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Minutes of Executive Committee Meeting 
Date – 3rd September 2019 

Venue - The Fourcroft Hotel, Tenby 
 

Committee members present  Chairman - David Tudor Thomas 
      Harry Gardiner 
      Albie Smosarski 
      Neil Westerman 
      Howard Rawson-Humphries 
      Jacqui Wingfield 
       
Members and guests present 

Keith Clarke, Edna Greenhalgh, Rob Mayhew and David Glennerster. 
  

1. Apologies for absence 
Apologies were received from Trevor Hallett and Richard Wingfield. 
 
2. Minutes of executive committee meeting 16th July 2019 
The minutes were accepted as a true record. 

  
3. Matters arising from 16th July 2019 meeting 
● AGM - #4 – Rotary panel – HG will provide supplier and cost details to enable RM to pursue with Rotary 

and add it to their working party action list – c/f  
● 3.1 Trees on South Parade – DTT to write a letter of support for replanting in due course – c/f. 
● 3.2 20mph zone – DTT has written to PCC/Marc Owen as speeding continues to be a problem. No 

response has been received to date. 
● 3.3 Visit Tenby website – HG has made a contribution to the latest website update 
● 3.4 Tenby Railway Station – Transport for Wales have confirmed the main platform south canopy gable 

refurbishment will be completed this Autumn 
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● 3.5 Tenby Town Walls Trust – Howard Rudge is interested in forming a joint Trust which DTT will progress 
in due course – c/f 

 
4. Correspondence 

• David Johnson – contact via website with a question on Allen’s View. DTT has responded. 
 

5. Membership  
The Tenby Lions have renewed their membership and set up a standing order for future payments. 
 
AS to produce a list of all non-payers for the committee to chase personally – RM will assist in producing 
something that can be emailed – c/f 
 
6. Treasurers Report 

 NatWest current account £ 2,268.89 
National Savings  £ 7,943.55 

 TOTAL    £10,212.44 
 
 Allen’s View   £    854.17 (included in current account balance reported above) 
 

£1,300 has been transferred from National Savings into the current account. 
 
AS suggested that the newsletter/website include information on how to make a one off donation or a 
bequest in a will – c/f 
 
AS also suggested the committee consider a Civic Week (as in Narberth) to raise the profile and funds for 
the Society with a series of events such as open houses, guided walks and talks – c/f. 
 
7. Planning 

See Appendix 1 for details. 

• Open Spaces –The National Park have added Rosemount Gardens and cemeteries to the open spaces 
in Tenby but not  Allen’s View. See Appendix 2 for details. 

• 17 Lady Park – HG to comment that the apple tree needs to be retained when the parking area is 
built 

• Temporary shop signage – is not being policed thoroughly and HG/planning sub-committee will 
continue to bring this to the attention of PCNPA 

• Bryn Hir – the officers are not considering the specific points being put to them for comment by the 
Society. With the development set to impact Tenby in such a major way it is disappointing that they 
only mention our ‘general concerns’. HG is willing to make a face to face appointment with the 
officers involved in order to formally place our three biggest items – the ridge line, access and the 
need to ensure a very high proportion of the new homes are ring-fenced for rent by local households 

• Meadow Farm – JW/DTT to record/count the pitches when they walk past to provide specific 
evidence to  PCC/PCNPA of concerns. If 8 motorhomes is the maximum allowed then casual 
observations indicate they regularly breach this even on quiet weekends. 

• Plastic sash windows – we have received some detailed guidance from Rob Scourfield (See Appendix 
1) which we will discuss at the next meeting in November. 
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8. Allen’s View 

• Bench and picnic table repairs ongoing after breakages 

• A high fence is now obscuring the view to the north. Committee to consider what to do 
next – get fence reduced in size or raise bench? 

• Fixing spikes – have been donated by New Hedges Village Hall for a £10 contribution 

• Grant applications – HG has reviewed grant application paperwork and sent to HRH and 
Richard Reed for review. 

• DTT and HRH will remove the shed remains over the Autumn 
 

9. Current Projects Update 
● 9.1 Guide Book – DTT has received a quote which has been passed to AS. DG provided contact details 

for a further two potential printers 
● 9.2 Slippery Back/Wedding Oaks plaque/s – HG has two ongoing enquiries. One for a wooden plaque 

on a pole and the other from Mike Davies in galvanised steel. Martin Hurlow has confirmed he will 
contribute £100 with TCS agreeing to make up the balance 

● 9.3 Characterisation Study –  
a) Phase 1 – mapping – c/f 
b) Phase 2 – c/f 
 

10. Licensing 
Nothing to report 

 
11. AOB 

11.1 Brother Thomas’s Garden – Gary Tapley gave a short presentation on his vision for the Garden as 
an outdoor performance and teaching space. With seating potential of up to 100 there is no doubt that 
the location would be excellent. Tenby Museum will not give their support to the project and so GT is 
looking for support from the Society. The project would appear to fit many of the criteria for the 
Enhancing Pembrokeshire grant scheme so DTT agreed to submit an Expression of Interest. In the 
meantime GT will send the Society a short paper outlining plans and work to be undertaken which will 
be discussed in detail in November. (Following the meeting JW emailed GT with contact details) 
11.2 Civic Society Award – NW nominated a very popular local figure who gives much time and energy 
to a great number of voluntary organisations. All agreed with the nomination and the presentation will 
be made at next year’s AGM. 
11.3 Newell Hill street light – is completely covered in bind weed which means the hill is very dark. RM 
requested that this be formally reported to TCC. 
11.4 Chairman – DTT received a unanimous vote of confidence and will continue as Chairman of the 
Society 
 
NEXT MEETING TUESDAY 5TH NOVEMBER 2019 2PM @ FOURCROFT HOTEL TENBY 
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APPENDIX 1 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS 
NP/19/0431/DOC    Wall restoration details, condition 9  Former Sion House Garden Walls, Zion Gardens, St Johns Hill, 
Tenby 
     We very much welcome the work proposed, and the commitment the owners have shown to preserving these walls, 
and previously to other similar nearby stone walls from the former days of Sion House. All these walls help give a 
character of concealed semi private enclosures with more modern development fitted into them, each with their own 
character and identity.  The specific walls in these proposals both add character to the areas outside and to the sense of 
enclosure and identity for the modern house design within them, with some original Sion House trees preserved too. 
We welcome also the use of lime mortar, sadly a rare way to repair stone walls in Tenby !! 
We note that the walls could well fit into the List of Historical Assets of local importance the LPD2 Inspector has 
recommended to the National Park in LDP Hearing instruction AP6, especially as CADW has recently declined to add 2 
properties to Tenby’s Listed Buildings because they “ were not of National Importance”.  
 
NP/19/0407/FUL  Rear two story extension, 2 The Green Tenby. 
  As both adjoining properties have two storey rear extensions the is no issue with the principle of the proposal. 
However from the plans it is difficult to resolve a number of details some of which might require conditions on an 
approval ( - e.g. details of materials.) 
 
The building drawings are very small, the digital file enlarged has unreadable blurry small text; there is no visual” scale 
ruler” so we can’t measure off dimensions to check extension dimensions at the rear; the adjoining buildings are not 
shown on plan, so there is uncertainty  
(a) whether the new first floor rear elevation will be level with the adjoining ones 
(b) if we are correct in thinking the new ground floor rear extension will be some two +feet higher than the old one ( 
now demolished ) 
 
Site inspection and clarification with the applicant by the Planning Authority are important to ensure that no 1 The 
Green does not loose significant light to its yard and rear ground floor windows.  These properties have steep back 
gardens and a very high stone wall along their rear garden boundaries; significant light is already lost, making further 
loss more material than usual.  If so it could be possible to re=position the rear porch on the other side of the ground 
floor rear extension, without a loss of floor area. 
 
There was an unusual old Enamel ‘The Green Street’ sign fixed to the house front, since removed.  It would be in keeping 
with the property’s inclusion in the extended Conservation Area to restore it on the frontage when necessary wall works 
are completed - photo of attached.   
Pano photo from no.1s rear garden also attached for information.  
 
Apologies for the details above, but the application details didn’t resolve them. We will be happy for the planning 
authority and applicant to resolve the details.  There appear to be good relations between the applicant and the 
neighbours. 
 
National Park Committee will inspect Bryn Hir Application site on 2nd September.  Not an occasion for comments/ 
discussion with them.  There is a question whether the committee would like the Society’s view presented to the later 
Park Plans Committee.  

 

OTHER PLANNING MATTERS 

Email from Sally Tyler PCNP re Card Factory signage next door to Trespass. 
Dear Mr Gardiner, 
 I have researched the planning history files for the Card Factory site. It appears that the temporary signage which is 
currently in situ reflects the design of illuminated signage which has previously been refused at the site .  It has been 
some two years since advertisement consent was granted for signage of a design more befitting to the conservation 
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area.  I have referred the issue to my colleague Karen Bolton and she will look into whether there is any action we are 
able to take to ensure that the approved signage is installed within a timely manner .  
(HFG –had raised this when commenting on Trepass’  revised sign application next door)  Previous to Trespass the £5 
shop plastered signage all over this frontage, and before that Subways sign was refused but stayed up till they closed 
down….  Enforcement seems to be a problem !!!! ) 
 

Email from Rob Scourfield 
In terms of 1 St Mary’s Street, [ sash window details]  we have discharged the condition. There was enough detail to 
confirm that vertical sashes are intended and what the specs are. I don’t envisage many applications like this in the 
Article 4 area – there are relatively few post-1939 houses where we would be more receptive to upvc sashes. 
  
I suspect we will be losing the proposed Policy 15 (locally important buildings). The planning inspector simply does not 
like it, and I understand she took a similar stance in Powys. She takes the view that the policy must be backed up a list of 
locally important buildings for the whole of the National Park before it can be enacted. We argued strongly that the 
policy actually has proved to be effective in reactive terms, and drawing up long lists of non-statutory assets is time-
consuming, subjective and very prone to causing disproportionate consternation.. Watch this space. I was sorry not to 
see Aces listed especially – but we failed to persuade Cadw….at least we have a reasonable scheme that preserves it 
(and there are no permitted development rights here). 
  
Thanks for the pic of 2 The Green – looks like a real cobble [stone wall]……have spoken with the owner about the street-
sign, which she apparently intends to reinstate once the works are done. 
  
Works on the railway station canopy are apparently due to start in October. All agreed. 
  
Thanks for your kind wishes – it is indeed a strange time, but we have much to be thankful for, not least the brilliant staff 
at Park House hospital ward.  
 
Email to Rob Scourfield by Harry Gardiner.  Rob’s response in red.  
I would appreciate discussing issues which the Executive Committee have discussed, so I can report back with good 
information.  These are not matters of complaint but of clarification ! 
 
Q1 Plastic/wooden sashes. The Committee discussed alternative views and concluded it would comment for wooden 
sashes on listed buildings. 
    - it would be helpful to know if you work to specific principles on requiring wooden sashes.  There is considerable 
disagreement on matters such as extra cost, appearance, non approved plastic installations, poor availability of wooden 
sashes and poor installations of them etc.. 
(Rob’s responses in red;) 
 
This is a big issue, which I will try to summarise:- 
 1.      Windows in listed buildings. Presumption is on repair, failing that, replacement like for like. We have never been 
draconian on insisting on single-glazing (some LPAs are, but I see no point at all in single-glazing a completely new sash 
window, given the technology now available). What we allow are slim-spec sealed units (typically 12mm) properly 
rebated into the glazing bars, details of which are to replicated from the historic ones. In terms of construction, nearly 
always timber (never upvc) although we have once allowed powder coated aluminium sashes in a location where 
ladder/scaffold access for maintenance was impossible. I tend to find that most local joiners are well-skilled in providing 
double-glazed sashes – there are many good examples across town. We rarely have problems with such works. 
 
2.      Non-listed buildings in the conservation area. Where the Article 4 Direction is in force (the area prior to extension 
this year), I enclose a householder’s guide. For flats and commercial premises, there are no permitted development 
rights and planning permission is generally needed for window replacement. In the newly extended area, householders 
may replace windows in a matching style, be they timber or upvc. 
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3.      There are relatively few unauthorised instalments of upvc windows in the C.A/listed buildings of Tenby. We have 
some enforcement cases open as you know, one or two others have resolved themselves. If your members have any 
specific concerns, let me know and I will look into them. The real complication is windows to rear elevations, hidden 
from public view. I suspect many have been replaced without consent, but it is very often difficult to prove whether they 
actually replaced original windows or poor later ones. We have to deal with these on a case by case basis. 
 
Q2 The southern main Platform station canopy gable was reported to you by me with a photo as in poor decorative 
repair with some rot and missing bits of timber. Station refurbishment has omitted this. Is there anything we or the Park 
can do ? Have you got an address for me to chase this up? 
(Rob subsequently confirmed work would be done in the Autumn, above..) 
 
Q3 I have been away so unable to find the reasons for the officer recommendation to refuse on the Warmly House rear 
extension next to the Baptist Church, Tenby.  Is it more than the amenity/ overlooking issue ? Does the toilet extension 
merit special protection – its not exactly “Hanging”. I understand the planning application was refused yesterday, as per 
officer recommendation. The issues was amenity of the chapel rather than the listed status of the house/toilet/setting 
of the chapel. LBC not yet granted – presumably the scheme will either go back to the drawing board or the applicant 
will appeal. Watch this space. 
 
 Q4 In the LDP panel hearing I attended, light pollution policies came up and I pointed out that the greatest light hitting 
low cloud over Tenby comes from the old style flood lighting of St Mary’s Church and the Albert Memorial on Castle 
Hill.  It is durable and effective but has a very wide spillage.  Given these are both in the Conservation Area, the Church 
has separate procedures we are not privy to, and there are electricity bill savings in better targeted LED lighting, is there 
anything you can do to raise this with the Church and the County Council ?  I note you later email and will await further 
comments from you. 
(HFG  inspected, and found that Castle Hill’s are LED but they and the 9/10 floodlights round St Mary’s Church point to 
the skies and are not shielded. If proposed now Harry’s view is that neither site would meet current light pollution 
policies The church lights may well be 30 years old. Rob said he would take a look round the church next time he was in 
Tenby. – He sits on the church body that vets Anglican church building proposals. 
 
 
Meadow Farm has had more modest numbers of tents and caravettes, but was very full bank Holiday weekend.  Billy 
James says they can have up to 8 caravettes, and that the lane will be re-tarmaced in the Autumn.  The extra bit of land 
still appears to be in use; I cant see that it’s a significant loss of agricultural land – too small. There are Plan policies on 
visually intrusive development and expansion of camp sites. 
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APPENDIX 2 
 

 
 

 

  


