
 

 

 

F B McArdle, 
Chief Executive, 

South Derbyshire District Council, 
Civic Offices, Civic Way, 

Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 0AH. 
 

www.south-derbys.gov.uk 
@SDDC on Twitter 

 
Please ask for Democratic Services 

Phone (01283) 595722 / 595848 
Typetalk 18001 

DX 23912 Swadlincote 
democraticservices@south-derbys.gov.uk 

 
Our Ref: DS  

Your Ref:  
 

Date:   8 October 2018 
 
 
 
 
Dear Councillor, 
 
Planning Committee 
 
A Meeting of the Planning Committee will be held in the Council Chamber, Civic Offices, 
Civic Way, Swadlincote on Tuesday, 16 October 2018 at 18:00.  You are requested to 
attend. 
 
 
Yours faithfully, 

 
 
 
Chief Executive 
 
 
 
 
To:- Conservative Group  

Councillor Mrs Brown (Chairman), Councillor Mrs Coe (Vice-Chairman) and 
Councillors Ford, Harrison, Muller, Stanton and Watson 

 
Labour Group  

 Councillors Dr Pearson, Shepherd, Southerd and Tilley 
 

Independent / Non-Grouped Members  
 Councillors Coe and Tipping 
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AGENDA 

Open to Public and Press 

 
 
1 Apologies and to note any Substitutes appointed for the Meeting.  

2 To receive the Open Minutes of the following Meetings:  

 Planning Committee 26th June 2018 Open Minutes  4 - 9 

 Planning Committee 17th July 2018 Open Minutes  10 - 14 

 Planning Committee 7th August 2018 Open Minutes  15 - 19 

 Planning Committee 4th September 2018 Open Minutes  20 - 23 

3 To note any declarations of interest arising from any items on the Agenda  

4 To receive any questions by Members of the Council pursuant to Council 

procedure Rule No. 11. 

 

 

5 REPORT OF THE STRATEGIC DIRECTOR (SERVICE DELIVERY) 24 - 97 

6 HIGHWAYS ENGLAND A38 DERBY JUNCTIONS SCHEME, PLANNING 

ACT 2008 SECTION 42 NSIP CONSULTATION 

98 - 100 

7 NWLDC NEIGHBOURING AUTHORITY PLANNING APPLICATION 

CONSULTATION 

101 - 
104 

8 PROPOSED TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 492 – FORMER 

ALLOTMENTS, GRESLEY WOOD ROAD, CHURCH GRESLEY 

105 - 
108 
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9 PROPOSED TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 493 – LAND AT DOLES 

LANE, FINDERN 

109 - 
110 

Exclusion of the Public and Press: 

  
10 The Chairman may therefore move:-  

That in accordance with Section 100 (A)(4) of the Local Government 
Act 1972 (as amended) the press and public be excluded from the 
remainder of the Meeting as it is likely, in view of the nature of the 
business to be transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that 
there would be disclosed exempt information as defined in the 
paragraph of Part I of the Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in the 
header to each report on the Agenda. 
 

 

 
 

11 To receive the Exempt Minutes of the following Meetings:  

  Planning Committee 17th July 2018 Exempt Minutes   

12 To receive any Exempt questions by Members of the Council pursuant to 

Council procedure Rule No. 11. 
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OPEN 
 

PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 

26th June 2018  
  

PRESENT:- 
  

Conservative Group 
 
Councillor Mrs Brown (Chairman), Councillor Mrs Coe (Vice-Chairman) 
and Councillors Harrison, MacPherson (substituting for Councillor Mrs 
Hall), Muller, Stanton and Watson 
 
Labour Group 
 
Councillors Dr Pearson, Shepherd, Southerd and Tilley 
 
Independent / Non-Grouped Member 
 
Councillor Tipping 
 
In attendance 
 
Councillor Billings 
 
 

PL/24 APOLOGIES 
 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Coe and Mrs Hall 
(Conservative Group) 
 

PL/25 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 Councillor Mrs Coe declared a personal interest in Item 1.1 on the Agenda by 

virtue of having rented premises nearby and being acquainted with the 
applicant.  

 
 Councillor MacPherson declared a pecuniary interest in Item 1.4 on the 

Agenda by virtue of being acquainted with the applicant and having previously 
undertaken work for him. 

 
PL/26 QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO COUNCIL 

PROCEDURE RULE NO.11 
 
 The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the Council 

had been received.  
 

MATTERS DELEGATED TO COMMITTEE 
 
PL/27 REPORT OF THE STRATEGIC DIRECTOR (SERVICE DELIVERY) 
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Planning Committee 26th June 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

The Strategic Director (Service Delivery) submitted reports for consideration 
and determination by the Committee and presented oral reports to the Meeting 
to update them as necessary. Consideration was then given thereto and 
decisions were reached as indicated.  
 

PL/28 OUTLINE APPLICATION FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF SITE FOR B2/B8 
UNITS, EACH UNIT PROVIDING NO LESS THAN 15,000SQM OF FLOOR 
SPACE WITH ACCESS FOR APPROVAL NOW AND ALL OTHER 
MATTERS RESERVED FOR FUTURE APPROVAL ON  LAND TO THE 
NORTH OF DOVE VALLEY PARK, PARK AVENUE, FOSTON, DERBY 
 
The Planning Services Manager informed the Committee that since the Report 
had been published, the additional drainage investigation request had been 
withdrawn and that, in relation to the biodiversity issue, the applicant had 
suggested an alternative location and offered £50,000 for mitigation measures, 
accepted as suitable offset by the Wildlife Trust. The Planning Services 
Manager requested that Resolution A be amended accordingly and that 
delegated authority be granted to allow him to secure the £50,000 sum. The 
Officer also referred to the addition of an informative to ensure compliance 
with the CIREA guidelines relating to the SuDS.    
 
The Chief Executive addressed the Committee, referring to the years of 
successful development on this site and the opportunity it presented for further 
inward investment. 
 
Councillor Billings addressed the Committee as Ward Member for Hilton, 
querying the landscaping around the site. The Planning Services Manager 
confirmed that the Council’s landscape architect was considering the 
proposals, that they were of a superior quality and in any event, covered by 
condition.     
 
Other Members noted that previous issues had been satisfactorily addressed 
and that the development would be beneficial to the area.   
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
A. That delegated authority be granted to the Planning Services Manager 

to negotiate the bus service provisions as set out in the report and 
subsequently complete a Section 106 Agreement to secure the 
agreed scheme and associated financial contribution, and the Travel 
Plan monitoring and the biodiversity offsetting contributions; and  
   

B. Subject to A. above, that planning permission be granted as 
recommended in the report of the Strategic Director (Service 
Delivery). 

 
Councillor MacPherson left the Chamber at 6.15pm. 

 
PL/29 THE ERECTION OF 14 DWELLINGS WITH ACCESS, PARKING AND 

TURNING AREAS AND ASSOCIATED WORKS ON  LAND TO THE REAR 
OF 33 TO 59 COURT STREET, WOODVILLE, SWADLINCOTE 
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Planning Committee 26th June 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

The Principal Area Planning Officer updated the Committee with an increased 
financial contribution towards school places, revised to now cater for two junior 
school places and two secondary school places, an increase of £47,000 in the 
Section 106 provision. The Officer also referred to the Section 106 contribution 
being transferred from Swadlincote Woodlands to the Woodhouse recreation 
ground, as well as a request from the Highways Authority for a management 
arrangement if the road remained private, which would require a condition and 
an informative.   
 
The applicant’s agent attended the Meeting and addressed Members on this 
application. 
 
Members raised comment or queries relating to this site and its relationship 
with another off Frederick Street, the improved access to this site, welcomed 
the retention of the adjoining public open space, but noted the lack of any 
affordable housing provision. All issues were addressed by the Principal Area 
Planning Officer.  
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
A. That delegated authority be granted to the Planning Services Manager 

to complete a Section 106 Agreement to secure the contributions and 
obligations as set out in the report and update; and 

 
B. Subject to A. above, that planning permission be granted as 

recommended in the report of the Strategic Director (Service 
Delivery), with the addition of the highways condition and 
informative. 

 
Councillor MacPherson returned to the Chamber at 6.25pm. 
 

PL/30 OUTLINE APPLICATION (ALL MATTERS EXCEPT FOR ACCESS AND 
SCALE TO BE RESERVED) FOR THE RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF 
TWO DWELLINGS TO THE REAR OF 705 BURTON ROAD, MIDWAY, 
SWADLINCOTE 
 
It was reported that Members of the Committee had visited the site earlier in 
the day. 
 
The Principal Area Planning Officer informed the Committee of a plan number 
amendment in Condition 3 and that, under the Design and residential amenity 
section, the reference to the side elevation of No.709 should have read as 
No.703.    
 
An objector attended the Meeting and addressed Members on this application. 
 
Councillor Dr Pearson addressed the Committee as Ward Member for 
Midway, speaking on behalf of another Ward Member, Cllr Wilkins, who had 
referred the matter to Committee, but had been unable to attend. Concerns 
were expressed regarding the potential impact of the development on 
neighbours and the determination of garden boundaries. The Principal Area 
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Planning Committee 26th June 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

Planning Officer commented that the matter before Committee referred to 
scale and access only, with more detailed matters to be determined at a later 
stage. Cllr Dr Pearson requested that the matter be returned to Committee at 
its reserved matters stage, in order that Members can consider the application 
further and determine the details. It was agreed that an instruction would be 
added to the case papers to this effect. 
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 
 

PL/31 OUTLINE APPLICATION (ALL MATTERS TO BE RESERVED) FOR THE 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF A 3-BED DETACHED PROPERTY ON 
LAND ADJACENT TO 8 LINDSAY COURT, SWADLINCOTE 

 
It was reported that Members of the Committee had visited the site earlier in 
the day. 

 
  Councillor Tilley addressed the Committee as Ward Member for Swadlincote, 

citing the lack of parking as a concern, the site’s proximity to a public footpath, 
plant access during the building phase and ongoing maintenance of the fence.  
The Planning Services Manager confirmed that parking provision was not a 
strict requirement in urban settings, especially as a public car park was 
nearby, that a condition could address the fence maintenance issue and that 
builders could access the site from both Lindsay Court as well as Alexandra 
Road.    

 
  Members commented on the proposed small property being suitable for the 

unusually shaped plot, the case for building and other dwellings in the vicinity, 
whilst another Member considered the application unacceptable, unsafe and 
an overdevelopment. The various comments were addressed by the Planning 
Services Manager.  

 
  RESOLVED:- 
 

That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 

   
PL/32 APPROVAL OF RESERVED MATTERS FOR ACCESS, LAYOUT, SCALE, 

APPEARANCE & LANDSCAPING OF OUTLINE PERMISSION REF. 
9/2013/1044 (FOR THE COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT PHASE 
COMPRISING SIX EMPLOYMENT UNITS FOR USE AS OFFICES (USE 
CLASS B1(A)), LIGHT INDUSTRY (USE CLASS B1(C)), GENERAL 
INDUSTRY (USE CLASS B2) AND/OR STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION 
(USE CLASS B8)) ON LAND SOUTH OF THE MEASE, HILTON BUSINESS 
PARK, HILTON, DERBY  

 
  The Planning Services Manager addressed the Committee with the 

summaries received from both the objector and the applicant’s agent, also 
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Planning Committee 26th June 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

relaying the fact that since the matter was deferred at the last Planning 
Committee, the developer had chosen not to revise the application in any way.  

 
  Councillor Billings addressed the Committee as Ward Member for Hilton, 

referring to the proposed Unit 1 element of the development as overbearing, 
oppressive, with inadequate screening and misleading photographic mock-
up’s. The Councillor cited various policies relating to the impact on others, 
conflicting land uses and the impact on the rural character of the area. The 
Planning Services Manager commented that policies SD1 and BN1 focused 
on human amenity, but noted that the farm’s living accommodation was further 
away from the boundary than the livestock. The Officer also noted the lack of 
any evidence to support the livestock and air quality related issues, concerns 
relating to landscaping, but accepted that the impact on the area, rural 
character and views could be argued.    

 
  Other Members expressed disappointment at the lack of plan revision by the 

developer despite potential alternatives and queried the accuracy of the 
photographic mock-up, the speculative nature of Unit 1 in terms of its size and 
height, the lack of any other such tall buildings in the area, the potential impact 
on the farm livestock and farmer’s livelihood, air quality, the onus on the 
developer to provide proof rather than the farmer, the lack of space for trees of 
the required height, how long they would take to mature and the lack of any 
compensation for the farm owner. All issues were noted and responded to by 
the Planning Services Manager.     

 
  A proposal to refuse the application on visual amenity grounds contrary to 

Local Plan Policy was supported by Committee. 
     
  RESOLVED:-  

 
That planning permission be refused contrary to recommendation, due 
to the undue adverse visual impact on approach to the village, contrary 
to Local Plan Policies BNE1 and SD1.  
 

PL/33 PLANNING AND OTHER APPEALS 
 
  The Committee noted the planning appeal decisions in relation to the following 

applications: 
 

9/2017/0968 Sturges Lane, Thulston, DE72 3WD  
9/2017/1170 Pine Lodge, High Street, Ticknall, DE73 7JH  

   
PL/34 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 (AS AMENDED BY THE LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985) 
 

RESOLVED:- 
 

That, in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 
1972 (as amended), the press and public be excluded from the remainder 
of the Meeting as it was likely, in view of the nature of the business to be 
transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be 
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Planning Committee 26th June 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

disclosed exempt information as defined in the paragraphs of Part 1 of 
the Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in brackets after each item. 
 

 EXEMPT QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO 
COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE No 11.  

 

 The Committee was informed that no questions had been received. 
    
 

The meeting terminated at 7.35pm.   
 
 
 

COUNCILLOR MRS L BROWN  
 
 
 
 
 

CHAIRMAN 
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OPEN 
 

PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 

17th July 2018  
  

PRESENT:- 
  

Conservative Group 
 
Councillor Mrs Brown (Chairman) and Councillors Billings (substituting 
for Councillor Ford), Harrison, Hewlett (substituting for Councillor 
Watson), MacPherson (substituting for Councillor Mrs Coe), Muller and 
Smith (substituting for Councillor Stanton)  
 
Labour Group 
 
Councillors Dr Pearson, Shepherd, Southerd and Tilley 
 

PL/35 APOLOGIES 
 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Mrs Coe, Ford, Stanton 
and Watson (Conservative Group) and Councillors Coe and Tipping 
(Independent / Non-Grouped Members) 
 

PL/36 MINUTES 
 

 The Open Minutes of the Meeting held on 5th June 2018 were taken as read, 
approved as a true record and signed by the Chairman. 
 

PL/37 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 Councillor Muller declared a personal interest in Item 1.1 and 1.2 on the 

Agenda by virtue of being acquainted with the Applicant. 
 
 Councillor Hewlett declared a personal interest in Item 1.1 and 1.2 on the 

Agenda by virtue of being acquainted with the Applicant. 
 
 Councillor Shepherd declared a personal interest in Item 1.1 and 1.2 on the 

Agenda by virtue of a family member living in the vicinity.  
 
PL/38 QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO COUNCIL 

PROCEDURE RULE NO.11 
 
 The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the Council 

had been received.  
 

MATTERS DELEGATED TO COMMITTEE 
 
PL/39 REPORT OF THE STRATEGIC DIRECTOR (SERVICE DELIVERY) 
 

Page 10 of 110



Planning Committee 17th July 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

The Strategic Director (Service Delivery) submitted reports for consideration 
and determination by the Committee and presented oral reports to the Meeting 
to update them as necessary. Consideration was then given thereto and 
decisions were reached as indicated.  
 

 
PL/40 OUTLINE APPLICATION (ALL MATTERS EXCEPT FOR ACCESS TO BE 

RESERVED) FOR THE RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF UP TO 20 
DWELLINGS ON LAND TO THE REAR OF ORCHARD STREET, 
NEWHALL, SWADLINCOTE 
 
The Principal Area Planning Officer updated the Committee that since 
publication of the report a response had been received from the Clinical 
Commissioning Group (CCG) which required an amendment to 
recommendation A of the report due to it being an extra obligation. 
 
The applicant’s agent attended the Meeting and addressed Members on this 
application. 
 
One Councillor sought clarification on the listed boundary wall mentioned in 
the report, the Principal Area Planning Officer advised that the wall would be 
protected as Listed Buildings Consent would be required prior to any work. 
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
A. That delegated authority be granted to the Planning Services 

Manager to negotiate the details of the provisions of the Section 106 
Agreement referred to in the report as amended to include Clinical 
Commissioning Group (CCG) obligation; and  

   
B. Subject to A. above, that planning permission be granted as 

recommended in the report of the Strategic Director (Service 
Delivery). 

 
PL/41 APPROVAL OF RESERVED MATTERS FOR LAYOUT, SCALE, 

APPEARANCE & LANDSCAPING FOR THE ERECTION OF 17 
DWELLINGS UNDER OUTLINE PERMISSION REF. 9/2014/0287 ON  LAND 
AT SK3925 1974 EAST OF STATION ROAD, MELBOURNE, DERBY 
 
This application was considered jointly with the application below. 
 
The Principal Area Planning Officer presented both reports to Committee 
explaining the phases of development, layout of the site, the number of 
proposed dwellings over the two phases, house-types and the pedestrian path 
linking to the existing development. 
 
Councillor Hewlett addressed the Committee as local Ward Member, advising 
that the Civic Society had recommended the use of a variety of brick colours 
for the proposed development. The Principal Area Planning Officer responded 
that this would be determined as part of the next planning stage. 
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Planning Committee 17th July 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

With regards to the proposed pedestrian link, a request was made by a 
Councillor to make provision for both pedestrians and cycles.  The Principal 
Area Planning Officer responded that this would also be determined as part of 
the next planning stage. 
 
Members welcomed the 30% affordable housing allocation, commenting that 
this be targeted at residents of Melbourne and sought clarification on its 
location within the site.  The Principal Area Planning Officer identified the 
affordable housing allocation on the sitemap confirming that it would be 
clustered across the proposed development. 
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
A. That delegated authority be granted to the Planning Services Manager 

to conclude the Deed of Variation to the existing Section 106 
Agreement in pursuit of the provisions as set out in the report; and  
   

B. Subject to A. above, that planning permission be granted as 
recommended in the report of the Strategic Director (Service 
Delivery). 

 
PL/42 APPROVAL OF RESERVED MATTERS FOR LAYOUT, SCALE, 

APPEARANCE & LANDSCAPING FOR THE ERECTION OF 23 
DWELLINGS UNDER OUTLINE PERMISSION REF. 9/2015/0119 ON  LAND 
AT SK3925 1974 EAST OF STATION ROAD, MELBOURNE, DERBY 

 
This application was considered jointly with the application above. 
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 
 

PL/43 PRIOR NOTIFICATION FOR THE ERECTION OF A FODDER STORE AT 
GRANGE FARM, 70 TWYFORD ROAD, BARROW UPON TRENT, DERBY 

 
   
  RESOLVED:- 
 

That no further details be requested and that no objections be raised 
relating to the Prior Notification. 

   
PL/44 THE FELLING OF TWO CHERRY TREES COVERED BY SOUTH 

DERBYSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 
NUMBER 132 AT LAND OPPOSITE 8 KINGFISHER CLOSE, 
MICKLEOVER, DERBY  

 
  The Principal Area Planning Officer presented the report to Committee 

explaining that although the trees provide leaves and blossom, they are 
diseased and in poor condition. The Committee was informed that the Tree 
Officer had advised that the location of the trees was not ideal for replanting. 
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Planning Committee 17th July 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

 
  Councillor Muller, as local Ward Member, advised that he had visited the site 

and supported the Officer’s report.   
     
  RESOLVED:-  

 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 

 
 

PL/45 PLANNING AND OTHER APPEALS 
 
  The Committee noted the planning appeal decision in relation to the following 

application: 
 

9/2017/1157 106 Main Street, Repton, Derby, DE65 6FB 
 
PL/46 CHANGES TO CONDITIONS FOR OUTLINE PERMISSION AT NEW 

HOUSE FARM,  MICKLEOVER (9/2017/0349) 
  
 The Principal Area Planning Officer presented the report to Committee 

explaining the reasons for the requested changes. Since publication of the 
Agenda, Committee were updated that in relation to Condition 29, the 
Highways Authority had requested that detailed travel plans for each phase of 
development in addition to a Framework Travel Plan. 

 
 One Councillor raised concerns relating to incidents where developers had not 

completed works to a play area and consequently sought clarification on 
whether a timeframe may be specified to ensure delivery. The Principal Area 
Planning Officer responded that controls are in place to manage delivery of 
such amenities upon the completion of a set number of dwellings, but this 
figure varies for each development. 

 
  RESOLVED:-  

 
The Committee authorised the minor changes to the conditions attached 
to the outline permission, as set out in the report, and as reported 
verbally in respect of Condition 29, as an amendment to the resolution 
previously made. 
  

   
PL/47 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 (AS AMENDED BY THE LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985) 
 

RESOLVED:- 
 

That, in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 
1972 (as amended), the press and public be excluded from the remainder 
of the Meeting as it was likely, in view of the nature of the business to be 
transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be 
disclosed exempt information as defined in the paragraphs of Part 1 of 
the Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in brackets after each item. 
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Planning Committee 17th July 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

 
 MINUTES 
 
 The Exempt Minutes of the Meeting held on 5th June 2018 were received. 

 
 EXEMPT QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO 

COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE No 11.  
 

 The Committee was informed that no questions had been received. 
    
 

The meeting terminated at 6.30pm.   
 
 
 

COUNCILLOR MRS L BROWN  
 
 
 
 
 

CHAIRMAN 
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OPEN 
 

PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 

7th August 2018  
  

PRESENT:- 
  

Conservative Group 
 
Councillor Mrs Brown (Chairman), Councillor Mrs Coe (Vice-Chairman) 
and Councillors Ford, Harrison, Muller, Stanton and Watson 
 
Labour Group 
 
Councillors Shepherd, Southerd and Tilley 
 
In attendance 
 
Councillors Billings and Smith  
 
 

PL/50 APOLOGIES 
 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Dr Pearson (Labour 
Group), Coe and Tipping (Independent / Non Grouped Members) 
 

PL/51 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 The Committee was informed that no declarations of interest had been 

received. 
 
PL/52 QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO COUNCIL 

PROCEDURE RULE NO.11 
 
 The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the Council 

had been received.  
 

MATTERS DELEGATED TO COMMITTEE 
 
PL/53 REPORT OF THE STRATEGIC DIRECTOR (SERVICE DELIVERY) 
 

The Strategic Director (Service Delivery) submitted reports for consideration 
and determination by the Committee and presented oral reports to the Meeting 
to update them as necessary. Consideration was then given thereto and 
decisions were reached as indicated.  

 
PL/54 THE ERECTION OF A REPLACMENT DWELLING, THE CHANGE OF USE 

OF AGRICULTURAL LAND TO ADDITIONAL RESIDENTIAL GARDEN, 
INSTALLATION OF DRAINAGE TREATMENT PLANT AND GROUND 
SOURCE HEAT PUMP ALONG WITH ASSOCIATED WORKS AT  HILL TOP 
FARM, BURTON ROAD, REPTON, DERBY  
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It was reported that members of the Committee had visited the site earlier in 
the day. 

 
  An objector attended the Meeting and addressed Members on this application. 
 
  The Planning Services Manager informed Committee that the Repton 

Neighbourhood Plan Referendum had been deferred, for a future date yet to 
be fixed.  

 
Councillor Smith, Ward Member for Repton, expressed his concerns relating 
to the application, principally relating to the height, design and appearance of 
the proposed property. Councillor Stanton, the other Ward Member for 
Repton, concurred regarding the appearance, but noted that this was not a 
planning consideration, especially given its distance from the road. 
 
Other Members referred to the design not suiting all tastes, but noted the 
varied architecture on Burton Road and that the existing building was neither 
listed nor in a conservation area. The modernity of the proposed design and 
materials were also referenced, as were permitted development rights relating 
to the existing house and other farm buildings, the positioning of the property 
and the roof line / height. All matters were addressed by the Planning Services 
Manager.        

     
  RESOLVED:-  

 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 
 
Abstention: Councillor Ford. 
 
Councillor Smith left the Meeting at 6.30pm. 
 

PL/55 THE REMOVAL OF CONDITION 4 OF PLANNING PERMISSION REF: 
9/2015/0648 (RELATING TO THE SITING OF TWO STATIC CARAVANS) 
AT THE BUNGALOW, 179 LINTON HEATH, LINTON, SWADLINCOTE 

 
  Members queried the conditions relating to the touring caravan pitches, the 

original conditions from the previous application, the potential impact on local 
residents and landscaping matters. The Planning Services Manager 
responded to all issues, also suggesting that the site be more closely 
monitored to ensure compliance.     

 
  RESOLVED:- 
 

That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 

   
PL/56 OUTLINE APPLICATION FOR THE RE-DEVELOPMENT OF FORMER 

AGRICULTURAL LAND TO OFFICES (USE CLASS B1), GENERAL 
INDUSTRIAL (USE CLASS B2) AND STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION (USE 
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CLASS B8) WITH ALL MATTERS EXCEPT FOR ACCESS RESERVED AT  
MIDLAND PIG PRODUCERS LIMITED, WOODYARD LANE, FOSTON, 
DERBY 

 
Councillor Billings, Ward Member for Hilton, informed Committee that whilst he 
found favour with the benefits the development would bring to the local 
economy and employment, he relayed the concerns of the Parish Council 
regarding the increase in traffic and its impact on local, rural roads. The 
Principal Area Planning Officer confirmed that the County Highways had paid 
considerable attention to the application before determining their 
recommendation. 
 
Other Members noted the lack of any resident’s representations, the ability to 
apply conditions at a later planning stage and suggested that a traffic 
management plan could be later applied.     
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 
 

PL/57 THE FELLING AND CROWN LIFTING OF 4 TREES COVERED BY SOUTH 
DERBYSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL TREE PRESERVATION ORDER NO. 
195 ADJACENT TO GEORGE STREET, CHURCH GRESLEY, 
SWADLINCOTE 
 
Councillor Southerd, Ward Member for Church Gresley, commented on the 
time taken to bring this matter before the Committee, suggesting the need for 
a regular tree management plan. The Planning Services Manager agreed to 
refer the suggestion to the Tree Officer.  
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 
 
Councillor Billings left the Meeting at 6.55pm. 
 

PL/58 THE CROWN REDUCTION AND RAISING OF A SILVER BIRCH TREE AT 
15 POTTER STREET, MELBOURNE, DERBY 
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
That no objection be raised to the proposed works subject to the 
informatives detailed in the report of the Strategic Director (Service 
Delivery). 

   
PL/59 THE RE-POLLARDING OF 5 NO. LIME TREES AT 94 LONDON ROAD, 

SHARDLOW, DERBY  
 

  RESOLVED:-  
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That no objection be raised to the proposed works subject to the 
informatives detailed in the report of the Strategic Director (Service 
Delivery). 
 

PL/60 DEMOLITION OF EXISTING GARAGE AND PART OF FRONTAGE WALL 
AND CONVERSION OF EXISTING OUTBUILDING TO FORM A 
RESIDENTIAL DWELLING AT  31 CHAPEL STREET, TICKNALL, DERBY 

 
 The Planning Services Manager made reference to the above application, as 

deferred by the Committee as its 5th June 2018 Meeting for a structural report, 
informing Committee that an appeal had now been lodged for non-
determination and that, as a result, the matter would now return to Committee 
in September for its opinion on the application, rather than a decision.   

 
 Councillor Stanton, Ward Member for Repton, queried the timeline relating to 

the report, which the Planning Services Manager apportioned to the 
framework / procurement rules and delays with the contractor. Councillor 
Stanton wished that his disappointment that the decision would now be taken 
away from the Committee be recorded.   
 

PL/61 PLANNING AND OTHER APPEALS 
 
  The Committee noted the planning appeal decisions in relation to the following 

applications: 
 

9/2016/1035 The Potlocks, Willington 
E/2016/0178 The Potlocks, Willington 

 
PL/62 PROPOSED TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 496: 22 MAIN STREET, 

NEWTON SOLNEY 
 
 Councillor Stanton, Ward Member for Repton, commented that as the tree in 

question was so close to the proposed development and cannot be seen from 
the road due to other established trees, this tree needed removing, views 
supported by other Members.   

 
  RESOLVED:-  

 
That the tree preservation order was not confirmed. 

 
 Abstentions: Councillors Southerd and Tilley. 
   
PL/63 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 (AS AMENDED BY THE LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985) 
 

RESOLVED:- 
 

That, in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 
1972 (as amended), the press and public be excluded from the remainder 
of the Meeting as it was likely, in view of the nature of the business to be 
transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be 
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Planning Committee 7th August 2018  OPEN 
 

 
 

disclosed exempt information as defined in the paragraphs of Part 1 of 
the Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in brackets after each item. 
 

 EXEMPT QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO 
COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE No 11.  

 

 The Committee was informed that no questions had been received. 
  
 

The meeting terminated at 7.10pm.   
 
 
 

COUNCILLOR MRS L BROWN  
 
 
 
 

CHAIRMAN 
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OPEN 
 

PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 

4th September 2018  
  

PRESENT:- 
  

Conservative Group 
 
Councillor Mrs Brown (Chairman), Councillor Mrs Coe (Vice-Chairman) 
and Councillors Billings (substituting for Councillor Stanton), Ford, 
Harrison, MacPherson (substituting for Councillor Muller) and Watson 
 
Labour Group 
 
Councillors Dr Pearson, Shepherd, Southerd and Tilley 
 
Independent / Non-Grouped Member  
 
Councillor Coe  

 
 
PL/64 APOLOGIES 
 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Muller, Stanton 
(Conservative Group) and Tipping (Independent / Non Grouped Member) 
 

PL/65 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 The Committee was informed that no declarations of interest had been 

received. 
 
PL/66 QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO COUNCIL 

PROCEDURE RULE NO.11 
 
 The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the Council 

had been received.  
 

MATTERS DELEGATED TO COMMITTEE 
 
PL/67 REPORT OF THE STRATEGIC DIRECTOR (SERVICE DELIVERY) 
 

The Strategic Director (Service Delivery) submitted reports for consideration 
and determination by the Committee and presented oral reports to the Meeting 
to update them as necessary. Consideration was then given thereto and 
decisions were reached as indicated.  

 
PL/68 THE ERECTION OF SIX DETACHED DWELLINGS ON LAND OFF DOLES 

LANE, FINDERN, DERBY  
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Planning Committee 4th September 2018 OPEN 
 

 
 

  It was reported that members of the Committee had visited the site earlier in 
the day. 

 
  An objector and the applicant’s agent attended the Meeting and addressed 

Members on this application. 
 
  Councillor Ford, Ward Member for Willington and Findern, raised comments 

and queries regarding the planning documentation, the relationship between 
existing properties and the proposed development, especially no.6, 
educational provision, the revised scale of the properties, the potential impact 
on light and privacy, the two different access routes, the boundary hedges and 
the prospects of any other community benefit, similar to that agreed to by the 
Derbyshire Wildlife Trust. Other Members referred to parking provision and 
potential traffic issues, along with the access from the highway. All matters 
were addressed by the Principal Area Planning Officer.   
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 

A. The Committee granted delegated authority to the Planning Services 
Manager to negotiate and secure the Section 106 Agreement 
(Unilateral Undertaking) referred to in the report. 

 
B. Subject to A. above, that planning permission be granted as 

recommended in the report of the Strategic Director (Service 
Delivery). 

 
PL/69 ALTERATIONS AND EXTENSIONS TO THE REAR OF CHILDRENS DAY 

NURSERY AT THE OLD FORGE, 8 THE GREEN, FINDERN, DERBY 
 
  Councillor Ford, Ward Member for Willington and Findern, commended the 

application in terms of improving the facilities at the location, but 
acknowledged that most concerns related to parking. In this respect, the 
Councillor confirmed that County Highways had revisited the location and 
were considering options for improvements. A construction management plan 
was also suggested, given the traffic concerns. 

 
   Councillor MacPherson, the other Ward Member for Willington and Findern, 

welcomed the news regarding Highways’ renewed involvement, noting that 
residents were more concerned with traffic rather than the application itself.  

 
  RESOLVED:- 
 

That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery), with an additional condition 
requiring a construction management plan. 

   
PL/70 PROPOSED EXTENSION AND ALTERATIONS AND ERECTION OF NEW 

BOUNDARY WALL AND GATE TO 18 MONSOM LANE, REPTON, DERBY 
 

It was reported that members of the Committee had visited the site earlier in 
the day. 

Page 21 of 110



Planning Committee 4th September 2018 OPEN 
 

 
 

 
An objector and the applicant attended the Meeting and addressed Members 
on this application. 
 
A proposal to defer the decision relating to this application, in order to 
determine materials and finishes, was not submitted by the Committee. 
 
Members raised comment or queries relating to the historic building line, 
materials, the criteria of the evolving Repton Neighbourhood Plan, the variety 
of property styles in the immediate vicinity, amendments made to the original 
proposals and the boundary wall. The Principal Area Planning Officer 
responded to all matters raised.   
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery), with an additional condition 
relating to materials, as well as an informative relating to the boundary 
wall at the front of the site. 
 

PL/71 THE ERECTION OF A DETACHED GARAGE AT 29 WINDSOR AVENUE, 
MELBOURNE, DERBY 

 
The applicant attended the Meeting and addressed Members on this 
application. 
 
Councillor Harrison, Ward Member for Melbourne, outlined the objections 
raised by a neighbour in relation to the initial application. As the proposal had 
been revised to become single storey, with other issues addressed, such as 
the condition preventing a future change to business use, the objections had 
been rescinded.   
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 
 

PL/72 THE ERECTION OF A REPLACEMENT DWELLING ALONG WITH 
ALTERED ACCESS TO REPTON ROAD AT HEATHERS, REPTON ROAD, 
NEWTON SOLNEY, BURTON ON TRENT 
 
It was reported that members of the Committee had visited the site earlier in 
the day. 
 
The Principal Area Planning Officer updated Committee with an alteration to 
the application’s description, noting that it should include mention of a 
detached garage. Committee was also informed of an additional Condition, its 
inclusion necessary to remove permitted development rights for any 
subsequent roof alterations.   
 

  RESOLVED:-  
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Planning Committee 4th September 2018 OPEN 
 

 
 

 
That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery), including the condition relating 
to roof alterations. 

 
PL/73 PROPOSED LOFT CONVERSION, ROOF LIGHTS AND NEW SIDE 

ESCAPE WINDOW AT 3 LABURNUM WAY, ETWALL, DERBY 
 

  RESOLVED:-  
 

That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 
 

PL/74 CHANGE OF USE FROM A GYM (USE CLASS D2) TO MEETING AND 
FUNCTION ROOM ALONG WITH RETAIL USE (MIXED USE COMPRISING 
USE CLASSES D1 AND A1) AT 6 THE DELPH CENTRE, MARKET 
STREET, SWADLINCOTE 

 
RESOLVED:- 
 

That planning permission be granted as recommended in the report of 
the Strategic Director (Service Delivery). 
 

PL/75 PLANNING AND OTHER APPEALS 
 

  The Committee noted the planning appeal decisions in relation to the following 
applications: 

 

9/2017/1185 Beech Avenue, Willington, Derbyshire 
   
PL/76 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 (AS AMENDED BY THE LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985) 
 

RESOLVED:- 
 

That, in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 
1972 (as amended), the press and public be excluded from the remainder 
of the Meeting as it was likely, in view of the nature of the business to be 
transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be 
disclosed exempt information as defined in the paragraphs of Part 1 of 
the Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in brackets after each item. 
 

 EXEMPT QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO 
COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE No 11.  

 

 The Committee was informed that no questions had been received. 
  

The meeting terminated at 7.20pm.   
 

COUNCILLOR MRS L BROWN  
 
 
 

CHAIRMAN 
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REPORT OF THE STRATEGIC DIRECTOR (SERVICE 
DELIVERY)  

 
 
 

SECTION 1: Planning Applications 
 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

In accordance with the provisions of Section 100D of the Local Government Act 1972, 
BACKGROUND PAPERS are the contents of the files whose registration numbers are quoted at the 
head of each report, but this does not include material which is confidential or exempt  (as defined in 
Sections 100A and D of that Act, respectively). 

-------------------------------- 
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1. PLANNING APPLICATIONS 

 
This section also includes reports on applications for: approvals of 
reserved matters, listed building consent, work to trees in tree 
preservation orders and conservation areas, conservation area consent, 
hedgerows work, advertisement consent, notices for permitted 
development under the General Permitted Development Order 2015 (as 
amended) responses to County Matters and strategic submissions to the 
Secretary of State. 
 
 
Reference Item Place Ward Page 
    
9/2017/0893 1.1 Aston Aston 26 
9/2018/0616 1.2 Acresford/Nertherseal Seales 44 
9/2018/0752 1.3 Swadlincote  Swadlincote 58 
9/2018/0863 1.4 Rosliston Linton 72 
9/2018/0925 1.5 Overseal Seales 76 
9/2018/0269 2.1 Ticknall Repton 85 
9/2018/0289 2.2 Ticknall Repton 97 
 
 
 
 
When moving that a site visit be held, Members will be expected to consider and 
propose one or more of the following reasons: 
 
1. The issues of fact raised by the report of the Strategic Director (Service Delivery) 

or offered in explanation at the Committee meeting require further clarification by 
a demonstration of condition of site. 
 

2. Further issues of principle, other than those specified in the report of the Strategic 
Director (Service Delivery), arise from a Member’s personal knowledge of 
circumstances on the ground that lead to the need for clarification that may be 
achieved by a site visit. 
 

3. Implications that may be demonstrated on site arise for consistency of decision 
making in other similar cases. 
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16/10/2018 

 
Item   1.1 
 
Ref. No. 9/2017/0893/NU 

 
Applicant: 
Mr Matthew O'Brien 
C/O Agent    

Agent: 
Mr Philip Brown 
Philip Brown Associates Ltd 
74 Park Road 
Rugby 
CV21 2QX 
 
 

 
Proposal:  THE CHANGE OF USE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND FOR USE AS 

RESIDENTIAL CARAVAN SITE FOR 6 GYPSY FAMILIES, INCLUDING 
THE ERECTION OF TWO AMENITY BUILDINGS, LAYING OF 
HARDSTANDING AND ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS ON  LAND AT SK4229 
2454 SHARDLOW ROAD ASTON ON TRENT DERBY 

 
Ward:  ASTON 
 
Valid Date 14/09/2017 
 
Members will recall deferring a decision on this case to enable a visit to the site to take 
place.  There have been no changes to the report. 
 
Reason for committee determination 
 
The item is presented to Committee at the request of Councillors Watson and Coyle as local 
concern has been expressed about a particular issue, and that the Committee should debate 
the issues of the case which are finely balanced. 
 
Site Description 
 
The application site is located within the open countryside, to the east of Aston on Trent. The 
field the subject of this application is triangular in shape and currently in agricultural use. The 
field is to the western side of Shardlow Road, and this south eastern boundary of the site 
comprises a mature hedgerow with a number of hedgerow trees. The northern boundary is 
also marked by a hedgerow beyond which there is a small watercourse with another hedge 
and Public Right of Way beyond (Aston on Trent Footpath No 6).  The eastern boundary of 
the site by contrast is formed by a post and wire fence. Another Public Right of Way (Aston 
on Trent Footpath No 8) runs along the eastern boundary of the site along an access track 
beyond which there is another mature hedgerow forming the adjacent field boundary.   
 
Proposal 
 
The application seeks permission for the change of use of land to provide 6 Gypsy pitches, 
and the erection of two amenity buildings. Each pitch would be able to accommodate two 
caravans (with no more than one static caravan per pitch) and parking for two vehicles. 
Vehicular access is proposed via the existing field access to the north-east of the site. 
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The pitches are proposed along the eastern boundary of the site behind the existing 
hedgerow with the site owner’s pitch located along the western boundary of the site. The 
amenity buildings would provide kitchen, laundry and bathroom facilities in one building with 
shower and toilet facilities in the other. The buildings are proposed in red brick with a slate 
roof. The area proposed for the siting of the caravans and buildings would be surfaced in 
permeable stone. The remainder of the field is to be retained as a grass paddock enclosed 
by timber post and rail fencing.   
 
The proposals include two areas of new landscaping in the form of tree/shrub planting, one 
to the south of the site access, and one to the southern corner of the site extending along 
the western boundary. 
 
Applicant’s supporting information 
 
A Design & Access Statement has been submitted which describes the proposal and the 
layout of the site. The need for the communal building containing toilets and showers is to 
avoid the necessity for site residents to use toilets and showers within their caravans for 
cultural reasons. The site access and visibility splay provision is considered to be suitable for 
the site, with a vehicle turning area for refuse and emergency vehicles provided within the 
site. 
 
The proposals being single storey in height are not considered to be prominently or 
obtrusively located, and are not considered to have an unacceptable impact upon the 
character or appearance of the surrounding area. The site is considered to be reasonably 
well screened by the roadside hedgerow and the proposals include extensive tree and shrub 
planting to close off views. 
 
The site is not considered to be ‘away from’ an existing settlement, located 600m from Aston 
on Trent, and as such the site is not isolated for the purposes of the Planning Policy for 
Traveller Sites (PPTS) and the site is considered to be an appropriate location for a traveller 
site in principle. The proposal is considered to comply with the requirements of the PPTS; 
noting the need for sites in rural and semi-rural locations to provide soft landscaping and 
positively enhance the environment.  
 
The statement goes on to consider that there is a significant unmet need for gypsy sites in 
South Derbyshire, and with no allocated sites the need for sites is not being met. In addition 
the report considers that the Council is unable to demonstrate a five year supply of 
deliverable land for gypsy sites and as such is reliant on the development management 
system to satisfy unmet need. In addition, the proposal is considered to fully comply with the 
requirements of policy H22 of the local plan. 
 
A Geophysical Survey of the site has been undertaken, which concluded that despite the 
sites proximity to a varied and expansive landscape of historical occupation, very little of 
archaeological potential was detected. However, as two anomalies to the eastern part of the 
site were detected additional investigations are recommended.  
 
A Speed Survey was undertaken at the site in both directions i.e. northeast bound and 
southwest bound. The survey was undertaken between Thursday 9 November 2017 and 
Wednesday 15 November and identified mean average speeds of 43.2 mph northeast bound 
and 45.8 mph southwest bound. The 85th percentile speeds (51.7 mph northwest and 54.6 
southwest bound) demonstrates that the achievable visibility splays of 2.4m x 160m are 
suitable for the site access in accordance with Manual for Streets.    
 
Planning History 
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None relevant to the current application. 
 
Responses to Consultations 
 
Environmental Health has no comments on the proposal. 
 
The Environment Agency has not formally commented but refer to their standing advice. 
 
Derbyshire County Flood Risk has no comments and refers to their standing advice. 
 
The Highway Authority considers that the achievable visibility splays of 2.4m x 160m are 
suitable, and achievable given the results of the speed survey undertaken at the site. As 
such there is no objection to the proposal on highway safety grounds subject to conditions 
requiring the provision of visibility splays, the provision of on-site car parking and any gates 
(or other barriers) to be set back at least 15m from the highway boundary.    
 
Derbyshire County Planning Authority (Minerals) does not wish to raise any concerns 
regarding the safeguarding of mineral resources.  
 
The Derbyshire County Development Control Archaeologist notes that the site is located 
around 30m from the remains of the Aston cursus and other associated cropmark features. 
Following a geophysical survey of the site it is considered that trial trenching of the site could 
be adequately secured by condition and there are no objection subject to such a condition 
being imposed.   
 
Historic England does not wish to offer any comments.  
 
Responses to Publicity 
 
Aston on Trent Parish Council objects to the proposal on the following grounds: 

a) The site is not linked to the village by a footpath; 
b) The road is subject to a national speed limit, with no street lighting; 
c) The visibility splay for the site is a concern, especially with additional traffic 

flow from recent developments; 
d) Grazing horses require water and shade, no provision has been made for this; 
e) The development with hardstanding represents significant domestication and 

would be harmful to the countryside; 
f) The development would not be locally inspired and would not add value to the 

landscape and village character; 
g) The loss of high grade agricultural land; 
h) Concern that the land lies on a flood plain; 
i) GP services are overstretched, no buses pass the site; 
j) Specialist support for the schools will be required if the families are transient. 

  
Shardlow Parish Council objects to the proposal for the following reasons: 

a) Increase in flooding due to run-off from the tarmac drive; 
b) Loss of agricultural land; 
c) Road safety due to gravel lorries traversing the road frequently; 
d) Increased burden on doctors and schools; 
e) Reference to the recent refusal of 9/2017/0503 as this property is next door 

and the proposal would set a precedent for the area. 
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281 objections have been received, including from SAVE (Save Aston and Weston Village 
Environments) raising the following concerns/points: 
 
Principle 

a) The site is outside the settlement boundary. 
b) The GTAA suggests that South Derbyshire needs 14 sites between 2014-

2019 6 have already been fixed, and the other 8 can be found in the time 
remaining this application is premature; 

c) Policy H22 requires the allocation of traveller sites, which was adopted last 
year to say the Council is doing nothing is wrong; 

d) Government Policy states that site should be limited in the open countryside 
and where possible brownfield sites should be used, which should be well 
planned with soft landscaping. This application meets none of these criteria; 

e) As the traveller community is changing and choosing to live in mobile homes 
which are near permanent buildings not envisaged by legislation this 
application should be judged on the same criteria as permanent houses; 

f) It would be more economic and green friendly to use an existing brown site; 
g) In the LP2 600 new dwellings have been allocated including in Aston, SDDC 

should consider other villages before more dwellings in Aston; 
h) The proposal does not comply with policy H22 as it would damage the 

character of the area and would not integrate well with the existing 
community; 

i) The proposal would constitute the loss of best and most versatile land; 
j) Being less that 600m from permanent dwellings contravenes policy and 

denotes an inappropriate site; 
k) The proposal does not promote peaceful and integrated co-existence 

between the site and local community given it is less than 600m distance 
from residential settlements; 

l) As the site is not allocated this brings in to question the purpose and validity 
of the plan and will undermine public trust in the planning system; 

m) This represents undesirable ‘ribbon development’; 
n) This is little different in principle to permanent dwellings; 
o) The site is prime agricultural land which would be lost forever; 
p) Whilst gypsy places are needed it is understood that cross/authority 

numbers are being achieved at Hemington (North Leicestershire) and Derby 
City within the radius of this site and this negates the requirement for more 
pitches; 

q) This business development is outside the settlement boundary; 
r) Is there a significant need for sites like this in South Derbyshire? 
s) Comments on the Governments policy for Traveller Sites; 
t) The Council can demonstrate in excess of a 5 year housing supply of 

housing land; 
u) The fact that the Council have approved gypsy pitches at 28% of the 

requirement in 30% of the time means that there has been success in 
approving sites;  

 
Environmental  

a) Aston, Weston and Shardlow will soon be connected, not rural farming areas 
of individual character; 

b) The loss of fertile and versatile land would be a disaster for the local 
community; 
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c) The caravans and community blocks would not be conducive to the look of 
our village; 

d) No details of the proposed planning is provided and no survey of the hedge 
has been undertaken; 

e) No provision has been made for waste storage or collection; 
f) Policy BNE4 states that development which impacts on local landscape 

should be mitigated. The proposal considers the impact from the highway but 
not across the fields, as a minimum suitable trees and hedges should be 
planted; 

g) It is vandalism to cover a green field in hardcore and brick; 
h) Concern at potential ‘fly-tipping’; 
i) Impact on the ‘striking’ view in to the centre of the village from London Road, 

and will be prominent from most views within Shardlow; 
j) Gross overdevelopment of a relatively small site; 
k) Impact on the village landscape and integrity linking villages; 
l) The site is on a floodplain and gets heavily waterlogged; 
m) At only 600m from housing in Aston this will impact on permanent dwellings; 
n) The nearby canal gets heavily waterlogged; 
o) The cumulative effect of this and other developments on the village 

environment; 
p) If the hedge to the site is maintained as on the opposite side of the road then 

the caravans will be visible and spoil the approach to the village; 
q) Damage to the character of the area. Both Aston and Shardlow are rural 

villages with conservation areas; 
r) Potential contaminated discharge in to the nearby watercourse; 
s) The site is near Witches Oak Water Nature Reserve; 
t) The site will ruin the beauty of walking in the countryside; 
u) Visual blight on the canal area; 
v) The amenity and wash block will impact on the character and openness of the 

area; 
w) The hardstanding would be suburban in style, and there would be significant 

domestication of this open land which would be harmful to the character of the 
area;  

x) Increase in air and noise pollution; 
y) Landscaping should be done first, allowed to grow than the application should 

be considered in 5 to 7 years as permanent structures; 
z) A retrospective application adjacent to the site was rejected as not being in-

keeping with the rural area. The amenity block and caravans is also not in 
keeping with the rural area; 

aa) Concern at the impact of the proposed drainage, with insufficient details 
submitted; 

bb) Concern at potential noise generated by generators on-site; 
cc) No accompanying ecological reports accompany the application and the 

proposal has the potential to disturb habitats; 
 

Highway safety 

a) Unsafe access on to narrow road; 
b) Lack of a hard surfaced public footpath linking the site to the village; 
c) Aston village centre can take no more traffic; 
d) No street lighting in the area; 
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e) Caravans manoeuvring in to the site will create a hazard to other road users; 
f) Poor visibility at the site especially problematic due to the national speed limit; 
g) This will add to the extra traffic from recent permissions and the crematorium; 
h) The current bus services for Aston are inadequate; 
i) The access is in a dangerous position opposite the entrance to the quarry 

frequently use by heavy goods vehicles; 
j) The visibility splay is nowhere near 160m and is no more than 100m which 

falls below the highway requirements; 
k) Concern at children having to walk along the grass verge; 
l) Insufficient road distance to safely overtake cyclists, and recently a young 

mother with a double buggy was walking along the road. The Council should 
complete the path from Aston to Shardlow to avoid a fatality; 

m) Danger that refuse lorries would have to reverse across Shardlow Road;  
 
Services 

a) Aston Primary School is already overcrowded; 
b) The Doctors is overcrowded; 
c) Impacts on the local shop; 
d) Lack of public transport facilities; 
e) General increased pressure on all services; 
f) Are the developers paying for the services to be connected to the site? 
g) Are the Council going to collect the bins? 
h) The are no street lights in the area which is a safety hazard; 

 
Other 

a) There are archaeological sites in the vicinity of Aston and these need to be 
properly surveyed before any development takes place; 

b) The proposal is for 12 caravans not 6 as described in the application; 
c) What is there to stop 12 families residing on the site;  
d) The application is not clear whether this is for long-term residents or those 

who move on after a short stay; 
e) The generation of rubbish from the site; 
f) The proposal is not conducive to a middle class Derbyshire village; 
g) No discussions with the local community of Planning Authority; 
h) The toilet facilities are insufficient for 6 families; 
i) The kitchen block shows a bathroom, which should be included within the 

toilet block not where food is stored; 
j) Concern at personal safety; 
k) Concern at potential failure of drainage facilities; 
l) Impact on biodiversity; 
m) The site is much larger than needed for 6 caravans and amenity and it 

represents the first stage of a larger planned development; 
n) Impact on the value of houses in the village;  
o) Aston residents pay high taxes to live in the village, why should gypsy 

travellers be exempt from paying equivalent taxes and land purchase fees as 
per every other resident; 

p) Crime has risen in the village by 40% in the last year. If this development 
doers ahead who will provide additional funds for 24/7 policing to ensure the 
safety of villagers; 

q) I hope the Council will lower council tax if this goes ahead!; 
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r) Impact on standard of living and business operations; 
s) This could result in 50+ people on the site if the plans get the go-ahead; 
t) We as residents pay the Council Tax so should have a better say!; 
u) Proposing to house children so close to a hazardous environment (the quarry) 

would be highly irresponsible; 
v) Will this business development be subject to business tax? 
w) Will this be subject to S106 funding?  
x) This could open the gates for the Richborough and Gladman sites to appeal 

on the basis of equality of treatment; 
y) Concern at the impact of developing the site on the amenities of the gypsies 

due to the adjacent footpath; 
z) The site has the potential to end up like Dale Farm, with no police presence in 

the area; 
aa) The Derby Telegraph recorded an article explaining how residents supported 

this. This is not the case; 
bb) The land dedicated for the grazing of horses is insufficient in horse welfare 

terms for even one horse; 
cc) The watercourse to part of the site represents a danger to young children; 
dd) Any commercial activity on the site would be a major concern; 
ee) This would completely ruin the existing bridlepaths in the area; 
ff) Whilst the travelling community have historically made significant 

contributions to the area, with Shardlow developed out of the transport of 
goods via canal. However, the site in question is in the wrong location; 

gg) This proposal would seriously impair quiet and peaceful enjoyment of 
retirement for older residents; 

hh) A copy of a newspaper article detailing a stolen caravan has been submitted. 
ii) There is a danger that there could be overspill as happened Dale Farm in 

2011, as this sprang up next door to a small legal one. 
 
A letter of support has been received which states that the proposal is a great idea for 
communities which seem stuck in another generation and which will hopefully see new 
families in the village soon. 
 
A letter has also been received from Mrs Heather Wheeler MP who objects to the proposal 
based on the access, the amount of parking proposed, the probable disruption in the area, 
and the lack of pavement all of which make this an unacceptable site. 
 
Development Plan Policies 
 
The relevant policies are: 
 

 2016 Local Plan Part 1 (LP1): S1 (Sustainable Growth Strategy), S2 (Presumption in 
Favour of Sustainable Development), S4 (Housing Strategy), S6 (Sustainable 
Access), H1 (Settlement Hierarchy), H22 (Sites for Gypsies and Travellers and for 
Travelling Showpeople), SD1 (Amenity and Environmental Quality), SD3 
(Sustainable Water Supply, Drainage and Sewerage Infrastructure), SD4 
(Contaminated Land and Mining Legacy Issues), BNE1 (Design Excellence), BNE2 
(Heritage Assets), BNE3 (Biodiversity), BNE4 (Landscape Character and Local 
Distinctiveness), INF2 (Sustainable Transport). 
 

 2017 Local Plan Part 2 (LP2): SDT1 (Settlement Boundaries and Development) and 
BNE7 (Trees, Woodland and Hedgerows), BNE10 (Heritage). 
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National Guidance 
 

 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
 Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 
 Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (PPTS) 

 
Local Guidance 
 

 Derby, Derbyshire, Peak District National Park Authority and East Staffordshire 
Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment 2014 

 South Derbyshire Design Guide SPD 
 
Planning Considerations 
 
The main issues central to the determination of this application are: 
 

 Policy considerations 
 Principle of development; 

 Impact on the landscape and visual amenity 
 Highway safety 
 Drainage and biodiversity 
 Impact on neighbouring amenity; and 
 Archaeology 

 
Planning Assessment 
 
Policy considerations 
 
The Development Plan forms the primary policy consideration for this application, with the 
NPPF and PPTS being material considerations is considering the suitability of new 
applications for Gypsy and traveller pitches.  
 
LP1 Policy H22 (Sites for Gypsies and Travellers and for Travelling Showpeople) identifies 
that the Council will set targets for new pitches according to the most recent needs 
assessment agreed by the Council. The policy states that allocations to meet identified 
needs will be made through a Site Allocations Development Plan Document (SADPD), and 
that sites for allocation or planning applications will be considered suitable provided they are 
of an appropriate scale and character and that 8 detailed criterion are met. The detailed 
criteria are as follows and are considered under the relevant headings of this report: 
 

i) development does not result in an unacceptable impact on the local 
environment, including biodiversity, heritage assets or conservation, the 
surrounding landscape (unless capable of sympathetic assimilation) and 
compatibility with surrounding land uses; and 

ii) safe and convenient vehicular and pedestrian access to the public highway 
can be provided with no undue adverse impact on the highway network; and 

iii) the movement of vehicles to and from the site will not cause undue 
disturbance or be inappropriate for the locality; and 

iv) there is adequate space for parking, turning and servicing on site; and 
v) the site is reasonably accessible to local services including health services, 

shops, education, public transport and other community facilities; and 
vi) the site is not located in an area at undue risk of flooding; and 
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vii) suitable landscaping and boundary enclosures are provided to give privacy to 
both occupiers and local residents and minimise impact on the surrounding 
area; and 

viii) the site provides a safe and acceptable living environment for occupiers with 
regard to noise impacts, adequate on site facilities for parking, storage, water 
supply and electricity supply, drainage and sanitation. 

 
The PPTS sets out the Government’s planning policy for traveller sites, with the aim of 
ensuring fair and equal treatment for travellers, in a way that facilitates their traditional and 
nomadic way of life while respecting the interests of the settled community. Policy H relates 
specifically to determining applications for traveller sites and identifies the following issues 
(amongst other matters) that should be considered in determining planning applications: 
 

a) the existing level of local provision and need for sites; 
b) the availability (or lack) of alternative accommodation for the applicants; 
c) other personal circumstances of the applicant; 
d) that the locally specific criteria used to guide the allocation of sites in plans or 

which form the policy where there is no identified need for pitches/plots should 
be used to assess applications that may come forward on unallocated sites; 
and 

e) that they should determine applications for sites from any travellers and not 
just those with local connections. 

 
The need to restrict new traveller sites in the open countryside away from existing 
settlements is acknowledged in the PPTS as is the need to ensure that sites in rural areas 
respect the scale of, and do not dominate, the nearest settled community. The PPTS goes 
on to identify four further matters which Local Planning Authorities should attach weight to in 
determining application for Gypsy and traveller sites; 
 

a) effective use of previously developed (brownfield), untidy or derelict land; 
b) sites being well planned or soft landscaped in such a way as to positively 

enhance the environment and increase its openness; 
c) promoting opportunities for healthy lifestyles, such as ensuring adequate 

landscaping and play areas for children; 
d) not enclosing a site with so much hard landscaping, high walls or fences, that 

the impression may be given that the site and its occupants are deliberately 
isolated from the rest of the community. 

 
The PPTS also identifies the need to demonstrate an up-to-date 5 year supply of deliverable 
sites. 
 
Principle of development 
 
The need for Gypsy and traveller pitch provision; The Derby, Derbyshire, Peak National Park 
Authority and East Staffordshire GTAA, published in June 2015, sets out the additional need 
for residential pitches across the area for 2014 – 2034.  For South Derbyshire this need is 38 
pitches.  This is the most recent accepted requirement for the delivery of sites in South 
Derbyshire.  The GTAA identified a need within the District for 14 new pitches over the 5-
year period from 1 April 2014 to 31 March 2019, with a subsequent need for 7, 8 and 9 
pitches for each 5-year period thereafter up to 2034. As detailed above, policy H22 commits 
the Council to allocating new sites to meet this identified need through a SADPD; this has 
not yet been prepared.  Until a SADPD is adopted, the need for Gypsy and traveller pitches 
must be met through individual applications.  
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Since 1 April 2014, 14 pitches have been granted permission, which demonstrates that the 
need for additional pitches is being met and delivered to accord with the requirements of the 
GTAA. However, notwithstanding the fact that the Council is delivering the necessary 
pitches, there is also the requirement for the Council to identify a supply of specific sites 
sufficient to provide a rolling 5 years’ worth of sites against the GTAA targets, as required by 
the PPTS. The current 5 year supply requirement lies at 8.4 pitches based on the need 
identified within the GTAA for the period 2018-2023. Despite the recent permissions to meet 
the need between 2014 and 2019, the Council is not currently in a position to demonstrate a 
sufficient supply of specific sites to meet the need identified within the GTAA i.e. those sites 
with permission (as no sites are allocated) that have not been implemented. Without a 
SADPD, providing a 5 year supply of sites will remain a challenge as sites do not generally 
remain unimplemented. The PPTS confirms that the lack of an up-to-date five year supply of 
sites is a significant material consideration in favour of new applications. 
 
Specific needs of the applicant: The application is not advanced with any specific needs or 
personal circumstances of the applicant to weigh in the balance of the development 
proposal.  
 
Sustainability of the site: This site is located approximately 600m from the village of Aston on 
Trent, which is identified with the LP1 as one of the Districts Key Service Villages (KSV) 
where there are a range of local facilities available. The proximity of the site (within walking 
distance) to Aston on Trent is such that the site is not isolated away from an existing 
settlement. It is noted that the development as proposed i.e. if the site is enclosed with the 
only pedestrian entrance being at the same point as the vehicular access that there is no 
pedestrian access to site as the public footpath from Aston along Shardlow Road ends 
before the site. In order that pedestrian access can be achieved from the site on to the 
adjacent public footpath network and local services a condition requiring the provision of a 
pedestrian gate on to this footpath is considered necessary and in the interests of the 
sustainability of the site.   
 
The scale of development proposed falls below that which would normally demand financial 
contributions to offset increased pressures arising from the proposal and there is no 
evidence that existing services could not cope with the additional demands placed upon 
them.  
 
Balance with the settled community: It is noted that the site would extend the Gypsy 
community in the District, however, the majority of established sites and recent permissions 
are located generally to the south and west of the District on established sites. In this 
instance the provision of 6 pitches (or families) would represent a very small increase in the 
overall number of families in the area. In this vein, it is not considered that the settled 
community would be overwhelmed by the proposal given the scale of the Aston and 
Shardlow communities.  
 
Subject to there being a need identified, policy H22 considers new sites to be suitable 
providing they of an appropriate scale and character and the 8 criteria outlined above are 
met (these matters are considered in detail below). The PPTS identifies that decisions 
should be based on locally specific criteria (i.e. policy H22), and whilst the proposal is not for 
the redevelopment of brownfield land, the site is not considered to be isolated, or of such a 
scale so as to dominate area and as such these matters weigh in favour of the proposal 
subject to the considerations below.  
 
Impact on the landscape and visual amenity 
 
The site is located within the national ‘Trent Valley Washlands’ character area, and the local 
‘Lowland Village Farmlands’ character area. These character areas are described as gently 
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rolling, almost flat, lowland with river terraces, containing mixed farming with arable cropping 
and improved pasture, medium to large regular fields with thorn hedgerows, and discrete red 
brick villages with farms and cottages. It is considered that these character areas are 
reasonably accurate in describing the landscape character of the application site. It is 
acknowledged that the site does not exhibit the qualities that would deem it to be a ‘valued’ 
landscape, nor is it subject to any local landscape designations.   
 
Policies S1, BNE1, BNE4, H22 and BNE5 all have relevance to consideration of the 
landscape and visual impact of the proposed development. These policies seek to ensure 
that that District’s heritage assets, landscape and rural character are protected, conserved 
and enhanced through careful design and the sensitive implementation of new development.  
 
The site is flat in a generally flat landscape with hedgerows forming the eastern and northern 
boundaries. There is also a mature hedgerow to the west of the PROW which runs along the 
western boundary. These hedgerows (with intermittent trees) visually enclose the site from 
its surroundings, and restrict view of the site to those in close proximity. The character of the 
surrounding area is such that it has a medium to low landscape value with little 
characteristics that would warrant its special protection. The main views of the site being 
those of residents, vehicular travellers and recreational users of the PROW close and 
adjacent to the site. There are no long distance or significant views of the site, with the Aston 
and Shardlow Conservation Areas sufficiently separated from the site not to be impacted 
upon.  
 
Within this flat landscape there are few long distance views with the existing quarry and its 
associated structures to the east of the site (the vehicular access being opposite that of the 
site) dominating the local skyline which has a negative impact on the local landscape.  
 
The key physical impacts of the development arise from the use of the site, the provision of 
hardstanding, the construction of the access, two amenity buildings, and the caravans 
themselves. Due to the depth of the grass verge to Shardlow Road suitable visibility splays 
can be achieved without any loss of the hedgerow, and this mature boundary would remain 
in place. The proposal overall would not result in the loss of any features that contribute to 
the value of the site itself, and with the addition of new landscaping proposed on the current 
bare boundary (to the west) this addition to the landscape would result in some beneficial 
effect on the landscape once the development is in place and the new landscaping matures.   
 
Whilst there are a number of dwellings with potential views of the site, the site is generally 
screened by intervening landscaping such that there would be no significant impact on 
nearby dwellings directly. There would also be a slight adverse effect on road users from a 
glimpsed view of the site during the winter months and across the site access. However 
these impacts are not considered to be significant.  
 
Whilst the addition of new buildings and caravans on the site could result in incongruous 
additions to the landscape, given the modest scale of the site, caravans and buildings are 
not considered to lead to an unacceptable impact on the landscape or the character of the 
area given the limited existing visibility of the site and the mitigation measures proposed 
such that the landscape is considered to be capable of accommodating the proposed 
development without any significant adverse impacts on the landscape.  
 
The only significant landscape and visual effect arising would be from users of the adjacent 
footpath, especially in the short term due to this boundary being open. However, these 
effects would be mitigated against and removed as the proposed areas of landscaping 
mature. The openness of the area to the north west of the site would provide views of the 
caravans across the open paddock and an extension to the proposed landscape planting 
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along this western boundary is considered appropriate in order to provide an additional 
natural screen of the caravans and buildings proposed.  
 
Whilst finely balanced, the proposed development is not considered to result in such a 
significant impact on the character of the local and surrounding landscape. The only major 
visual effects that have been identified are from close viewpoints on the adjacent public 
footpath and only over a short distance, but these effects will reduce as the proposed 
screening landscape treatment begins to mature. As such the proposed development is 
considered to comply with the visual and landscape considerations of policies S1, BNE1, 
BNE4, BNE5 and H22. 
 
Highway safety 
 
Vehicular access to the site is proposed via an existing field access to the north eastern 
corner of the site which would be modified to provide a 5m wide access in to the site. This 
part of Shardlow Road was the subject of a speed survey undertaken over a week in 
November 2017, the survey identified that the 85th percentile speeds at the site access were 
lower than the 60mph speed limit such that the Highway Authority are content that the 2.4m 
x 160m visibility splays achievable in both directions are sufficient to provide safe access 
and egress to the site. A comment received during the consultation period raised a concern 
that roadworks were occurring during the survey. The Highway Authority is content that the 
survey results did not show large numbers of vehicles travelling slow in convoy at any 
particular time and that the 85th percentile speeds are what the Highway Authority would 
expect to see for this stretch of road; the speed survey data does not show anything which 
would cause concern. 
   
Sufficient space is proposed within the site to ensure adequate parking and turning space is 
available to allow vehicles to leave the site is a forward gear. Vehicle movements generated 
by the proposal are unlikely to have a negative impact on the capacity of the wider highway 
network. It is noted that the Highway Authority raise no objection to the proposal. As such it 
is considered that the proposal would not adversely impact on highway safety to a point 
where which would reasonably justify refusal of the application. As such the proposal 
complies with the requirement of criterion ii, iii and iv of policy H22, and the requirements of 
policy INF2. 
 
Drainage and biodiversity 
 
The application site is located in Flood Zone 1, and as such the site is not at risk from 
flooding. The submitted forms state that proposal would include the provision of a package 
treatment plant for foul water and a sustainable drainage system for the surface water. The 
site is currently an agricultural field and there is no evidence to suggest that this would result 
in any adverse impacts in terms of surface water flows, therefore complying with the 
requirements of vi of policy H22 and SD2 and SD3. In terms of biodiversity, the site is 
currently an area of improved grassland with no features suitable to host protected species. 
This is noting that the existing hedgerows are to be retained and would not be affected by 
the development. As such there is no evidence to suggest that the proposals would have an 
unacceptable impact on biodiversity complying with part i of policy H22 and policy BNE3. 
 
Impact on neighbouring amenity 
 
Policy H22 requires the movement of vehicles to and from the site not to cause undue 
disturbance whilst policy SD1 states that the Council will only support development that does 
not lead to adverse impacts on the environment or amenity of existing occupiers. The site is 
such that it is sufficiently separated from existing dwellings and other land uses so as to not 
impact on the amenity any of these surrounding land uses. The application site is located 
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such that the amenities of occupiers of the site would not be unduly impacted upon by noise 
and disturbance with sufficient space provided for amenity and play. In this respect the 
proposal complies with the requirements of criterion i, vii and viii of policy H22, policy SD1 
and the provision of the PPTS. 
 
Archaeology 
 
The site is located within an area of known archaeological activity, located around 20m to 
the north of a the ‘Aston Cursus Monument’, with other prehistoric activity recorded on the 
eastern side of Shardlow Road and crop markings on land to the north and west of the site. 
A geophysical survey of the site has been undertaken, which identified only small anomalies 
to the eastern boundary of the site. As such it is considered necessary for a scheme of 
archaeological investigation to be conditioned in order that a scheme of trial trenching can 
be undertaken on the site to characterise any remains in accordance with the requirements 
of policies BNE2 and BNE10.  
 
Agricultural land 
 
The site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land, and whilst only Grade 3a is considered to 
be ‘Best and Most Versatile’ (BMV), the classifications available for the site do not identify 
the grade of the site in any more detail. Policy BNE4 of the LP1 and paragraph 170 of the 
NPPF seek to protect such quality agricultural land, and wherever possible direct 
development to areas of lower/poorer quality land. Although development of the site would 
result in the loss of BMV agricultural land, it is a relatively small site which is constrained by 
its triangular shape and as such, its loss is unlikely to harm the rural economy. Although the 
loss of this land weighs against the environmental sustainability of the proposal, it does not 
do so to a significant degree that would outweigh the general conclusions that the site is 
sustainable in overall terms. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Whilst the concerns of local residents are noted, the development of the site for 6 Gypsy 
pitches would not result in any significant adverse impacts as outlined above which would 
warrant refusal of the application. This is recognising and accepting the weight that needs to 
be given to meeting the needs of the district in terms of Gypsy pitch provision and the lack of 
a rolling 5 year supply which is a significant material consideration which adds weight to the 
acceptability of the scheme.   
 
None of the other matters raised through the publicity and consultation process amount to 
material considerations outweighing the assessment of the main issues set out above. 
 
Recommendation 
 
GRANT permission subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. The development hereby approved shall be begun before the expiration of three 

years from the date of this permission. 

 Reason: To conform with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as 
amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). 

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the SITE 
LAYOUT PLAN received 14 August 2017, the AMENITY BUILDING elevations and 
floor plans received 14 August 2017, and the PROPOSED SHOWER BLOCK 
elevations and floor plans received 14 September 2017; unless as otherwise required 
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by condition attached to this permission or following approval of an application made 
pursuant to Section 96A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 

 Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of achieving sustainable 
development. 

3. The site shall not be occupied by any persons other than gypsies and travellers as 
defined in the Government guidance 'Planning Policy for Traveller sites' (August 
2015), or any Government guidance which amends or replaces that guidance. 

 Reason: The creation of a residential use in this location would not normally be 
permitted and an exception has been made to provide accommodation solely for 
gypsies/travellers who satisfy these requirements. 

4. There shall be no more than 6 pitches on the site and no more than two caravans, as 
defined in the Caravan Sites and Control of Development Act 1960 (as amended) & 
the Caravan Sites Act 1968, shall be stationed at any time of which only one caravan 
per pitch shall be a residential mobile home/static caravan. 

 Reason: The creation of a residential use in this location would not normally be 
permitted and an exception has been made to provide accommodation solely for 
gypsies/travellers who satisfy these requirements and to the number that has been 
justified, so to preserve the character of the locality and ensure the occupation of the 
site does not dominate the nearest settled community. 

5. No more than one commercial vehicle per pitch shall be kept on the land for use by 
the occupier(s) of that pitch hereby permitted, and they shall not exceed 3.5 tonnes in 
weight. No vehicle over 3.5 tonnes shall be stationed, parked or stored on this site. 

 Reason: To safeguard the amenities of nearby occupiers and in the interests of 
highway safety. 

6. No commercial activities shall take place on the land, including the storage of 
materials. 

 Reason: To safeguard the amenities of nearby occupiers and in the interests of 
highway safety. 

7. a) No development, including preparatory works, shall commence until a Written 
Scheme of Investigation for archaeological monitoring (WSI) has been submitted to 
and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall include an 
assessment of significance and research questions, and: 

 i) the programme and methodology of site investigation and recording; 

 ii) the programme and provision to be made for post investigation analysis and 
reporting; 

 iii) provision to be made for publication and dissemination of the analysis and records 
of the site investigation; 

 iv) provision to be made for archive deposition of the analysis and records of the site 
investigation; and nomination of a competent person or persons/organisation to 
undertake the works set out within the WSI. 

b) The development shall take place in accordance with the approved WSI and shall 
not be occupied until the site investigation and post investigation reporting has been 
completed in accordance with the programme set out in the approved WSI and the 
provision to be made for publication and dissemination of results and archive 
deposition has been secured. 
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 Reason: To enable potential archaeological remains and features to be adequately 
recorded, in the interests of the cultural heritage of the District, recognising that initial 
preparatory works could have unacceptable impacts. 

8. No development, including preparatory works, shall commence until protective 
fences have been erected around all trees and hedgerows shown to be retained on 
the approved plans. Such fencing shall conform to best practice as set out in British 
Standard 5837:2012 and ensure that no vehicles can access, and no storage of 
materials or equipment can take place within, the root and canopy protection areas. 
The fences shall be retained in situ during the course of ground and construction 
works, with the protected areas kept clear of any building materials, plant, debris and 
trenching, and with existing ground levels maintained; and there shall be no entry to 
those areas except for approved arboricultural or landscape works. 

 Reason: In the interests of safeguarding existing habitat and the visual amenities of 
the area, recognising that initial preparatory works could bring about unacceptable 
impacts. 

9. Prior to the construction of a boundary wall, fence or gate, details of the position, 
appearance and materials of such boundary treatments shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The boundary treatments shall 
be completed in accordance with the approved details before the respective pitch to 
which they serve is/are first occupied or in accordance with a timetable which shall 
first have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted 
Development) (England) Order 2015, or any statutory instrument amending, revoking 
and/or replacing that Order, no further boundary treatments shall thereafter be 
erected without the permission of the Local Planning Authority pursuant to an 
application made in that regard. 

 Reason: In the interests of the character and appearance of the area, in particular to 
maintain the character of public realm as secured under the plans hereby approved. 

10. Prior to the construction of a hard surface, details including patterns, and samples if 
necessary, of the materials proposed to be used on the hard surfaces shall be 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The 
development shall be carried out using the approved materials. 

 Reason: In the interests of the character of the site and the surrounding area. 

11. Prior to their incorporation in to the buildings hereby approved, details and/or 
samples of the facing materials to be used shall be submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority. The development shall thereafter be 
constructed using the approved facing materials. 

 Reason: In the visual interest of the buildings and the surrounding area. 

12. Prior to the occupation of a pitch a scheme of soft landscaping shall be submitted to 
and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall include 
landscaping of the full extent of the western boundary of the site. All planting, 
seeding or turfing comprised in the approved scheme shall be carried out in the first 
planting and seeding seasons following the first occupation of a pitch or the 
completion of the development, whichever is the sooner; and any plants which within 
a period of five years (ten years in the case of trees) from the completion of the 
development die, are removed or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be 
replaced in the next planting season with others of similar size and species and 
thereafter retained for at least the same period, unless the Local Planning Authority 
gives written consent to any variation. 
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 Reason: In the interest of the visual setting of the development and the surrounding 
area. 

13. Prior to the occupation of a pitch a landscape management plan (LMP) shall be 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The LMP shall 
include long-term design objectives, management responsibilities (including contact 
details and means of informing the Local Planning Authority of any change to those 
details) and maintenance schedules for all landscape areas. Where relevant, the 
maintenance schedules shall include means to annually review the condition of any 
hard surfaces, fixed play equipment or furniture, and replace/upgrade those surfaces, 
equipment and furniture on a rolling programme. The landscape management plan 
shall be carried out as approved. 

 Reason: In the interest of the visual setting of the development and the surrounding 
area over the lifetime of the development, and to ensure appropriate recreation 
facilities remain available to the public. 

14. All planting, seeding or turfing comprised in the approved details of soft landscaping 
shall be carried out in the first planting and seeding seasons following the first 
occupation of the buildings or the completion of the development, whichever is the 
sooner; and any plants which within a period of five years (ten years in the case of 
trees) from the completion of the phase die, are removed or become seriously 
damaged or diseased shall be replaced in the next planting season with others of 
similar size and species and thereafter retained for at least the same period, unless 
the Local Planning Authority gives written consent to any variation. 

 Reason: In the interest of the visual setting of the development and the surrounding 
area. 

15. No development, including preparatory works, shall commence until the existing 
access to Shardlow Road has been modified in accordance with the application 
drawings. The junction shall be laid out, constructed and provided with visibility 
sightlines of 160m in both directions, both measured to a point 1m in from the 
nearside edge of the carriageway, as measured from a point located centrally and 
2.4m back into the access. The area within the sightlines shall thereafter be kept 
clear of any object greater than 1m in height (0.6m in the case of vegetation) above 
the nearside carriageway channel level. 

 Reason: To ensure safe and suitable access for all users, in the interests of highway 
safety, recognising that even initial preparatory works could bring about unacceptable 
impacts. 

16. Prior to the first occupation of any pitch hereby permitted, details of a pedestrian gate 
and access from the site to the adjacent public footpath (to the west) shall be 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The approved 
works shall be carried out prior to the first occupation of any pitch and thereafter 
retained available for use by occupiers of the site. 

 Reason: To ensure safe and suitable access for all users, in the interests of highway 
safety. 

17. The premises, the subject of the application, shall not be occupied until space has 
been provided within the application site in accordance with the application drawings 
for the parking (of 2 vehicles per pitch) and manoeuvring of residents and service 
and delivery vehicles, laid out, surfaced and maintained throughout the life of the 
development free from any impediment to its designated use. 

 Reason: To ensure adequate parking and turning provision, in the interests of 
highway safety. 
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18. Any entrance gates erected in the private driveway shall be set back by a minimum 
distance of 15m as measured from the nearside edge of the carriageway. 

 Reason: To ensure safe and suitable access for all users, in the interests of highway 
safety. 

19. No laying of services, creation of hard surfaces or siting of a caravan/mobile home 
shall commence until a scheme for the drainage of surface water from the site has 
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The 
scheme shall be carried out in conformity with the approved details prior to the first 
occupation of the site. 

 
Reason: In the interests minimising the likelihood of flooding incidents and damage to 
the environment, property or life. 

 
20. No construction of a building or hard surface, setting of site levels or installation of 

services/utilities shall take place until a scheme for the drainage of foul water from 
the site has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. The scheme shall be carried out in conformity with the approved details 
prior to the first occupation of the site. 

 
Reason: In the interests of minimising the likelihood of flooding incidents and 
pollution of the environment. 
 

 

Informatives: 

1. The application site is abutted by a Public Right(s) of Way Aston on Trent 
Footpath No. 8, as shown on the Derbyshire Definitive Map). The route must remain 
unobstructed on its legal alignment at all times and the safety of the public using it 
must not be prejudiced either during or after development works take place. Further 
information can be obtained from the Rights of Way Duty Officer in the Economy, 
Transport and Environment Department at County Hall, Matlock. 
 
2. Pursuant to Section 184 of the Highways Act 1980 and Section 86(4) of the 
New Roads and Streetworks Act 1991 prior notification shall be given to the 
Department of Economy, Transport and Communities at County Hall, Matlock 
regarding access works within the highway. Information and relevant application 
forms, regarding the undertaking of access works within highway limits, are available 
via the County Council's website www.derbyshire.gov.uk, email 
Highways.Hub@derbyshire.gov.uk or telephone 01629 533190. 
 
3. Pursuant to Sections 149 and 151 of the Highways Act 1980, the applicant 
must take all necessary steps to ensure that mud or other extraneous material is not 
carried out of the site and deposited on the public highway. Should such deposits 
occur, it is the applicant's responsibility to ensure that all reasonable steps (eg; street 
sweeping) are taken to maintain the roads in the vicinity of the site to a satisfactory 
level of cleanliness. 
 
4. The Highway Authority recommends that the first 5m of the proposed access 
driveway should not be surfaced with a loose material (i.e. unbound chippings or 
gravel etc.). In the event that loose material is transferred to the highway and is 
regarded as a hazard or nuisance to highway users the Authority reserves the right to 
take any necessary action against the householder. 
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Applicant: 
Mr John Price 
4 Covert Place 
Albert Village 
Swadlincote   
DE11 8HB 

Agent: 
Alan Yarwood 
Roger Yarwood Planning Consultant 
Wheatley Barn 
Wheatley Road 
Two Dales 
Matlock 
DE4 2FF 
 
 

 
Proposal:  CHANGE OF USE FROM EQUESTRIAN LAND TO RESIDENTIAL GYPSY 

CARAVAN SITE WITH ONE PITCH AT  LAND AT SK2913 6212 
ACRESFORD ROAD NETHERSEAL SWADLINCOTE 

 
Ward:  SEALES 
 
Valid Date 06/07/2018 
 
Reason for committee determination 
 
The item is presented to Committee at the request of Councillors Hall and Murray as local 
concern has been expressed and that the Committee should debate the issues which are 
finely balanced. 
 
Site Description 
 
The application site is approximately 0.12 ha in area, with the remainder of the field also 
within the applicants ownership. The field is located to the south east of Acresford Road, 
approximately 120m south west of The Cricketts Inn public house. The A444 is located to 
the north east of the site. The site is accessed via an existing field access gate to the south 
western part of the site.  
 
An existing mature hedgerow forms the north western boundary of the site to Acresford 
Road, with the field boundary formed by the winding Hooborough Brook. The Hooborough 
Brook forms the boundary between the South Derbyshire administrative area and that of 
North West Leicestershire. The site lies within open countryside, and whilst not the subject of 
any landscape designations is located within the River Mease Special Area of Conservation 
(SAC).  
 
Proposal 
 
The application proposes the change of use of the land in question from equestrian land to a 
residential gypsy caravan site with one pitch. The pitch is for a single family and would 
comprise of a static caravan, touring caravan and space for vehicle parking and amenity 
space. The application also includes the erection of fencing to the sites internal boundary to 
the field and tree planting to the north eastern boundary. Foul drainage is proposed to be  
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connected to the mains sewer at the junction of the A444 and Acresford Road. Surface 
water would be disposed of via a sustainable drainage system.  
 
At the time of the officer’s most recent site visit, the adjoining land had been vacated having 
been previously occupied by three touring caravans in recent weeks. 
 
Applicant’s supporting information 
 
The Supporting Statement describes the application site and the 2014 appeal on the site. 
The proposal is described as being identical in every respect to the previous application 
save for the applicant. The applicant is considered to be a member of the local travelling 
community, having a nomadic lifestyle and strong links with the area. He is described as 
travelling extensively throughout the county trading in property maintenance. However, he 
needs a base from which to operate and where he can obtain health and other community 
services. The applicant is considered to comply with the current definition of a Gypsy as set 
out in the annex to the Planning Policy for Traveller Sites 2015 (PPTS). The site is described 
as benefiting from dense mature screening, with an existing access from Acresford Road. 
The proposal is considered to comply with the locational guidance set out in the PPTS and 
complies with all the criteria set out in the relevant Local Plan Policy.  
 
Planning History 
 
9/1992/0231: Retention of shed, shelter and stable. Approved 24/07/92. 
 
9/2003/0748: Erection of block of 3 stables. Withdrawn. 
 
9/2007/0243: Formation of vehicular access. Approved 30/04/07. 
 
9/2008/0829: Change of use of existing temporary stables and food store into permanent 

buildings with equine hardstanding. Approved 30/09/08. 
 
E/2011/0022:  Enforcement Notice against breach of planning control relating to the use of 

the land as a Gypsy site, removal of the caravan, portable toilet, hardcore 
material and reduction in height of the timber close boarded fence at the 
access where adjacent to the highway. Appeal (APP/F1040/C/11/2158251 
decided 17/02/12) dismissed as a result of the absence of evidence to show 
that the development would not impact adversely on the River Mease SAC. 
The Inspector however, considered that the development would not cause 
any harm to the rural landscape or in visual terms subject to the imposition 
of conditions. The site was considered to be in a reasonably sustainable 
location and that there would be no material harm to highway safety from its 
limited usage.  

 
9/2012/0570: Retrospective application for the change of use from equestrian land to 

residential gypsy site for one pitch. Refused 26/06/13. This application was 
refused following the Council undertaking surveys of the site and drainage at 
the request of Councillors, for the following reason: 

  
‘Insufficient detailed information has been submitted to demonstrate that 
connection to the mains sewer under the A444 is achievable.  Without that 
connection it is likely that an alternative drainage system would be required 
for which no detail has been submitted, which could have an adverse impact 
on the integrity of the River Mease Special Area of Conservation and Site of 
Special Scientific Interest, contrary to Local Plan Saved Environment Policy 
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11 and paragraphs 7, 17, 109 and 118 of the National Planning Policy 
Framework.’ 

  
 This decision was subsequently appealed (APP/F1040/A/13/2201414) and 
allowed 17/07/14. The main issue considered by the Inspector was the effect 
of the development on the integrity of the River Mease Special Area of 
Conservation and Site of Special Scientific Interest, having particular regard 
to whether a connection to the main sewer could be achieved. The evidence 
before the Inspector included no objections from the Environment Agency, 
Severn Trent Water and Natural England such that they were satisfied that a 
connection to the main sewer is feasible. Such a connection was considered 
sufficient to ensure the appropriate management of foul effluent from the 
development in accordance with the Water Quality Management Plan. This 
together with the removal of contaminated material and its replacement with 
clean inert material, the Inspector concluded that the development would 
ensure no adverse impact of the River Mease SAC and Site of Special 
Scientific Interest. 
 

Responses to Consultations 
 
The Highway Authority notes the previous planning applications and appeals and have no 
objection to the proposal subject to a condition requiring the provision of two car parking 
spaces at the site. 
 
The Environmental Health Manager has no objection subject to a condition requiring the 
remedial measures set out in the previous contaminated land survey to be carried out and a 
validation report confirming that the necessary works have been undertaken.  
 
The Environment Agency has no objections. 
 
Natural England note that the previous decision allowed the development to proceed with 
the drainage being conditioned. The response notes that SDDC are the competent authority 
responsible for ensuring there will being no impact on the SAC, subject to SDDC being 
content and grant permission they would have no objection.   
 
Derbyshire Wildlife Trust notes that the site falls within the SSSI and impact zone for the 
River Mease. The Trust welcomes the proposed tree and hedge planting and recommends 
that the condition requiring a riparian buffer to be provided on the previous appeal is 
repeated. 
 
North West Leicestershire District Council has no objections to the proposals provided the 
Council are satisfied that the proposed development complies with the relevant development 
plan policies. Two notes are attached that advise the Council to undertake a Habitats 
Regulation Assessment and that Oakthorpe, Donisthorpe & Acresford Parish Council are 
consulted on the proposals. 
 
Responses to Publicity 
 
Netherseal Parish Council strongly objects to the proposed development for the following 
reasons; 

a) The application is already retrospective and two caravans are already being 
lived in on the site. 

b) The application does not meet the requirements of the South Derbyshire 
District Council Local Plan. 
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c) The site is a gateway to the County, District and village and will give a poor 
impression of the area. 

d) Could cause pollution of the River Mease SSSI. 
e) The sewer connection is not financially viable. 
f) Rubbish is already being tipped on site and burning of rubbish is taking place. 
g) The application cannot promote peaceful and integrated co-existence 

between the site and the local community when the local community is totally 
opposed to the development. 

h) It is obvious that future developments will be required such as amenity blocks. 
i) South Derbyshire already provides sufficient pitches for the needs of the 

travelling community up to 2024. 
j) Current traffic to and from the site clearly indicates that it is intended to run a 

business from the site. 
k) At least one vehicle is sited within the flood plain outside the application site. 
l) Hardcore has been tipped outside the site plan. 

 
Oakthorpe, Donisthorpe & Acresford Parish Council object to the proposed development for 
the following reasons; 

a) There is already a large number of traveller designated sites both private and 
local authority South Derbyshire has already met its local plan number for 
2024. 

b) Depositing of waste will have a detrimental impact on the local water system 
(SSSI). 

c) Parking and highways concerns. 
d) A business is currently being run from the site. 
e) Part of the site is in Flood Zone 3 
f) The application is for one family and one static dwelling, currently there are 2 

families on-site. 
g) Concern at future non-compliance with regard to waste and burning on-site. 

 
30 representations have been received from 35 residents objecting to the proposed 
development. The salient points raised are summarised as follows; 
 

a) Impact of the development on the River Mease SAC due to excessively high 
pollutants, that no piecemeal plans should be approved; 

b) Any development flies in the face of the spirit of the National Forest; it should 
be an oasis of calm natural beauty; 

c) Impact on the visual landscape at this entrance of South Derbyshire, National 
Forest and Conservation Areas of Netherseal and Acresford is totally 
unacceptable; 

d) A high chance that hardstanding brought on to the site is toxic; 
e) Burning of material is taking place on-site, which could find its way in the 

watercourse; 
f) Constant human and animal presence must disrupt the integrity of the SAC; 
g) Highway safety: This is a dangerous access and cars are often parked on the 

road and pavement; 
h) South Derbyshire exceeds the required number of traveller sites, some of 

which are nowhere near capacity; 
i) South Derbyshire has more gypsy sites that the rest of Derbyshire combined 

why is this? 
j) South Derbyshire has met its need up to 2024;  
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k) There is clear evidence that a business is being run from the site with no 
permission; 

l) No adequate foul or surface water management; 
m) The field is subject to flooding; 
n) The site is not designated for housing; 
o) Would connecting to the sewer be economically viable? 
p) This is a greenfield site are no old industrial sites available? 
q) Any new drainage should be conditioned with a short time for implementation 

to reduce the level of risk; 
r) There is an existing site on the other side of the village so why is another one 

needed? 
s) The proposal is not in character with the existing village, and would ruin the 

aesthetic of the immediate vicinity; 
t) Impact on the settled community through intimidation, harassment and 

damage to property; 
u) The decision must be made based on approved plans and policies, do not 

disregard the views of the settled community and the changes that have been 
implemented since the previous appeal; 

v) A similar application dealt with by Malvern Hill District Council (15/00209/ful), 
was refused and the appeal dismissed following a lapsed permission and this 
decision should set a precedent and support refusal of the current application; 

w) The proposal is contrary to policy H22 of the Local Plan as there are currently 
87 pitches plus 8 caravans in the District therefore there is no requirement for 
additional sites; 

x) Peak District and High Peak currently have no sites with no expectation for 
any in future; 

y) The nearest shop is over 1 mile away and the nearest hospital is 8 miles 
away; 

z) Activity on the site is outside the application site, and the applicant has been 
living there without permission contrary to Council protocol; 

aa) This is a new planning application and should be considered as such; 
bb) Significant amounts of hardcore is being deposited on-site; 
cc) Impact on the Crickets business and the resultant impact on jobs; 
dd) A full topographical and hydraulic survey is required to confirm the site is 

capable of being drained appropriately; 
ee) Noise pollution form lorries on the site; 
ff) A child’s  crèche appears to be operating from the site; 
gg) There are plans for a toilet block, how many gypsy families might there be?  

  
Development Plan Policies 
 
The relevant policies are: 
 

 2016 Local Plan Part 1 (LP1): S1 (Sustainable Growth Strategy); S2 (Presumption in 
Favour of Sustainable Development); S6 (Sustainable Access); H22 (Sites for 
Gypsies and Travellers and for Travelling Showpeople); SD1 (Amenity and 
Environmental Quality); SD2 (Flood Risk); SD3 (Sustainable Water Supply, Drainage 
and Sewerage Infrastructure); BNE1 (Design Excellence); BNE3 (Biodiversity), BNE4 
(Landscape Character and Local Distinctiveness); INF7 (Green Infrastructure), INF8 
(The National Forest); INF2 (Sustainable Transport); INF1 (Infrastructure and 
Developer Contributions). 
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 2017 Local Plan Part 2 (LP2): SDT1 (Settlement Boundaries and Development), 
BNE5 (Development in the Countryside), BNE7 (Trees, Woodland and Hedgerows). 

 
National Guidance 
 

 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
 Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 
 Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (PPTS) 
 The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 

 
Local Guidance 
 

 Derby, Derbyshire, Peak District National Park Authority and East Staffordshire 
Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment 2014 

 South Derbyshire Design Guide SPD 
 
Planning Considerations 
 
The main issues central to the determination of this application are: 
 

 Policy considerations 
 Principle of development; 
 Impact on the River Mease Special Area of Conservation (SAC); 
 Visual and landscape impact; 
 Highway Safety; and  
 Other issues. 

 
Planning Assessment 
 
Policy considerations 
 
The Development Plan forms the primary policy consideration for this application, with the 
NPPF and PPTS being material considerations is considering the suitability of new 
applications for Gypsy pitches. In this particular case, the previous appeal decisions are also 
significant material considerations, and the two previous Inspectors conclusions on various 
matters are referred to where relevant. 
 
LP1 Policy H22 (Sites for Gypsies and Travellers and for Travelling Showpeople) identifies 
that the Council will set targets for new pitches according to the most recent needs 
assessment agreed by the Council. The policy states that allocations to meet identified 
needs will be made through a Site Allocations Development Plan Document (SADPD), and 
that sites for allocation or planning applications will be considered suitable provided they are 
of an appropriate scale and character and that 8 detailed criterion are met. The detailed 
criteria are as follows and are considered under the relevant headings of this report;  
 

i) development does not result in an unacceptable impact on the local 
environment, including biodiversity, heritage assets or conservation, the 
surrounding landscape (unless capable of sympathetic assimilation) and 
compatibility with surrounding land uses; and 

ii) safe and convenient vehicular and pedestrian access to the public highway 
can be provided with no undue adverse impact on the highway network; and 

iii) the movement of vehicles to and from the site will not cause undue 
disturbance or be inappropriate for the locality; and 

iv) there is adequate space for parking, turning and servicing on site; and 
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v) the site is reasonably accessible to local services including health services, 
shops, education, public transport and other community facilities; and 

vi) the site is not located in an area at undue risk of flooding; and 
vii) suitable landscaping and boundary enclosures are provided to give privacy to 

both occupiers and local residents and minimise impact on the surrounding 
area; and 

viii) the site provides a safe and acceptable living environment for occupiers with 
regard to noise impacts, adequate on site facilities for parking, storage, water 
supply and electricity supply, drainage and sanitation. 

 
The PPTS sets out the Government’s planning policy for traveller sites, with the aim of 
ensuring fair and equal treatment for travellers, in a way that facilitates the traditional and 
nomadic way of life of travellers while respecting the interests of the settled community. 
Policy H relates specifically to determining applications for traveller sites and identifies the 
following issues (amongst other matters) that should be considered in determining planning 
applications; 
 

a) the existing level of local provision and need for sites; 
b) the availability (or lack) of alternative accommodation for the applicants; 
c) other personal circumstances of the applicant; 
d) that the locally specific criteria used to guide the allocation of sites in plans or 

which form the policy where there is no identified need for pitches/plots should 
be used to assess applications that may come forward on unallocated sites; 
and 

e) that they should determine applications for sites from any travellers and not 
just those with local connections. 

 
The need to restrict new traveller sites in the open countryside away from existing 
settlements is acknowledged in the PPTS as is the need to ensure that sites in rural areas 
respect the scale of, and do not dominate, the nearest settled community and avoid placing 
undue pressure on local infrastructure. The PPTS then identifies 4 further matters which 
Local Planning Authorities should attach weight to; 
 

a) effective use of previously developed (brownfield), untidy or derelict 
land; 

b) sites being well planned or soft landscaped in such a way as to 
positively enhance the environment and increase its openness; 

c) promoting opportunities for healthy lifestyles, such as ensuring 
adequate landscaping and play areas for children; 

d) not enclosing a site with so much hard landscaping, high walls or 
fences, that the impression may be given that the site and its 
occupants are deliberately isolated from the rest of the community. 

 
The PPTS also identifies the need to demonstrate an up-to-date 5 year supply of deliverable 
sites, and if unable to demonstrate such a supply should be seen as a significant material 
consideration. 
 
Principle of development 
 
The need for Gypsy pitch provision; The Council’s GTAA, published in June 2015, sets out 
the identified future needs for new Gypsy and Traveller accommodation in the District and is 
the most recent accepted target for the delivery of sites in South Derbyshire. The 
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assessment identifies a need within the District for 14 new pitches over 5 a year period from 
April 2014 to March 2019, with a subsequent need for 7, 8 and 9 pitches for each 5-year 
period thereafter up to 2034. As detailed above, policy H22 commits the Council to allocating 
new sites to meet this identified need through a SADPD. However, no SADPD has been 
prepared and as such no suitable sites are allocated, so in the period prior to the preparation 
and adoption of this document, the need for additional Gypsy pitches must therefore be met 
by individual applications.  
 
To meet these needs, permission has been granted for 14 pitches since the 1 April 2014, 
which demonstrates that the need for additional pitches is being met and delivered to accord 
with the requirements of the GTAA. However, notwithstanding the fact that the Council is 
delivering the necessary pitches, there is also the requirement for the Council to identify a 
supply of specific sites sufficient to provide a rolling 5 years’ worth of sites against the GTAA 
targets as required by the PPTS. The current 5 year supply requirement lies at 8.4 pitches 
based on the need identified within the GTAA for the period 2018-2022. Despite the recent 
permissions to meet the need between 2014 and 2019, the Council is not currently in a 
position to demonstrate a sufficient supply of specific sites to meet the need identified within 
the GTAA; i.e. those sites with permission that have not been implemented (as no sites are 
allocated). The PPTS identifies that if a local planning authority cannot demonstrate an up–
to-date five-year supply of deliverable sites, this will be a significant material consideration in 
planning decisions. 
 
Specific needs of the applicant: The application is not advanced with any specific personal 
circumstances of the applicant. However, he has no permanent home and is a member of 
the local travelling community, and has strong links to the local area. 
 
Sustainability of the site: The site is within a walking distance of around 800m to Netherseal 
which is identified as a Local Service Village within the LP1. The village has a primary 
school, church, local shop and public houses. The site is therefore relatively close to 
services and facilities required to support occupants of the site. The site was considered by 
the two previous Inspectors to be in a relatively sustainable location for a site outside a 
settlement. The site is not remote from day-to-day services or away from an existing 
settlement, and was considered by both previous Inspectors to be a sustainable location. 
 
Balance with the settled community: It is noted that the site would extend the Gypsy 
community in the wider area, which already includes a number of established sites, but in 
this instance the addition of one pitch would represent a very small increase in the overall 
number of families in the area. In this vein, it is not considered that the settled community 
would be overwhelmed by the proposal. 
 
Impact on the River Mease Special Area of Conservation (SAC) 
 
The application site is located within the River Mease SAC, with the Hooborough Brook (a 
tributary of the Mease) forming the boundary of the applications ownership to the west of the 
application site.  
 
The location of the site within influencing distance of the River Mease SAC requires an 
assessment of the development to be undertaken under the Habitats Regulations in order to 
assess the impact of the development on the SAC, with development only being deemed 
appropriate if it can be demonstrated that there would be no adverse effect on the integrity of 
the SAC. Water quality is a key issue in relation to the River Mease SAC, with potential 
sources of pollution arising from discharges to the catchment from foul effluent and 
contaminants. 
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This provision of appropriate foul drainage was a key consideration in the two appeal 
decisions on the site. The first appeal was dismissed on the basis of the lack of information 
provided to demonstrate that a connection to the foul water main in the A444 was feasible. 
The second appeal considered this issue again, and the appeal was supported by additional 
information from Severn Trent Water that a foul connection to the existing main drain in the 
A444 was indeed feasible and that permission to connect to the foul main had been granted 
by them. 
 
The inspector in the second appeal was content that sufficient information had been 
submitted to demonstrate, with a reasonable degree of certainty, that a sewer connection 
was feasible. This conclusion was based on the facts that all of the land necessary to 
provide the connection (i.e. across the field to the A444) was within the applicants control, 
and that no objections were received from Severn Trent Water, the Environment Agency or 
Natural England. In addition, a financial contribution in line with the Developer Contributions 
Scheme (DCS) was made at the time of the second appeal in order to compensate for an 
additional connection to the foul drainage system. The situation has not changed, no 
objections have been received from the above noted bodies and the land required for the 
connection is in the control of the applicant  
 
In terms of surface water, the presence of previously disposed of hardcore and what 
appears to be recently disposed of building materials has the potential for some 
contamination of surface water, which was confirmed in information supporting the second 
appeal. As no evidence has been provided to demonstrate that this material has been 
removed from the site it is considered necessary for the existing hardcore on the site to be 
removed and replaced with material from an agreed source in order to provide the proposed 
areas of hardstanding. It is considered appropriate for a surface water condition to be 
imposed on the development in order to provide a soakaway on-site, and also provide a 
planted buffer in-between the site and the Hooborough Brook in order to protect the integrity 
of the brook from the use of the site. 
 
The proposed development has been the subject of a detailed Habitats Regulation 
Assessment which concludes: 
 

A conclusion of no likely significance has been determined in respect of the potential 
effects on water quality from foul water in the River Mease SAC from the proposed 
development at this site alone. 
 
In principle surface water from this type of use is unlikely to have any effect on the 
SAC, especially when SUDS measures required by policies in the Local Plan are taken 
into account.  It is however, considered necessary to impose an appropriate SUDS 
condition to ensure appropriate management of water falling on impermeable surfaces 
as a need for appropriate tree/national forest planting to screen the site and provide a 
riparian buffer 
 
Ensure any decision includes a requirement for road planings and other imported 
material to be removed from the site and where necessary ensure it is replaced by 
clean aggregate prior to occupation.   

 
In light of this and the previous appeal decisions it is considered that the proposed 
development would not have a demonstrable impact on the River Mease SAC, and as such 
complies with the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017, and the 
requirements of policies H22 and SD3. 
 
Visual and landscape impact 
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The site is located in a rural area, but is not the subject of any special landscape constraints, 
such that consideration of the visual and landscape impacts of the proposal relates to the 
impact on the character of the countryside as required by polices H22, BNE4, BNE5 and the 
PPTS.  
 
The site is bound by a mature hedge to Acresford Road, which screens direct views of the 
site and hardsurfacing. This dense boundary would provide only glimpses of the 
development in passing, with any long distance views restricted by existing vegetation close 
to the site. 
 
The application includes additional tree and hedge planting along the sites boundaries, in 
particular to the north in order to screen any fleeting views of the site from the A444. The 
benefit of the existing hedgerow to Acresford Road, and the provision of tree planning and 
hedgerows in addition to fencing (detail of which are to be agreed by condition) is such that 
the site would well screened from the surrounding road and footpath network, sufficient 
privacy would be provided for occupiers of the site whilst also ensuring that the site does not 
appear isolated or intrusive.  
 
This conclusion echoes that of the Inspectors in both previous appeals, who considered that 
subject to a restriction on the number of caravans being placed on the site and further hedge 
and tree planting (as proposed in this application also) they were satisfied that the use of the 
site as a gypsy and traveller site would not result in material harm to character or 
appearance of the countryside. There have been no material changes to the site, its 
disposition or designations that could reasonably be considered to change how this issue 
should be considered. As such the proposed development is considered to comply with the 
visual and landscape considerations as required by policies BNE1, BNE4, BNE5 and H22. 
 
Highway safety 
 
The existing vehicular access to the site was approved in 2007 when associated with the 
equine use of the site. The design of the access is considered suitable, with visibility from 
the site on access and egress considered appropriate. Sufficient space is proposed within 
the site to ensure adequate parking and turning space is available to allow vehicles to leave 
the site is a forward gear.   
 
Vehicle movements generated by the proposal are unlikely to have a negative impact on the 
capacity of the wider highway network. It is noted that the Highway Authority raise no 
objection to the proposal. As such it is considered that the proposal would not adversely 
impact on highway safety to a point where which would reasonably justify refusal of the 
application. It is noteworthy that both previous Inspectors concluded that the development 
would be unlikely to give rise to any material harm to highway safety. As such the proposal is 
considered to comply with the requirements of policies H22, S6 and INF2.   
 
Other issues  
 
Impacts on amenity: The site is such that whilst not considered to be in an unsustainable 
location is sufficiently separated from existing dwellings and other land uses so as to not 
impact on the amenity of surrounded land uses. The application site is located such that the 
amenities of occupiers of the site would not be unduly impacted upon by noise and 
disturbance with sufficient space provided for amenity and play. The comments of residents 
raising concerns about commercial activities are noted and suitably worded conditions can 
be imposed to prevent any commercial use of the land.  
 
Biodiversity: The proposed development subject to adequate control of on-site drainage, the 
provision of additional tree and hedgerow planting, and a planted buffer to be provided in-
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between the site and the Hooborough Brook the proposal would lead to an improvement in 
the biodiversity value of the site.  
  
Flood risk: The application site is located in Flood Zone 1, and as such is at a low risk of 
flooding. However, it should be noted that large part of the applicant’s ownership i.e. the 
remainder of the field outside the application site is at significant risk of flooding and as such 
any development on this area would be inappropriate. 
 
Conclusion 
 
As outlined above the site is considered to be in a suitably sustainable location not away 
from existing settlements, the development of one pitch is considered to be an appropriate 
scale of development for the site which would not dominate the area or settled community, 
suitable drainage from the site can be provided to ensure that there is no harm to the River 
Mease SAC, and subject to a limit on the number of caravans on the site and the provision 
of a detailed landscaping scheme there is considered to be limited harm to the landscape 
and countryside in general. As mentioned above, this is a view recently endorsed by an 
Inspector who allowed an appeal on the site in 2014. 
 
There is clearly a need for new gypsy and traveller sites within the District as identified within 
the GTAA, whilst the immediate need for such sites is being met through the granting of 
permissions since April 2014 the fact that the Council have a lack of a rolling 5 year supply 
of gypsy and traveller pitches carries considerable weight in favour of the proposal. This 
weight coupled with the lack of any demonstrable harm result in the recommendation of 
approval before you. Generally the proposed development is considered to comply with the 
requirements and provisions of the development plan, the PPTS and NPPF.  
 
None of the other matters raised through the publicity and consultation process amount to 
material considerations outweighing the assessment of the main issues set out above. 
 
Recommendation 
 
GRANT permission subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. The development permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years from 

the date of this permission. 

 Reason: To conform with Section 91(1) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
(as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). 

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the site 
plan dated as received on 12 June 2018; unless as otherwise required by condition 
attached to this permission or allowed by way of an approval of a non-material minor 
amendment made on application under Section 96A of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 (as amended). 

 Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of sustainable development. 

3. The site shall not be occupied by any persons other than gypsies and travellers as 
defined in the Government guidance 'Planning Policy for Traveller sites' (August 
2015), or any Government guidance which amends or replaces that guidance. 

 Reason: The creation of a residential use in this location would not normally be 
permitted and an exception has been made to provide accommodation solely for 
gypsies/travellers who satisfy these requirements. 

4. There shall be no more than one pitch on the site and no more than two caravans, as 
defined in the Caravan Sites and Control of Development Act 1960 (as amended) & 
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the Caravan Sites Act 1968, shall be stationed at any time of which only one caravan 
per pitch shall be a residential mobile home/static caravan. 

 Reason: The creation of a residential use in this location would not normally be 
permitted and an exception has been made to provide accommodation solely for 
gypsies/travellers who satisfy these requirements and to the number that has been 
justified, so to preserve the character of the locality and ensure the occupation of the 
site does not dominate the nearest settled community. 

5. No more than one commercial vehicle shall be kept on the land for use by the 
occupiers of the caravans hereby permitted, and it shall not exceed 3.5 tonnes in 
weight. 

 Reason: To safeguard the amenities of nearby occupiers and/or in the interests of 
highway safety. 

6. No commercial activities shall take place on the land, including the storage or burning 
of materials. 

 Reason: To safeguard the amenities of nearby occupiers and/or in the interests of 
highway safety. 

7. a) within 1 month of the date of this decision or prior to the occupation of the site, a 
detailed scheme for the construction of the foul sewer to run from the site to a public 
sewerage connection in the A444 shall have been submitted for the written approval 
of the local planning authority and the said scheme shall be implemented in full and a 
connection made within 6 months of the date of its approval or from first occupation. 
All foul drainage shall be disposed of via this connection. Prior to the completion of 
such a connection any on-site foul drainage shall be disposed of via a contained foul 
system.  

b) within 2 months of the date of this decision or prior to the occupation of the site a 
scheme for: tree, hedge and shrub planting including details of species, plant sizes 
and proposed numbers and densities; a sustainable drainage system for the disposal 
of surface water and a riparian Buffer Zone (hereafter referred to as the site 
development scheme) shall have been submitted for the written approval of the local 
planning authority and the said scheme shall include a timetable for its 
implementation. 

c) the approved schemes shall be carried out and completed in accordance with the 
approved timetable. 

 Reason: Acknowledging the applicants desire to reside on the site as soon as is 
feasible, and in the interests of ensuring appropriate drainage and landscaping is 
provided in a timely manner in the interests of the integrity of the River Mease SAC 
and the appearance of the area. 

8. Within one month of the date of this permission or prior to the occupation of the site, 
the existing unauthorised hardcore material on the site shall be removed and 
deposited to a waste transfer site, the details of which shall have first been submitted 
to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Not less than 48 hours 
written notification shall be given to the local planning authority of the date when the 
material is to be removed from site so that a representative of the local planning 
authority can be present. Evidence or certification of deposition to the agreed site 
shall also be submitted to the Local Planning Authority within one week of the 
material being removed. 

 Reason: To protect the health of the public and the environment from hazards arising 
from previous uses of the site and/or adjacent land which might be brought to light by 
development of it, recognising that failure to address such matters prior to 
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development commencing could lead to unacceptable impacts even at the initial 
stages of works on site. 

9. Prior to the construction of any new areas of hardstanding, details of surfacing and 
hardcore materials shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. The details shall include the source and a chemical analysis of 
the materials to be imported. The areas of hardstanding shall be constructed in 
accordance with the approved details. 

 Reason: In the interest of the visual setting of the development and the surrounding 
area and to protect the health of the public and the environment from hazards. 

10. Within one month of the date of this permission or prior to the first occupation of the 
site, space shall be provided for the parking of a minimum of two vehicles; and 
notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted 
Development) (England) Order 2015, or any statutory instrument amending, revoking 
and/or replacing that Order, such space shall be maintained throughout the life of the 
development free of any impediment to its designated use. 

 Reason: To ensure adequate parking and turning provision, in the interests of 
highway safety. 

11. Prior to the construction of a boundary wall, fence, gate or other means of enclosure, 
details of the position, appearance and materials of such boundary treatments shall 
be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The 
boundary treatments shall be completed in accordance with the approved details 
before the site is occupied or in accordance with a timetable which shall first have 
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted 
Development) (England) Order 2015, or any statutory instrument amending, revoking 
and/or replacing that Order, no further boundary treatments or means of enclosure 
shall thereafter be erected without the permission of the Local Planning Authority 
pursuant to an application made in that regard. 

 Reason: To maintain control in the interest of the character and amenity of the area. 

12. All planting, seeding or turfing comprised in the approved details of soft landscaping 
shall be carried out in the first planting and seeding seasons following the first 
occupation of the buildings or the completion of the development, whichever is the 
sooner; and any plants which within a period of five years (ten years in the case of 
trees) from the completion of the phase die, are removed or become seriously 
damaged or diseased shall be replaced in the next planting season with others of 
similar size and species and thereafter retained for at least the same period, unless 
the Local Planning Authority gives written consent to any variation. 

 Reason: In the interest of the visual setting of the development and the surrounding 
area. 

Informatives: 

1. This project has been screened to assess its impact on the River Mease SAC under 
the Conservation of Habitat and Species Regulations 2010.  The assessment has 
concluded that the development would cause no significant impact and therefore an 
Appropriate Assessment is not required. 
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16/10/2018 

 
Item   1.3 
 
Ref. No. 9/2018/0752/SSA 

 
Applicant: 
Mr Chris Gibbs 
Tricas Construction Ltd On Behalf Of 
Derwent Housing Assoc. 
No. 1 Centro Place  
Pride Park 
Derby 
DE24 8RF 

Agent: 
Mr Sam Dimmack 
Sutton And Wilkinson 
Victoria House 
13 New Penkridge Road 
Cannock 
WS11 1HW 
 
 

 
Proposal:  THE ERECTION OF 100% AFFORDABLE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT FOR 

22 DWELLINGS CONSISTING OF 3 NO TWO BED BUNGALOWS, 4 NO 
TWO BED HOUSES, 15 NO THREE BED HOUSES AND ASSOCIATED 
WORKS ON LAND AT STALEY CLOSE SWADLINCOTE 

 
Ward:  SWADLINCOTE 
 
Valid Date 16/07/2018 
 
Reason for committee determination 
 
The item is presented to Committee as the site is Council owned, and is a major 
development where more than 2 letters of objection having been received.  
 
Site Description 
 
The application site is comprised of three parcels of land, split by an existing residential 
development granted permission in 2009. The two smaller parcels of land front Wilmot Road, 
with the larger rectangular portion of the site located off an existing turning head on Staley 
Close. Two of the three parcels are currently bound by hoardings and the third parcel to the 
south east of the Staley Close access from Wilmot Road, is currently open with a number of 
trees present. The parcels of land are surrounded by existing residential development and 
the total area of the sites is 0.56ha. 
 
Maurice Lea Memorial Park is located approximately 150m to the south of the site offering 
amenity space to existing and future residents. 
 
Proposal 
 
The application proposes the re-development of the site for the erection of 22 affordable 
dwellings, to be developed and managed by Derwent Living. The scheme has been the 
subject of detailed negotiations and amendments to its layout and the design of the 
individual dwellings. 
 
The scheme would see two of the three parcels of land development for housing with the 
third site retained as an area of planted open space to the south of the site access off Wilmot 
Road. The smaller of the parcels to be developed is proposed for the erection of a pair of 
semi-detached bungalows. The larger site is proposed with a mix of detached, semi- 
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detached terraced dwellings, with a layout that addresses Staley Close and its proposed 
extension, whilst retaining the existing pedestrian access to Rosecroft Gardens to the east.  
 
A mix of 3 x two bedroom bungalows, 4 x two bedroom houses and 15 x three bedroom 
houses are proposed. This mix of dwellings was determined by identified need in the area, 
and discussions between Derwent Living and the Councils Strategic Housing Manager in 
particular the need for adaptable bungalows. 
 
Applicant’s supporting information 
 
The Planning Statement supporting the application sets out the policy context for the site 
highlighting the fact that the proposed development is within the settlement boundary of 
Swadlincote and as such the principle of development on this site is considered acceptable, 
in a location that is well suited to residential development. When appraised against the 
National Planning Policy Framework and the Local Plan (Part 1 and 2), the proposal is 
considered to positively contribute to the three interrelated roles of sustainable development. 
The proposals deliver numerous benefits centred on the creation of affordable dwellings, job 
creation and new landscaping and planting. The proposals would reinforce a proportionate 
growth of affordable housing where new residents will spend locally and participate in 
community activity. 
 
The Design and Access Statement notes that the scheme provides the density necessary to 
enable the redevelopment of this area to be financially viable whilst providing much needed 
housing for the Swadlincote area. The contextual assessment of the site highlights the site’s 
constraints and opportunities such as the desire to keep the existing areas of undeveloped 
open space, the shape of the site, proximity of neighbouring properties and existing road 
system. The evaluation of key design influences is considered to have resulted in a 
responsive, sensitively executed design solution that will enhance the visual interest and 
appearance of its surroundings and create a place that optimises the opportunities that are 
available. 
The construction of good quality traditional dwellings will be attractive to local residents and 
future tenants alike and will integrate the development into this area of Swadlincote. 
 
A Tree Survey undertaken at the site identified a number of category C trees within the site 
and a single category B tree. The majority of the category C trees are located within the 
existing area of open space and would not be affected by the development, although a small 
number of self-set young trees would be removed. The single category B tree to the eastern 
boundary of the site is to be retained and any new building is located a sufficient distance 
from the RPA of the tree.  
 
A Phase II Geoenvironmental Assessment and Coal Mining Risk Assessment have been 
undertaken on the site, including sample borehole and trial pit investigations to investigate 
the presence of historical mine workings, shallow coal and unrecorded workings. The reports 
recommends specific foundation designs based on the ground characteristics of that area 
including the area of the site associated with historic clay and coal workings. Analysis of the 
ground gas monitoring undertaken indicates that  gas protection measures will be required. 
 
The Preliminary Ecological Appraisal confirms that the site is of ‘low ecological value’ 
consisting of primarily of improved grassland. There are no Statutory or Non-Statutory 
Designated Nature Conservation Sites within or adjacent to the site or that will be impacted 
by the proposed development, and no protected species were recorded within the site and 
the site has low suitability for any protected species, with no further surveys recommended 
or considered necessary. 
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A Viability Assessment outlines that the build costs of the proposed development would not 
give a surplus over and above the projected development costs. Therefore contributions to 
off-site infrastructure would result in the development becoming unviable and undeliverable. 
 
Planning History 
 
9/2009/0883 The erection of 18 dwellings and associated access, turning and parking. 

Approved 15/12/09. This 100% affordable housing scheme is the existing 
development which separates the parcels of the application site. 

 
Responses to Consultations 
 
The Highway Authority has no objections subject to conditions relating to the submission of a 
construction method statement, and provision of parking and visibility splays.  
 
Environmental Health has no objection subject to conditions relating to contaminated land 
and hours of construction. 
 
The Environment Agency has not commented on the proposal. 
 
The Strategic Housing Manager notes that she has had considerable involvement in the site 
and is happy with the site layout and proposal which will provide for much needed affordable 
rented homes in the area.  
 
The LLFA has no objection to the proposed development subject to conditions. This is 
following the submission of a drainage strategy, which demonstrated that the site is not 
suitable for the use of infiltration drainage.   
 
The National Forest Company note that the site extends to over 0.5ha (0.58 ha), and as 
such 20% of the site should be woodland planting within the application site. As there is 
insufficient space within the site, a financial contribution of £3,850 is requested to 
compensate for the lack of on-site provision. 
 
The Coal Authority notes that the site is in close proximity to three mine entries, and there is 
likelihood that historic shallow coal mining activity took place on the site. As such remedial 
measures are required in order to mitigate any risk posed by any off-site coal mine entry 
collapse. The Coal Authority also notes the presence of shallow fireclay workings and an 
abandoned roadway. Subject to a condition requiring the submission a detailed remediation 
strategy has no objection to the proposed development.    
  
The County Planning Authority comments that the proposed development would generate 
the need to provide an additional 2 infant, 2 junior, 3 secondary and 1 post 16 pupils. Church 
Gresley Infant & Nursery School is project to have sufficient capacity to accommodate the 
additional places generated by the development no contribution is requested. As Pennine 
Way Junior Academy is projected to have insufficient capacity to accommodate the 
additional pupils generated by the development a contribution of £32,375.28 is requested 
towards Project A: Classroom Extension Scheme. In terms of secondary provision, the 
development falls within the normal area of The Pingle Academy which would not have 
sufficient capacity to accommodate the 3 secondary and 1 post-16 places a contribution of 
£99,628.51 is requested towards Project A for additional teaching accommodation.  
  
Responses to Publicity 
 
Three letters of objection have been received, raising the following concerns/points: 
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a) Overlooking concerns; 
b) The creation of an ‘alleyway’ to the rear of 12 Trinity Grove where drugs and 

noise could happen; 
c) Impact of noise levels and swearing which occurred after Staley Close was 

built; 
d) Devaluation of property; 
e) The dwellings should be screened by landscaping such as Rowans or Silver 

Birch Trees.  
 
Development Plan Policies 
 
The relevant policies are: 
 

 2016 Local Plan Part 1: S1 (Sustainable Growth Strategy); S2 (Presumption in 
Favour of Sustainable Development); S4 (Housing Strategy); S6 (Sustainable 
Access); H1 (Settlement Hierarchy); H20 (Housing Balance) 
H21 (Affordable Housing); SD1 (Amenity and Environmental Quality); SD3 
(Sustainable Water Supply, Drainage and Sewerage Infrastructure); SD4 
(Contaminated Land and Mining Legacy Issues); SD5 (Minerals Safeguarding); INF1 
(Infrastructure and Developer Contributions); INF2 (Sustainable Transport); BNE1 
(Design Excellence); BNE2 (Heritage Assets) 

 2017 Local Plan Part 2: SDT1 (Settlement Boundaries and Development), BNE7 
(Trees, Woodland and Hedgerows). 

 
National Guidance 
 

 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
 Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 

 
Local Guidance 
 

 South Derbyshire South Derbyshire Design Guide SPD (Design SPD) 
 
Planning Considerations 
 
The main issues central to the determination of this application are: 
 

 The principle of development; 
 Design and layout; 
 Viability and section 106 requirements; 
 Other matters.  

 
Planning Assessment 
 
The principle of development 
 
The application site is located within the Swadlincote urban area and the re-development of 
the site would facilitate the re-use of an underused and currently vacant site. Being located 
within the urban area, the principle of developing the site for housing draws support from 
policies H1 and S2 which reflect the presumption in favour of sustainable development and 
support residential development in sustainable locations. Vacant sites within the urban area 
are considered to be the most appropriate locations to support higher density developments 
to ensure an efficient use of land in the most sustainable locations, in accordance with Policy 
H20.  
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As set out above the application proposes the development of the site for 22 affordable 
dwellings (100%) of a mix that would meet the identified affordable housing needs of the 
town, assisting with the sites compliance with policy H21 (i.e. the dwellings to be delivered 
meeting the requirements of up to date housing needs evidence).  
 
Design and layout  
 
The site is located in an area of mixed architectural styles, some good quality locally 
distinctive buildings and some in need of improvement. The aim of local and national design 
policies and guidance is to improve and raise the standard of design rather than simply 
copying the built form of an area. Policy BNE1 requires new development to enhance 
community safety by providing safe areas with good natural surveillance, to provide 
attractive legible streets, create a sense of place, create a locally inspired character which is 
visually attractive which respects local townscape and heritage, and the creation of 
continuity and enclosure of the street scene amongst other things.  
 
The principal character of the immediate area surrounding the site area is rather standard 
1960’s suburban housing, with the exception of the part of the site which has been 
developed. The traditional and locally distinctive character of the area comes from Wilmot 
Road and Hastings Road, which has a strong Victorian character.  
 
The design and layout of the scheme has been developed through extensive pre-application 
and post-submission discussions, with the design ethos of Building for Life carried through to 
the site layout and design. This has included ensuring that the dwellings are sited to provide 
strong built frontages, with prominent boundaries proposed as brick walling and dual fronted 
dwellings at corner sites. The design of the dwellings picks up on traditional detailing with 40 
degree pitched roofs, stone cills and lintols, wet verges and overall are considered to 
appropriately reflect the simple Victorian building traditions which would improve the 
character of the area and reflect the existing development on Staley Close. Whilst indicative 
at this stage a suitable landscaping scheme is indicated on the site plan which, subject to the 
detailed species, would reflect the site’s location in the National Forest by providing a small 
woodland (to the site entrance) and specimen trees within the development. 
 
Overall, Building for Life principles are followed in creating affordable, functional and 
sustainable homes and a positive and welcoming built environment, in accordance with 
policy BNE1. The scheme presented is considered to be one that would greatly enhance the 
character and appearance of the area and would result in a very positive lift to a long-
standing vacant site.   
 
Viability and section 106 requirements 
 
Policy INF1 expects that the needs of occupiers of developments are appropriately 
supported and relevant impacts mitigated, in the interests of sustainability. However the 
policy recognises that the viability of developments is a material and mitigating factor when 
determining the extent and priority of developer contributions, as also acknowledged within 
policies H20 and H21. The issue of viability is also outlined in the NPPF with the aim of 
ensuring that developments are deliverable taking into account the costs of development, 
the required mitigation and ensuring competitive returns for willing land owners and 
developers. 
 
The submitted viability assessment has been interrogated and demonstrates that the 
scheme would not be viable if infrastructure contributions were commanded. In this case, 
education contributions and National Forest (as outlined above), are requested and 
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considered to be CIL compliant. With only limited on-site open space provided, some open 
space, sports and built facilities contributions would also be justified.  
 
The potential for contributions is however considered to be overridden by the significant 
benefits this scheme can deliver in respect of affordable housing. Members will be aware 
that a number of strategic sites around Swadlincote are unable to deliver the policy 
requirement of 30% affordable housing, and sites such as this are necessary to make up ‘the 
balance’. This carries significant weight in favour of the proposal. Countering this is the fact 
that social and environmental needs and impacts might not be adequately served, but it is 
not considered this point alone makes this relatively modest development unsustainable in 
principle. It is therefore considered appropriate to forego any financial contributions in the 
interest of ensuring that the proposed affordable comes forward. 
 
Contributions totalling £177,979.28 have been taken into account when looking at the 
viability of the development, and whilst such a significant contribution would render the 
development of the site unviable.  However, the applicants (Derwent Living) propose a 
contribution of £2,500 towards the provision of off-site National Forest Planting 
acknowledging the site location within the National Forest. It is open to Members to consider 
whether they would alternatively wish to re-allocate this contribution towards recreation or 
education provision. 
 
Other matters 
 
Highway safety: The existing access to the site from Wilmot Road (Staley Close) provides 
for suitable access to the site. The layout and highway alignment has been amended to 
ensure that suitable forward visibility is provided around corners in the site. In terms of 
parking provision, 2 dedicated spaces are proposed for each of the dwellings in order to 
comply with the local plan and SPD parking requirements.  
 
Residential amenity: As a result of the orientation of the proposed dwellings, and the 
surrounding dwellings the only area of direct intervisibility would be between plots 6 -10 and 
Nos 10 – 16 Trinity Grove which would exceed the 21m separation distance required by the 
Design SPD and as such the proposed development is not considered to result in significant 
overlooking or overshadowing. There are two areas of land outside of the application to the 
eastern and western boundaries of the site, which it is understood are untitled areas of land 
and as such the use of this land is not within the remit of the application. These areas would 
be enclosed by fencing to prevent access from the site. 
 
Conclusion  
 
The proposal is acceptable in principle taking into account the provisions of the development 
plan, given the site is located within the urban area of Swadlincote. The development is 
considered to meet a recognised need for affordable housing within the District and 
significant weight is afforded to the 100% provision offered here. The proposed development 
is considered to be sensitively sited and designed. Overall the development is considered to 
result in an overall enhancement to the area through the re-development of this untidy 
vacant site. 
 
The site has been the subject of detailed site investigations in respect of, contaminated land 
and coal mining risk and these matters are acceptable subject to conditions and relevant 
mitigation so to comply with the relevant legislation and planning policy. The surrounding 
highway network is considered to have sufficient capacity to accommodate the proposed 
development, and the level of car parking is considered appropriate for this town centre 
location. In addition the proposal is not considered to significantly impact on the amenity of 
any nearby residents. 
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None of the other matters raised through the publicity and consultation process amount to 
material considerations outweighing the assessment of the main issues set out above. 
 
Recommendation 
 
GRANT permission subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. The development permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years from 
the date of this permission. 

 Reason: To conform with Section 91(1) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
(as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). 

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with  Drawing 
Numbers 2488 - 03 Revision F, 2488 - 05 Revision D, 2488 - 06 Revision E, 2488 - 
07 Revision E, 2488 - 08 Revision D, 2488 - 09 Revision D, 2488 - 10 Revision D, 
2488 - 11 Revision D, 2488 - 12 Revision E, and 2488 - 18 including the materials 
detailed therein; unless as otherwise required by condition attached to this 
permission or allowed by way of an approval of a non-material minor amendment 
made on application under Section 96A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
(as amended). 

 Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of sustainable development. 

3. The development shall proceed in accordance with the Tree Protection Measures as 
detailed in the Pre-development Tree Survey June 2018. 

 Reason: In the interests of safeguarding existing trees and the visual amenities of the 
area. 

4. The development shall proceed in accordance with Section 4 of the Phase 1 
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal dated June 2018. All mitigation measures and 
biodiversity enhancement measures contained therein shall be implemented prior to 
the first occupation of the development or in accordance a previously approved 
timetable. 

 Reason: In order to safeguard and enhance habitat on or adjacent to the site in order 
to secure an overall biodiversity gain. 

5. Except in an emergency, no demolition, site clearance, construction, site works, 
fitting out, or deliveries (made to or dispatched from the site) shall take place other 
than between 0800 hours and 1800 hours Mondays to Fridays, and between 0800 
hours and 1300 hours on Saturdays. There shall be no such activities whatsoever on 
Sundays, public holidays and bank holidays. 

 Reason: To safeguard the amenities of nearby occupiers. 

6. No development shall commence until a of a detailed remedial strategy to mitigate 
the risks posed to Plots 17, 20 and 21 by potential future off-site mine entry collapses 
adjacent to the eastern boundary of the site has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved details. 

 Reason: The formulation of a detailed remedial strategy, prior to the commencement 
of development, is considered to be necessary to ensure that appropriate remedial 
and mitigatory measures to address coal mining legacy are identified and carried out 
before building works commence on site and, if necessary, during construction. This 
is in order to ensure the safety and stability of the development, in accordance with 
paragraphs 178 and 179 of the National Planning Policy Framework. 
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7. No development shall commence until a suitable scheme for the prevention of 
ground gas ingress has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. Alternatively the site shall be monitored for the presence of 
ground gas and a subsequent risk assessment completed in accordance with a 
scheme to be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
Both schemes shall meet the requirements in Box 4, Section 3.1 of the Council's 
'Guidance on submitting planning applications for land that may be contaminated', 
and include relevant mitigation where necessary. The approved preventative or 
mitigation measures (if any) shall be incorporated the development and upon 
completion, verification of their correct installation (if any) shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority prior to the first [occupation/use] 
of the development hereby permitted. 

 Reason: To protect the health of the public and the environment from hazards arising 
from previous uses of the site and/or adjacent land which might be brought to light by 
development of it, recognising that failure to address such matters prior to 
development commencing could lead to unacceptable impacts even at the initial 
stages of works on site. 

8. No construction of a building or hard surface, setting of site levels or installation of 
services/utilities shall take place until a detailed design of, and associated 
management and maintenance plan for, surface water drainage of the site, in 
accordance with Defra non-statutory technical standards for sustainable drainage 
systems, has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. The scheme shall demonstrate that, as a minimum, suitable capacity is 
proposed to attenuate peak flows from the site, making allowance for climate change 
and urban creep, and where necessary include measures to capture overland flows 
between proposed and existing properties. The scheme shall also include drawings 
and details, including the colour and appearance of safety railings, of all inlet and 
outfall structures to attenuation ponds. The surface water drainage infrastructure 
shall be installed in conformity with the approved details prior to the first 
occupation/use of each respective building/road/hard surface served by the surface 
water drainage system or in accordance with a phasing plan first submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Those elements of the surface 
water drainage system not adopted by a statutory undertaker shall thereafter be 
maintained and managed in accordance with the approved management and 
maintenance plan. 

 Reason: To ensure that the principles of sustainable drainage can be incorporated 
into the development, noting that initial preparatory and/or construction works may 
compromise the ability to mitigate harmful impacts. 

9. No development, including preparatory works, shall commence until details of 
measures indicating how additional surface water run-off from the site will be avoided 
during the construction works have been submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority. The applicant may be required to provide collection, 
balancing and/or settlement systems for these flows. The approved measures and 
systems shall be brought into operation before any works to create buildings or hard 
surfaces commence. 

 Reason: To ensure surface water is managed appropriately during the construction 
phase of the development, so as not to increase the flood risk to adjacent 
land/properties or occupied properties within the development itself; recognising that 
initial works to prepare the site could bring about unacceptable impacts. 

10. No development including preparatory works, shall commence until a construction 
management plan or construction method statement has been submitted to and been 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The approved plan / statement 
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shall be adhered to throughout the construction period.  The plan / statement shall 
provide for the storage of plant and materials, site accommodation, loading, 
unloading of goods' vehicles, parking of site operatives' and visitors' vehicles, routes 
for construction traffic, hours of operation, method of prevention of debris being 
carried onto highway and any proposed temporary traffic restrictions. 

 Reason: To ensure safe and suitable access for all users, in the interests of highway 
safety, recognising that initial preparatory works could bring about unacceptable 
impacts. 

11. Prior to the construction of a dwelling a scheme for the provision of affordable 
housing as part of the development shall be submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority. The affordable housing shall be provided in accordance 
with the approved scheme and shall meet the definition of affordable housing in 
Annex 2 of the National Planning Policy Framework, or any document that amends or 
replaces it, and the requirements of the Council's Affordable Housing SPD. The 
scheme shall be based on the latest data available from the Council's Strategic 
Housing Manager (or equivalent postholder) and include: 

 (i)  the type and tenure of the affordable housing provision to be made which 
shall consist of not less than 100% of all housing units provided on the site; 

(ii)  the arrangements for the transfer of the affordable housing to an affordable 
housing provider (subject to the product concerned); 

(iii)  the arrangements to ensure that such provision is affordable for both first and 
subsequent occupiers of the affordable housing (subject to the product 
concerned); and 

(iv)  the occupancy criteria to be used for determining the identity of occupiers of 
the affordable housing and the means by which such occupancy criteria shall 
be enforced. 

 Reason: To ensure the provision of affordable housing on the basis that the scheme 
is of marginal viability. 

12. Notwithstanding the submitted details prior to the occupation of a dwelling a scheme 
of hard and soft landscaping shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority. All hard landscaping shall be carried out in accordance with 
the approved details prior to occupation of [the/each respective] dwelling, whilst all 
planting, seeding or turfing comprised in the approved scheme shall be carried out in 
the first planting and seeding seasons following the first occupation of [the/each 
respective] dwelling or the completion of the development, whichever is the sooner; 
and any plants which within a period of five years (ten years in the case of trees) 
from the completion of the development die, are removed or become seriously 
damaged or diseased shall be replaced in the next planting season with others of 
similar size and species and thereafter retained for at least the same period, unless 
the Local Planning Authority gives written consent to any variation. 

 Reason: In the interest of the visual setting of the development and the surrounding 
area. 

13. Prior to the construction of a boundary wall, details of the appearance and materials 
of such boundary treatments shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority. The boundary treatments shall be completed in accordance 
with the approved details in the position detailed on the approved site plan (drawing 
number 2488 - 03 Revision F) before the respective dwelling(s) to which they serve 
is/are first occupied or in accordance with a timetable which shall first have been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted 
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Development) (England) Order 2015, or any statutory instrument amending, revoking 
and/or replacing that Order, no further boundary treatments shall thereafter be 
erected between those approved and the highway or public open space(s). 

 Reason: In the interests of the character and appearance of the area, in particular to 
maintain the character of public realm as secured under the plans hereby approved. 

14. Prior to the first occupation of plots 2 and 5, the forward visibility splay across each 
plot frontage shall be provided in accordance with application drawing 2488 - 03 rev 
F, laid out and constructed as footway, taken into the highway and shall not form part 
of the plot curtilage. 

 Reason: To ensure safe and suitable access for all users, in the interests of highway 
safety. 

15. The premises, the subject of the application, shall not be occupied until the proposed 
new estate street between each respective plot and the existing public highway has 
been laid out in accordance with the approved application drawing (2488 - 03 rev F), 
constructed to base level, drained and lit in accordance with the County Council's 
specification for new housing development roads. 

 Reason: To ensure safe and suitable access for all users, in the interests of highway 
safety. 

16. Prior to the first occupation of any dwelling hereby permitted, space for car parking 
and manoeuvring shall be provided in accordance with the application drawing and 
maintained throughout the life of the development free of any impediment to its 
designated use.  Access to each parking space shall be provided with 2m x 25m 
visibility sightlines in each direction, the area forward of which shall be cleared and 
maintained throughout the life of the development clear of any obstruction exceeding 
600mm in height relative to the nearside carriageway edge. 

 Reason: To ensure safe and suitable access for all users, in the interests of highway 
safety. 

17. If during development any contamination or evidence of likely contamination is 
identified that has not previously been identified or considered, a written scheme to 
identify and control that contamination shall be submitted to and approved in writing 
by the Local Planning Authority prior to any further works taking place on the site. 
This shall include a phased risk assessment carried out in accordance with the 
procedural guidance of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 Part IIA (or equivalent 
guidance which may subsequently update or replace it), and appropriate 
remediation/mitigation proposals. The approved scheme shall be implemented in 
accordance with the approved remediation/mitigation proposals. 

 Reason: To protect the health of the public and the environment from hazards arising 
from previous contamination of the site which might be brought to light by 
development of it. 

18. Each dwelling shall be constructed and fitted out so that the estimated consumption 
of wholesome water by persons occupying the dwelling will not exceed 110 litres per 
person per day, consistent with the Optional Standard as set out in G2 of Part G of 
the Building Regulations (2015). The developer must inform the building control body 
that this optional requirement applies. 

 Reason: To ensure that future water resource needs, wastewater treatment and 
drainage infrastructure are managed effectively, so to satisfy the requirements of 
policy SD3 of the Local Plan. 
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Informatives: 

1. For assistance in complying with planning conditions and other legal 
requirements applicants should consult ""Developing Land within Derbyshire - 
Guidance on submitting applications for land that may be contaminated"". This 
document has been produced by local authorities in Derbyshire to assist developers, 
and is available from http://www.south-
derbys.gov.uk/environment/pollution/contaminated_land/default.asp. The 
administration of this application may be expedited if completion or verification 
evidence is also submitted to the Environmental Health Officer (Contaminated Land) 
in the Environmental Health Department: john.mills@south-derbys.gov.uk.  
 
Further guidance can be obtained from the following:  
 
1. CIRIA C665: Assessing the risks posed by hazardous ground gases into 
buildings  
2. CLR 11: Model Procedures for the Management of Contaminated Land.  
3. CLR guidance notes on Soil Guideline Values, DEFRA and EA.  
4. Investigation of Potentially Contaminated Land Sites - Code of Practice, BSI 
10175 2001.  
5. Secondary Model Procedure for the Development of Appropriate Soil 
Sampling Strategies for Land Contamination, R & D Technical Report P5 - 066/TR 
2001, Environment Agency.  
6. Guidance for the Safe Development of Housing on Land Affected by 
Contamination Environment Agency. ISBN 0113101775.  
7. BS 8576:2013 Guidance on investigations for ground gas. Permanent gases 
and Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs).  
8. BS 8485:2015 Code of practice for the design of protective measures for 
methane an carbon dioxide ground gases for new buildings  
 
2. Pursuant to Section 38 and the Advance Payments Code of the Highways Act 
1980, the proposed new estate roads should be laid out and constructed to 
adoptable standards and financially secured.  Advice regarding the technical, 
financial, legal and administrative processes involved in achieving adoption of new 
residential roads may be obtained from the Strategic Director of the Economy, 
Transport and Environment Department at County Hall, Matlock (Tel: 01629 533190).  
The applicant is advised to allow approximately 12 weeks in any programme of works 
to obtain a Section 38 Agreement. 
 
3. Pursuant to Section 184 of the Highways Act 1980 and Section 86(4) of the 
New Roads and Streetworks Act 1991 prior notification shall be given to the 
Department of Economy, Transport and Communities at County Hall, Matlock 
regarding access works within the highway. Information and relevant application 
forms, regarding the undertaking of access works within highway limits, are available 
via the County Council's website www.derbyshire.gov.uk, email 
Highways.Hub@derbyshire.gov.uk or telephone 01629 533190. 
 
4. The Highway Authority recommends that the first 5m of the proposed access 
driveway should not be surfaced with a loose material (i.e. unbound chippings or 
gravel etc.). In the event that loose material is transferred to the highway and is 
regarded as a hazard or nuisance to highway users the Authority reserves the right to 
take any necessary action against the landowner. 
 
5. The County Council does not adopt any private SuDS schemes. As such, it 
should be confirmed prior to commencement of works which organisation will be 
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responsible for SuDS maintenance once the development is completed. 
Any works in or nearby an ordinary watercourse may require consent under the Land 
Drainage Act (1991) from the County Council (e.g. an outfall that encroaches into the 
profile of the watercourse, etc). To make an application for any works please contact 
Flood.Team@derbyshire.gov.uk. 
The Local Planning Authority should be mindful to obtain all the relevant information 
pertaining to the proposed discharge in land that is not within the control of the 
applicant, which is fundamental to allow the drainage of the proposed development 
site. 
The applicant should demonstrate, to the satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority, 
the appropriate level of treatment stages from the resultant surface water in line with 
Table 4.3 of the CIRIA SuDS Manual C753. This type of development usually 
requires >2 treatment stages before outfall into a surface water body/system which 
may help towards attainment of the downstream receiving watercourse's Water 
Framework Directive good ecological status. 
The County Council would prefer the applicant to utilise existing landform to manage 
surface water in mini/sub-catchments. The applicant is advised to contact the County 
Council's Flood Risk Management team should any guidance on the drainage 
strategy for the proposed development be required. 
 
6. The applicant is advised to note the following in discharging the above 
drainage conditions: 
 
1. The applicant should provide a detailed assessment of the proposed surface water 
drainage system, including but not limited to: 
a. Detailed plans of the surface water drainage system, indicating, pipe diameters, 
gradients, and pipe numbers 
b. A plan detailing the impermeable area for each pipe 
c. A detailed model of the surface water drainage system demonstrating that the 
proposed system does not surcharge during the 1 in 1 year event, flood in the 1 in 30 
year event or Flood building or leave the site in the 100 year + climate change event 
d. The system should be designed to 40% climate change along with an 
incorporation of 10% impermeable area for urban creep. 
e. Detailed design (plans, cross, long sections and calculations) in support of any 
surface water drainage scheme, including details on any attenuation system, and the 
outfall arrangements 
f. Details of how the on-site surface water drainage systems shall be maintained and 
managed after completion and for the lifetime of the development to ensure the 
features remain functional 
g. Production of a plan showing above ground flood pathways where relevant for 
events in excess of 1 in 100 year rainfall to ensure exceedance routes can be safely 
managed 
h. An assessment of the overland flow routes and how they will be managed through 
the site 
 
2. The applicant should submit a comprehensive management plan detailing how 
surface water shall be managed on site during the construction phase of the 
development ensuring there is no increase in flood risk off site or to occupied 
buildings within the development. 
 
7. The applicant and/or developer is reminded of the Council's responsibility to 
issue official addresses for all residential and business premises within South 
Derbyshire. All new addresses are allocated in line with our street naming and 
numbering guidance (search for 'Street naming and numbering' at www.south-
derbys.gov.uk) and you are advised to engage with the Council as soon as possible 
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to enable the issuing of street and property names/numbers created by this 
development. Any number and/or property name that is associated with identifying 
individual properties must be displayed in a clear, prominent position that can be 
read from the roadside. It is the developers' responsibility to erect the appropriate 
signage once the build(s) is/are ready for occupation. There are two types of the 
name plate the Council uses: Type A carries the Council's crest, whilst Type B does 
not. You are advised that the Types are usually expected in the following locations: 
- Type A: on classified (A, B and C) roads, at junctions with classified roads, and at 
the commencement of local distributor roads (roads acting as through routes within 
developments);  
- Type B: intermediate name plates along local distributor roads, on collector roads 
(roads which run within a development providing access and linking small access 
roads and access ways), on access roads (roads serving a small number of houses 
which may also have a surface shared by pedestrians and vehicles), and access 
ways which have a different name from their access road; all unless at a junction with 
a classified road (where Type A will be expected instead). 
Further advice can be found online at www.south-derbys.gov.uk or by calling (01283) 
228706. 
 
8. The developer is strongly encouraged, as part of the delivery of properties on 
the site, to provide full fibre broadband connections (i.e. from streetside cabinet to the 
property). Further details of initiatives to support the provision of full fibre connections 
as part of broadband installation at the site can be obtained from Digital Derbyshire 
on broadband@derbyshire.gov.uk or 01629 538243. 
 
9. Where development is proposed over areas of coal and past coal workings at 
shallow depth, The Coal Authority is of the opinion that applicants should consider 
wherever possible removing the remnant shallow coal. This will enable the land to be 
stablised and treated by a more sustainable method; rather than by attempting to 
grout fill any voids and consequently unnecessarily sterilising the nation's asset. 
 
Under the Coal Industry Act 1994 any intrusive activities, including initial site 
investigation boreholes, and/or any subsequent treatment of coal mine workings/coal 
mine entries for ground stability purposes reqire the prior written permission of The 
Coal Authority, since such activities can have serious publc health and safety 
implications. Failure to obtain permission will result in trespass, with the potential for 
court action. Application forms for Coal Authority permission and further guidance 
can be obtained from the Coal Authority's website at: 
www.coal.gov.uk/services/permissions/index.cfm. 
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16/10/2018 

 
Item   1.4 
 
Ref. No. 9/2018/0863/NO 

 
Applicant: 
Mr John Mills 
Civic Offices  
South Derbyshire District Council  
Civic Way 
Swadlincote 
DE11 0AH 

Agent: 
Mr Martin Harvey 
Harvey & Clarke Ltd 
9-11 Swadlincote Road 
Woodville 
Swadlincote 
DE11 8DE 
 
 

 
Proposal:  ERECTION OF AN ACCOUSTIC BARRIER AROUND THE PERIMETER OF 

THE MARQUEE AT ROSLISTON FORESTRY CENTRE BURTON ROAD 
ROSLISTON SWADLINCOTE 

 
Ward:  LINTON 
 
Valid Date 15/08/2018 
 
Reason for committee determination 
 
The item is presented to Committee as the application is for a Council development.  
 
Site Description 
 
The site consists of an existing marquee which is located within a clearing of dense trees at 
Rosliston Forestry Centre and is currently used for a variety of leisure activities such as 
weddings and ceremonies, food and drink festivals, fayres and for venue hire.  
 
Proposal 
 
Consent is sought to erect a timber acoustic barrier around the perimeter of the east 
elevation of the marquee and 2.5m in length along the north and south elevations of the 
marquee. The acoustic barrier would be erected at the eaves height of the existing marquee 
and would reach a maximum height of 4.6m at its highest point. The acoustic barrier is 
proposed to reduce the level of noise that would be emitted from the marquee during 
evening functions.  
 
Planning History 
 
The following applications have been submitted for the proposed marquee: 
 
9/2015/1060 - Permanent siting of a marquee adjoining an existing stage and WC block in a 
secluded woodland setting – Approved with conditions - 25/01/2016 
 
9/2016/1121 - The variation of condition 2 attached to planning application 9/2015/1060 for 
marquee to be used as an events marquee – Approved with conditions - 18/01/2017 
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Responses to Consultations 
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The Environmental Health Officer has raised no objections.  
 
Responses to Publicity 
 
There have been no letter/emails of objection received from local residents.  
 
Development Plan Policies 
 
The relevant policies are: 
 

 2016 Local Plan Part 1: S1 (Sustainable Growth), S2 (Presumption in Favour of 
Sustainable Development), S6 (Sustainable Access), E7 (Rural Development), SD1 
(Amenity and Environmental Quality), SD4 (Contaminated Land and Mining Legacy 
Issues), BNE1 (Design Excellence), BNE4 (Landscape Character and Local 
Distinctiveness), INF6 (Community Facilities), INF8 (The National Forest), INF9 
(Open Space, Sport and Recreation) and INF10 (Tourism Development). 
 

 2017 Local Plan Part 2: SDT1 (Settlement Boundaries and Development), BNE5 
(Development in Rural Areas) and BNE7 (Trees, Woodland Hedgerows).  

 
National Guidance 
 

 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
 Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 

 
Local Guidance 
 

 South Derbyshire Design Guide SPD 
 

Planning Considerations 
 
The main issues central to the determination of this application are: 
 

 Principle of Development and Visual Impact 
 Impact on Amenity  

 
Planning Assessment 
 
Principle of Development and Visual Impact 
 
Consent is sought for an acoustic barrier to be erected adjoining an existing structure which 
is in use and is currently operational. The proposed works would be an alteration to an 
existing building and would not create a new building or a separate structure in the 
countryside. Policy BNE5 of the Local Plan Part 2 allows for alterations to existing structures 
in a countryside location provided that they would not unduly impact on the character of the 
landscape and surrounding area.  
 
The marquee is located within a dense area of tree planting and has very little wider visibility 
when looking into the site. The eastern elevation of the marquee is located closest the car 
park and would be the first elevation that would be seen when entering the clearing. The 
proposed acoustic fencing would be constructed out of timber and left unpainted to appear 
“rough cut” in appearance. The timber surround would be in keeping with the dense tree 
planting in the area and given the secluded nature of the site, the proposed barrier would 
have very little visual impact. On the basis of this, it is considered that the proposal would 
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not have harmful impact on the character of the area and would comply with the principles of 
policy BNE5 of the Local Plan Part 2.  
 
Impact on Amenity 
 
The acoustic barrier is proposed to reduce the level of noise pollution from the marquee 
when there are functions taking place. The acoustic fencing would be erected along the 
eastern elevation of the marquee which is the elevation that is closest to neighbouring 
properties. It would be considered that the proposed acoustic fencing would have a positive 
impact on the amenity of nearby local residents and would significantly help to reduce the 
level of noise that could be experienced from the marquee. On the basis of this, the 
proposed works would comply with the principles of policy SD1 of the Local Plan Part 1. 
 
Conclusion  
 
The proposed acoustic fencing would have a positive impact on the amenity of local 
residents to enjoy their properties and would have a very minimal visual impact. It would be 
recommended that the application should be approved with conditions.   
 
Recommendation 
 
GRANT permission under regulations 3 and 4 subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. The development permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years from 

the date of this permission. 

 Reason: To conform with Section 91(1) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
(as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). 

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with 
plan/drawing 18.0524 Sheet SK01, received on 8th August 2018; plan/drawing 
18.0524 Sheet SK02, received on 8th August 2018; and plan/drawing Timber Sample 
Photo, received on 2nd October 2018; unless as otherwise required by condition 
attached to this permission or allowed by way of an approval of a non-material minor 
amendment made on application under Section 96A of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 (as amended). 

 Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of sustainable development. 

3. The acoustic barrier fencing shall be erected out of timber and remain unpainted and 
unvarnished in accordance with the submitted photos and application details, unless 
prior to their incorporation into the development, alternative details have first been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The work shall 
be carried out in accordance with the approved details. 

 Reason: To safeguard the appearance of the existing building and the locality 
generally. 
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16/10/2018 

 
Item   1.5 
 
Ref. No. 9/2018/0925/B 

 
Applicant: 
South Derbyshire District Council 
Civic Offices 
Civic Way  
Swadlincote 
DE11 0AH 

Agent: 
Mr Riyan Dalal 
Franklin Ellis Architects 
The Old Pumphouse 
5 The Ropewalk 
Nottingham 
NG1 5DU 
 
 

 
Proposal:  THE VARIATION OF CONDITIONS 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14 AND 

15 OF PLANNING PERMISSION REF: 9/2015/1092 (RELATING TO THE 
ERECTION OF 6 TWO BEDROOM HOUSES WITH ASSOCIATED 
PARKING GARDENS AND ACCESS) TO AMEND THE APPROVED PLANS 
(CONDITION 2), TO AMEND THE PROPOSED MATERIALS (CONDITION 
3), THE PROVISION OF SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE DETAILS 
(CONDITION 4), THE PROVISION OF A CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT 
PLAN (CONDITION 5), DETAILS OF LIKELY CONTAMINATION 
(CONDITION 6), TO AMEND TEMPORARY ACCESS DETAILS 
(CONDITION 7), TO AMEND POSITION OF PLANT AND MATERIALS 
(CONDITION 8), DETAILS OF WHEEL WASHING (CONDITION 9),  TO 
AMEND FOOTWAY DETAILS (CONDITION 10), THE PROVISION OF 
VEHICULAR ACCESS DETAILS (CONDITION 11), TO AMEND PARKING 
LAYOUT (CONDITION 12), TO AMEND BOUNDARY TREATMENT 
DETAILS (CONDITION 14) AND TO AMEND LANDSCAPING DETAILS 
(CONDITION 15) AT  LAND AT SK2915 0614 LULLINGTON ROAD 
OVERSEAL SWADLINCOTE 

 
Ward:  SEALES 
 
Valid Date 24/08/2018 
 
Reason for committee determination 
 
The application is presented to Committee as this is a Council development. 
 
Site Description 
 
The site is located within the settlement boundary of the village of Overseal that has 
previously been used as allotments and for storage purposes. The site slopes in a westerly 
direction away from the adjacent neighbouring residential properties and is open to the 
countryside on the northern boundary and abutting the highway and existing residential 
development to the eastern and southern boundaries. 
 
Proposal 
 
Consent was granted under application reference 9/2015/1092 for the erection of six 
dwellings, in three pairs of semi-detached properties. The development consists of 100%  
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affordable housing. Consent is now sought to amend the proposed plans under condition 2 
of application 9/2015/1092 to change the proposed finished floor levels and to vary condition 
11 of application 9/2015/1092 to amend the proposed parking layout.  
 
Details of proposed materials, surface water drainage, landscaping details, proposed 
boundary treatment and the position of plant and materials storage have also been 
submitted for consideration under the current application to address planning conditions.  
 
Planning History 
 
9/2015/1092 - The erection of six two bedroom houses with associated parking gardens and 
access - Approved with conditions 
 
Responses to Consultations 
 
The Environmental Health Officer has raised no objections to the proposed changes to the 
scheme and considers that the details that have been submitted would satisfy the 
requirement for monitoring of likely contamination through the construction period.  
 
The County Highway Authority has raised no objections to the changes to the proposed 
parking layout, of which there would still be sufficient turning and manoeuvring within the site 
and the proposed accesses would remain unchanged. The proposed vehicular access 
details, the proposed wheel washing details, details of the storage of materials during the 
construction phase and the proposed footway details would also satisfy the requirements of 
conditions 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11 of planning application 9/2015/1092.  
 
In term of impact on the River Mease, the proposed details show that surface water could be 
accommodated at the site and would discharge to a surface water drain in the event of 
excessive flow. These details would be suitable and would satisfy the details required for the 
discharge of surface water details as part of condition 4 attached to application 9/2015/1092. 
 
Responses to Publicity 
 
There have been no letters/emails of objection received from local residents.  
 
Development Plan Policies 
 
The relevant policies are: 
 

 2016 Local Plan Part 1: S1 (Sustainable Growth Strategy), S2 (Presumption in 
Favour of Sustainable Development), S6 (Sustainable Access, H1 (Settlement 
Hierarchy), H21 (Affordable Housing), SD1 (Amenity and Environmental Quality), 
SD3 (Sustainable Water Supply, Drainage and Sewerage Infrastructure), SD4 
(Contaminated Land and Mining Legacy Issues), BNE1 (Design Excellence), BNE4 
(Landscape Character and Local Distinctiveness), INF2 (Sustainable Transport) and 
INF8 (The National Forest). 
 

 2017 Local Plan Part 2: SDT1 (Settlement Boundaries and Development). 
 
National Guidance 
 

 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
 Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 
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Local Guidance 
 

 South Derbyshire Design Guide SPD 
 
Planning Considerations 
 
The main issues central to the determination of this application are: 
 

 Changes to the proposed parking layout 
 Change to proposed finished floor levels  
 Conditions details 

 
Planning Assessment 
 
Changes to the proposed parking layout 
 
The proposed changes to the car parking layout would not affect the proposed access points 
approved as part of planning application 9/2015/1092. The two car parking spaces to serve 
plot number one, were originally proposed to the front of the dwelling (plot 1) under 
reference 9/2015/1092 and were to be laid out side by side. The amended parking layout 
submitted as part of the current application seeks to create two captive spaces to the front of 
the dwelling (plot 1). However, there would still be sufficient space within the site to provide a 
good level of turning space and manoeuvring space to accommodate this change. The 
amended layout would provide a good level of turning space to allow cars to leave the site in 
a forward gear and would comply with the principles of policy INF2 of the Local Plan Part 1.  
 
Changes to the proposed finished floor levels  
 
The site is located on a gradient that slopes downwards in a south westerly direction away 
from the existing neighbouring residential properties. The proposed finished floor levels of 
the pair of semi-detached properties that are positioned closest to the immediate 
neighbouring residential property would be raised a further 0.1m in comparison to the 
original permission, the finished floor levels of the second pair of semi-detached properties 
would be raised a further 0.2m in height and the finished floor levels of the last pair of semi-
detached dwellings would be a further 0.5m in height. The proposed changes of the land 
levels would still reflect the proportions and existing floor heights of the neighbouring 
properties and would not detract from the existing street scene. The amended floor levels 
would have a very minimal impact on the amenity of neighbouring residential properties due 
to the small increase in height in close proximity to the neighbouring dwelling. On the basis 
of this, it is considered that the proposed changes would be consistent with policies BNE1 
and SD1 of the Local Plan Part 1.  
  
Conditions details 
 
The current application would seek to create a new permission for the development and the 
applicant has provided details to amend the conditions that would be required for the 
application and as a way of discharging the relevant details.  
 
Condition 3 attached to planning application 9/2015/1092 sought the details of materials 
prior to the construction of the dwellings. Details have been submitted which stipulate that 
the external walls would be constructed using Maxwell Bricks in an Irish Rose colour in a 
stretcher bond coursing and that the roof would be tiled in Fortecrete Gemini Twin Locking 
roof tiles in slate grey colour. These details would be considered suitable the proposed 
materials condition could be amended to reflect these details unless alternative materials are 
first submitted for approval prior to construction.  
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As part of condition 4 attached to application 9/2015/1092, surface water drainage details 
were required to be submitted. The submitted drawing number 11803-WMS-ZZ-XX-DR-C-
39201-S2-P3, shows that surface water would drain to three attenuation ponds to the front of 
the site and excess shall drain to a surface water drain in extreme events. These details are 
considered to be suitable and the condition would be amended to be in accordance with 
these details.  
 
Condition 5 attached to planning application 9/2015/1092 required a Construction 
Management Plan (CMP) to be submitted, demonstrating how the impact of the construction 
phase on the River Mease SAC could be mitigated. A Construction Management Plan 
(CMP) was submitted on 24th August 2018 which satisfies these requirements. Subject to 
the compliance with the submitted CMP it is considered that these details would be suitable 
and that the condition could be amended to reflect this information.  
 
Conditions 7 and 8 attached to planning application 9/2015/1092 stipulated that a temporary 
access for the construction phase of the development and a designated area for materials 
storage should be submitted for approval. Details have been submitted showing the use of 
two of the proposed accesses for the construction traffic; one for incoming vehicular traffic 
and one for vehicular traffic leaving the site and a separate entrance for pedestrians to the 
east of the site. An area to the south west of the site has been shown for the storage of 
materials. It would be considered that subject to the highway being kept clear at all times, 
that these details would be suitable and would satisfy the requirements of these conditions 
and the proposed conditions could be amended accordingly.  
 
Amendments are sought to the proposed boundary treatment that were approved as part of 
planning application 9/2015/1092. This would include a 0.925m high retaining wall to be 
erected to the south western side of the site to accommodate the increase in land levels and 
with the proposed 1.2m close board fencing to be erected on top of this. The retaining wall 
would be constructed out of Maxwell Bricks in an Irish Rose colour in a stretcher bond 
coursing which would match the proposed dwellings. Given the height of the proposed 
retaining wall, it would not be considered that this would have a harmful visual impact or 
would result in creating an urbanising effect on the approach to the village and would comply 
with the principles of policy BNE1 of the Local Plan Part 1. On the basis of this, condition 14 
attached to planning application 9/2015/1092 could be amended to reflect these new details.  
 
As part of condition 15 attached to planning application 9/2015/1092, details of the proposed 
landscaping scheme for the development were required prior to the occupation of the 
proposed dwellings. Details have been submitted as part of the current application which 
show the proposed areas of hardstanding and the surfacing materials, lawn areas, the 
retention of the existing hedgerow, the attenuation basins to the front of the site and the 
areas of planting. These details would be suitable to be implemented prior to the occupation 
of the dwellings and it would be suitable for the condition to be amended accordingly.  
  
None of the other matters raised through the publicity and consultation process amount to 
material considerations outweighing the assessment of the main issues set out above. 
 
Recommendation 
 
GRANT permission under regulations 3 and 4 subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. The development permitted shall be begun before the 1st March 2019. 

 Reason: To conform with Section 91(1) of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1990 
(as amended by section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). 
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2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with 
plans/drawings LRO-FEA2485-EX-XXX-DX-A-00001 Rev C; LRO-FEA2485-EX-
XXX-DX-A-00002 Rev C, LRO-FEA2485-BU-ZZZ-DP-A-15000 Rev C; LRO-
FEA2485-BU-ZZZ-DP-A-15001 Rev B; LRO-FEA2485-EX-XXX-DX-A-05000 Rev D; 
LRO-FEA2485-EX-XXX-DX-A-05001 Rev D; LRO-FEA2485-EX-XXX-DX-A-05002 
Rev D; and LRO-FEA2485-EX-XXX-DZ-A-25000 Rev D; unless as otherwise 
required by condition attached to this permission or allowed by way of an approval of 
a non-material minor amendment made on application under Section 96A of the 
Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended). 

 Reason: For the avoidance of doubt. 

3. The walls of the dwelling houses shall be constructed using Maxwell Bricks in an Irish 
Rose colour in a stretcher bond coursing and the roof shall be tiled in Fortecrete 
Gemini Twin Locking roof tiles in slate grey colour, unless prior to their incorporation 
into the development, alternative details are first submitted to, and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority. 

 Reason: To safeguard the appearance of the existing building and the locality 
generally. 

4. Prior to the occupation of the dwellings, all surface water drainage details shall be 
constructed in accordance with the approved application drawings (drawing number 
11803-WMS-ZZ-XX-DR-C-39201-S2-P3), unless prior to their incorporation into the 
development, alternative details are first submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority. 

 Reason: To safeguard and improve the water quality within the River Mease Site of 
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)/Special Area of Conservation (SAC). 

5. The proposed development shall be carried out throughout the construction period in 
conformity with the submitted Construction Management Plan (CMP), recieved on 
24th August 2018, unless an alternative Construction Management Plan is first 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority and shall be 
carried out in accordance with the approved details. 

 Reason: To safeguard and improve the water quality within the River Mease Site of 
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)/Special Area of Conservation (SAC), noting that 
initial works have the potential for unacceptable impacts unless appropriately 
controlled. 

6. If during development any contamination or evidence of likely contamination is 
identified that has not previously been identified or considered, then the applicant 
shall submit a written scheme to identify and control that contamination.  This shall 
include a phased risk assessment carried out in accordance with the procedural 
guidance of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 Part 2A, and appropriate 
remediation proposals, and shall be submitted to the LPA without delay.  The 
approved remediation scheme shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the LPA. 

 Reason: To protect the health of the public and the environment from hazards arising 
from previous contamination of the site which might be brought to light by 
development of it. 

7. Before any other operations are commenced, temporary accesses for construction 
purposes shall be formed to Lullington Road, laid out, constructed and provided with 
2.4m x 47m visibility splays in each direction in accordance with the access details 
shown on plan/drawings; LRO-FEA2485-EX-XXX-DX-A-05002 Rev D and the Site 
Setup and Logistics Plan, recieved on 24th August 2018. The sightlines being 
cleared of all obstructions greater than 1m in height (0.6m in the case of vegetation), 

Page 81 of 110



maintained throughout the contract period free from any impediment to its designated 
use. 

 Reason: In the interests of highway safety, noting that initial works have the potential 
for unacceptable impacts unless appropriately controlled. 

8. Before any other operations are commenced, the space provided within the site 
curtilage for the storage of plant and materials, site accommodation, loading and 
unloading of good vehicles, parking and manoeuvring of site operatives and visitors 
vehicles, shall be laid out and constructed in accordance with plan/drawing; the Site 
Setup and Logistics Plan, received on the 24th August 2018. Unless prior to the 
layout of the storage and manoeuvring area, alternative details are first submitted to 
and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The approved layout shall 
be maintained throughout the contract period with all storage of materials and wheel 
washing clear of the highway. 

 Reason: In the interest of highway safety, noting that initial works have the potential 
for unacceptable impacts unless appropriately controlled. 

9. Throughout the period of construction within any phase vehicle wheel cleaning 
facilities shall be provided and retained within the site. All construction vehicles shall 
have their wheels cleaned before leaving the site in order to prevent the deposition of 
mud or other extraneous material on the public highway. 

 Reason: In the interests of highway safety. 

10. Prior to the first occupation of any dwelling, a new footway shall be provided fronting 
the application site. The footway shall be constructed at the rear of the existing 
highway, have a width of 2m and be constructed to the adoption standards in 
accordance with Derbyshire County Council's specification for adopted highways. For 
the avoidance of doubt, the remaining highway margin shall be retained as grass 
verge and any damage caused during construction phase shall be reinstated prior to 
the first occupation. 

 Reason: In the interest of highway saftey and to achieve safe access. 

11. Prior to the first occupation of any dwelling, the new vehicular accesses shall be 
formed to Lullington Road, laid out and constructed in accordance with Derbyshire 
County Council's specifications for adopted highways. 

 Reason: In the interest of highway safety. 

12. Prior to the first occupation of any dwelling, the car parking and manoeuvring space 
as shown on the approved drawings shall be laid out and maintained throughout the 
life of the development free from any impediment to its designated use. 

 Reason: In the interests of highway safety. 

13. Any gates shall be set back at least 5m from the highway boundary and open 
inwards only. 

 Reason: In the interests of highway safety. 

14. The proposed boundary treatment as shown on plan/drawings LRO-FEA-EX-XX-DP-
A-1800 Rev A; LRO-FEA-EX-XX-DP-A-1801 Rev A and LRO-FEA-EX-XX-DD-A-
6900 Rev A; shall be erected and planted prior to the first occupation of the proposed 
dwellings, unless prior to their incorporation into the development, alternative details 
are first submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The 
boundary treatment shall be erected in accordance with the approved details prior to 
the first occupation of the dwellings. 

 Reason: In the interests of the appearance of the area. 
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15. The landscaping scheme as shown on plan/drawings; LRO-FEA-EX-XX-DP-A-1801 
Rev A and LRO-FEA-EX-XX-DP-A-1800 Rev A; shall be planted prior to the first 
occupation of the proposed dwellings, unless prior to their incorporation into the 
development, alternative details have first been submitted to and approved in writing 
by the Local Planning Authority. The landscaping scheme shall be planted in 
accordance with the approved details. 

 Reason: In the interests of the appearance of the area, recognising that initial 
clearance and groundworks could compromise the long term health of the 
trees/hedgerows affected. 

16. All planting, seeding or turfing comprised in the approved details of landscaping shall 
be carried out in the first planting and seeding seasons following the occupation of 
the buildings or the completion of the development, whichever is the sooner; and any 
trees or plants which within a period of five years from the completion of the 
development die, are removed or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be 
replaced in the next planting season with others of similar size and species, unless 
the Local Planning Authority gives written consent to any variation. 

 Reason: In the interests of the appearance of the area. 

Informatives: 

1. In dealing with this application, the Local Planning Authority has worked with 
the applicant in a positive and proactive manner through seeking to resolve planning 
objections and quickly determining the application. As such it is considered that the 
Local Planning Authority has implemented the requirement set out in paragraphs 186 
and 187 of the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 
2. Pursuant to Section 184 of the Highways Act 1980 and Section 86(4) of the 
New Roads and Streetworks Act 1991 prior notification should be given to the 
Department of Economy and Transport & Environment at County Hall, Matlock 
regarding access works within the highway. Information, and relevant application 
forms, regarding the undertaking of access works within highway limits is available 
via the County Councils website: 
http://www.derbyshire.gov.uk/transport_roads/roads_traffic/development_control/vehi
cular_access/default.asp email ETENetmanadmin@derbyshire.gov.uk or telephone 
call Derbyshire on 01629 533 190. 
 
3. Pursuant to Section 163 of the Highways Act 1980, where the site curtilage 
slopes down towards the public highway measures shall be taken to ensure that 
surface water run-off from within the site is not permitted to discharge across the 
footway margin. This usually takes the form of a dish channel or gulley laid across 
the access immediately behind the back edge of the highway, discharging to a drain 
or soakaway within the site. 
 
4. The Highway Authority recommends that the first 5m of the proposed access 
driveway should not be surfaced with a loose material (i.e. unbound chippings or 
gravel etc.). In the event that loose material is transferred to the highway and is 
regarded as a hazard or nuisance to highway users the Authority reserves the right to 
take any necessary action against the householder. 
 
5. Pursuant to Sections 149 and 151 of the Highways Act 1980, the applicant 
must take all necessary steps to ensure that mud or other extraneous material is not 
carried out of the site and deposited on the public highway. Should such deposits 
occur, it is the applicant's responsibility to ensure that all reasonable steps (eg; street 
sweeping) are taken to maintain the roads in the vicinity of the site to a satisfactory 
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level of cleanliness. 
 
6. Pursuant to Section 278 of the Highways Act 1980 and the provisions of the 
Traffic Management Act 2004, no works may commence within the limits of the public 
highway without the formal written Agreement of the County Council as Highway 
Authority. It must be ensured that public transport services in the vicinity of the site 
are not adversely affected by the development works. Advice regarding the technical, 
legal, administrative and financial processes involved in Section 278 Agreements 
may be obtained by contacting the Director of Environmental Services at County Hall, 
Matlock (tel: 01629 580000 and ask for the Area Development Manager). The 
applicant is advised to allow approximately 12 weeks in any programme of works to 
obtain a Section 278 Agreement. 
 
7. The proposed development lies within a coal mining area which may contain 
unrecorded coal mining related hazards.  If any coal mining feature is encountered 
during development, this should be reported immediately to The Coal Authority on 
0345 762 6848.  It should also be noted that this site may lie in an area where a 
current licence exists for underground coal mining. Further information is also 
available on The Coal Authority website at: 
www.gov.uk/government/organisations/the-coal-authority. Property specific summary 
information on past, current and future coal mining activity can be obtained from: 
www.groundstability.com. 
 
8. It would be advisable to ensure that any new hard surfaces are constructed of 
permeable materials to control and contain surface water runoff. 
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Item   2.1 
 
Ref. No. 9/2018/0269/FM 

 
Applicant: 
 Harpur Crewe Llc 
 C/O Agent   

Agent: 
Mr S Raju 
R3design Developments Ltd 
The Glasshouse 
9 Hallam Close 
Littlethorpe 
LE19 2LA 
 
 

 
Proposal:  DEMOLITION OF EXISTING GARAGE AND PART OF FRONTAGE WALL 

AND CONVERSION OF EXISTING OUTBUILDING TO FORM A 
RESIDENTIAL DWELLING AT  31 CHAPEL STREET TICKNALL DERBY 

 
Ward:  REPTON 
 
Valid Date 05/03/2018 
 
Introduction 
 
Members will recall deferring these applications at the meeting on the 5 June 2018 to allow 
for a site visit to take place, and that an independent structural survey of the building be 
commissioned and undertaken. 
 
The Structural Report has now been received, and where appropriate the report has been 
updated with any new text provided within the report in italics. 
 
Members should be aware that the Council has received appeals against the two 
applications based on the failure of the Council to determine the applications within the 
appropriate period. As the determination of the proposals is now in the hands of the Planning 
Inspectorate this report will ask members to consider how they would be minded to 
determine the application given that opportunity. The deadline for the Councils Statement of 
Case is the 23 October 2018. 
 
This application is to be considered jointly with an application for conservation area consent 
9/2018/0289 below. 
 
Reason for committee determination 
 
The item is presented to Committee at the request of Councillor Stanton as local concern 
has been expressed about a particular issue. 
 
Site Description 
 
The application site is located to the north eastern part of the village, and currently forms 
part of the rear garden to 31 Chapel Street. The outbuilding to which this application relates 
is a single storey building constructed in red brick with sections of stone under a plain clay  
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tiled roof. The building is set back from Chapel Street behind a flat roofed garage and the 
building forms part of the boundary of the site with the adjacent 35 Chapel Street. 
 
The site is bound to the north, east and west by existing domestic boundaries, with what is 
now the extended domestic curtilage of 29 Chapel Street beyond the northern boundary of 
the site. To the south is Chapel Street beyond which lie a number of bungalows with the 
main road though Ticknall further to the south which runs parallel to Chapel Street.  
 
The application site is located within the settlement boundary for Ticknall as identified within 
the Local Plan Part 2, and lies within the Ticknall Conservation Area. Whilst the building itself 
is not identified within the Conservation Area Character Statement the adjacent dwellings 
(Nos 29, 31 and 35) are identified as other buildings with contribute positively to the special 
architectural or historic character of the conservation area.  
 
Proposal 
 
The proposal is submitted in two parts, and as such has resulted in two applications. The 
first being an application for conservation area consent for the demolition of part of the front 
boundary wall to the site, and the second for planning permission for the conversion of the 
building.  
 
The proposal is for the demolition of the existing garage and the conversion of the existing 
brick built building in to a one bedroom dwelling. The existing building is single storey and L-
shaped in plan. Internally the outbuilding is sub-divided by brick walls into three separate 
spaces, with the remnants of a chimney apparent. The proposal includes the creation of a 
new domestic curtilage by sectioning off part of the existing garden for No 31. An extended 
car parking area is proposed to serve the existing and proposed dwelling.    
 
Applicant’s supporting information 
 
A Planning and Heritage Statement with Design & Access Statement describes the 
development proposals, the site and its historical background. The development plan polices 
are considered and summarised as are the main relevant elements of the NPPF. The 
principle of development is considered to be appropriate due to the sites location within 
Ticknall, identified by the local plan as a Local Service Village where new residential 
development is considered to be appropriate. The statement highlights the proposals 
benefits in terms of offering an economically viable means of securing the long term future of 
the building as supported by policies BNE2 and BNE10. The findings of the structural report 
are noted insofar as the existing building is considered to be capable of conversion in to a 
dwelling with alterations to the building seeking to retain the overall character and 
appearance of the building through the re-use of existing openings (where possible). The 
statement notes that the building is not in an isolated location where more rigorous 
standards are applied to conversions. The amenity of neighbouring dwellings is considered 
to be protected, with 80 sq.m of amenity space proposed for the dwelling, with existing 
windows and openings re-used where appropriate. The building is not considered to make a 
particularly strong contribution to the appearance of the area due to being set back from the 
street frontage and largely hidden by an existing flat roofed garage. However, due to the 
buildings overall age and association with the neighbouring cottage the building illustrates an 
aspect of the areas historical development and contributes to the areas overall character. 
The building is considered to be underutilised and its loss though neglect would be contrary 
to policy BNE10, the proposals seek to secure the long-term preservation of the building 
offering a sympathetic and considered approach to the conversion of this building that will 
minimise harm to the building and to the overall character and appearance of the area. The 
removal of part of the front boundary wall is not considered to be out of context with the 
character of Chapel Street, creating a balance in the immediate street scene akin to the lack 
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of boundary wall to the frontage of No 29 Chapel Street. Overall these proposals are 
intended to bring forward a high quality, sustainable residential development, that makes the 
most beneficial use of this under-utilised building without compromising the quality or the 
amenities of the surrounding area and the proposal would not harm the character or 
appearance of the Conservation Area or the setting of the designated heritage assets within 
the vicinity of the site.        
 
The Structural Report accompanying the application assess the existing building and notes 
the following points; The sagging roof and purlins; Perishing mortar in places, with some 
areas of spalled brickwork; End gable walls being only 100mm thick; No signs of foundation 
movement; and that the trial pit excavated shows a sandstone foundation. 
Recommendations are made that; If the reduction in floor level exceeds 425mm from the 
existing internal floor level is likely to require underpinning; All existing roof rafters and 
purlins should be replaced; Timber trusses require further inspection if they are to remain; 
Fixing of ridge beams to prevent the roof spreading; Strapping required at all junction of 
external walls; and strengthening of the end gable walls as part of the conversion. The report 
concludes that subject to the remedial works being carried out the building is suitable for 
conversion from the structural view point. 
 
A letter commenting on the responses received on the application has been submitted on 
behalf of the applicant. The letter comments on the objector’s locus being an occupier 
adjacent to the development, the comments on the structural condition of the building and its 
ability to withstand the conversion being anecdotal given the lack of engineering 
qualifications and expertise. The overall support for the proposal in the development plan for 
development within settlement boundaries is noted and the fact that the development clearly 
comprises sustainable development. The letter notes that the only empirical evidence before 
the Council is the Structural Report prepared by a Chartered Engineer and Member of the 
Institute of Civil and Structural Engineers which concludes that the building is suitable for the 
proposed conversion works subject to undertaking a number of recommended remedial 
measures;  
 
 “The building does not require extensive demolition and there are no concerns 

regarding foundation movement. Therefore we conclude that the building is suitable 
for the proposed conversion works from the structural viewpoint.” 

 
From a planning viewpoint, this evidence should be more than sufficient to satisfy the 
Council, with any matters of detail, including if necessary method of construction being 
capable of being dealt with by condition. In terms of the removal of a section of wall there is 
no evidence of the historic importance of the wall. The wall is not statutorily listed and no 
direct reference is made to it (or the wider application site) within the Conservation Area 
Character Statement, the same comment applies to the removal of the chimney. The 
minimal harm (if any) caused by the removal of the chimney will be more than outweighed by 
the public benefits outweighed by the public benefits of bringing the building back in to 
beneficial use and the demolition of the garage.  
 
Planning History 
 
No determined applications relevant to the current proposals. 
 
Responses to Consultations 
 
The Highway Authority consider that due to Chapel Street not being an adopted road any 
off-site car parking is likely to cause an inconvenience to local users rather than a highway 
safety issue. Given this matter the Highway Authority do not consider that an objection could 
be sustained and therefore do not object to the proposal. 
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The Development Control Archaeologist considered that should the building be converted a 
pre-conversion programme of building recording should be undertaken and secured by 
condition.  
 
The Structural Survey undertaken at the request of Members 
 
The survey carried out was a visual inspection of the buildings, which also included a 
number of trial pit investigations. The report notes that the building has suffered from neglect 
and poor maintenance over the years and recommends that as a minimum even if the 
conversion does not proceed, a maintenance plan to ensure future stability of the building 
should be undertaken. The following issues and deficiencies were identified in the existing 
building: 
 

a) The implications of the slope of the existing ridge and eaves lines and the 
alignment of the front and rear walls. 

b) The adequacy of the existing roof structure. 
c) Damaged and displaced roof tiles, weathered bricks and mortar that allow 

water to penetrate into the building interior – the most likely cause for 
softening of the clay bed that has been provided beneath the foundations and 
the leaning walls. 

d) The existing leans and distortion of the perimeter walls. 
e) Poor construction practice used for historic alterations to the building. 
f) Cracking in the cross walls and separation between the cross walls and the 

front and rear walls. 
g) The existing foundation formation levels and the levels of the underlying 

bedrock.   
 
The report concludes with a number of recommendations that would need to be addressed 
in any works for the conversion of the building: 
 

a) The method and sequence for underpinning the existing foundations, noting 
that extensive underpinning is likely to be required and that due to the 
proposed reduced ground floor and external ground levels this is likely to 
require break-out of the bedrock and downward extension of some walls. The 
proposals would need to address temporary wall stability including the 
implications of vibration from break-out of the bedrock as well as the 
sequence of working. 

b) The method by which the existing sloping front and rear walls would be 
adapted to achieve the proposed level eaves detail will need to be identified, 
noting that it is the structural engineer’s opinion that rebuilding of the front and 
gable walls and partial rebuilding of the rear wall would be the best approach 
to achieve a satisfactory outcome.  

c) The approach to rebuilding and/or satisfactory remedial support of the leaning 
and distorted perimeter walls that are to be retained, noting that without 
alternative support (eg from the roof) the stability of some walls would seem to 
be either borderline or inadequate. 

d) The implications of the increased height of retained earth on the perimeter 
walls arising from the reduced level dig for the internal floor construction 
should be assessed, noting that to do this the proposed external ground and 
finished floor levels, and the depth of reduced level dig would need to be 
identified. In addition the requirements for new retaining walls to the north of 
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building should be identified, as should the drainage of the sunken yard in this 
area.  

e) The proposed construction of the perimeter cavity walls and of the ground 
floor should be identified, ensuring breathable construction to minimise the 
risk of future damp problems.    

 
The report identifies the need for a new roof to be provided for the building although this was 
also a recommendation of the previous survey undertaken by the applicant. The report notes 
that the due to the sloping brickwork on the front and rear elevations it would be difficult to 
achieve an aesthetically pleasing detail for the level eaves proposed. As a result of this and 
the stability concerns, the report recommends that the front wall would require 
reconstruction. The stability concerns are further highlighted by the likely difficulty that would 
occur in underpinning the front wall and also the two gable walls which are also 
recommended to be taken down and new walls rebuilt on new foundations. The report goes 
on to also recommend that the upper section of the rear wall is reconstructed. This would 
result in the loss of a significant majority of the building in order to successfully provide for a 
building suitable for occupation as a dwelling. 
 
Responses to Publicity 
 
Ticknall Parish Council objects to the proposal for the following reasons. 
 

i) The Parish Council objects to the demolition of part of frontage wall. 
ii) The Parish Council requests that you pay attention to the detailed letter, and 

his expertise on the subject that you have received from Mr. B. Wolsey on the 
matter. 

iii) The Parish Council requests that the Planning Application goes to the 
Planning Committee for a decision.  

 
3 objections have been received, raising the following concerns;  
 

a) Structural Survey; Does the building have a sandstone foundation? Insufficient 
information has been submitted to demonstrate that this is true. As a result of 
gardening experience adjacent to the site earth below the top soil is generally 
sedimentary rock such as that detailed within the submitted structural report and this 
questions whether there is a foundation for the building, without which it would 
undermine the consultants conclusions that the building is sound and capable of 
conversion. The internal reduction in floor levels by up to 600mm in places would 
leave part of the perimeter walls standing on unsupported ground. In addition, the 
chances of there being a solid sandstone foundation as shown on the survey 
drawings on the eastern wall is unproven and highly unlikely. 

b) The Proposals; Whilst the submitted survey is accurate, the proposed drawings 
indicate a horizontal eaves and not one rising with the ground as shown on the 
survey. The increase in heights, will need new brickwork and likely ‘bodged 
brickwork’ that is not appropriate for a conservation area. The reduction in ground 
levels internally of up to 250mm which with the required internal slab would be some 
600mm of excavated depth, and 750mm externally. The excavation works outside 
the building will be below the level which the brickwork commences it is not clear how 
new brickwork can be inserted below the level of the existing, which in any event 
would not be allowed under Building Regulations. 

c) Why does this all matter?; What has been submitted is not possible to execute. No 
method statement has been submitted so it is assumed that during the building works 
the external walls will be in danger of collapsing which if underpinning is commenced 
then collapse of the building is inevitable. As such this cannot be considered to be a 
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conversion and the proposals will actually result in the destruction of the very 
heritage asset that they seek to protect. 

d) Visual Impact and Impact upon the Conservation Area; The demolition of a section of 
wall adjoining No 35 Chapel Street, which appears to have been done to facilitate 
access to two parking spaces. However, with the demolition of the garage there 
appears no apparent justification for the removal of this historically important wall and 
as such there is no justification for its demolition. The justification for this removal 
refers to balancing the open area to the west of No 29, this area has been open since 
before the designation of the conservation area, and these areas cannot be 
considered alike and the justification does not stand up to scrutiny. There are a 
number of errors in the reports including reference to the removal of the cherry tree 
which appears to be retained and reference to the building of a new kitchen. The 
creation of an independent dwelling has forced the unnecessary use of fencing and 
walling along the new boundary which are alien features in the conservation area. 
The removal of the chimney is not explained or justified. The demolition of the 
existing garage on the site is one part of the proposals which can be supported.  

e) Impact upon on-street parking and highway safety; The proposal makes no provision 
for additional off-street parking, as such the potentially generated two additional 
spaces required will result in on-street parking on Chapel Street. There is already an 
acknowledged parking problem, most of which is as a result of the Councils failure as 
landlord to make any provision for its own tenants in the bungalows. There is 
therefore considerable competition for spaces especially at weekends when visitors 
attempt to park. There are no turning facilities on Chapel Street. 

f) Historical Significance of the building; There are a number of outbuildings in Chapel 
Street and this is the biggest, most prominent and potentially important due to its 
possible previous uses either as a washhouse, blacksmiths or Brewhouse or any 
number of trades that were carried out in Ticknall and this proposal would result in 
the unwarranted loss of this historical asset. 

g) Residential amenity; The building would provide a very poor standard fo amenity for 
the prospective occupier with little outlook and a miniscule garden. The fencing and 
obscure glazing to the kitchen compounds this unsuitability. There would be little 
privacy between the new and existing dwelling which itself would be left with an 
awkwardly configured garden. 

h) Putting the building to a good viable use; The existing building is only unused as the 
applicants emptied it last summer, and could continue to be used as an ancillary 
structure to no 31 as now the residents have no external storage and the proposal 
will result in more unwarranted buildings. 

i) Protected species; A reports covering all protected species is an omission, at the 
very least some work should have been done on the possibility of nesting birds being 
present.   

j) Why two applications?; The reasoning for this would be to allow one application to 
run whilst appealing non-determination after 8 weeks. This displays a lack of 
confidence in the local planning authority and a distain for its competence in 
determining the application.  

k) No consideration for the already difficult parking on Chapel Street 
l) The proposal would not be an asset to the Conservation Area; 
m) Impact of the build process on access to the dwellings on and accessed from Chapel 

Lane. 
 
1 additional letter of objection has been received from one of the original objectors on the 
application following the receipt of the Council commissioned Structural Report. The 
response raises the following points: 
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a) The structural engineers report supports and echoes the points and objections 
raised in previous correspondence. Little or no weight or regard should be 
given to the applicant’s structural report and the decision should be based on 
the independent report commissioned by the Council.   

b) The building is clearly not capable of conversion in the manner proposed. 
c) The proposal requires all but the rear wall to be rebuilt, the proposal ceases to 

be a conversion and becomes a rebuild. The current proposal is incapable of 
being carried out. 

d) It is misleading to say that a replacement building would be equally 
acceptable as this would result in the loss of an acknowledged heritage asset. 

e) The only works necessary to secure the long term future of the building would 
require stitching the building together, and dealing with surface water rather 
than extensive and intrusive works. 

f) Following the structural report it is clear that the appearance of the building 
will change, as the report considers that works to the front wall will be difficult 
to achieve to an aesthetically pleasing detail. 

g) The overall approach to this application needs to be re-assessed and re-
balanced – there are elements of the proposal which are clearly detrimental: 
the unwarranted loss of the front wall, the awkward configuration of the 
resultant gardens, overlooking, lack of car parking provision and an increase 
in traffic at an inadequate junction. 

h) The required balance of public benefits against the loss of or damage to 
heritage assets is now altered and the balance comes down in favour of 
protecting the heritage asset and retaining the structure. 
  

1 letter of support has been received, raising the following points; 
 

a) This application for infill is supported which would remove a derelict eyesore and is 
compliant with Parish Council policy to support sympathetically designed infill in 
preference to new sites in a conservation area. 
 

Development Plan Policies 
 
The relevant policies are: 
 

 2016 Local Plan Part 1: S2 (Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development); H1 
(Settlement Hierarchy); H20 (Housing Balance); SD1 (Amenity and Environmental 
Quality); BNE1 (Design Excellence); INF8 (The National Forest); BNE3 (Biodiversity); 
BNE4 (Landscape Character and Local Distinctiveness); INF2 (Sustainable 
Transport); BNE2 (Heritage Assets) 

 2017 Local Plan Part 2: BNE10 (Heritage); H28 (Residential Conversions); BNE7 
(Trees, Woodland and Hedgerows); SDT1 (Settlement Boundaries and 
Development). 

 
National Guidance 
 

 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
 Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 

 
Local Guidance 
 

 South Derbyshire Design Guide SPD 
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 Ticknall Conservation Area Character Statement (CACS) 
 
Planning Considerations 
 
The main issues central to the determination of this application are: 
 

 The Principle of development;  

 Does the proposed development constitute a conversion? 
 Heritage and design matters; 
 Highway safety  
 Other matters 

 
Planning Assessment 
 
The principle of development 
 
The application site is located within the settlement boundary for Ticknall as defined by the 
Local Plan Part 2, with Ticknall itself identified by policy H1 as a Local Service Village. Within 
settlement boundaries the principle of new residential development (including conversions) 
is considered to be acceptable.  
 
As the site is located within the Ticknall settlement boundary the detailed requirements of the 
residential conversions policy (H28) is not directly relevant as this policy specifically relates 
to conversions outside of the identified settlement boundaries. Therefore the suitability of the 
building for conversion does not in principle stand or fall based on the building being suitable 
for conversion without extensive alteration or rebuilding as a new or replacement building 
would also be acceptable in principle (subject to considerations of the merits of the existing 
building as a heritage asset and the merits of any scheme for a replacement building). 
 
Does the proposed development constitute a conversion? 
 
The Structural Report commissioned following the deferral of this application is clear that on 
the balance of probability a significant proportion of the existing building would need to be 
demolished and re-built in order to facilitate the provision of a suitable dwelling. The question 
here is whether the application as applied for can actually be implemented; i.e. would the 
development actually comprise a conversion or would the necessary reconstruction works 
result in the proposal no longer comprising a conversion but a new build? 
 
The structural works considered necessary to facilitate the provision of a suitable habitable 
building are identified as the replacement of the roof, front wall, two gable end walls and the 
upper proportion of the rear wall. The extent of these necessary works are considered to be 
over and above what could reasonably be considered to constitute a conversion and as such 
the development as proposed is incapable of being implemented, and as such the 
application cannot be approved as applied for. 
 
The matter as to whether the remedial works deemed necessary in order to facilitate the 
residential use of the building are acceptable are not a matter for this current application as 
the works necessary go beyond the scope of the current application and would require a 
new planning application or the submission of necessary amended plans and a scheme to 
deal with the necessary remedial and reconstruction works etc. and the necessary re-
consultation undertaken. However, as detailed above in the original report, there are not 
likely to be any objections in principle to the reconstruction of or replacement of the building 
but consideration would need to be given as to whether the loss of the existing building, a 
heritage asset in itself, would be acceptable.    
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Heritage and design matters 
 
The principal character of Chapel Street is defined by the regular pattern of evenly sized 
plots along its northern side, to its southern side there are generally unsympathetic modern 
bungalows. The subject building is set back from the road frontage by around 12m and is 
somewhat hidden by the more significant buildings of Chapel Street (Nos 29, 31 and 35) 
which are identified by the CACS as buildings with contribute positively to the special 
architectural or historic character of the conservation area and an existing flat roofed garage 
such that the building is not a prominent building within the conservation area.  
 
The building is currently in a rather poor state of repair with little works having been 
undertaken on the building in the recent past. The building is likely to be of late 19th Century 
origin has some historic interest such that it is considered to be an undesignated heritage 
asset. Its original use is for all intents and purposes a mystery but it could have been used to 
keep animals or some form of local industry likely associated with the main dwelling. Whilst 
undesignated it is considered appropriate that the building is recorded in its current state of 
repair.  
 
The application includes for the demolition of the existing garage to the south of the 
outbuilding. The garage is of blockwork construction with a mono-pitch roof and is of no 
architectural or historic interest and generally detracts from the character and appearance of 
the conservation area, such that its demolition would be a positive enhancement of the area 
better revealing the traditional building behind it. 
 
The application is supported by a detailed survey of the building and a structural report. The 
report concludes that the existing building is capable of conversion subject to remedial works 
identified which includes re-pointing, some underpinning and replacing badly spalled areas 
of brickwork, some rebuilding and re-roofing of the building. These works are considered 
necessary in order to preserve the building and allow for its re-use for primary living 
accommodation. The subject of this survey and the suitability of the building for conversion 
and the proposed conversion works have come under significant criticism in one of the 
objections received. It does need to be noted at this point that the structural stability of the 
building and its ability to withstand the conversion is not a requirement of the relevant 
planning policies as it would be for conversions outside of settlement boundaries but the fact 
that the application is for the conversion of the building rather than a new building results in 
the ability of the building to be converted being a material consideration as is the desire to 
retain this undesignated heritage asset. The fact that areas of underpinning (where the 
internal floor is to be lowered), reconstruction and repointing are proposed is not considered 
to be a reason to object to the development but rather a reason to support the proposal. 
These works would secure the long term retention of this building within the conservation 
area. In order to ensure that the works are carried out as proposed it is considered 
appropriate to condition a method statement for the conversion works themselves to ensure 
that the main fabric of the building is retained. Clearly in light of the commentary in the 
previous section this is no longer deemed feasible. 
 
The external appearance of the building would remain relatively unchanged, the external 
brick facade would be cleaned, damaged bricks replaced as required, the re-building of 
minor elements of the building which have slipped (including an area to the south-western 
corner of the building), and the re-use of existing Staffordshire blue plain clay tiles in the re-
roofing of the building albeit on new roof purlins and rafters. The existing openings are re-
used with some minor alterations to the detail proposed such as the enclosing of an existing 
door and its replacement with a window, with infilling and minor alterations to openings, the 
existing chimney is removed and roof lights have been added to two of the less visible 
elevations of the building.  
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The proposed conversion is considered to be generally sympathetic to the character of the 
building, and subject to conditions controlling the detail of the windows, doors, rooflights, and 
repairs preserves the character and appearance of the conservation area and the building 
would not be altered or reconstructed to such an extent that the intrinsic character of the 
existing building would be lost rather the building would be preserved and its conversion 
would enhance the character of the conservation area. Whilst a suitably detailed building 
could be provided, it would clearly result in the loss of an undesignated heritage asset. The 
loss of such an asset and its replacement is a very different question to that of the suitability 
of the building for conversion, the question posed by this application. In the event that the 
application changed or was amended beyond its current scope to include the alterations / 
reconstruction of the building consideration would need to be given to the loss of the building 
and whether this would constitute an unacceptable level of harm to the conservation area.  
 
The development is served from Chapel Street, and a section of the existing front boundary 
brick wall, some 1.2m high, would be demolished to allow the creation of a new extended 
parking area. There are varied boundary treatments along Chapel Street with a mixture of 
brick walls, timber fencing and soft landscaping to denote and differentiate between the 
public and private realm. While the proposal would result in the loss of part of the wall, the 
majority of the wall would be retained and the provision of a wider gap between boundaries 
is not uncharacteristic along this street. The removal of part of the boundary wall is therefore 
not considered to result in substantial harm to the character or appearance of the area and 
the historic sense of enclosure to front boundaries in the area would be maintained to an 
appropriate degree. In addition, areas of hardstanding are also found to the front of 
dwellings and with the majority of the front garden retained the proposed degree of parking 
and hardstanding is not considered to be substantially or significantly harmful. 
 
The existing garden area to no. 31, Chapel Street is to be sub-divided to provide private 
amenity/garden space for the proposed dwelling as well as no. 31. A high level close 
boarded fence already exists between the house and the garage which closes off the site 
with the majority of the building obscured by the fencing and existing garage. The proposed 
low level retaining wall and post and rail fence would encourage a degree of inter-visibility 
between the existing building and the street scene opening up currently closed views of the 
building from the public realm. 
 
The ability to appreciate key groups of historic buildings and key views within the 
conservation area would remain unchanged as a result of the proposal, and the demolition of 
the existing flat roofed garage would enhance the character of the conservation area. Overall 
the proposal is not considered to cause detrimental harm to the character or significance of 
the Ticknall Conservation Area indeed the conversion itself is considered to enhance the 
character of the area though securing the retention of the building itself and better revealing 
it beyond the realms of the site itself. The demolition of part of the frontage boundary wall 
would result in harm to the character and significance of the conservation area but this harm 
is considered to be less than substantial such that the public benefits resulting from the 
creation of a new dwelling through bringing the building back in to beneficial use and the 
albeit limited public benefits created though the building supply chain would outweigh this 
limited less than substantial harm identified. As no scheme for the replacement of the 
building is for consideration here and as such it is not possible to reach a conclusion on the 
harm that would be caused to this undesignated heritage asset (the building itself) although 
the existing building would be recorded, and it may be possible that a suitable re-
construction or replacement building could be provided that would not result in such a level 
of harm to the significance of the conservation area that the public benefits would be 
outweighed.    
 
Highway safety  
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The application as detailed above includes the removal of a small section of wall in order to 
extend the existing parking area. The proposed parking area whilst shown with two spaces 
measures at its narrowest 6m x 10.8m which would be sufficient to accommodate 4 parked 
cars albeit ever so slightly short of the required minimum (noting that the Councils minimum 
standards for car parking spaces is 2.4m x 5.5m with an extra 0.5m required where spaces 
abut a wall as is the case here). As Chapel Street is a private highway and not adopted any 
off-site parking (which would be unlikely given the space available) would cause an 
inconvenience to local users of Chapel Street rather than result in a highway safety issue. As 
such the proposal is not considered to result in any highway safety concerns and as such 
complies with the requirements of policy INF2. 
 
Other matters 
 
Residential amenity: As the site is surrounded by existing dwellings consideration has been 
given to the impact of the proposal on the amenity of these dwellings in accordance with the 
requirements of polices SD1 and BNE1, and the guidance contained within the South 
Derbyshire Design SPD. Due to the separation distances between the proposal and adjacent 
dwellings, the single storey nature of the proposed conversion, and the proposed boundary 
treatments no issues of overlooking have arisen. Whilst the development would result in a 
reduction in the amenity space for the existing dwelling sufficient space is retained that 
would allow for usual domestic activities to take place in comfort.  
 
Protected Species: The subject building has been visited (including an evening activity visit) 
and assessed by Derbyshire Wildlife Trust as having a very low suitability to support roosting 
bats with no activity. Given there being no reasonable likelihood of roosting bats using the 
building no specific bat survey of the building was deemed necessary.   
 
None of the other matters raised through the publicity and consultation process amount to 
material considerations outweighing the assessment of the main issues set out above. 
 
Recommendation 
 
That members object to the proposed development and recommend that the appeal is 
dismissed for the following reason:   
 

1. Following the undertaking of an independent structural survey of the building it is 
clear that a substantial proportion of the building would need to be demolished and 
re-constructed: the roof structure, front and both gable walls, and part of the rear 
wall. Due to the extent of the required re-construction it is considered that the 
application as submitted cannot be approved as the conversion of the building is not 
now feasible and falls outside the scope of the application as submitted. 
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Item   2.2 
 
Ref. No. 9/2018/0289/CC 

 
Applicant: 
Harpur Crewe LLP 
C/O Agent   

Agent: 
Mr S Raju 
R3design Developments Ltd 
The Glasshouse 
9 Hallam Close 
Littlethorpe 
LE19 2LA 
 
 

 
Proposal:  RELEVANT DEMOLITION CONSENT FOR DEMOLITION OF EXISTING 

GARAGE AND PART OF FRONT BOUNDARY WALL AT 31 CHAPEL 
STREET TICKNALL DERBY 

 
Ward:  REPTON 
 
Valid Date 05/03/2018 
 
This application is submitted pursuant to the proposed demolition of part of the frontage 
boundary to facilitate the provision of an enlarged parking area, and the existing garage on 
the site. The merits of the case are examined in the companion application for the 
conversion of the building to a dwelling under 9/2018/0269 above.  On the advice of the 
Council’s Conservation Officer this application can go ahead as it is not considered to be 
harmful to the significance of the heritage asset as a stand alone development. 
 
Recommendation 
 
GRANT relevant demolition consent subject to the following condition: 
 
1. The works to which this consent relates shall be begun before the expiration of three 

years from the date of this consent. 

 Reason: To conform with Section 18(1) of the Planning and Listed Buildings and 
Conservation Area Act 1990 (as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). 
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SUBJECT: HIGHWAYS ENGLAND A38 DERBY 
JUNCTIONS SCHEME, PLANNING 
ACT 2008 SECTION 42 NSIP 
CONSULTATION  
 

REF:  

WARD(S)  
AFFECTED: 

ETWALL, WILLINGTON AND 
FINDERN  

TERMS OF       
REFERENCE: PL01   

 

 
1.0 Recommendations  

 
1.1 That the Council response to the consultation expresses support for the proposed scheme 

as it will: 
 
 (i) Provide additional highway capacity needed to enable the development of land allocated 

in the South Derbyshire Local Plan for new housing; and 
 
 (ii) Improve the reliability of journey times for traffic using the A38 thereby assisting in the 

attraction and retention of business investment in South Derbyshire.  
  
2.0 Purpose of Report 

 
2.1 To obtain a Council response to the consultation. 
  
3.0 Detail 

 
3.1 The Council has been consulted by Highways England (HE) on the proposals for the A38 

Derby Junctions scheme.  The consultation brochure and associated documentation may 
be viewed at www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A38-Derby-Junctions.  The Council has 
previously been consulted on the Draft Statement of Community Consultation, which was 
the subject of reports to Environmental and Development Services Committee at its 
meetings of 19th April, 2018 (minute EDS/116 refers) and 16th August, 2018 (minute EDS/34 
refers).    

 
3.2 The A38 is an inter-regional route linking Birmingham, through South Derbyshire, to Derby 

and the M1 at junction 28.  Where it passes through Derby, long distance traffic interacts 
with a large volume of vehicles making local journeys.  These interactions create 
congestion and delays at the following three roundabout junctions to the west and north of 
Derby city centre: 
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 A38/A5111 Kingsway roundabout 

 A38/A52 Markeaton roundabout 

 A38/A61 Little Eaton roundabout  
 
 3.3 The objectives of the scheme are to: 
 

 Reduce congestion and improve the reliability of journey times between 
Birmingham, Derby and the M1; 

 Help facilitate regional development and growth in Derby City and its surroundings; 

 Improve safety for all road users and for those people living near junctions; 

 Connect people by maintaining existing facilities (e.g. crossings and ramps etc.) or 
providing new means for cyclists, pedestrians and disabled users to cross the road. 

   
3.4 The key features of the scheme are to: 
 

 Lower the A38 to pass underneath the modified Kingsway and Markeaton 
junctions; 

 Widen the A38 to three lanes in each direction between the Kingsway and 
Kedleston Road junctions; 

 Build two new bridges to carry the A38 traffic over the modified roundabout at Little 
Eaton junction. 

 
3.5 The proposed scheme is identified as a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project under 

the Planning Act 2008. This means that HE is required to make an application for a 
Development Consent Order to the Planning Inspectorate, who will examine the proposals 
on behalf of the Secretary of State for Transport.  It is intended that an application should 
be submitted in the spring of 2019.  During the current pre-application process, HE must 
consult with a variety of persons and organisations about the proposed application in 
accordance with the requirements of the 2008 Act.   

 
3.6 Construction is planned to start in early 2021, with the scheme due to open to traffic in 

2024.  The programme assumes that works would occur at all three junctions 
simultaneously, although it would be split into phases in a manner that would, where 
possible, minimise disruption and construction duration.  Modelling undertaken to date 
indicates that, in many traffic management scenarios, a lot of journeys along the A38 would 
be quicker during construction than before construction started.  However, during the most 
active construction phases, traffic management would increase A38 journey times through 
this section of the A38 by approximately 2 minutes. 

 
3.7 A Preliminary Environmental Information Report has been prepared to identify the likely 

significant environmental effects.  This will be refined as more information is gathered 
during the ongoing Environmental Impact Assessment and proposed scheme design 
process.  No significant adverse impacts are identified within South Derbyshire.  

  
4.0 Conclusions 

 
4.1 The potential benefits of the scheme to South Derbyshire are as follows: 
 

 Providing the additional highway capacity needed to bring forward land allocated for 
housing development in the South Derbyshire Local Plan Part 1.   
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 Improving the reliability of journey times for traffic using the A38, thereby assisting in 
attracting and retaining business investment in South Derbyshire and thereby 
contributing toward the economic wellbeing of the District.   

 
4.2 Although the Preliminary Environmental Information Report identifies no significant 

environmental impacts within South Derbyshire, the interruption of traffic flow during 
construction may result in longer journey times, potentially causing short-term 
inconvenience to residents and businesses in the District.  However, the Preliminary 
Environmental Information Report indicates that the HE strategy will be to maintain A38 
journey times as much as possible.   

 
5.0 Financial Implications 

 
5.1 There are no direct financial implications for the Council. 
  
6.0 Corporate Implications 

 
6.1 The proposal has implications for the following key aims of the Corporate Strategy: 
 

 “Work to attract further inward investment”:  the proposals will improve the reliability 
of journey times to and from South Derbyshire, thus enhancing the attractiveness of 
the District to potential investors. 

 “Facilitate and deliver a range of integrated and sustainable housing and community 
infrastructure”: the proposals will provide infrastructure necessary to enable the 
delivery of housing development in the District.    

 “Help influence and deliver the infrastructure for economic growth”: the proposals 
have potential implications for economic growth in the District. 

 
7.0 Community Implications 

 
7.1 The proposal has potential implications for the following themes of the Sustainable 

Communities Strategy: 
 

 “Healthy Communities”: the proposals have potential highway safety, air quality, 
and noise impacts, all of which can affect human health.  

 “Safer Communities”: the proposals have potential highway safety implications.  

 “Vibrant communities”: the proposals have potential carbon emission implications.   

 “Sustainable Development”: the proposals have potential housing delivery and 
economic development implications. 

 
8.0 Background Papers 

  
“A38 Derby Junctions Scheme Statutory Consultation – Share Your Views”, Highways 
England, 2018 

 
“Regulation 4 of the Infrastructure Planning Regulations 2009 – Notice Publicising a 
Proposed Application for a Development Consent Order”, Highways England, 2018   
 
“A38 Derby Junctions - Preliminary Environmental Information Report”, Highways England, 
2018                            
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SUBJECT: NORTH WEST LEICESTERSHIRE 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 
NEIGHBOURING AUTHORITY 
PLANNING APPLICATION 
CONSULTATION: APPLICATION 
FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF A 
DISTRIBUTION CAMPUS WITH 
ASSOCIATED AND OTHER 
ANCILLARY USES, ON LAND AT 
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AFFECTED: 

CHURCH GRESLEY, LINTON, 
MIDWAY, NEWHALL AND 
STANTON, SEALES, 
SWADLINCOTE, WOODVILLE  

TERMS OF       
REFERENCE: PL01   

 

 
1.0 Recommendations  

 
1.1 That the comments set out in Section 4, “Conclusions”, of this report be submitted to 

North West Leicestershire District Council as this Council’s response to the 
consultation.   

  
2.0 Purpose of Report 

 
2.1 To obtain a Council response to the consultation. 
 
3.0 Detail 

 
3.1 The proposed development site lies within Leicestershire, to the north-west of the 

junction of the A444 and M42, approximately 2km to the south of the South Derbyshire 
boundary.  Full planning consent is sought for warehousing and ancillary offices 
measuring a maximum of 22.5m in height and with a floor area of 279,007sqm.  In 
addition, outline planning consent is sought on adjacent land for the development of 
units for light industrial, general industrial and warehousing uses, measuring up to 
70,993sqm in total floor area.  The site measures 97.39ha.  The applicant indicates that 
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if construction were to begin in 2019, the site could be operational by 2021.  It is 
anticipated that the site would operate 24 hours per day.  

 
 Transport Impacts 
3.2  Along the A444 Acresford Road, which continues northward to pass through South 

Derbyshire, the development is forecast to generate 1518 vehicle movements over a 24 
hour period, 19 of which would be by heavy goods vehicles (HGVs).   The percentage 
increase in traffic flow along this route as a result of the development would be 11.6% in 
2021 and 10.6% in 2031.  The Transport Assessment (TA) indicates that the reduction 
in the increase between 2021 and 2031 is due to background growth in traffic volumes 
over that period in relation to the traffic volumes anticipated to be generated by the 
proposed development.  The TA concludes that each of the roads considered within the 
assessment operates within capacity threshold levels for future years and that there will 
be no material impact on junction operation during peak periods as a result of the 
development proposals.  

 
3.3 Derbyshire County Council has requested the extraction of peak traffic flow forecasts for 

Overseal during the am and pm peak periods.  These are set out in the table below. 
  

   AM Peak PM Peak 

   Without 
Dev 

With 
Dev 

Change Without 
Dev 

With 
Dev 

Change 

A444 
Overseal 

Northbound 2021 577 582 5 885 909 24 

2031 620 621 1 939 955 16 

Southbound 2021 705 755 50 607 616 8 

2031 792 817 25 685 697 12 

    
3.4 According to the TA, the forecast shows fewer than 1 additional vehicle per minute 

travelling through Overseal during the peak period. 
 
3.5 Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment (IEMA) Guidelines identify 

indicative levels of traffic and HGV flows at which point fear and intimidation of 
pedestrian traffic is considered to be notable.  The Transport Assessment (TA) indicates 
that average traffic flow over an 18 hour day on the majority of road links resulting from 
the proposals is above this threshold, but the report indicates that existing footfall is low 
and that there are no footways on the majority of road links.  It concludes that traffic will 
not be close to major pedestrian routes and does not consider that there will be a lack of 
protection, for example, caused by narrow pavement widths.  The report also concludes 
that there will be only a minor effect on highway safety.  Mitigation, in the form of a 
Travel Plan and a Construction Traffic Management Plan and highway infrastructure 
works in the vicinity of the site, are proposed to minimise adverse impacts. 

 
3.6 The TA indicates that Swadlincote will be a key destination for trips from the application 

site (7.7% of the total). It proposes the submission of a Sustainable Access and 
Transport Strategy for approval by the Leicestershire County Council highway authority 
and North West Leicestershire District Council local planning authority, which would 
define a level of service of buses from two key locations (i.e. Burton / Swadlincote and 
Tamworth or Coalville/Measham) to provide up to 4 shift change services per day and 
two office time services.  This could be provided by either a new service, reinforcement 
of an existing service or a site specific demand responsive method.  However, it 
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considers that any future obligations should be structured to allow flexibility in regard to 
effective solutions for reducing car-based movements.  It points out that shift start and 
finish times do not always coincide with traditional public transport services and that car 
sharing may therefore offer significant potential. 

 
 Socio-Economic Effects 
3.7 Socio-economic impacts are identified both for the local impact area, which includes the 

whole of South Derbyshire and other nearby local authority areas, and the wider impact 
area, which comprises the whole of the East and West Midlands.  During the 
construction phase the development is forecast to support 815 net additional full time 
equivalent (FTE) jobs in the wider impact area, including 170 in the local impact area.  
Once operational it is forecast that the development could support a net additional 6454 
FTE jobs in the wider impact area, including 3362 in the local impact area.  The 
southern and eastern parishes of South Derbyshire, including the Swadlincote urban 
area, lie within a 30 minute drive time of the site and are therefore considered to fall 
within the employee catchment.    

 
 Drainage 
3.8 The applicant proposes measures to protect water quality and therefore the integrity of 

the River Mease Special Area of Conservation (SAC).   
 
 Landscape and Visual Impacts   
3.9 The Environmental Statement submitted with the planning application identifies no 

significant visual or landscape impacts within South Derbyshire, the northern extent of 
the “Zone of Theoretical Visibility” being within Leicestershire, approximately 1km from 
the district boundary.  Although relatively open in terms of landform, views from the area 
to the north of the site are found to be significantly screened by existing development 
and vegetation.   

 
4.0 Conclusions 

 
4.1  Whilst it is for Derbyshire County Council, as highway authority, to assess the 

methodology and conclusions in regard to the transport impacts and mitigation, it is 
considered that the TA pays insufficient regard to the implications of the development 
for pedestrians in settlements such as Overseal and Stanton.  The A444 represents the 
main thoroughfare passing through the centre of both these settlements, with footways 
providing direct access to the local pub/bar in each, the primary school in Stanton and 
the main local shop in Overseal.  The footway in Stanton, which provides access to the 
primary school and bar/restaurant, is quite narrow.  The suggestion that traffic 
generated by the development will not pass close to major pedestrian routes and that 
there is no lack of protection as a consequence of narrow pavement widths is therefore 
incorrect and the document should be reviewed and amended accordingly.      

 
4.2 The development is forecast to be a significant employment generator, particularly in 

areas lying within a short travel distance of the site, and is therefore likely to present 
new job opportunities for South Derbyshire residents.  To minimise transport impacts, 
whilst providing access for those lacking the use of a car, it is considered essential that 
a bus service linking the Swadlincote urban area to the site be provided as a 
requirement of any planning consent.  
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4.3 Measures to protect water quality and the integrity of the River Mease SAC are 
welcomed. In particular it is noted that the applicant’s preferred approach to dealing with 
foul water flows is to convey these for treatment at Tamworth, which is out of 
catchment.  In respect of surface water flows, any drainage scheme should fully reflect  
Natural England’s standing guidance (dated October 2017), including that on the 
number of surface water treatment drains required on a development of this nature. 

 
4.4 Although it is unlikely that the proposal will have any significant landscape or visual 

implications for South Derbyshire, it is nevertheless considered that the development 
and any mitigation, including landscaping, earth bunding, lighting and the form and 
finish of buildings, should pay due regard to the need to minimise impacts from any 
distant viewpoints to the north of the site.   

   
5.0 Financial Implications 

 
5.1 There are no direct financial implications for the Council. 
  
6.0 Corporate Implications 

 
6.1 The proposal has potential implications for the Corporate Strategy key aim to “work to 

attract further inward investment” in that the presence of the proposed facility in close 
proximity to the district may stimulate further economic activity in the surrounding area, 
including South Derbyshire.   

 
7.0 Community Implications 

 
7.1 The proposal has potential implications for the “Sustainable Development” theme of the 

Sustainable Communities Strategy in that it may provide employment opportunities for 
South Derbyshire residents.    

 
8.0 Background Papers 

  

 North West Leicestershire District Council planning application 18/01443/FULM                     
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1.0 Recommendations 
 
1.1 That this tree preservation order should be confirmed. 
  
2.0 Purpose of Report 
 
2.1 To consider confirmation of this tree preservation order (TPO). 
 
3.0 Detail 
 
3.1 This tree preservation order was made on 26 April 2018 in respect of a woodland 

(featuring a mixture of species).  
 

3.2 The TPO was made at the request of the Principal Planning Officer, due to a likely 
threat from development. The woodland is considered to be under pressure from 
development given an application has been received for development on part of the 
site reference 9/2017/1088. The trees cover the whole allotment site. All trees 
require protection due to foreseeable impacts including a new access, driveway 
widening work as well as clearance work required for the dwellings 

 
3.3 Six letters have been received through consultation, four objecting to the proposed 

TPO and two letter of support, the comments are summarised as follows: 
 

Objections: 
 

 TPO’s should not be confirmed unless the Council is convinced beyond all 
reasonable doubt that it is urgent to protect the trees because there is no 
alternative; 

 This is in fact a valuable area of allotment land. The use has not been 
exercised noticeably in recent years so scrub and self-set trees have 
established themselves in haphazard fashion; 
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 None of the trees have potential to be fine individual specimens; 

 The use of the word landscape (as in evolving landscape) is unjustified and 
subjective; 

 Natural regeneration of this type cannot be described as offering a high level 
of amenity; 

 The site fails to meet UK Forestry standards in regards its description as a 
woodland, not having sufficient tree canopy coverage (at least 20% of the 
site). 

 The benefit to the odd footpath user is wholly unjustified for its blanket 
protection; if it were the countryside would be littered with TPO’s; 

 No resident is entitled to a view; why should adjacent residents enjoy special 
treatment over land belonging to others; 

 The TPO simply trumps up indirect pressure to enable a refusal to be 
justified, by the unjustified use of powers that impose restrictions of other 
land belonging to others that are not involved;  

 Making TPO’s is not a matter of expedience, rather it is a serious step that 
should only be taken where the subject is worthy of the exercise of such 
powers. The trees here do not fit into that category; 

 These are still allotments. In terms of what the local community might 
consider best for them there is every likelihood they would prefer to have the 
allotments available rather than this random area of tree cover; 

 The TPO will destroy any opportunity for the allotments to be used as such; 

 The land is effectively waste land the land not now worked as allotments;  

 I would like to see a formal general description of general here, it more akin 
to scrub, brambles and nettles rather than ‘woodland’. 

 The site is prone to anti-social behaviour and fly tipping; 

 As the land is in multiple ownership there needs a comprehensive 
considered view as to its future, for the good of the community and that might 
involve some development. Sensible planning could retain some important 
landscape elements, including some trees whilst releasing some much 
needed development land; 

 Some residents have issues with vermin whilst others have structural 
concerns, conifers affecting the brickwork of their property; 

 Reference made to 2009/0191 Outline for 28 dwellings (on adjacent land) 
and how that will alter the view from the footpath; 

 I am willing to work with the Council in regards maintaining a current hedge 
(buffer to the footpath), include suitable trees for retention on my site and 
replant additionally if required; 

 The trees limit our view, if the immediate hedge (that close to our back 
garden) is protected, that will limit view further; 

 We get no sun past 10.30, the tall conifers screening. Can these be cut 
down? 

 
Support: 
 

 This is a natural evolving area of woodland with an abundance of wildlife 
including foxes, tawny owl, woodpeckers, jays and many species of native 
nesting birds. It is also a habitat for numerous insects, butterflies and bees; 

 Many of the trees have grown from saplings, as well as an oak tree which we 
have seen grow (over the last 24 years) from an acorn; 

 Frogs and newts also make their home her as they frequently visit our 
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 Since moving here (35 years ago) habitat for wildlife has gradually eroded 
with the erection of residential and industrial buildings. Therefore we would 
be in favour of the order being made permanent; 

 
3.4 The following comments are provided in response to the concerns / issues raised:  

 

 The woodland has been assessed by the Council’s Tree Officer, using the 
standard Tree Evaluation Method for Preservation Orders (TEMPO). The 
woodland scored 21 out of 25, a score that ‘definitely merits a TPO’. Whilst it 
is acknowledged that there are few stand-out individual trees on the site, as 
a woodland overall it has a high level of amenity, increased by more so by 
how the site has evolved naturally in this urban context. 

 The Tree Officer considers that the site has high biodiversity value. He notes 
recent academic studies that have found “tiny forests no large than tennis 
courts incorporating many native species of varying heights close together, 
boast higher biodiversity for their size than conventional woodlands and have 
other environmental benefits too”.  

 Should the allotments come back in to use, the Tree Officer would work with 
the site owners and users of the allotments in order to advise on 
management plans for the site. An allotment use however is considered to 
be less intrusive than built development (housing). 

 The woodland should from this point be considered a constraint in terms of 
development. Consideration also needs to be given to how this woodland 
feature links with other green wildlife corridors and biodiversity networks in 
the locality (Hall Wood etc.). 

 In respect of the comment relating to the maintenance of vegetation close by 
to people’s gardens, the Council has advised adjacent occupiers as to what 
works could be achieved with appropriate consent and is will continue to do 
so.  

 
4.0     Planning Assessment 
 
4.1 The woodland has a high amenity value and its protection is considered necessary in 

light of the pressures for development on the site in accordance with advice set out in 
the Governments Planning Policy Guidance. 

 
5.0 Conclusions 

 
5.1    It is considered expedient in the interests of amenity to preserve this woodland.   
 
6.0 Financial Implications 
 
6.1 None. 
 
7.0 Corporate Implications 
 
7.1 Protecting visually important trees contributes towards the Corporate Plan theme of 

Sustainable Development having environmental, ecological and wildlife benefits. 
 
8.0 Community Implications 
 
8.1   Trees that are protected for their good visual amenity value enhance the environment 

and character of an area and therefore are of community benefit for existing and Page 107 of 110



future residents helping to achieve the vision for the Vibrant Communities theme of 
the Sustainable Community Strategy. 

 
9.0 Background Information 
 
a. 26 April 2018 Tree Preservation Order. 
b. Letters of Objection. 
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WILLINGTON AND FINDERN 

TERMS OF       
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1.0 Recommendations 
 
1.1 That this tree preservation order should be confirmed. 
  
2.0 Purpose of Report 
 
2.1 To consider confirmation of this tree preservation order (TPO). 
 
3.0 Detail 
 
3.1 This tree preservation order was made on 3rd May 2018 in respect of 2 individual 

trees situated on the eastern boundary of land proposed for housing – see 
application 9/2018/0290. The trees are a sycamore and a walnut. 
 

3.2 The TPO was made at the request of the Principal Planning Officer. The sycamore 
has a high level of amenity with public views from Barn Close. The walnut is in good 
condition; its visual offer significantly increased should the site be developed.   

 
3.3 One letter of objection has been received, through consultation, stating: 
 

 Tree Protection Orders should only be used to protect selected trees if their 
removal would have a significant negative impact on the local environment 
and its enjoyment by the public;   

 The trees are not within the ownership of the applicant; 

 The trees are not visible from public places; 

 The trees are not categorised as trees of high quality; 

 The trees have limited future amenity potential; 

 The trees are not rare and have no cultural or historic value; 

 The trees offer no bat roosting potential. 
 

3.4 In answer to the comments made officers have the following response: 
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 The sycamore tree (being some 18m tall) is visible from the public realm, 
whilst the walnut tree will become wholly more prominent should the site be 
developed (as is being applied for), both would contribute to the evolving 
setting, ensuring some mature landscaping is retained. 
 

 The roots of the trees extend into the development site; protecting them at 
the very least should prevent damage through any future construction. Were 
they to become damaged their safe retention could be compromised, added 
to the fact they belong to an adjacent land owner (residential property).   

 

 The trees have been inspected at close quarters by the Council’s tree officer 
and found to warrant protection, the trees seen to be healthy and of a level of 
amenity, to justify protection. He adds the walnut will make for an interesting 
feature on the proposed development whilst the sycamore is worthy of a 
TPO even if the development did not go ahead. 

 

 The trees owner has been in contact with the Council and offers no objection 
to the preservation order. 

 

 Protecting trees of value accords with the Corporate Plan theme of 
Sustainable Development having environmental, ecological and wildlife 
benefits. 

 
4.0     Planning Assessment 
 
4.1 It is expedient in the interests of amenity to make the trees the subject of a tree 

preservation order in accordance with advice set out in the Governments PPG 
document. 

 
5.0 Conclusions 

 
5.1    It is expedient in the interests of amenity to preserve.   
 
6.0 Financial Implications 
 
6.1 None. 
 
7.0 Corporate Implications 
 
7.1 Protecting visually important trees contributes towards the Corporate Plan theme of 

Sustainable Development. 
 
8.0 Community Implications 
 
8.1   Trees that are protected for their good visual amenity value enhance the environment 

and character of an area and therefore are of community benefit for existing and 
future residents helping to achieve the vision for the Vibrant Communities theme of 
the Sustainable Community Strategy. 

 
9.0 Background Information 
 
a. 3 May 2018 Tree Preservation Order. 
b. Letter of Objection. Page 110 of 110
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