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KEMSING PARISH COUNCIL 
Clerk’s Office, St. Edith Hall, Kemsing, Sevenoaks, Kent, TN15 6NA, Tel: 01732 762841  

E-mail: kemsingpc@tiscali.co.uk 
 

Minutes of a meeting of the Parish Council held in the Main Hall, St. Edith Hall, 
Kemsing, on Monday, 24 January 2022 at 7.00 p.m. 

 
PRESENT:  Councillor Mr. D. Bennett (in the Chair) 
   Councillors Mrs. J. Chisholm, Mr. P. Dillon, Mr. M. Hudson, Dr. G. Morrell,  
   Mrs. M. Robarts, Dr. P. Walker 
 
IN ATTENDANCE: Mrs. Y. Tredoux (Clerk) 
   District Councillor Mr. S. Reay  
   Eight Members of the public and a representative of the Applicant 
 
Mr. Bennett welcomed everyone to the meeting and briefly explained the meeting procedure.  This is a 
meeting of the Parish Council. Although this is not a public meeting, Members of the public may be invited to 
make a representation. 
 
1. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  
 Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Mr. B. Buttifant, Mr. C. Connelly,  
 Mr. P. Eaton, Ms. G. Lloyd, Mrs. S. Souch and Mrs. R. Wedderburn-Day as well as County 
 Councillor Mr. R. Gough and District Councillor Mrs. D. Morris. 
  
2. DECLARATIONS OF INTERESTS  
 Councillors Mr. Bennett, Dr. Morrell, Mrs. Robarts and Dr. Walker declared having non-pecuniary 

interests in Item 3.1. by virtue of being regular attendees at the St. Mary’s Church as well as being 
on the electoral roll for the Church.  

 
3. PLANNING APPLICATION 
 The Council was asked to consider the following planning application: 
  
3.1 SE/22/00007/FUL – Land West of St. Mary’s Church, High Street, Kemsing 
 Proposal: Erection of new vicarage and car port with access through village car park. 
 
 Mr. Bennett gave a brief history of the site.  The current proposal by the Diocese of Rochester seeks 

permission to erect a vicarage on land owned by the St. Mary’s Church. If approved, the Diocese 
will purchase the site from the Parochial Church Council to provide funds to complete the Church 
Hall development. 

 
 Comments and concerns from Councillors include the following: 

• There is concern regarding the loss of two or more car parking spaces to accommodate the 
vehicular access to the proposed site from the village car park. 

• The Parish Council, as owner of the car park had, not yet received a formal request from the 
Diocese for vehicle access over the car park. 

• The adverse impact on the village car park, not only by loosing two, potentially more, car 
parking spaces, but also the additional wear and tear on the car park surfacing, are major 
concerns. 

• Vehicles being driven over the public right of way to access the site will present a serious 
danger to children attending the local primary school, pedestrians attending the Church and 
Common Field Recreation Ground, dog walkers and their dogs. 

• It is accepted that it would be advantageous for the village as a whole that the church hall 
development is completed, however, it is unfortunate that this can now only happen by 
selling land to the Diocese for the erection of a vicarage, effectively presenting it as a 
material planning consideration for allowing this proposal to take place. If this is allowed, 
then having a lack of funds could be applied to any other planning application submitted by a 
developer or resident on any land. 

• This application is the first application submitted by the Diocese of Rochester which is not a 
combined application by the Diocese and the Parochial Church Council. 
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• Loosing two car park spaces is not a material consideration as a resident currently parking 
their two vehicles in the car park, will, as part of this application, have ‘off road parking’ if this 
application is granted. 

• If Kemsing does not provide a vicarage acceptable to the Diocese’s prescribed green book 
guidelines, the likelihood of keeping a vicar in the village is remote. 

• There are no planning grounds to refuse this application. 
• It would be impossible to guarantee safe access the proposed property for the refuse 

collection vehicles, vans and cars, without reconfiguration of several of the car park spaces. 
• Pedestrian safety is a concern but may be remedied by a creating a chicane to slow, for 

example, bicycles or children running along the footpath, down.   
• No objection in principle to a vicarage being built on the site. 
• There is a significant concern for any building to be erected on restricted land. This will set a 

precedent. The question is - would any developer or resident be able to acquire permission 
to do so? 

• The Diocese should provide a service to the village in any event even without the vicarage. 
• The proposed installation of barriers to create safety access for pedestrians is not practical.  
• This application with proposed access through the village car park addresses the drawbacks 

on the previous application where vehicular access was proposed through the church yard.  
• Installation of suitable safety improvements may create a safer environment for pedestrians.  

 
  Two representations (one from a resident and one from a Church Warden) were received. 
 
  The meeting was briefly adjourned for to allow for public participation. 
 
 District Councillor Mr. Reay encouraged Councillors to carefully consider the proposal on planning 

grounds. The previous vicarage (since sold by the Diocese of Rochester as it was deemed not 
appropriate for a vicarage), has substantial amount of land remaining which would be suitable for 
the erection of a vicarage. 

  
 The applicant’s representative stated that it is a material planning consideration to fund the 

completion of the church hall development by selling land to the Diocese to erect a vicarage.  The 
applicant is confident that any safety concerns over the footpath can be overcome with negotiations 
with Kent County Council.  Parishes are being amalgamated nationally and taking into account the 
modern vicarages in neighbouring villages such as Seal and Otford, having a new vicarage would 
safeguard Kemsing’s Church leadership for the future.  

 
 RESOLVED:  That the following representation be sent: 
 Recommend APPROVAL.  
 The Parish Council noted that the proposed vicarage is set further back than previous applications 

in order to cause less disturbance to the trees as per the applicant’s summary of key points 
statement and thus leaving open as much open space as possible near the footpath.  

 That there should be a restriction on the occupation of the vicarage that it should be limited to the 
incumbent of the benefice of Kemsing and Woodlands or a priest responsible for that parish or a 
dependent of such person residing with him or her. 

 Sevenoaks District Council should note that the Parish Council, as owner of the car park over which 
access to the proposed site is required, has not yet been formally asked for permission to access 
the site despite the proposed plans indicating the loss of two car parking spaces to form an access 
to the  site. 

 CARRIED 4 in favour, 3 against 
 
 The meeting closed at 8.43 pm. 
 
 

Signed by Chairman : ………………………………………..   Date : ………………………………….. 
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