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LONG SUTTON PARISH COUNCIL – OBJECTIONS TO APPLICATION H11-0885-2026 
 

H11-0885-26 -     S73A CONTINUATION – DISTRICT CLLR J TYRRELL 

 S73/VARIATION/REMOVAL APPLICATION CONDITION 

 H11-0372-16 – DISTRICT COUNCILLOR J TYRRELL 

SILVERWOOD GARDEN CENTRE, BROWNSGATE, LONG SUTTON, LINCS 

 

The Parish Council request that the applicaƟon is determined by the SHDC Planning 
CommiƩee due to the applicant being a Ward Member for Long SuƩon and a member of 
the SHDC Planning CommiƩee in line with the SHDC ConsƟtuƟon. 

 

The Council refer commiƩee to the “PLANNING STATEMENT “ dated JANUARY 2026.  

Para2.2 states: “The Council will note that from the planning records that the dwelling which 
was to be replaced by this dwelling, previously had an Agricultural Tie in place which 
restricted occupaƟon of the original dwelling to those working or last in agriculture. This 
appears to have been “transposed” and misapplied under the jusƟficaƟon of Policy HS7 as 
the dwelling was not a new dwelling and the business to which the dwelling was Ɵed was 
not rural in nature at all. “Unfortunately there is NO case officer report to support or 
indeed explain the reason as to why condiƟon 16 was applied to the replacement dwelling 
and a business which does not accord with any rural business excepƟons” 

PLEASE NOTE: The Parish Council do have a copy of the Officers Report. (aƩached)  

CondiƟon 16 reads: “The occupaƟon of the dwelling hereby permiƩed shall be limited to a 
person solely or mainly employed or last employed, at the business occupying the land 
outlined in blue on dwg.no 1539-03 accompanying the applicaƟon, or a widow or widower of 
such a person, or any resident dependent(s)”. 
 
REASON: The site is located in the open countryside where it is local and naƟonal policy to 
restrict new residenƟal development to that which is essenƟal to meet proven need. The 
circumstances in this case saƟsfy such a need in conjuncƟon with the exisƟng business and 
this condiƟon is therefore imposed to restrict occupancy to a person(s) associated with the 
business. 

“This condiƟon is imposed in accordance with Policy HS7 of the South Holland Local Plan, 
2006 and advice within paragraph 55 of the NaƟonal Planning Policy Framework, March 
2012”. 

This document provides the proof the clause was applied directly to the new dwelling, the 
dwelling was considered as a new development and the Agricultural Clause was not 
“transposed” as suggested in the report. 
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Para 2.3 in the report states: Due to a change in family circumstances, the applicant now 
resides in the converted dwelling on the site (see H11-0792-21). “This leaves the main Ɵed 
dwelling unable to be sold nor adverƟsed for sale as it is not feasible for anyone to comply 
with the limited condiƟon as the business is not also for sale” 

Legal advice states that: 

“An applicant would need to apply to their local planning authority to have the CondiƟon 
removed. But before they would consider removing it the applicant would need to 
demonstrate that there is no current or future need for the property as an agricultural 
dwelling” 
 
“DemonstraƟng that the property is no longer required for agricultural use involves far more 
than the applicant just proving they do not need it for their own current family use. The 
applicant would have to show that they have marketed the property for sale or rent to 
agricultural workers in their area, for a considerable length of Ɵme. And with the 
Agricultural Occupancy CondiƟon sƟll applicable, the rental or selling price would of course 
be considerably less than the open market value”. 

The applicant has not proven that they have marketed the property in the area as is 
required. 

 

Paras 3 and 4 of the report – “Planning History” refers to the conversion of the Pack House 
building 

Please note: In regard to H11-0792-21- conversion of a “packing shed “to a dwelling” the 
parish council raised issues at the Ɵme as to why this was determined by “Chairman’s Panel” 
in 2021 which was in contravenƟon of the SHDC ConsƟtuƟon due to Cllr Tyrrell being a 
District Councillor.  

The Council were advised by a planning officer that the applicaƟon had been held behind 
closed doors due to “Covid LegislaƟon” which the officer stated had not been repealed 
unƟl November 2021. (Email aƩached). 

However, the applicaƟon was submiƩed in JULY 2021 and the parish council quesƟoned why 
the applicaƟon was determined by Chairman’s Panel when physical Planning MeeƟngs were 
being held in the Civic Centre from July 2021 to which the SHDC website confirmed this to 
be true. (Please see aƩached the relevant MeeƟng schedule for July – November 2021)  

To date no answer has been received from officers or councillors as to why the SHDC 
consƟtuƟon was contravened in this case. 
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  4.1 states “The original Garden Centre now accommodates various small business ventures 
including a café, shops and hairdressers along with a strong community use for charitable 
purposes. The applicant also runs a long-established Groundworks business and stores 
machinery in a yard on the far side of the site away from the dwelling” 

PLEASE NOTE: The have been NO planning applicaƟons for a Change of Use on the site for 
the shops and hairdressers or the conversion of nursery glasshouses to business units or 
for a groundworks or scaffolding business by the applicant who is the owner of the site. 

However: 

The parish council refer the Long SuƩon Ward Members and SHDC Planning commiƩee to 
the Parish Council’s objecƟons to Planning ApplicaƟon H11-0227/26 – Long SuƩon Men’s 
Shed. 

Members will not be aware of the council’s full objecƟons to the applicaƟon because the 
majority of their response was omiƩed from the Officers Report. (Full objecƟon aƩached) 

The council stated in their objecƟon to Planning ApplicaƟon H11-0227/26 – Long SuƩon 
Men’s Shed the following: 

 At a meeƟng of the Parish Council held on 26 March 2026 the landowner District 
Councillor J Tyrrell advised the council when the applicaƟon was discussed at the 
meeƟng that “Class E already applies to ALL other buildings on site with the 
excepƟon of the Men’s Shed and “Youth Shed” building and had done so for some 
years “ 
And  

 As with the previous applicaƟon (H11-1210-25 -Change of use of part of exisƟng 
garden centre (Class E) to use Classes E, F1 & F2 - RetrospecƟve) the owner of the 
land District Councillor Jack Tyrrell is using the umbrella of the Men’s Shed to apply 
for changes to his property by stealth and therefore the Council request that the 
applicaƟon if not withdrawn is taken to commiƩee in line with the SHDC 
ConsƟtuƟon. 

 

PLEASE NOTE:  Planning Class E was only on introduced on 1st September 2020.  

The exisƟng converted glass houses business have been insitu for some Ɵme and no 
applicaƟons have been submiƩed for the change of use and as such breach Policy 24 of the 
South East Lincolnshire Local Plan. 

And 
 

There is no record of any planning consent to remove the “horƟcultural aspect” of any of 
the Silverwood Nursery Buildings/glasshouses since the “ Silverwood Nursery” business was 
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dissolved in 2012 or change the exisƟng business units to “Class E” and the condiƟons 
applied under the original applicaƟon - H11-0849-02 cannot apply as they predate 01 
September 2020. 

PLEASE NOTE: These and other objecƟons were important not only for commiƩee members 
to be aware of but also due to highlight the “pecuniary interests” of the applicant who is 
landlord and owner of the Men’s Shed, the retail units and the owner of Thistle House and is 
a Ward Member for Long SuƩon and a member of the SHDC Planning CommiƩee. 

Para 6 JusƟficaƟon – The arguments put forward in paras 6.1, 6.2, 6.3, 6.5 6.7, 6.8, 6.9 & 
6.11 do not stand due to the submission of the relevant “missing” Officers Report which 
clarify all points raised. 

It should also be noted that the “PLANNING STATEMENT” was devised in JANUARY 2026 in 
tandem with the TWO RETROSPECTIVE applicaƟons submiƩed by the Men’s Shed on 09 
December 2025 and 03 March 2026 for changes of use for not only applying to the Men’s 
Shed iniƟally but then extended to the remainder of the “Silverwood Nursery” which 
included the established businesses belonging to Cllr Tyrrell.  

This and the two Men’s Shed applicaƟons support the parish council’s case regarding their 
objecƟons to the two Men’s Shed applicaƟons that can be perceived to have been acƟons 
taken to obtain retrospecƟve planning permission by stealth for the change of use for the 
established businesses on the Silverwood Nursery site in order to seek the removal of the 
agricultural clause on Thistle House. 

The Council ask that this applicaƟon is REFUSED and the council’s objecƟons are 
considered seriously as all the applicaƟons on this site have been quesƟonable and seem 
to have been of great benefit to the applicant that has not been afforded to other electors.   

Please find aƩached: 

 Officers Report relaƟng to applicaƟon -H11-0372-16 referring to Para 16 of the 
“missing”report 

 Parish Council complete and full objecƟons to – H11-0227-26 
 Officers report relaƟng to applicaƟon- H11-0227-26 – Long SuƩon Men’s Shed 

referring to paras 7.31 – 7.38 relaƟng to changes of use from Class A1 “garden 
centre” and applying “Class E retrospecƟvely to business units unrelated to the 
Men’s Shed. 

 SHDC Planning list of planning applicaƟons and approvals relaƟng to Silverwood 
Nursery from 2016-2026. 

 Email form K Treacher to Monitoring Officer re: Query and response referring to H11-
0792-21 – J Tyrrell - Conversion of Packhouse determinaƟon by Chairman’s panel. 

 SHDC agendas July 2021 & October 2021 – depicƟng physical meeƟngs of the 
Planning commiƩee during this period. 



















 

APPLICATION H11-0227/26 

The Council strongly oppose the application and ask that: 

• Application H11-0227-26 be withdrawn 

 

• A new application should be submitted removing the Youth Shed building. 

• Any removal of Condition 3 should be specifically applied to the “MEN’s Shed building ONLY and not 

““The retained garden centre buildings” 

 

• At a meeting of the Parish Council held on 26 March 2026 the landowner District Councillor J Tyrrell 

advised the council when the application was discussed at the meeting that Class E already applies to 

ALL other buildings on site with the exception of the Men’s Shed and “Youth Shed” building “ 

 

• The Council request that evidence is provided by the landowner relating to the “Change of Use 

“application removing the horticultural planning conditions for the “Silverwood Nursery” that has 

enabled the leasing of the other buildings/units on site to independent businesses under “Class E”. 

 

• The Council oppose the amendments to Condition 2 of H11-1210-26 relating to the opening hours of 

the Men’s Shed. 

 

• Condition 2 of H11-1210-26 should not be amended to include the opening hours of the “Garden 

Centre”. 

 

• The council request that a reason is provided by the Men’s Shed as to why they are applying for the 

inclusion of the opening hours for other buildings on site when they have specified the opening hours 

for their building in their previous application which have already been approved? 

 

• The amendment to Condition 2 of Application H11-1210 supports the council’s questions regarding why 

this application has been made to amend the conditions applied in their previous application when 

neither amendment apply specifically to the Men’s Shed but apply to the other retail units/businesses 

on site which are not affiliated to or in use by the Men’s Shed. 

 

PLEASE NOTE:  Planning Class E was only on introduced on 1st September 2020. 

• The existing businesses have been insitu since before this date and no applications have been 

submitted for the change of use and as such breach Policy 24 of the South East Lincolnshire Local Plan 

 

THE REASONS FOR THE OBJECTIONS ARE AS FOLLOWS 

• As with the previous application (H11-1210-25 -Change of use of part of existing garden centre (Class E) 

to use Classes E, F1 & F2 - Retrospective) the owner of the land District Councillor Jack Tyrrell is using 

the umbrella of the Men’s Shed to apply for changes to his property and therefore the Council request 

that the application if not withdrawn is taken to committee in line with the SHDC Constitution. 

 



• It should be noted that the Youth Shed is no longer in the building depicted as the “Youth Shed” and 

the Council are aware that the Charity has no plans to return to the site and the future of the Youth 

Shed is on hold until further notice. 

       Application H11-0227-26 “includes the removal of Condition 3” of Application –  
       H1210-25 

 

• The supporting documents for this application read: 
Condition 3.   Amend the condition to REMOVE the following: 

“The retained garden centre buildings shall only be used for the sale of Horticultural produce, garden-

related and other Domestic Horticultural requisites”.  

 

TO BE REPLACED WITH 

the retained garden centre buildings shall be used for no other purpose than those set out in Class E of 

the Schedule to the Town and Country Planning (Use Classes) Order 1987. Reason: The use of the 

Horticultural relationship is very restrictive and not in line with the broader Use Class E (Commercial, 

Business and Service), which allows for more flexibility for changes without the need for Planning 

Permission. 

 

Class E (Commercial, Business and Service) is a broad planning use class introduced in England in 

September 2020, covering shops, offices, cafés, gyms, and clinics. It allows flexible changes between 

these uses without planning permission, supporting high street adaptation. 

 

By removing the condition in the present wording and amending it as requested this would in effect be 

approving the existing retail units let out as independent businesses that currently do not have planning 

permission and would remove the horticultural aspect of the “Garden Centre”. 

 

There is no record of any planning consent to remove the “horticultural aspect” of any of the 

Silverwood Nursery Buildings/glasshouses since the “Silverwood Nursery” business was dissolved in 

2013 or change the existing business units to “Class E” and the conditions applied under the original 

application - H11-0849-02 cannot apply as they predate 01 September 2026. 

 

• “The retained garden centre buildings” description is not specific to the Men’s Shed if it where the 

applicant would NOT be requesting amendments to Condition 2 of H11-1210-25 to include the opening 

hours of the remaining retail units and referring to the original planning application for the site 

Application H11-0849-02 

 

•  If this application is for the Men’s Shed this should be depicted as such and the removal of Condition 3 

should apply to MEN’S SHED ONLY and should not by default include ANY other buildings on the site 

including the now defunct Youth Shed. 

 

• The Men’s Shed is not affiliated to the Youth Shed. They are separate Charities. 

 

• The Youth Shed are unaware the name of the Charity is included in this application and therefore the 

application should be withdrawn as it is inaccurate and permission to use the Youth Shed name has not 

been obtained. 

  



• No visible Planning Notices have been displayed in a public area i.e. outside of the Silverwood 

Compound.  

 

• The Decision Notice H11-1210-25 – Was only proved 18 February 2026  

 The reason for applying Condition 3 was recorded in the Decision Notice as:  

“To ensure the goods range is restricted and does not conflict with national and local policy that directs 

unrestricted retail outlets towards town centres. This Condition is imposed in accordance with Policy 24 

of the South East Lincolnshire Local Plan, 2019”. 

 

• Condition 3 of application H11-1210-25 should remain. 
       

• If the condition is removed as depicted in the application and it is not specific to the Men’s Shed 

building it could be perceived as a measure to stealthy apply Class E to ALL buildings onsite which 

currently restrict the site “to horticultural uses”. 

 

To retain Condition 3 of Application H11-1210-25 would require the landowner to seek retrospective 

permission for the existing retail businesses which do not fall under classes F1 and F2 or the original 

planning permissions of 2002. 

 

Such an application would be in conflict with as detailed in Condition3 of Application H11-1210-25 -

Policy 24 of the South East Lincolnshire Plan and unlikely to succeed thus why these amendments could 

be perceived as a way to circumvent the need for such a retrospective application. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 






