
features are limited to a height of 0.3 metres (0.75 metres elsewhere). Two of the signs have 
lettering which is larger than this. It is also specified in ASCA that the highest part of the 
advertisement is limited to 3.6m above ground level (4.6 metres elsewhere). One of the signs 
is higher than allowed.  
 
We are concerned that on the front of the building as well as the fascia on photograph 4 
there are advertising boards either side of the right hand door filling the space available. 
These do not appear to be included in the application but are actually in situ currently. 
 
In addition, the an advertisement must not exceed in area 10% of the external face of the 
building, measured up to a height of 3.6 metres above ground level. We would question the 
main fascia being more than 10% of the front of the building. 
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 According to the documentation there would also appear to be two fascias. However, there is 
only one photograph showing where the one fascia will go. We would question where the 
other fascia is going to be put. 
 
We also feel that the signs are ‘garish’ and out of keeping with the character of the building 
and the conservation area. 
 
Currently there are banners (which have been turned round) fastened to the poles on the 
walkway leading up to the second building. We are concerned that this has not been 
included in this application and that at some point may be turned round and not have gained 
the appropriate permission. We understand that they were allowed this way as a temporary 
H&S measure. Surely a more permanent safety fence should be in place in keeping with the 
area. 
 
The Parish Council is extremely concerned that this is a planning application which has been 
submitted retrospectively and is also incomplete.  
 
We would finally add that if these signs do indeed contravene the Matlock Bath ASCA, if 
approved, it will set a precedent which makes a nonsense of the existing rules. 

   
04.11.15  Planning Outcomes 
 
   The Committee noted the following outcome: 
 
  15/00661/LBALT – Repainting of Shop Front (retrospective) – 182 South Parade -  
  Permitted 
 
  The Committee commented that the repainting is welcomed. 
 
  The Committee agreed that the Clerk should be asked to check that the sign will be removed 
  on a permanent basis, not simply taken down and replaced after the repainting of the upper 
  part.         Parish Clerk 
 
05.11.15 Update on Planning Issues/Signage 
 
  The Committee noted that a number of queries had been sent to DDDC Planning regarding 
  182 South Parade.  These in the main had been answered.  The Committee noted that the 
  Enforcement Officer is currently in correspondence with the owner’s agent regarding the  
  unauthorised signage and spotlights. 
 
06.11.15 Letter to Businesses from DDDC 
 
  It was confirmed that the following response had been sent to DDDC regarding the contents 
  of the letter. 
 
  We would agree with Cllr Garry Purdy that the letter does not give any timescale and there is 

insufficient emphasis on what will happen if the ‘carrot’ has not effect.   
 
            ‘Feather’ advertisements should be mentioned in the letter as they are spreading in use. 
 
 Although the issue of the area of signage is mentioned, there is no mention of height of the 

signs nor the size of the lettering – we feel both crucial parts of the legislation.  Could this be 
included in the letter and perhaps a link to the ASCA document and also to the 
legislation/regulations governing Grade 2 listed properties. 

 
 It should be emphasised that the ASCA applies to the whole of Matlock Bath. 
 
 Although not sure who the letter is going to, we would like those businesses who are not 

situated on North and South Parade to be included in the distribution, ie Temple Hotel, High 
Tor Hotel, Masson Mills, Gullivers, Heights of Abraham and the New Bath Hotel. 

 



 The Committee felt that if applications are not compliant, they should be rejected. The letter 
from DDDC is weak and leads to inconsistences and uncertainty among applicants although 
this was not included in the formal response to DDDC. 

 
07.11.15 Street Furniture 
 
 The Committee noted that DCC has written to all traders with trade bins currently on DCC 

land requesting that they are removed.  The Committee noted that the Clerk has asked DCC 
whether a deadline has been given to do this and what action will be taken if they are not 
removed.  No response has been received so far. 

 
 Regarding the street furniture issue, DCC has confirmed that an inspection on site has now 

been undertaken by the Highway Inspector and a list of premises displaying boards and/or 
placing tables and chairs on the public highway noted.  Due to the number of premises 
involved and the requirement to have a consistent approach across the County as a whole, 
the Principal Engineer is to discuss this issue further with the Cabinet Member. 

 
 With regard to tables and chairs, DCC has confirmed that they operate a policy that allows 

the premises to place these within the public highway under licence, subject to available 
footway widths and certain conditions apply.  This procedure is currently under discussion 
with the Cabinet Member which will require a formal report of the implications of any 
decision. 

 
08.11.15 Alternative Signage for St Johns Road 
 
 DCC has confirmed that there is no signage which can be erected at the bottom of St Johns 

Road to prevent parking on this road. 
 
  The Committee agreed that without monitoring and enforcement, people will simply park on 

the side roads. This needs to be addressed as a matter of priority. 
 
09.11.15 Extension of Double Yellow Lines at the Top of Holme Road 
 
  The Committee noted that DCC has finally agreed to extend the double yellow lines at the 
  top of Holme Road, at the junction with Brunswood Road.  This will go out for consultation in 
  due course. 
 
10.11.15 Variation Application for The Fishpond 
 
  The Committee agreed that the Fishpond application required further investigation.  The  
  main concern is that amplified music might be disruptive to local residents.  Members wished 
  licensed premises to thrive but at the same time to respect the amenity of residents.  It  
  should be possible, given the goodwill which exists on all sides, to reach an amicable  
  solution where everyone benefits. 
 
11.11.15 Any other business 
 
  Upperwood Road - It was agreed that a letter of thanks should be sent to DCC for the skill 
  and thoughtfulness of their improvement works on Upperwood Road. 
 
  Signage  - It was agreed that members of the Committee should take part in a walkabout to 
  identify signs which are superfluous and could be removed as part of the desirable  
  decluttering. 
 
12.11.15 Date of Next Meeting 
 

The next meeting will be held when business dictates. 
 
 


