
 

 

 

 
At: Gadeirydd ac Aelodau’r  Pwyllgor 

Cynllunio 
Dyddiad: 

 
Dydd Iau, 12 Mai 2016 
 

 Rhif Union: 
 

01824 712568 

 ebost: dcc_admin@denbighshire.gov.uk 

 
 
Annwyl Gynghorydd 
 
Fe’ch gwahoddir i fynychu cyfarfod y PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO, DYDD MERCHER, 18 
MAI 2016 am 9.30 am yn SIAMBR Y CYNGOR, NEUADD Y SIR, RHUTHUN. 
 
Yn gywir iawn 
 
 
G Williams 
Pennaeth Gwasanaethau Cyfreithiol a Democrataidd 
 
 
AGENDA 
 
1 YMDDIHEURIADAU   

 

2 DATGANIADAU O FUDDIANT  (Tudalennau 11 - 12) 

 Dylai’r Aelodau ddatgan unrhyw gysylltiad personol neu gysylltiad sy’n 
rhagfarnu mewn unrhyw fater a nodwyd i’w ystyried yn y cyfarfod hwn. 

 

3 PENODI CADEIRYDD   

 Penodi Cadeirydd y Pwyllgor Cynllunio ar gyfer blwyddyn y cyngor 2016/17. 
 

4 PENODI IS-GADEIRYDD   

 Penodi Is-Gadeirydd y Pwyllgor Cynllunio ar gyfer blwyddyn y cyngor 
2016/17. 

 

5 MATERION BRYS FEL Y'U CYTUNWYD GAN Y CADEIRYDD   

 Rhybbud o eitemau y dylid, ym marn y Cadeirydd, eu hystyried yn y cyfarfod 
fel materion brys yn unol ag Adran 100B (4) Deddf Llywodraeth Leol, 1972. 

 

6 COFNODION  (Tudalennau 13 - 20) 

 Cadarnhau cywirdeb cofnodion cyfarfod y Pwyllgor Cynllunio a gynhaliwyd ar 
20 Ebrill 2016 (copi ynghlwm). 

 

Pecyn Dogfen Cyhoeddus



 

 

CEISIADAU AM GANIATÂD I DDATBLYGU (EITEMAU 7 - 13) - 
 
7 CAIS RHIF 09/2016/0346 - YSGUBOR ISAF, BODFARI  (Tudalennau 21 - 

36) 

 Ystyried cais am godi estyniad i ochr a chefn annedd (ail-gyflwyno’r cais) yn 
Ysgubor Isaf, Bodfari, Dinbych (copi ynghlwm). 

 

8 CAES RHIF 15/2016/0009 - PEN Y COED, ERYRYS,  YR WYDDGRUG  
(Tudalennau 37 - 56) 

 Ystyried cais ar gyfer codi annedd yn lle’r un presennol yn Pen y Coed, 
Eryrys, yr Wyddgrug (copi ynghlwm).  

 

9 CAIS RHIF 41/2015/1229 - THE WARREN, FFORDD YR WYDDGRUG, 
BODFARI  (Tudalennau 57 - 66) 

 Ystyried cais i ddileu amod rhif 2(a) caniatâd cynllunio 41/2010/1177/PF yn 
cyfyngu'r defnydd o ganolfan addysg a hyfforddiant coedwig i ddim mwy na 
200 diwrnod mewn unrhyw flwyddyn, Warren Woods Cyf. The Warren, Ffordd 
yr Wyddgrug, Bodfari (copi ynghlwm). 

 

10 CAIS RHIF 41/2016/0027 - THE WARREN, FFORDD YR WYDDGRUG, 
BODFARI  (Tudalennau 67 - 80) 

 Ystyried cais i godi ystafell ddosbarth, storfa, toiled a chreu mannau pasio yn 
The Warren, Ffordd yr Wyddgrug, Bodfari (copi ynghlwm). 

 

11 CAES RHIF 45/2016/0201 - 14 GARETH CLOSE, Y RHYL  (Tudalennau 81 
- 90) 

 Ystyried cais i gadw decin wedi’i godi y tu ôl i 14 Gareth Close, Y Rhyl (copi 
ynghlwm). 

 

12 CAIS RHIF 45/2016/0208 - HAFOD WEN A HAILWOOD, FFORDD BRYN 
CWNIN, Y RHYL  (Tudalennau 91 - 100) 

 Ystyried cais i dorri 3 Derwen T1 T2 a T3 i lawr a thocio corun 1 Derwen T4 
sy’n destun Gorchymyn Diogelu Coed yn Hafod Wen a Hailwood, Ffordd Bryn 
Cwnin, Y Rhyl (copi ynghlwm). 

 

13 CAIS RHIF 46/2016/0198 - GWESTY TALARDY PARK, Y RO, LLANELWY  
(Tudalennau 101 - 116) 

 Ystyried cais i dorri 1 Castanwydden sydd wedi’i chynnwys yng Ngorchymyn 
Diogelu Coed Gwesty Talardy 1975 cyf A1 (copi ynghlwm). 

 

14 CAIS RHIF 43/2015/0315 - SAFLE YN SANDY LANE, PRESTATYN  
(Tudalennau 117 - 158) 

 Ystyried adroddiad gan y Pennaeth Cynllunio a Gwarchod y Cyhoedd (copi 
ynghlwm) i ofyn am benderfyniad ar yr amodau i'w cynnwys yng Nghaniatâd 
Cynllunio 43/2015/0315/PF - Safle yn Sandy Lane, Prestatyn. 

 



 

 

15 ADOLYGIAD O'R CYNLLUN DIRPRWYO  (Tudalennau 159 - 172) 

 Ystyried adroddiad gan y Pennaeth Cynllunio a Gwarchod y Cyhoedd (copi i 

ddilyn) i ofyn i'r Aelodau gymeradwyo Cynllun Dirprwyo diwygiedig. 

 

 

16 APÊL PARC HIGHFIELD, LLANGWYFAN  (Tudalennau 173 - 174) 

 Ystyried adroddiad gan y Pennaeth Cynllunio a Gwarchod y Cyhoedd (copi 
ynghlwm) i ddarparu gwybodaeth i'r Aelodau am yr Apêl ynghylch Parc 
Highfield, Llangwyfan. 

 

 
AELODAETH 
 
Y Cynghorwyr 
 
Y Cynghorydd Ray Bartley (Cadeirydd) 
 

 
 
 

Ian Armstrong 
Brian Blakeley 
Joan Butterfield 
Jeanette Chamberlain-Jones 
Bill Cowie 
Meirick Davies 
Stuart Davies 
Peter Arnold Evans 
Huw Hilditch-Roberts 
Rhys Hughes 
Alice Jones 
Pat Jones 
Barry Mellor 
Win Mullen-James 
 

Bob Murray 
Dewi Owens 
Merfyn Parry 
Pete Prendergast 
Arwel Roberts 
Anton Sampson 
David Simmons 
Bill Tasker 
Julian Thompson-Hill 
Joe Welch 
Cefyn Williams 
Cheryl Williams 
Huw Williams 
 

 
COPIAU I’R: 
 
Holl Gynghorwyr er gwybodaeth 
Y Wasg a’r Llyfrgelloedd 
Cynghorau Tref a Chymuned  



Mae tudalen hwn yn fwriadol wag



  

CROESO I BWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO 
CYNGOR SIR DDINBYCH  

SUT GAIFF Y CYFARFOD EI GYNNAL  

Oni bai bod Cadeirydd y Pwyllgor yn nodi i’r gwrthwyneb, bydd trefn y prif eitemau yn dilyn yr agenda a 
nodwyd ar flaen yr adroddiad hwn.  

Cyflwyniad cyffredinol  

Bydd y Cadeirydd yn agor y cyfarfod am 9.30yb ac yn croesawu pawb i’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio.  

Bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn a oes unrhyw ymddiheuriadau dros absenoldeb a datganiadau o fuddiannau.  

Bydd y Cadeirydd yn gwahodd Swyddogion i roi cyflwyniadau byr i’r eitemau ar yr agenda.  

Bydd Swyddogion yn amlinellau (fel ag sy’n briodol) eitemau a fydd yn cynnwys siarad cyhoeddus, 
ceisiadau ar gyfer gohirio, eitemau sydd wedi’u tynnu’n ôl, ac unrhyw eitemau Rhan 2 lle bydd y wasg a’r 
cyhoedd yn cael eu gwahardd. Bydd cyfeiriadau at unrhyw wybodaeth ychwanegol a ddosbarthwyd yn 
Siambr y Cyngor cyn dechrau’r cyfarfod, gan gynnwys y taflenni sy’n crynhoi cyflwyniadau/newidiadau hwyr 
(taflenni glas) ac unrhyw gynlluniau atodol neu ddiwygiedig sy’n ymwneud ag eitemau i’w trafod.  

Mae’r ‘Taflenni Glas’ yn cynnwys gwybodaeth bwysig, gan gynnwys crynodeb o ddeunydd a dderbyniwyd 
mewn perthynas ag eitemau ar yr agenda rhwng cwblhau’r prif adroddiad a’r diwrnod cyn y cyfarfod. Mae’r 
taflenni hefyd yn nodi trefn arfaethedig y ceisiadau cynllunio, sy’n cymryd i ystyriaeth unrhyw geisiadau i 
siarad yn gyhoeddus.  

Mewn perthynas â threfn yr eitemau, bydd disgwyl i unrhyw Aelodau sydd am ddwyn eitem i’w thrafod wneud 
cais yn union ar ôl cyflwyniad y Swyddogion. Rhaid i unrhyw gais o’r fath fod yn gynnig ffurfiol a bydd 
pleidlais ar y cais.  

Mae’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio yn cynnwys 30 o Aelodau Etholedig. Yn unol â phrotocol, mae’n rhaid i 50% o 
Aelodau’r Pwyllgor fod yn bresennol i sefydlu cworwm ac i sicrhau bod modd ystyried eitem a phleidleisio ar 
eitem.  

Caiff Cynghorwyr Sir sydd ddim yn aelodau o’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio fynychu a siarad ar eitem, ond ni allant 
wneud cynnig, na phleidleisio.  

YSTYRIED CEISIADAU CYNLLUNIO  

Y drefn i’w dilyn  

Bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyhoeddi’r eitem sydd i’w thrafod nesaf. Mewn perthynas â cheisiadau cynllunio, 
cyhoeddir rhif y cais, sail y cynnig a’r lleoliad, yr Aelodau lleol perthnasol ar gyfer yr ardal, ac argymhelliad y 
Swyddog.  

Os oes yna siaradwyr cyhoeddus ar eitem, bydd y Cadeirydd yn eu gwahodd i annerch y Pwyllgor. Os oes 
siaradwyr yn erbyn ac o blaid cynnig, gofynnir i’r siaradwr sydd yn erbyn i siarad yn gyntaf. Bydd y Cadeirydd 
yn atgoffa siaradwyr bod ganddynt hyd at 3 munud i annerch y Pwyllgor. Mae gan siarad cyhoeddus ei 
brotocol ei hunan.  
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Lle bo hynny’n berthnasol, bydd y Cadeirydd yn cynnig cyfle i’r Aelodau ddarllen unrhyw wybodaeth hwyr ar 
yr eitem ar y ‘Taflenni Glas’ cyn parhau.  

Os oes unrhyw Aelod am gynnig y dylid gohirio eitem, gan gynnwys ceisiadau i Banel Archwilio Safle 
ymweld â’r safle, dylid gwneud y cais ynghyd â’r rheswm cynllunio, cyn unrhyw siarad cyhoeddus neu 
drafodaeth am yr eitem honno.  

Cyn unrhyw drafodaeth, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gwahodd swyddogion i roi cyflwyniad cryno i’r eitem lle credir 
bod hyn yn werth chweil yng ngolau natur y cais.  

Mae sgriniau arddangos yn Siambr y Cyngor a ddefnyddir i ddangos ffotograffau neu gynlluniau a gyflwynir 
gyda cheisiadau. Cymerir y ffotograffau gan Swyddogion i roi argraff gyffredinol i Aelodau o safle a’i 
amgylchedd, ac nid eu bwriad yw cyflwyno achos o blaid neu yn erbyn cynnig.  

Bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyhoeddi bod yr eitem yn agored am drafodaeth ac yn rhoi cyfle i Aelodau siarad a rhoi 
sylwadau am yr eitem.  

Os oes unrhyw gais wedi bod yn destun Panel Archwilio Safle cyn y Pwyllgor, bydd y Cadeirydd fel rheol yn 
gwahodd yr Aelodau hynny a fynychodd, gan gynnwys yr aelod lleol, i siarad yn gyntaf.  

Yn achos yr holl geisiadau eraill, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn i’r aelod(au) lleol siarad yn gyntaf, os yw ef/nhw 
yn dymuno gwneud hynny.  

Fel rheol, rhoddir hyd at bum munud i Aelodau siarad, a bydd y Cadeirydd yn llywio’r drafodaeth yn unol â 
Rheolau Sefydlog.  

Unwaith bod aelod wedi siarad, ni ddylai ef/hi siarad eto oni bai ei fod ef/hi am esboniad o bwyntiau a 
gododd yn y drafodaeth, a rhaid i hynny hefyd ddigwydd ar ôl i’r holl Aelodau eraill gael cyfle i siarad, a gyda 
chaniatâd y Cadeirydd.  

Ar derfyn trafodaeth yr Aelodau, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn i Swyddogion ymateb yn ôl yr angen i 
gwestiynau a phwyntiau a godwyd, gan gynnwys cyngor ar unrhyw benderfyniad sy’n mynd yn groes i’r 
argymhelliad.  

Cyn symud ymlaen at y bleidlais, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gwahodd neu’n gofyn am eglurhad o gynigion ac 
eilyddion i’r cynigion o blaid neu yn erbyn argymhelliad y Swyddog, neu unrhyw benderfyniadau eraill sy’n 
gofyn am ddiwygiadau i gynigion. Pan gaiff cynnig ei wneud yn groes i argymhelliad y Swyddog, bydd y 
Cadeirydd yn gofyn am eglurhad o’r rheswm/rhesymau cynllunio dros y cynnig hwnnw, er mwyn i hyn gael ei 
gofnodi yng Nghofnodion y cyfarfod. Mae’n bosibl y bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn am sylwadau gan y Swyddog 
Cyfreithiol a Chynllunio am ddilysrwydd y rheswm/rhesymau a nodwyd.  

Bydd y Cadeirydd yn gwneud cyhoeddiad i nodi bod y drafodaeth ar ben, a bod y pleidleisio i ddilyn.  

Y drefn bleidleisio  

Cyn gofyn i Aelodau bleidleisio, bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyhoeddi pa benderfyniadau a wnaed a sut fydd y 
bleidlais yn cael ei chynnal. Gellir gofyn am esboniad pellach ynghylch newidiadau, amodau newydd ac 
ychwanegol a rhesymau dros wrthod er mwyn sicrhau nad oes unrhyw amwysedd yn yr hyn y mae’r Pwyllgor 
yn pleidleisio o’i blaid neu yn ei erbyn.  

Os yw unrhyw aelod yn gwneud cais am Bleidlais wedi’i Chofnodi, mae’n rhaid ymdrin â hyn yn gyntaf yn 
unol â’r Rheolau Sefydlog. Bydd y Cadeirydd a Swyddogion yn egluro’r drefn i’w dilyn. Bydd enwau bob un 
o’r Aelodau pleidleisio sy’n bresennol yn cael eu galw allan, a bydd gofyn i’r Aelod nodi a yw eu pleidlais o 
blaid neu yn erbyn rhoi caniatâd neu ymwrthod. Bydd Swyddogion yn cyhoeddi canlyniad y bleidlais ar yr 
eitem.  
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Os yw pleidlais arferol i ddigwydd trwy gyfrwng y system bleidleisio electronig, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn i’r 
Swyddogion weithredu’r sgrin bleidleisio yn y Siambr, a phan ofynnir iddynt wneud hynny, mae’n rhaid i’r 
Aelodau gofnodi eu pleidlais drwy bwyso’r botwm priodol.  

Mae gan Aelodau 10 eiliad i gofnodi eu pleidleisiau unwaith bo’r sgrin wedi ymddangos.  

Os yw’r system bleidleisio electronig yn methu, gellir cynnal y bleidlais drwy ddangos dwylo. Bydd y 
Cadeirydd yn esbonio’r drefn sydd i’w dilyn.  

Ar derfyn y bleidlais, bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyhoeddi’r penderfyniad ar yr eitem.  

Pan fydd penderfyniad ffurfiol y Pwyllgor yn groes i argymhelliad y Swyddog, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn i 
Aelodau gytuno’r broses a ddefnyddir i ddrafftio amodau cynllunio neu resymau dros wrthod, er mwyn 
rhyddhau’r Tystysgrif Penderfyniad (e.e. dirprwyo awdurdod i’r Swyddog Cynllunio, i’r Swyddog Cynllunio 
mewn cysylltiad ag Aelodau Lleol, neu drwy gyfeirio’n ôl i’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio ar gyfer cadarnhad).  
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PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO 
 

TREFN BLEIDLEISIO 
 

Atgoffir yr aelodau o’r drefn i’w dilyn wrth bleidleisio i roddi neu i 
wrthod caniatâd cynllunio. Bydd y Cadeirydd neu’r Swyddogion yn 
esbonio’r drefn i’w dilyn fel y  bo angen. 
 
Unwaith y bydd y sgriniau arddangos yn y Siambr wedi eu clirio yn 
barod ar gyfer y pleidleisio a phan fydd y sgrîn bleidleisio yn 
ymddangos, bydd gan y Cynghorwyr 10 eiliad i gofnodi eu pleidlais 
fel a ganlyn: 
 
Ar y bysellfwrdd pleidleisio, pwyswch y 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Neu yn achos eitemau Gorfodi: 
 

+        i AWDURDODI Camau Gorfodi  
-      i WRTHOD AWDURDODI Camau Gorfodi 

0            i BEIDIO â phleidleisio 

+ i RODDI caniatâd 
- i WRTHOD caniatâd 

0 i BEIDIO â phleidleisio 
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DEDDF LLYWODRAETH LEOL 2000 

 

 

 
Cod Ymddygiad Aelodau 
 

DATGELU A CHOFRESTRU BUDDIANNAU 
 
  

Rwyf i, 
(enw) 

  

  

*Aelod /Aelod cyfetholedig o 
(*dileuer un) 

Cyngor Sir Ddinbych   

 
 

 

YN CADARNHAU fy mod wedi datgan buddiant *personol / personol a 
sy’n rhagfarnu nas datgelwyd eisoes yn ôl darpariaeth Rhan III cod 
ymddygiad y Cyngor Sir i Aelodau am y canlynol:- 
(*dileuer un) 

Dyddiad Datgelu:   

   

Pwyllgor (nodwch):   

   

Agenda eitem   

   

Pwnc:   

   

Natur y Buddiant: 

(Gweler y nodyn isod)* 

 

 

 

 
 

 

   

Llofnod    

   

Dyddiad   

 

Noder: Rhowch ddigon o fanylion os gwelwch yn dda, e.e. 'Fi yw perchennog y tir sy’n gyfagos i'r cais ar gyfer 
caniatâd cynllunio a wnaed gan Mr Jones', neu 'Mae fy ngŵr / ngwraig yn un o weithwyr y cwmni sydd wedi gwneud 
cais am gymorth ariannol'. Tudalen 11
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PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO 
 
Cofnodion cyfarfod o’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio a gynhaliwyd yn Siambr y Cyngor, Neuadd y Sir, 
Rhuthun, Dydd Mercher, 20 Ebrill 2016 am 9.30 am. 
 

YN BRESENNOL 
 

Cynghorwyr Ray Bartley (Cadeirydd), Joan Butterfield, Jeanette Chamberlain-Jones, Bill 
Cowie, Meirick Davies, Stuart Davies, Peter Evans, Huw Hilditch-Roberts, Rhys Hughes, 
Barry Mellor, Dewi Owens, Pete Prendergast, Arwel Roberts, Anton Sampson, Bill 
Tasker, Julian Thompson-Hill, Joe Welch, Cefyn Williams a Cheryl Williams 
 
Aelodau Lleol – roedd y Cynghorydd Jason McLellan yn bresennol ar gyfer eitem 6 ar y 
rhaglen 
 
Roedd y Cynghorydd David Smith, Aelod Arweiniol y Parth Cyhoeddus yn bresennol ar 
gyfer eitemau 9 a 10.  
 

HEFYD YN BRESENNOL 

 
Pennaeth Cynllunio a Gwarchod y Cyhoedd (GB); Prif Gyfreithiwr – Cynllunio a Phriffyrdd 
(SC); Rheolwr Datblygu (PM); Prif Swyddog Cynllunio (IW); Rheolwr Tai a Chynllunio 
Strategol (AL), Swyddog Polisi Cynllunio (KB) a Gweinyddwr Pwyllgorau (KEJ).  
 

 
TEYRNGED – Y CYNGHORYDD RICHARD DAVIES 
 
Rhoddodd y Cadeirydd deyrnged i'r Cynghorydd Richard Davies, a fu farw ar 22 Mawrth 
ac a fydd yn cael ei golli'n fawr.  Safodd yr aelodau a'r swyddogion mewn teyrnged 
ddistaw. 
 
 
1 YMDDIHEURIADAU  

 
Y Cynghorwyr Ian Armstrong, Brian Blakeley, Alice Jones, Pat Jones, Win Mullen-
James, Bob Murray, Merfyn Parry a Huw Williams 
 

2 DATGAN CYSYLLTIAD  
 
Ni ddatganwyd unrhyw gysylltiad personol na chysylltiad sy'n rhagfarnu. 
 

3 MATERION BRYS FEL Y'U CYTUNWYD GAN Y CADEIRYDD  
 
Ni chafwyd unrhyw faterion brys. 
 

4 COFNODION  
 
Cyflwynwyd cofnodion y Pwyllgor Cynllunio a gynhaliwyd ar 16 Medi 2016. 
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Dywedodd y Cynghorydd Meirick Davies nad oedd rhifau’r tudalennau yn y 
cofnodion Cymraeg a Saesneg yn cydredeg. 
 
PENDERFYNWYD cymeradwyo cofnodion y cyfarfod a gynhaliwyd ar 16 Mawrth, 
2016 fel cofnod cywir. 
 

CEISIADAU AM GANIATÂD I DDATBLYGU (EITEMAU 5 - 8) - 
 
Cyflwynwyd ceisiadau a oedd yn gofyn am benderfyniad y pwyllgor ynghyd â dogfennau 
cysylltiol.  Cyfeiriwyd hefyd at yr wybodaeth a gyflwynwyd yn hwyr (taflenni glas) a 
dderbyniwyd ar ôl cyhoeddi'r rhaglen ac a oedd yn ymwneud â'r ceisiadau penodol.  Er 
mwyn caniatáu ceisiadau aelodau’r cyhoedd i gyflwyno sylwadau, cytunwyd y dylid 
amrywio trefn y ceisiadau ar y rhaglen fel y bo’n briodol. 
 
 
5 CAIS RHIF 43/2015/0315/PF - SAFLE YN SANDY LANE, PRESTATYN  

 
Cyflwynwyd cais i ddymchwel strwythurau presennol a chodi tai i bobl wedi 
ymddeol, cyfleusterau cymunedol, tirlunio a lleoedd parcio ceir ar safle yn Sandy 
Lane, Prestatyn. 
 
Siaradwr Cyhoeddus - 
 
Manylodd Mr. C. Butt (McCarthy & Stone Ltd) (O blaid) ar rinweddau'r cais o ran 
darparu llety ymddeol arbenigol sydd ei ddirfawr angen yn yr ardal.  Roedd pob 
maen prawf wedi'u bodloni ac eithrio mynediad a gwagio yn ystod digwyddiadau 
perygl llifogydd eithafol fel y nodir yn Nodyn Cyngor Technegol (TAN) 15 a oedd 
wedi'i seilio ar ragdybiaethau penodol.  Byddai mesurau lliniaru yn cael eu cyflwyno 
gan gynnwys cynllun llifogydd a rheoli safle priodol yn ystod rhybuddion llifogydd. 
 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol – Cyflwynodd y Swyddog Cynllunio (IW) y cais gan 
gadarnhau cefnogaeth gyffredinol i'r ffactorau cadarnhaol sy'n deillio o'r cynnig.  
Fodd bynnag, roedd y perygl o lifogydd yn fater o bwys ac ymhelaethodd ar y 
rhesymau y tu ôl i argymhelliad y swyddogion i wrthod y cais o ystyried: ‘Na ellid 
cyflawni’r meini prawf Derbynioldeb ar gyfer goblygiadau llifogydd’ yn TAN 15 gan 
na fyddai llwybrau dianc / gwagio yn weithredol yn unrhyw amodau. 
 
Cyfeiriodd y Cynghorydd Jason McLellan (Aelod Lleol) at y gefnogaeth leol ar gyfer 
y datblygiad a siaradodd o blaid y cais gan ailadrodd y manteision cadarnhaol o ran 
yr economi, datblygu safle segur a derbyn taliad swm gohiriedig.  Dadleuodd fod y 
meini prawf nad oedd wedi eu cyflawni yn TAN 15 yn seiliedig ar siawns o 1:1000 o 
lifogydd a oedd yn ddehongliad cul nad oedd wedi ei weithredu gyda datblygiadau 
eraill mwy diweddar.  Cydnabu’r Cynghorydd Julian Thompson-Hill hefyd fanteision 
y cynllun.  Er yn cydnabod pryderon y swyddogion, amlygodd yr angen i fod yn 
realistig o ystyried pa mor annhebygol y byddai digwyddiad mor eithafol yn digwydd 
o gwbl. 
 
Yn ystod y drafodaeth fanwl a ddilynodd, nododd aelodau rinweddau'r cais a 
chanlyniadau cadarnhaol ac ystyriwyd a oedd y bendithion hynny’n gorbwyso'r 
pryderon am berygl llifogydd sy'n deillio o'r methiant i gyrraedd y meini prawf 
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derbynioldeb yn TAN 15 o safbwynt goblygiadau llifogydd mewn digwyddiad 
llifogydd eithafol ac a ellid lliniaru'r perygl ymhellach drwy osod amodau 
ychwanegol.  Credai sawl aelod bod digwyddiad llifogydd eithafol o'r fath yn 
annhebygol iawn gan y byddai’r realiti’n gadael llawer o’r Rhyl a Phrestatyn o dan 
ddŵr.  O ystyried y diffyg hanes o lifogydd ar safle'r cais, ei bellter oddi wrth y môr a 
mesurau gwagio yn sgil llifogydd ychwanegol roedd llawer o gefnogaeth i ganiatáu'r 
cais.  Awgrymwyd hefyd y byddai'r datblygiad arfaethedig yn caniatáu mwy o 
ddraenio ar y safle ac yn lleihau’r perygl o lifogydd yn yr ardal.  Nododd yr Aelodau 
bod datblygiadau eraill ger safle'r cais ac mewn ardaloedd perygl llifogydd yn y Rhyl 
a Phrestatyn wedi cael eu cymeradwyo o'r blaen.  Canmolodd y Cynghorydd Stuart 
Davies y datblygiad a’r rheolaeth o gynllun ymddeol tebyg gan yr Ymgeisydd yn 
Llangollen gan nodi fod hynny’n rhoi sicrwydd pellach.  Anogodd y Cynghorydd 
Huw Hilditch-Roberts y dylid bod yn ofalus wrth benderfynu ar y cais a chyfeiriodd 
at y llifogydd yn Ystâd Glasdir ym mis Tachwedd 2012, a gafodd ganiatâd cynllunio 
yn dilyn cyfrifiadau perygl llifogydd.  Gofynnodd am ragor o wybodaeth a sicrwydd 
ynghylch y modelau llifogydd a'r broses asesu yn yr achos hwn.  Gofynnodd 
Aelodau hefyd a ellid gosod amodau ychwanegol er mwyn bodloni'r meini prawf 
derbynioldeb a oedd heb eu cyflawni dan TAN 15 ac a roddwyd ystyriaeth i 
astudiaethau eraill o’r llanw yn ystod y broses asesu ynghyd ag unrhyw 
bosibilrwydd o gryfhau amddiffynfeydd rhag llifogydd. 
 
Dyma oedd ymatebion y Swyddogion i gwestiynau a sylwadau’r Aelodau - 
 

 roedd perygl llifogydd datblygiadau eraill fel Ysgol Bodnant, Parc Siopa 
Prestatyn, Nova a Glannau’r Rhyl wedi eu hasesu o dan wahanol gategorïau 
datblygu – roedd y datblygiad hwn wedi ei gategoreiddio fel un diamddiffyn iawn 

 derbyniwyd bod datblygiadau preswyl eraill wedi cael eu cymeradwyo yn y 
gorffennol ac roedd Tai Gofal Ychwanegol Nant y Môr, Prestatyn yn ddatblygiad 
tebyg.  Roedd cyngor gan Gyfoeth Naturiol Cymru (CNC) yn newid dros amser 
ac roedd yn bwysig ystyried y data technegol diweddaraf wrth benderfynu ar y 
cais 

 ymhelaethwyd ar y canllawiau technegol a ddarperir yn TAN 15 o safbwynt 
ardaloedd parth llifogydd ac a oedd gan yr ardaloedd hynny amddiffynfeydd 
perygl llifogydd ac esboniodd swyddogaeth a safbwynt CNC a’r Uned Gynllunio 
Brys (EPU) mewn perthynas â cheisiadau cynllunio 

 amlygwyd yr anawsterau wrth gymharu'r cais presennol â'r llifogydd yn Glasdir o 
ystyried y gwahanol rannau o'r sir a’r perygl lifogydd o'r afon yn hytrach na'r môr 
ond rhoddwyd sicrwydd bod CNC yn gweithio'n barhaus ar eu modelau llifogydd 
ac roedd swyddogion wedi ystyried y wybodaeth dechnegol ddiweddaraf sydd ar 
gael wrth bennu’r argymhelliad 

 rhoddwyd sicrwydd bod yr holl astudiaethau a dogfennau perthnasol yn 
ymwneud â llifogydd wedi eu hystyried ac roedd cyfarfod wedi'i gynnal gyda 
CNC a'r EPU i drafod y perygl o lifogydd ymhellach 

 cadarnhawyd bod tybiaethau wedi eu gwneud wrth fodelu llifogydd na fyddai 
unrhyw welliant i amddiffynfeydd rhag llifogydd dros y 100 mlynedd nesaf 

 pe bai’r cais yn cael ei ganiatáu byddai angen i swyddogion adrodd yn ôl i'r 
pwyllgor ar unrhyw reolaethau ychwanegol o ran yr amodau i’w cyflwyno a 
fyddai'n golygu ystyried y cynllun gwagio a materion rheoli llifogydd eraill 
ymhellach. 
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Rhoddodd y Pennaeth Cynllunio a Gwarchod y Cyhoedd grynodeb o’r ddadl a'r 
materion cynllunio perthnasol i'w hystyried yn yr achos hwn.  Amlygodd yr angen i 
aelodau gydbwyso'r ffactorau cadarnhaol sy’n deillio o'r datblygiad yn erbyn y mater 
perygl llifogydd.  Cydnabu Swyddogion y penderfyniad anodd oedd angen ei wneud 
ond tynnwyd sylw'r aelodau at y rhesymau y tu ôl i'r argymhelliad i wrthod o ystyried 
bod yr wybodaeth dechnegol a ddarparwyd ar ddyfnder mwyaf posibl y llifogydd a 
chyflymder y dŵr llif mewn digwyddiad llifogydd eithafol yn arwain at berygl 
annerbyniol ac nid oedd yn bodloni’r safonau gofynnol yn TAN 15. 
 
Cynnig - Teimlai'r Cynghorydd Butterfield, gan fod y risg o ddigwyddiad llifogydd 
eithafol yn fach iawn a bod mesurau lliniaru derbyniol mewn perthynas â gwagio'r 
adeilad wedi'u cynnwys ac y gellid eu hymgorffori yn y Cynllun Rheoli Perygl 
Llifogydd terfynol, nad oedd cyfiawnhad i wrthod caniatâd mewn perthynas â 
phryderon ynghylch diogelwch llwybrau mynediad a gadael; ac roedd bendithion 
adfywio clir a bendithion eraill i'r datblygiad sy'n cyfiawnhau cefnogi’r cais.  
Cynigiodd hi, ac eiliodd y Cynghorydd Anton Sampson y dylid caniatáu’r cais, yn 
groes i argymhelliad y swyddogion. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CANIATÁU - 16 
GWRTHOD - 2 
YMATAL - 1  
 
PENDERFYNWYD y dylid CANIATÁU’R cais yn groes i argymhelliad y 
swyddogion, am y rheswm fod y risg o ddigwyddiad llifogydd eithafol yn fach iawn a 
bod mesurau lliniaru derbyniol mewn perthynas â gwagio'r adeilad wedi'u cynnwys 
ac y gellid eu hymgorffori yn y Cynllun Rheoli Perygl Llifogydd terfynol, nad oedd 
cyfiawnhad i wrthod caniatâd mewn perthynas â phryderon ynghylch diogelwch 
llwybrau mynediad a gadael; ac roedd bendithion adfywio clir a bendithion eraill i'r 
datblygiad sy'n cyfiawnhau cefnogi’r cais. 
 

6 CAIS RHIF 11/2014/1188/PF - TIR Y TU ÔL I GLANDŴR, CLOCAENOG, 
RHUTHUN  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais i godi 2 annedd sengl ar dir y tu ôl i Glandŵr, Clocaenog, Rhuthun. 
 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol - Mewn ymateb i gwestiynau gan y Cynghorydd Meirick 
Davies, esboniodd swyddogion fod y sylwadau a gyflwynwyd gan Gyngor Cymuned 
Clocaenog wedi cael eu hystyried fel gwrthwynebiad i'r cais.  O ganlyniad, roedd y 
cais wedi cael ei gyflwyno i'r pwyllgor i'w benderfynu.  Cytunwyd y dylai’r 
Cynghorydd Davies dafod y weithdrefn yn uniongyrchol gyda swyddogion y tu allan 
i'r cyfarfod. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CYMERADWYO - 18 
GWRTHOD - 0 
YMATAL - 0  
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PENDERFYNWYD y dylid CYMERADWYO’R cais yn unol ag argymhelliad y 
swyddogion a nodwyd yn yr adroddiad. 
 

7 CAIS RHIF 43/2016/0106/TP - 113 FFORDD GALLT MELYD, PRESTATYN  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais i docio canghennau Castanwydden (T2), torri 1 sycamorwydden i 
lawr a thocio 1 coeden Geirios (Grŵp G1) yn amodol ar Orchymyn Cadwraeth Coed 
Rhif 3, 1985 yn 113 Ffordd Gallt Melyd, Prestatyn. 
 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol – Cydnabu’r Cynghorydd Peter Evans (Aelod Lleol) mai’r 
cyfeiriad post ar gyfer Ffordd Gallt Melyd oedd Prestatyn ond gofynnodd er mwyn 
eglurder, i adroddiadau yn y dyfodol gyfeirio at y lleoliadau hynny yn ward Gallt 
Melyd fel 'Gallt Melyd, Prestatyn' yn hytrach na Ffordd Gallt Melyd, Prestatyn .  
Cytunodd y Swyddog Cynllunio i godi'r mater gyda'r Tîm Mapio. 
 
Cynnig – Nododd y Cynghorydd Peter Evans ei fod wedi ymweld â’r safle ac roedd 
yn barod i gynnig argymhelliad y swyddog i gymeradwyo’r cais, ac eiliwyd hynny 
gan y Cynghorydd Arwel Roberts. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CANIATÁU - 17 
GWRTHOD - 1 
YMATAL - 0  
 
PENDERFYNWYD y dylid CYMERADWYO’R cais yn unol ag argymhellion y 
swyddogion a nodwyd yn yr adroddiad. 
 

8 CAIS RHIF 44/2016/0180/PF - 43 HEOL HENDRE, RHUDDLAN  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais i godi cegin awyr agored dan do ar ochr yr annedd yn 43 Heol 
Hendre, Rhuddlan. 
 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol - Nododd y Cynghorydd Arwel Roberts (Aelod Lleol) y 
sylwadau a gyflwynwyd gan Gyngor Tref Rhuddlan a dywedodd nad oedd wedi 
cymryd unrhyw ran yn y drafodaeth honno.  Ar ôl ymweld â'r safle, nid oedd ganddo 
unrhyw wrthwynebiad i'r cais. 

 
Cynnig – Cynigodd y Cynghorydd Arwel Roberts argymhelliad y swyddogion i 
gymeradwyo’r cais, ac eiliwyd hynny gan y Cynghorydd Cefyn Williams. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CYMERADWYO - 18 
GWRTHOD - 0 
YMATAL - 0 
 
PENDERFYNWYD y dylid CYMERADWYO’R cais yn unol ag argymhelliad y 
swyddogion a nodwyd yn yr adroddiad. 
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9 NODIADAU CANLLAWIAU CYNLLUNIO ATODOL DRAFFT: CADWRAETH A 
GWELLA BIOAMRYWIAETH - DOGFEN YMGYNGHORI  
 
Cyflwynodd y Cynghorydd David Smith, Aelod Arweiniol y Parth Cyhoeddus 
adroddiad yn cyflwyno dogfen ddrafft Canllaw Cynllunio Atodol (CCA) ar Gadwraeth 
a Gwella Bioamrywiaeth fel sail ar gyfer ymgynghoriad cyhoeddus.  Atgoffodd y 
Cynghorydd Smith aelodau o'r gwahanol gamau yn y broses cyn i’r Pwyllgor 
Cynllunio fabwysiadu dogfennau’r CCA yn derfynol. 
 
Cynnig – Cynigodd y Cynghorydd Meirick Davies y dylid cymeradwyo argymhelliad 
y swyddogion, ac eiliwyd hyn gan y Cynghorydd Huw Hilditch-Roberts. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
O BLAID - 17 
YN ERBYN - 1 
YMATAL - 0 
 
PENDERFYNWYD bod yr aelodau'n cytuno ar y Canllawiau Cynllunio Atodol drafft 
ar Gadwraeth a Gwella Bioamrywiaeth, fel y nodwyd yn Atodiad 1 sydd ynghlwm i’r 
adroddiad, i ymgynghori’n gyhoeddus arno am leiafswm o wyth wythnos. 
 

10 CANLLAWIAU CYNLLUNIO ATODOL YNNI ADNEWYDDADWY – I’W 
MABWYSIADU  
 
Cyflwynodd y Cynghorydd David Smith, Aelod Arweiniol y Parth Cyhoeddus 
adroddiad yn argymell mabwysiadu'r Canllaw Cynllunio Atodol (CCA) terfynol ar 
Ynni Adnewyddadwy i’w defnyddio wrth benderfynu ar geisiadau cynllunio. 
 
Cynhaliwyd ymgynghoriad wyth wythnos ac roedd crynodeb o'r sylwadau a 
dderbyniwyd ynghyd ag ymateb y Cyngor wedi'u cynnwys fel atodiad i'r adroddiad.  
Wrth ymateb i'r sylwadau hynny cynigiwyd nifer o newidiadau a amlygwyd yn y 
ddogfen derfynol. 
 
Yn ystod y drafodaeth cododd y Cynghorydd Joe Welch y materion canlynol - 
 

 cyfeiriodd at Asesiad Sensitifrwydd a Chynhwysedd Tirwedd Conwy a Sir 
Ddinbych (Mai 2013) nad oedd yn cynnwys manylion am bob caniatâd diweddar 
i dyrbinau gwynt - cadarnhaodd y swyddogion fod y ddogfen wedi ei chynnwys 
fel atodiad er gwybodaeth gefndirol a bod cofnodion ar wahân yn cael eu cadw 
o bob caniatâd a roddwyd a thyrbinau gwynt a adeiladwyd 

 diolchodd i'r swyddogion am ystyried barn y Cynghorau Cymuned ym 
mharagraff 6.4.4 o ran y ffafriaeth i geblau tanddaearol ac y dylid cael trafodaeth 
bellach lle byddai lein o geblau ar bolion 

 gofynnodd am eglurder o fewn paragraff 6.7.1 ynghylch datgomisiynu datblygiad 
diangen - dywedodd y swyddogion y byddai angen ystyried pob cais yn ôl eu 
rhinweddau eu hunain gan ystyried yr hyn a ystyriwyd yn rhesymol dan yr 
amgylchiadau. 
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Diolchodd y Cynghorydd David Smith y swyddogion a gyfrannodd at ddatblygu 
dogfennau’r CCA am eu holl waith caled. 
 
Cynnig – Cynigodd y Cynghorydd Julian Thompson-Hill y dylid cymeradwyo 
argymhelliad y swyddog fel y nodwyd yn yr adroddiad, ac eiliwyd hynny gan y 
Cynghorydd Joan Butterfield. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
O BLAID - 16 
YN ERBYN - 1 
YMATAL - 1 
 
PENDERFYNWYD bod yr aelodau’n mabwysiadu'r Canllawiau Cynllunio Atodol 
terfynol ar Ynni Adnewyddadwy sydd ynghlwm fel Atodiad 1 i'r adroddiad, gyda’r 
newidiadau a argymhellwyd, i'w defnyddio gan ymgeiswyr wrth gyflwyno ceisiadau 
cynllunio ac ar gyfer swyddogion ac aelodau wrth benderfynu ar geisiadau 
cynllunio. 
 
Cyn cau'r cyfarfod diolchodd y Cadeirydd i'r aelodau am eu cydweithrediad yn ystod 
y flwyddyn ddiwethaf ac i’r swyddogion am eu cefnogaeth.  Estynnodd ei 
ddymuniadau gorau hefyd i'r Is-Gadeirydd, y Cynghorydd Win Mullen-James gan 
obeithio y byddai’n cael gwellhad buan. 
 
Daeth y cyfarfod i ben am 10.45 a.m. 
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Codi estyniad i ochr a chefn annedd (ail gyflwyno’r cais) 

LLEOLIAD: Ysgubor Isaf  Bodfari  Dinbych 
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 Emer O'Connor 
WARD : 
 

Aberwheeler 
 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Merfyn Parry 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

09/2016/0346/ PF 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Erection of extension to side and rear of dwelling (re-submission) 

LOCATION: Ysgubor Isaf   Bodfari  Denbigh 
 

APPLICANT: Mr.Brian Jones 
 

CONSTRAINTS: PROW 
AONB 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

Site Notice - NoPress Notice - NoNeighbour letters - Yes 
 

  
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 
 

ABERWHEELER COMMUNITY COUNCIL: No reply received at time of writing report.  
 

CLWYDIAN RANGE AND DEE VALLEY AONB JAC: No reply received at time of writing report. 
 
 

RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: None.  
 
EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION:   01/06/2016  
 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 The application proposes the erection of an extension to a dwelling Ysgubor Isaf in 

Bodfari.   
 

1.1.2 The extension is proposed on the northern side of the dwelling. It would project 4.7m 
to the north of the existing building and extend to some 8.25m in length (2.5m of 
which would be forward of the existing building line).  

 
1.1.3 Although the existing dwelling is a single storey building, the proposed extension 

would be two storey, as the site would be excavated to accommodate a lower storey 
projecting forward of the existing building. 

  
1.1.4 The extension would comprise of a kitchen and living area on the ground floor with a 

utility, shower and lobby/hall below.  
 

1.1.5 As a result of the extension, the footprint of the dwelling will appear as an L shape 
(see plans on the front of the report). 
 

1.2 Description of site and surroundings 
1.2.1 The dwelling is located in the open countryside to the east of the village of Bodfari.  

 
1.2.2 The dwelling is sited on the northern side of a small group of 5 houses accessed off a 

lane which runs between Aberwheeler and the A541 Mold Road.  
 

1.2.3 The land slopes eastwards from the road up towards the dwelling.  
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1.2.4 Ysgubor Isaf is a single storey former outbuilding (it is believed to have been 
converted in the last couple of years). It is a very simple stone structure with a slate 
roof.  
 

1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.3.1 The site is located outside the Development Boundary as defined by the Local 

Development Plan.  
 

1.3.2 The site is within the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty.  
 

1.4 Relevant planning history 
1.4.1 This application follows a previous refusal of permission in March 2016 for 

extensions. The main change is the reduction in size of the extension and the 
simplification of the fenestration pattern.  
 

1.4.2 Planning permission was originally granted in February 2008 for the conversion of the 
outbuilding to a one bedroom residential unit. 
 

1.5 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.5.1 None. 

 
1.6 Other relevant background information 

1.6.1 Cllr Merfyn Parry has requested this application be considered at Committee.  
 
 

2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1  09/2007/1056 Conversion of redundant outbuilding to dwelling. Granted 20 Feb 2008 

 
2.2 09/2016/0064 Erection of extensions to side and rear of dwelling. Refused 09 March 2016 for 

the following reason: 
“It is the opinion of the Local Planning Authority that the proposed extension would, by virtue 
of its design, scale and location have an adverse impact on the character and appearance of 
the existing dwelling and the surrounding open countryside and AONB. Therefore the 
proposal is considered to be in conflict with criteria i) and criteria ii) of policy RD3 and VOE2 
of the Denbighshire County Council Local Development Plan and advice contained within 
Planning Policy Wales paragraph 4.11.9 and Denbighshire SPG 1 - Extensions to Dwellings 
and SPG 24 - Householder Development Design Guide”. 
 
 

3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 
The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
3.1 Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4

th
 June 2013) 

Policy RD 1 - Sustainable Development and Good Standard Design 
Policy RD 3 - Extensions and Alterations to Dwellings 
Policy VOE2 - Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and Area of Outstanding Beauty 
 

3.2 Supplementary Planning Guidance 
Extensions to Dwellings 
Householder Development Design Guide 
 

3.3 Government Policy / Guidance 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8 (PPW) 

 
4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 

 
In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
PPW confirms the requirement that planning applications 'should be determined in accordance 
with the approved or adopted development plan for the area, unless material considerations 
indicate otherwise' (Section 3.1.2). PPW advises that material considerations must be relevant to 
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the regulation of the development and use of land in the public interest, and fairly and reasonably 
relate to the development concerned., and that these can include the number, size, layout, design 
and appearance of buildings, the means of access, landscaping, service availability and the 
impact on the neighbourhood and on the environment (Sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4).  
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to the policies of the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to the material planning considerations which are 
considered to be of relevance to the proposal. 
 
4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 
 

4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Visual Amenity and impact on the AONB 
4.1.3 Impact on Residential Amenity 

 
4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 
 

4.2.1 Principle 
The principle of extensions to existing dwellings is generally acceptable in terms of 
current policies, subject to consideration of detailing and impacts. Policy RD 3 relates 
specifically to extensions to dwellings and permits extensions subject to the 
acceptability of scale and form; design and materials; the impact upon character, 
appearance, and amenity standards of the dwelling and its immediate locality; and 
whether the proposal represents overdevelopment of the site. SPG 1 and SPG 24 
offer basic advice on the principles to be adopted when designing domestic 
extensions and related developments. The assessment of impacts is set out in the 
following sections. 

 
4.2.2 Visual Amenity 

PPW paragraph 4.11.9 states that the visual appearance and scale of development 
and its relationship to its surroundings and context are material planning 
considerations when assessing planning applications.  
Criteria i) of Local Development Plan Policy RD 3 requires that the scale and form of 
the proposed extension or alteration is subordinate to the original dwelling, or the 
dwelling as it was 20 years before the planning application is made. Criteria ii) of 
Policy RD 3 requires that proposals are sympathetic in design, scale, massing and 
materials to the character and appearance of the existing building.  
Local Development Plan Policy VOE 2 requires assessment of the impact of 
development within or affecting the AONB and AOB, and indicates that this should be 
resisted where it would cause unacceptable harm to the character and appearance of 
the landscape and the reasons for designation. 
SPG Extensions to Dwellings states that the scale and form of an extension is 
particularly important in the case of small rural properties with limited floorspace 
where proposals may come forward for large extensions which could dwarf the 
original. The SPG also states that extensions should not normally project excessively 
in front of the existing building. 
The Householder Design Guide SPG states that extensions should have windows 
and doors that are similar to the house in size, shape, design and proportion. Front 
extensions will not normally be acceptable except in special circumstances and 
should not dominate the house. 
 
The extension is proposed to project by 2.5m in front of the original principal elevation 
and would have a lower floor level beneath the existing level of the dwelling. The 
extension will incorporate substantial glazing and a Juliet balcony to the front 
elevation and a stone terrace below. Owing to the site levels and the dwelling siting to 
the front of the group of houses, the dwelling is prominent within the group of when 
viewed from the road.  

 
Although this is a revision to a previously refused scheme, Officers retain reservations 
about the design and detailing of this proposal, and have advised prospective 
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purchasers that it would be difficult to extend such a small unit of accommodation, 
when it was for sale previously.  It is considered that there are still policy issues 
pertaining to the proposal, and that the design of the proposal, by virtue of the 
introduction of a new gable with lower floor, projecting forward of the principal 
elevation with French doors and a Juliet balcony would not respect the character and 
appearance of the existing dwelling. It is considered that the two storey scale and 
location of the proposed extension mean that the proposed extensions would be over-
dominant and not subservient to the existing dwelling. The proposals in turn would 
have an unacceptable impact on the existing dwelling, and the site and surroundings. 
It is therefore considered that the proposal is contrary to the requirements of criteria i) 
and criteria ii) of Policy RD3, VOE 2 and advice contained within paragraph 4.11.9 of 
PPW and guidance set out in SPG 1 and SPG 24. 

 
4.2.3 Residential Amenity 

Paragraph 3.1.7 of PPW states that proposals should be considered in terms of their 
effect on the amenity and existing use of land and buildings in the public interest. It is 
also advised that the Courts have ruled that the individual interest is an aspect of the 
public interest, and it is therefore valid to consider the effect of a proposal on the 
amenity of neighbouring properties.  
 
Having regard to the scale, location and design of the proposed development, it is 
considered that the proposals would not have an unacceptable impact on residential 
amenity of the adjacent occupiers. The proposals therefore comply with the policies 
and guidance listed above relating to amenity. 
 
 

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 
5.1.1 Whilst Officers note that the existing building is small and acknowledge the applicants 

concerns that it does not meet their family requirements, the proposals have to be 
considered on their planning merits. It is the opinion of Officers that the proposal fails 
to comply with the relevant Local Development Plan policies and guidance relating to 
extensions and the AONB, it is therefore recommended for refusal.  

 
RECOMMENDATION: REFUSE- for the following reasons:- 
 
 
The reason is :- 
 
1. It is the opinion of the Local Planning Authority that the proposed extension would, by virtue of 
its design, scale and location have an adverse impact on the character and appearance of the 
existing dwelling and the surrounding open countryside and AONB. The proposal is considered to be 
in conflict with criteria i) and criteria ii) of policy RD3 and VOE2 of the Denbighshire County Council 
Local Development Plan, and advice contained within Planning Policy Wales paragraph 4.11.9 and 
Denbighshire SPG Extensions to Dwellings and SPG Householder Development Design Guide. 
 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
None 
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WARD: 
 

Llanarmon yn Iâl 

AELOD(AU) WARD: 
 

Y Cyng Martyn Holland 

RHIF Y CAIS: 
 

15/2016/0009/PF 

CYNNIG: 
 

Codi annedd newydd 

LLEOLIAD: Pen Y Coed   Eryrys  Yr Wyddgrug 
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 Paul Griffin 
WARD : 
 

Llanarmon yn Ial 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Martyn Holland 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

15/2016/0009/PF 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Erection of replacement dwelling 

LOCATION: Pen Y Coed   Eryrys  Mold 
 

APPLICANT: Mrs Sharon Robinson 
 

CONSTRAINTS: AONB 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

Site Notice – No 
Press Notice – No 
Neighbour letters - Yes 
 

  
 
REASON(S) APPLICATION REPORTED TO COMMITTEE: 
Scheme of Delegation Part 2 
 

• Recommendation to grant / approve – Town / Community Council objection 
 

 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 

LLANARMON YN IAL COMMUNITY COUNCIL: 
Response to initial consultation: 
“Council felt the development was more than 50% bigger than original dwelling, and it 
contravened the regulations of not allowing gable end facing developments on the road side – 
as other properties have had to adhere to only 100 yards away. This site was originally two 
fields, and then hedges and boundaries were removed to form one site for development, before 
planning permission was asked for. This means the plot is now far bigger than the foot-print of 
the original plot. Not Supported.” 
 
Response to re-consultation: 
“Following our council meeting last 14th April, Llanarmon yn Ial Community Council, 
voted that they do not support the planning application 15/2016/0009 erection of 
replacement dwelling at Pen y Coed. Reasons given were: 
The house has now been moved. This site was two fields - then just before planning 
was applied for all the hedges were ripped out to make one bit field- is this allowed? 
The new house is far bigger than 50% of the old - which has been demolished - 
before planning was even applied for. The good soil has already been scrapped away from a 
good growing field to now be a building site. The septic tank is too close to the road.” 
 
CLWYDIAN RANGE AND DEE VALLEY AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY 
JOINT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
““The committee accepts that following the grant of a certificate of lawfulness for the existing 
dwelling there is no objection in principle to replacing this substandard single-storey structure 
with a new dwelling or to the modestly defined residential curtilage. However, the committee is 
concerned about the scale, siting and design of the currently proposed replacement, which will 
have a much greater visual impact than the existing building. To mitigate impact the committee 
would suggest that a 1½ storey structure would be more appropriate in this setting. In addition, 
re-siting the dwelling further to the south would lower the ground floor level thus reducing the 
skyline impact on views from the both the north and south of the site. This would require a 
condition requiring demolition of the existing structure prior to occupation of the new dwelling. 
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The design and appearance could be further improved if the most prominent elevations were 
wholly faced in traditionally finished natural local stone in addition to the proposed stone 
chimney feature. Landscaping will also be important in mitigating impact, and the committee 
would suggest that a landscaping scheme incorporating the planting of new hedgerow 
boundaries with traditional native local species and gapping up existing hedges should be 
conditioned. This could include selective planting of indigenous native trees in the new 
hedgerow boundaries. Details of the treatment of the new access are also required, and the 
committee would suggest that any access splay walls should be traditionally finished natural 
local stone.  
 
It is noted that no garage or other outbuildings are currently proposed, and the committee 
would recommend that a condition restricting permitted development rights should be imposed 
to control potential future overdevelopment of the site.” 
 
NATURAL RESOURCES WALES 
No objections, provided the measures detailed in the submitted ecological report are adhered 
to, there is unlikely to be an adverse impact upon the nearby SSSI, protected species or the 
environment. 
 
DWR CYMRU / WELSH WATER 
No objections 
 
 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
Head of Highways and Infrastructure 
- Highways Officer: 

 No objections subject to the imposition of conditions relating to the creation of the access 
and the laying out of the parking and turning area. 

 
          Ecologist 

 No objections, provided the suggested best practice mitigation measures relating to biodiversity 
are incorporated. 

 
 
 
 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 

 
In objection 
Representations received from: 
Darren Pollard, Y Nyth, Bryn Awelon, Eryrys 
 
Summary of planning based representations in objection: 
Scale of proposals excessive. Orientation of dwelling is not acceptable. 
 
Other comment 
Representations received from: 
Martin Boyett - Ty'n-yr-Union, Eryrys 
 
Summary of planning based representations in support: 
No objections, but brings attention  to the presence of toads in the area. 
 
 

EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION:    
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION (where applicable):  
 

• additional information required from applicant 

• protracted negotiations resulting in amended plans 
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• re-consultations / further publicity necessary on amended plans and / or additional 
information 

• awaiting consideration by Committee 
 

 
 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 Full planning permission is sought for the erection of a replacement dwelling at Pen Y 

Coed, Eryrys. 
 

1.1.2 The proposed dwelling would have a footprint of 17metres by 8 metres. The dwelling 
would be two storey with a ridge height of 7.5 metres. It is proposed to incorporate 
dormers to the front and rear elevations, and solar panels to the front elevation. The 
front elevation would feature an open oak porch with pitched roof. 
 

1.1.3 The external walls would be finished with rough cast render, and the roof would be 
slate with red clay ridge tiles. Windows would be white upvc double glazing, and 
water goods would be upvc.  
 

1.1.4 The proposed dwelling would be located approximately 10 metres south of the 
existing dwelling (which is to be demolished) and 40 metres north of the neighbouring 
dwelling, Gors Olchi. It would be set back from the highway by 17 metres.  
 
 

1.2 Description of site and surroundings 
1.2.1 The site is located in open countryside, approximately 800 metres north of Eryrys on 

an unclassified road. 
 

1.2.2 The dwelling proposed to be demolished is located at the northern end of the site, set 
back from the highway by approximately 4 metres. It is single storey in design, with a 
flat roof and a footprint of approximately 120m². The dwelling is in a state of structural 
disrepair.   

 
1.2.3 Existing development in the area is predominantly residential, and well dispersed 

along the road. 
 

1.2.4 The site is generally flat along the roadside, with the rear of the site starting to gently 
rise up. The site was, until recently, grazing land, with overgrown scrub in some parts. 
However, the applicants have begun some site clearance.  
 

1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.3.1 The site is within the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley Area of Outstanding Natural 

Beauty. 
 

1.3.2 To the west of the site, the land is designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI).  
 

1.4 Relevant planning history 
1.4.1 The use of the existing building as a dwelling was confirmed through the granting of a 

certificate of lawfulness for the existing use in 2014.  
 

1.5 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.5.1 Following the initial objection of the Community Council, and the comments of the 

AONB Committee, the applicants have amended the site layout to locate the dwelling 
nearer existing development, and they have re-orientated the siting to face the 
dwelling onto the road, and reduced the scale of the proposal. 
 

1.6 Other relevant background information 
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1.6.1 None 
 
 

2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1 15/2014/1228/LE – Application for Certificate of Lawfulness for existing use as a dwelling. 

GRANTED 15/12/2014 
 
3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 

The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4

th
 June 2013) 

 
Policy RD4 – Replacement of existing dwellings 
Policy VOE1 - Key areas of importance 
Policy VOE2 – Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
Policy ASA3 – Parking standards 
 
 

3.1 Supplementary Planning Guidance 
SPG 7 – Residential Space Standards 
 

3.2 Government Policy / Guidance 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8 January 2016 

 
 

4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 
 

In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8, 2016 (PPW) confirms the requirement that planning applications 
'should be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted development plan for the 
area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise' (Section 3.1.2). PPW advises that 
material considerations must be relevant to the regulation of the development and use of land in 
the public interest, and fairly and reasonably relate to the development concerned., and that these 
can include the number, size, layout, design and appearance of buildings, the means of access, 
landscaping, service availability and the impact on the neighbourhood and on the environment 
(Sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4).  
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to the policies of the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to the material planning considerations which are 
considered to be of relevance to the proposal. 
 

4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 
 

4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Use of building 
4.1.3 Failings of existing dwelling: structural soundness/existing design/energy efficiency 
4.1.4 Visual amenity/Impact upon AONB 
4.1.5 Residential amenity 
4.1.6 Highways (including access and parking) 
4.1.7 Ecology 
 

4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 
4.2.1 Principle 

The scheme is for a replacement dwelling in the open countryside. LDP Policy RD4, 
Replacement of existing dwellings, allows for such replacements where it can be 
demonstrated that i) the building has legal use rights as a dwelling; and ii) the 
dwelling is not of local historical importance or makes a valuable contribution to the 
character of an area; and iii) the dwelling is structurally unsound, of a poor design, 
and inefficient in terms of energy and water.  
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It is considered that a proposal of this nature would be acceptable in principle subject 
to assessment of its impacts and compliance with the specific criteria of Policy RD4. 
These are set out in the following paragraphs. 
 

4.2.2 Use of building 
The dwelling has not been lived in for a number of years, since the last occupant 
passed away. However, with regard to the 4 tests of abandonment, there is no 
evidence of a change of use, the building still has services and is in reasonable 
functional condition, there is no evidence of the intention to suggest the use has 
ceased. Based on these considerations, a certificate of Lawfulness for the existing 
use of the building as a dwelling was granted in 2014. The proposal therefore 
complies with test i) of Policy RD 4. 
 

4.2.3 Failings of existing dwelling: structural soundness/existing design/energy efficiency 
Policy RD 4 requires proposals for replacement dwellings to demonstrate that the 
existing dwelling is structurally unsound, of poor design, and inefficient in terms of 
energy consumption etc. 
 
The current application includes a structural report which identifies a number of 
failings within the existing structure. A case has been constructed to suggest that the 
work required to correct the failings identified in the structural report would be 
tantamount to demolition and rebuild. In addition the application includes information 
on the quality of the shell of the dwelling in terms of energy efficiency. It concludes 
that the dwelling as currently stands is largely inefficient in terms of energy and water 
given the lack of insulation and cavity walls etc. The submitted design and access 
statement also details the functional and design shortcomings of the existing. 
 
On the basis of the submitted details, and in the absence of any clear contradictory 
reports it is considered that the dwelling is sufficiently unsound, limited in design and 
inefficient in terms of water and energy to justify its demolition and replacement. 
 

4.2.4 Visual Amenity (including assessment of existing dwelling) 
Policy RD4 allows the replacement of dwellings in the open countryside where the 
existing dwelling does not make a valuable contribution to the character of the area 
and is not of local historical importance. As the site is within an Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty (AONB), policy VOE 2 is also of relevance. Policy VOE 2 seeks to 
protect the AONB from development that would unacceptably harm the character and 
appearance of the landscape and the reasons for the designation as an AONB. 
 
The proposed dwelling would have a footprint of 17metres by 8 metres. The dwelling 
would be two storey with a ridge height of 7.5 metres. It is proposed to incorporate 
dormers to the front and rear elevations, and solar panels to the front elevation. The 
front elevation would feature an open oak porch with pitched roof. The external walls 
of the dwelling would be finished with rough cast render, and the roof would be slate 
with red clay ridge tiles. Windows would be white upvc double glazing, and water 
goods would be upvc.  
 
The existing building is of an unusual low single storey flat roof design. It is not 
considered that the existing building makes a valuable contribution to the character of 
the area, is not of local historical importance and is of a poor design. 
  
The comments of the Community Council relating to the increase in scale and size of 
the replacement dwelling are respectfully acknowledged. The AONB committee have 
not raised an objection, although some recommendations were made in the initial 
response, including re-siting the dwelling to achieve a lower floor level. Some of these 
recommendations have been incorporated. 
 
In considering the overall size and scale of the proposed dwelling, it is relevant that 
Policy RD 4 does not include criteria which requires replacement dwelling proposals 
to be similar in size, scale or appearance to the existing dwelling. Proposals for 
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replacement dwellings should therefore be assessed on whether the proposed design 
/ detailing in itself would be harmful to the character and appearance of the area.  
 
Having regard to the character of other development within the vicinity and the 
comments of the AONB committee, it is not considered that the proposal would 
appear out of character with the area, or detrimental to the Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty. The development would be further assimilated into the area through a 
scheme of suitable landscaping. It is considered reasonable to condition the 
submission and implementation of a landscaping plan.  The proposed replacement is 
not considered likely to result in harm to the visual amenity of the area and is unlikely 
to undermine the intentions of the AONB designation. In Officers opinion, the proposal 
complies with adopted planning policies relating to visual amenity and replacement 
dwellings. 
 

  
4.2.5 Residential Amenity 

Planning Policy Wales 3.1.4 refers to the number, size, layout, design and 
appearance of buildings, the means of access, landscaping, service availability and 
the impact on the neighbourhood and on the environment as potentially material 
considerations. The impact of a development on residential amenity is therefore a 
relevant test on planning applications. This is emphasised in Paragraph 3.1.7, which 
states that proposals should be considered in terms of their effect on the amenity and 
existing use of land and buildings in the public interest. As the Courts have ruled that 
the individual interest is an aspect of the public interest, it is therefore valid to 
consider the effect of a proposal on the amenity of neighbouring properties. 
 
The site is in an isolated location with no immediate neighbours. The dwelling would 
be set within a large curtilage. The internal space of the dwelling more than 
adequately meets the requirements of SPG 7 (residential space standards). 
 
In terms of residential amenity impacts, it is considered the proposal is acceptable. 
 

4.2.6 Highways (including access and parking) 
Planning Policy Wales 3.1.4 refers to what may be regarded as material 
considerations and that these can include the number, size, layout, design and 
appearance of buildings, the means of access, landscaping, service availability and 
the impact on the neighbourhood and on the environment. The acceptability of means 
of access is therefore a standard test on most planning applications. Policy ASA 3 
requires adequate parking spaces for cars and bicycles in connection with 
development proposals, and outlines considerations to be given to factors relevant to 
the application of standards. These policies reflect general principles set out in 
Planning Policy Wales (Section 8) and TAN 18 – Transport, in support of sustainable 
development. 
 
The proposal utilises a new access and the closing of the original access, and 
includes parking and turning areas within the site.  Accordingly, there are no 
objections from the Highway Officers. The proposal is considered acceptable in terms 
of highway impacts and access. 

 
 4.2.7 Biodiversity / Ecology / Nature Conservation 

Policy VOE 5 requires due assessment of potential impacts on protected species or 
designated sites of nature conservation, including mitigation proposals, and suggests 
that permission should not be granted where proposals are likely to cause significant 
harm to such interests. This reflects policy and guidance in Planning Policy Wales 
(Section 5.2), current legislation and SPG 18 – Nature Conservation and Species 
Protection, which stress the importance of the planning system in meeting biodiversity 
objectives through promoting approaches to development which create new 
opportunities to enhance biodiversity, prevent biodiversity losses, or compensate for 
losses where damage is unavoidable. 
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The site has been surveyed for the presence of protected species, including bats, 
badgers and newts. No evidence of any protected species was found. It has therefore 
been recommended in the biodiversity report that the development may proceed 
following best practice. NRW and the Council’s biodiversity officer have not raised 
objection to the proposal. 

 
It is considered that the proposal meets the requirements of VOE 1 and TAN 5. 
 

 
5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 

5.1 It is considered with respect to the comments on the application that it complies with current 
planning policy, and merits support. 
 

RECOMMENDATION: GRANT- subject to the following conditions:- 
 

 
1. The development to which this permission relates shall be begun no later than the expiration 

of five years beginning with the date of this permission. 
2. PRE-COMMENCEMENT CONDITION 

Prior to the commencement of the development, the written approval of the Local Planning 
Authority shall be obtained in respect of the walls and roof materials to be used for the 
development hereby permitted and no materials other than those approved shall be used. 

3. PRE-COMMENCEMENT CONDITION 
The access shall be laid out and constructed as shown on the approved plan and completed 
to the satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority before any works commence on site. 

4. PRE-COMMENCEMENT CONDITION 
No development shall take place until there has been submitted to, and approved in writing 
by, the Local Planning Authority, a detailed scheme of hard and soft landscaping for the site, 
and such scheme shall include details of: 
(a) all existing trees, hedgerows and other vegetation on the land, details of any to be 
retained, and measures for their protection in the course of development. 
(b) proposed new trees, hedgerows, shrubs or vegetation, including confirmation of 
species, numbers, and location and the proposed timing of the planting; 
(c) proposed materials to be used on the driveway(s), paths and other hard surfaced 
areas; 
(d)     proposed earthworks, grading and mounding of land and changes in levels, final 
contours and the relationship  of proposed mounding to existing vegetation and surrounding 
landform; 
(e)     Proposed positions, design, materials and type of boundary treatment. 
(f) proposed positions and designs of Great Crested Newt refugia. 

5. Facilities shall be provided and retained within the site for the loading/ unloading, parking and 
turning of vehicles in accordance with the approved plan and which shall be completed prior 
to the development being brought into use. 

6. All planting, seeding, turfing, fencing, walling or other treatment comprised in the approved 
details of landscaping shall be carried out in the first planting and seeding seasons following 
the completion of the development and any trees or plants which, within a period of five years 
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. 

 
 
 
 
The reasons for the conditions are:- 
 
1. To comply with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 
2. In the interests of visual amenity. 
3. In the interest of the free and safe movement of traffic on the adjacent highway and to ensure 

the formation of a safe and satisfactory access. 
4. To ensure in the interests of visual amenity a satisfactory standard of landscaping in 

conjunction with the development. 
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5. To provide for the loading/ unloading, parking and turning of vehicles and to ensure that 
reversing by vehicles into or from the highway is rendered unnecessary in the interest of 
traffic safety. 

6. To ensure a satisfactory standard of development, in the interests of visual amenity. 
 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
 
Your attention is drawn to the attached Highway Supplementary Notes Nos. 1, 3, 4, 5 & 10. 
Your attention is drawn to the attached Part N form (New Road and Street Works Act 1991). 
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WARD: 
 

Tremeirchion 
 

AELOD(AU) WARD: 
 

Cyng. Barbara Smith 

RHIF Y CAIS: 
 

41/2015/1229/ PS 

CYNNIG: 
 

Dileu amod rhif 2(a) o ganiatâd cynllunio 41/2010/1177/PF yn 
cyfyngu'r addysg yn y goedwig a’r defnydd o’r ganolfan hyfforddi i 
uchafswm o 200 diwrnod mewn unrhyw flwyddyn 

LLEOLIAD: Warren Woods Ltd The Warren, Ffordd yr Wyddgrug, Bodfari 
Dinbych 
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 Emer O'Connor 
WARD : 
 

Tremeirchion 
 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Barbara Smith 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

41/2015/1229/ PS 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Removal of condition number 2(a) of planning permission 
41/2010/1177/PF restricting woodland based education and 
training centre use to a maximum of 200 days in any calendar 
year 

LOCATION: Warren Woods Ltd. The Warren  Mold Road Bodfari  Denbigh 
 

APPLICANT: Mr Rod WaterfieldWarren Woods Limited 
 

CONSTRAINTS: AONB 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

Site Notice – No 
Press Notice – No 
Neighbour letters - Yes 
 

  
 
REASON(S) APPLICATION REPORTED TO COMMITTEE: 
Scheme of Delegation Part 2 
 

• Recommendation to grant / approve – 4 or more objections received 

• Recommendation to grant / approve – Town / Community Council objection 
 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 

BODFARI COMMUNITY COUNCIL 
“Bodfari Community Council recommend approval but note that as the original condition was 
set to allow the local authority to control highway safety and residential amenity, there remain 
unaddressed issues and that conditions should therefore still set a limit to the number of days 
and address these significant highway safety issue.” 

 
NATURAL RESOURCES WALES 
No objection. 
 
DWR CYMRU / WELSH WATER 
No objection.  

 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
Head of Highways and Infrastructure 
- Highways Officer 
The case officer has indicated verbally that there are no objections.  Planning conditions will be 
required to control access matters. These will be reported on the late information sheets.  
  

          Pollution Control Officer  
          No objection.  
 
 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 

In objection 
Representations received from: 
S. Rathbone, Argoed, Mold Road, Bodfari  
Mr Dai Watkins, Lodge Farm, Bodfari  
Michael R Berry, Ty Newydd Sodom,  Bodfari  
Elena Fowler - Glas Coed, off Mold Road, Bodfari 
Councillor Gwladys Edwards - Ardugout, Tremeirchion Road, Bodfari 
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Anne a Medwyn Roberts, Swn yr Afon, Ffordd y Wyddgrug, Bodfari 
)Mr. & Mrs. Collns, 5, Llys Cerrig, St. Asaph 
L P Morton, 39, Oakthorne Grove, Heydock 

 
Summary of planning based representations in objection: 
Highways safety- increased use of access onto B road unsafe, surrounding highway network 
poor/ narrow approach road, no need for passing places. 
Residential amenity- increased activity owing to increase in use of site. 
Visual impact- negative effect on the area and the AONB. 

 
 
EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION:   10/03/2016  
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION (where applicable):  
 

• re-consultations / further publicity necessary on amended plans and / or additional 
information 
 

 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 The application proposes developments associated with an existing woodland 

business at Warren Woods, in Bodfari.  
 

1.1.2 The proposal is for the removal of condition number 2(a) of planning permission 
41/2010/1177/PF which restricts the use of the site for woodland based education and 
training centre to a maximum of 200 days in any calendar year. 
 

1.1.3 Condition 2(a) reads:  
No. 2 In relation to the woodland based education and training centre use: 
a. The use shall only be permitted to take place up to a maximum of 200 days in 
any calendar year. 
The reason for this condition was: 
In order that the local planning authority is able to retain control over the use of the 
woodland based education and training centre in the interest of highway safety and 
residential amenity. 
 

1.1.4 The application also includes plans showing the installation of three passing places 
on the minor road that links the site to the A541 road.  
 

1.1.5 The Agent has advised that the removal of the condition would enable the use to 
expand from the existing 2 weekend and 2 weekday level.  
 

1.1.6 The education and training centre is used by a range of people from school children 
to families, more recently the centre has been used by groups under the guise of 
‘social forestry’, health and wellbeing courses in a woodland setting. 
 

1.1.7 The application is supported by the following documents: 

• Design and Access Statement, which refers to the relevant planning policies, 
site context and constraints, environmental sustainability, character, movement, 
community safety and access.  

• A Traffic Management Document which includes details of the Applicants 
intentions in relation to Highways improvement, the installation of the passing 
places and details of the Applicants intentions to carry out ‘tree and hedge 
work’ at the junction with A541. 
 

1.2 Description of site and surroundings 
1.2.1 Warren Woods is located in the open countryside some 1.5km to the north east of the 

village of Bodfari. Access is via a Class C minor county road which links to the A541 

Tudalen 62



from two junctions 0.5 km apart (see plan at the front of the report). 
 

1.2.2 The site comprises an open area of land to the north which is used as a caravan club 
site, and a group of buildings to the south, adjacent to woodland to the east.  The site 
has been partly hard-cored and there is an earth bund on the lower northern side. 
There is some landscaping around the boundaries of the site and to the north of the 
group of buildings.  
 

1.2.3 The nearest properties to the site are Glascoed to the north, Argoed House to the 
north west, and Warren House to the south (see plan). 

 
1.2.4 In planning terms the use of site is mixed, comprising land used for woodland based 

education and training, forestry and a landscape contractors business.  
 

1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.3.1 The site is located in the open countryside, in the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley 

AONB.  
 

1.4 Relevant planning history 
1.4.1 The original planning permission for the site was granted at Planning Committee in 

2003. This permission was for the use of the land for production of charcoal using a 
twin unit kiln and for associated bagging and storing of charcoal; for the cutting, 
bagging and storage of fuel wood (e.g. logs, kinder); production of coppice craft 
goods, retention of the earth bund, erection of a polytunnel (involving engineering 
operations to level sloping ground).  The application also referred to using the land as 
a tree nursery and providing woodland education services and a landscape 
contractors business.  
 

1.4.2 As the use of the site developed a subsequent planning permission was made in 
2010 for a more formal training space. Planning Committee granted permission for 
the erection of a classroom, installation of new septic tank, continuation of use for 
woodland based education and training centre for up to 200 days per year and the 
retention of 2 ‘forest school’ structures in the woodland. Is it understood that this use 
of this building started on completion of the build in 2013.  

 
1.4.3 There is currently another application being considered (at this Committee) for an 

additional classroom building on the site (application 41/2016/0027). That application 
also shows the creation of the three passing places on the minor road.  
 

1.1 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.1.1 Following concerns raised by Highways Officers, the application has been amended 

to include the creation of the passing places on the minor road serving the site.  
 

 
 

2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1 41/2002/0808 - Retention of hardstanding, and earth bund and continued use of land for 

mixed forestry-related uses incorporating storage of machinery/materials in connection with 
Landscape Contractor's business, timber storage, cutting, bagging & storage of fuelwood, 
charcoal production, tree nursery, coppice crafts, and woodland-based education and 
training. Erection of polytunnel. (Retrospective application). GRANTED 23/04/2003 
 

2.2 41/2010/ Erection of a detached building to provide classroom, office, kitchen and WC and 
installation of new septic tank; and retention of use for woodland based education and training 
centre for up to 200 days per year and 2 no. forest school structures in woodland known as 
The Warren. GRANTED 16/06/2011 

 
 
3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 

The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
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Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4
th
 June 2013) 

Policy PSE5 – Rural economy 
Policy VOE2 – Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and Area of Outstanding Beauty 
Policy ASA3 – Parking standards 
 
3.1 Government Policy / Guidance 

Planning Policy Wales Edition 8 January 2016 
Technical Advice Notes 
TAN 6 Planning for Sustainable Rural Communities 
 

 
4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 

 
In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8, January 2016 (PPW) confirms the requirement that planning 
applications 'should be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted development plan 
for the area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise' (Section 3.1.2). PPW advises that 
material considerations must be relevant to the regulation of the development and use of land in 
the public interest, and fairly and reasonably relate to the development concerned., and that these 
can include the number, size, layout, design and appearance of buildings, the means of access, 
landscaping, service availability and the impact on the neighbourhood and on the environment 
(Sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4).  
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to the policies of the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to the material planning considerations which are 
considered to be of relevance to the proposal. 
 
4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 
 

4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Residential amenity 
4.1.3 Highways (including access and parking) 

 
4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 

4.2.1 Principle 
The application site lies outside any development boundary. Local Development Plan 
Policy PSE 5 outlines the general intent of the Local Development Plan to help 
sustain the rural economy, through the support of tourism and commercial 
development, subject to detailed criteria relating to the character and distinctive 
qualities of the local landscape.  
 
Welsh Government Guidance in TAN6 encourages the development of appropriate 
scale woodland-based enterprise that adds to rural diversification. Section 7.3 of 
Planning Policy Wales seeks to promote diversification in the rural economy, and 
offers in principle support for suitable small scale enterprises, and the expansion of 
existing businesses located in the open Countryside provided there are no 
unacceptable impacts on local amenity. 
 
The proposal is for the removal of condition number 2(a) of planning permission 
41/2010/1177/PF which restricts the use of the site for woodland based education and 
training centre to a maximum of 200 days in any calendar year. The reason this 
condition was attached related to highways safety and amenity impacts. The highway 
and amenity issues are reviewed in the following sections of the report. 
 

4.2.2 Residential amenity 
Paragraph 3.1.7 of PPW states that proposals should be considered in terms of their 
effect on the amenity and existing use of land and buildings in the public interest. It is 
also advised that the Courts have ruled that the individual interest is an aspect of the 
public interest, and it is therefore valid to consider the effect of a proposal on the 
amenity of neighbouring properties. 
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The documentation submitted with the application states that the removal of the 
condition is sought to allow for the expansion of the “social forestry” element of the 
use. Courses are proposed to be run every day between the hours of 08.00 and 
17.00. The nearest dwellings are Glascoed to the north of the site on the opposite 
side of the minor Road, and Argoed House to the north west. There is some 
screening along the boundary and two bunds partially obscure views to the buildings 
on site.  
 
Public Protection Officers have raised no objection to the proposal as there are 
conditions on the original planning permission relating to noise which are still in place. 
Concerns have been raised by neighbours and the Community Council over 
increased activity on the site.  
 
With respect to the concerns from the Community Council and private individuals, 
owing to the separation distances and nature of the use, it is not considered that the 
removal of the condition would give rise to significant impacts on the amenity of 
adjacent occupiers. With the existing noise controls in place it would be difficult to 
justify opposing the proposal based solely on noise issues. It is considered there 
would be no policy conflicts as a result of the development.  
 

4.2.3 Highways (including access and parking) 
Policy ASA 3 requires adequate parking spaces for cars and bicycles in connection 
with development proposals, and outlines considerations to be given to factors 
relevant to the application of standards. These policies reflect general principles set 
out in Planning Policy Wales Section 8 relating to consideration of highways safety 
and transport implications of development proposals. 
 
Access to the site would be from the existing entrance and driveway from the minor 
road. Three passing places are proposed to be created on the minor road to improve 
access. There is onsite parking for 13 cars (including one disabled space) and a 
minibus. The applicant has also provided details of his intentions to carry out tree 
work at the A541 junction.  
 
Concerns have been raised by the Community Council, AONB JAC and neighbours 
over the highways safety implications of the removal of the condition. The woodland 
based education and training centre has been operating since 2010 (when the Social 
Enterprise was created).  
 
Highways Officers in their assessment of the application and having checked records, 
there have been no reported highway related problems arising from the Woodland 
Skills Centre, and no reported accidents at the Junction with the A541 Mold Road. 
Based on the vehicle movements indicated and the improvements proposed to the 
highway network leading to the site, Highway Officers have raised no objection to the 
proposal, subject to suitable conditions. Hence it is not considered that the proposal 
conflicts with the highways considerations of Policy ASA 3 or PPW.  

 
 
5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 

5.1 Although there are local concerns over this proposal and further developments on the site, 
Officers’ view is that the proposal does not raise significant policy issues, and therefore. 
Therefore it is recommended for grant, subject to suitable conditions. 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: Grant deletion of Condition 2 (a) of 41/2010/1177 

 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
 
Planning Conditions/History: 
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You are reminded that this decision relates solely to the deletion of condition 2a of planning 
permission 41/2010/1177 and that the conditions on this permission and relevant previous consents 
still apply at the site.  
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WARD: 
 

Tremeirchion 
 

AELOD(AU) WARD: 
 

Cyng. Barbara Smith 

RHIF Y CAIS: 
 

41/2016/0027/ PF 

CYNNIG: 
 

Adeiladu ystafell ddosbarth, storfa, toiled a chreu mannau pasio 

LLEOLIAD: The Warren  Ffordd yr Wyddgrug  Bodfari  Dinbych 
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 Emer O'Connor 
WARD : 
 

Tremeirchion 
 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Barbara Smith 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

41/2016/0027/ PF 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Erection of classroom, store, wc and creation of passing places 

LOCATION: The Warren  Mold Road Bodfari  Denbigh 
 

APPLICANT: Mr Rod WaterfieldWarren Woods Limited 
 

CONSTRAINTS: AONB 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

Site Notice – No 
Press Notice – No 
Neighbour letters - Yes 
 

  
 
REASON(S) APPLICATION REPORTED TO COMMITTEE: 
Scheme of Delegation Part 2 
 

• Recommendation to grant / approve – 4 or more objections received 

• Recommendation to grant / approve – Town / Community Council objection 
 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 

BODFARI COMMUNITY COUNCIL 
“Bodfari Community Council recommend refusal of this application as there remain 
unaddressed significant highway safety and residential amenity issues, and there is 
also concern at the continuing proliferation of buildings on this site in an AONB”. 

 
CLWYDIAN RANGE AND DEE VALLEY AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL 
BEAUTY 
JOINT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
“The Joint Committee supports the work of Warren Woods Ltd to develop traditional 
woodland skills, promote positive woodland management and to enhance woodland 
access for disadvantaged groups.    
 
The siting, design and proposed materials for the new building will present the 
appearance of a modest extension to the existing classroom and, in this context, will 
not have a significantly greater visual impact than the existing complex of buildings and 
structures on the site. However, given the sensitivity of the site and its limited capacity 
to accommodate additional development, the committee is of the opinion that any 
future proposals to intensify the use or further expand the building complex should be 
looked at very critically. In addition, the committee would recommend a condition 
requiring the building to be removed and the land reinstated to its original state should 
the educational use cease. 
 
The committee has previously expressed concerns about the appropriateness of the 
surrounding highway network to support a large scale operation at this site. Supporting 
information submitted with the current planning application and the associated 
application (Code No 41/2015/1229) to remove the 200 day restriction on operations 
states that the majority of users will access the site via mini-bus which will minimise 
additional traffic. On this basis, and subject to the Highway Authority being satisfied 
with the access arrangements, the Joint Committee has no objection to the proposals. 
However, it is suggested that a traffic management plan should be prepared to assist in 
managing access to and from the site.” 
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NATURAL RESOURCES WALES 
No reply received at time of report writing. 
 
DWR CYMRU / WELSH WATER 
No objection.  

 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
Head of Highways and Infrastructure 
- Highways Officer 
The case officer has indicated verbally that there are no objections. Planning conditions 
will be required to control access matters. These will be reported on the late information 
sheet.  
  

          Pollution Control Officer  
          No objection.  
 
 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 

In objection 
Representations received from: 
Jill Ainsworth, The Rose Gardens, Bodfari  
Mr & Mrs Collins - 5 Llys Cerrig, St Asaph  
Mr & Mrs G. McKee, Waen Rodyn House, Bodfari  
D. Watkins, Lodge Farm, Off Mold Road, Bodfari  
Dr. A. Fowler, Glas Coed, Bodfari  
E. Fowler, Glas Coed, off Mold Road, Bodfari  
Mrs Gwladys Edwards, Ardugout, Tremeirchion Road, Bodfari  
Jill Ainsworth, The Rose Gardens, Bodfari  
Mr & Mrs Collins, 5 Llys Cerrig 

 
Summary of planning based representations in objection: 
Highways safety- increased use of access onto B road unsafe, surrounding highway 
network poor/ narrow approach road, no need for passing places. 
Residential amenity- increased activity owing to increase in use of site. 
Visual impact- negative effect on the area and the AONB. 

 
 
EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION:   10/03/2016  
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION (where applicable):  
 

• re-consultations / further publicity necessary on amended plans and / or 
additional information 
 

 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 The application proposes developments associated with an existing woodland 

business at Warren Woods, in Bodfari.  
 

1.1.2 The proposal is for the erection of a building (which includes a 
classroom/teaching space, store and WC) and the creation of passing places 
on the adjacent highway.  

 
1.1.3 The classroom building would be sited to the east of the existing classroom 

(there would be 1.2 metres between the two buildings). Measuring 7.5 metres 
by 6 metres, it would have an overall height of 4 metres. It would be a timber 
frame construction, clad in Larch with a box profile sheet roof.  
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1.1.4 The application also includes the creation of 3 passing places on the minor 
road between Warren Woods and the A541, and access improvements at the 
access of the centre off the minor road.  
 

 
1.1.5 The Agent has advised that the classroom would enhance the existing 

woodland based education and training element of the use. The education 
and training centre is used by a range of people from school children to 
families.  More recently the centre has been used by groups under the guise 
of ‘social forestry’, health and wellbeing courses in a woodland setting. 
 

 
1.1.6 The application is supported by the following documents: 

 

• Design and Access Statement, which refers to the relevant planning 
policies, site context and constraints, environmental sustainability, 
character, movement, community safety and access.  
 

• A Traffic Management Document which includes details of the Applicant’s 
intentions in relation to Highways improvements, the installation of the 
passing places and details of the Applicant’s intentions to carry out ‘tree 
and hedge work’ at the junction with A541. 
 

• Letters of support from two Denbighshire Social Services Officers stating 
they support the proposals and they utilise the services of the Woodland 
School. 
 

 
1.2 Description of site and surroundings 

1.2.1 Warren Woods is located in the open countryside some 1.5km to the north 
east of the village of Bodfari. Access is via a Class C minor county road which 
links to the A541 from two junctions 0.5 km apart (see plan at the front of the 
report). 
 

1.2.2 The site comprises an open area of land to the north which is used as a 
caravan club site, and a group of buildings to the south, adjacent to woodland 
to the east.  The site has been partly hard-cored and there is an earth bund 
on the lower northern side. There is some landscaping around the boundaries 
of the site and to the north of the group of buildings.  
 

1.2.3 The nearest properties to the site are Glascoed to the north, Argoed House to 
the north west, and Warren House to the south (see plan). 
 

1.2.4 In planning terms the use of site is mixed, comprising land used for woodland 
based education and training, forestry and a landscape contractors business.  
 

1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.3.1 The site is located in the open countryside, in the Clwydian Range and Dee 

Valley AONB.  
 

1.4 Relevant planning history 
1.4.1 The original planning permission for the site was granted at Planning 

Committee in 2003. This permission was for the use of the land for production 
of charcoal using a twin unit kiln and for associated bagging and storing of 
charcoal; for the cutting, bagging and storage of fuel wood (e.g. logs, kinder); 
production of coppice craft goods, retention of the earth bund, erection of a 
polytunnel (involving engineering operations to level sloping ground).  The 
application also referred to using the land as a tree nursery and providing 
woodland education services and a landscape contractors business.  
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1.4.2 As the use of the site developed, a subsequent planning permission was 
made in 2010 for a more formal training space. Planning Committee granted 
permission for the erection of a classroom, installation of new septic tank, 
continuation of use for woodland based education and training centre for up 
to 200 days per year and the retention of 2 ‘forest school’ structures in the 
woodland. Is it understood that this use of this building started on completion 
of the building in 2013.  
 

1.4.3 There is currently another application being considered (at this Committee) to 
remove the condition attached to the 2010 application which limited the 
number of days woodland based training courses could run on the site.  
 

1.5 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.5.1 Following concerns raised by Highways Officers, the application was 

amended to include the creation of the passing places on the minor road 
serving the site.  
 

1.6 Other relevant background information 
 

2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1 41/2002/0808 - Retention of hardstanding, and earth bund and continued use of land 

for mixed forestry-related uses incorporating storage of machinery/materials in 
connection with Landscape Contractor's business, timber storage, cutting, bagging & 
storage of fuelwood, charcoal production, tree nursery, coppice crafts, and woodland-
based education and training. Erection of polytunnel. (Retrospective application). 
GRANTED 23/04/2003 
 

2.2 41/2010/ Erection of a detached building to provide classroom, office, kitchen and 
WC and installation of new septic tank; and retention of use for woodland based 
education and training centre for up to 200 days per year and 2 no. forest school 
structures in woodland known as The Warren. GRANTED 16/06/2011 
 

3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 
The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4

th
 June 2013) 

Policy PSE5 – Rural economy 
Policy VOE2 – Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and Area of Outstanding Beauty 
Policy ASA3 – Parking standards 
 
3.1 Government Policy / Guidance 

Planning Policy Wales Edition 8 January 2016 
Technical Advice Notes 
TAN 6 Planning for Sustainable Rural Communities 
 

4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 
 
In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning 
application, Planning Policy Wales Edition 8, January 2016 (PPW) confirms the 
requirement that planning applications 'should be determined in accordance with the 
approved or adopted development plan for the area, unless material considerations 
indicate otherwise' (Section 3.1.2). PPW advises that material considerations must be 
relevant to the regulation of the development and use of land in the public interest, 
and fairly and reasonably relate to the development concerned., and that these can 
include the number, size, layout, design and appearance of buildings, the means of 
access, landscaping, service availability and the impact on the neighbourhood and on 
the environment (Sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4).  
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to the policies of 
the Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to the material planning 
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considerations which are considered to be of relevance to the proposal. 
 

4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 
4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Visual amenity 
4.1.3 Residential amenity 
4.1.4 Highways (including access and parking) 

 
4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 

4.2.1 Principle 
The application site lies outside any development boundary. Local 
Development Plan Policy PSE 5 outlines the general intent of the Local 
Development Plan to help sustain the rural economy, through the support of 
tourism and commercial development, subject to detailed criteria relating to 
the character and distinctive qualities of the local landscape.  
 
Welsh Government Guidance in TAN6 encourages the development of 
appropriate scale woodland-based enterprise that adds to rural diversification. 
Section 7.3 of Planning Policy Wales seeks to promote diversification in the 
rural economy, and offers in principle support for suitable small scale 
enterprises, and the expansion of existing businesses located in the open 
Countryside provided there are no unacceptable impacts on local amenity. 
 
The application proposes further development of the woodland enterprise 
element of the use at Warren Woods, and includes a classroom building and 
associated road improvements. The supporting information aims to justify the 
development in this location, and provide some background relating to the 
need for the building. The proposed building would be of a small scale and 
well related to the existing built development.  
 
It is considered that the principle of the proposal is acceptable in relation to 
policy, subject to assessment of the detailed impacts set out below.  
 

4.2.2 Visual amenity 
In referring to what may be regarded as material considerations, Planning 
Policy Wales 3.1.4 refers to the number, size, layout, design and appearance 
of buildings, the means of access, landscaping, service availability and the 
impact on the neighbourhood and on the environment. The impact of a 
development on visual amenity is therefore a relevant test on planning 
applications. Policy VOE 2 requires that development must not cause 
unacceptable harm to the character and appearance of the AONB. 
 
The site is located off a minor road.  There is an existing group of buildings on 
the site that are relatively well contained and screened to the west by 
woodland, and to the north by established landscaping. The design and 
materials of the classroom building would be similar to the existing classroom 
building on the site (albeit with a different roof material). Additional 
landscaping is proposed to the east of the building. The AONB JAC have 
raised no objection to the design and detailing of the proposed building and 
consider it would appear to form a logical extension to the exiting classroom. 
Concerns have been raised by the Community Council and local residents 
over the visual impact of the proposal.  
 
In acknowledging the comments of the Community Council and local 
concerns, having regard to the scale of the proposal, the design of the 
building and the nature of the use, is not considered that the development 
would adversely impact upon the visual amenities of the site and 
surroundings and therefore it is not considered that the proposal conflicts with 
Policy GEN 6, EMP 11 of ENV 2.   
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4.2.3 Residential amenity 
Paragraph 3.1.7 of PPW states that proposals should be considered in terms 
of their effect on the amenity and existing use of land and buildings in the 
public interest. It is also advised that the Courts have ruled that the individual 
interest is an aspect of the public interest, and it is therefore valid to consider 
the effect of a proposal on the amenity of neighbouring properties. 
 
The documentation submitted with the application states that there would be 
no intensification of the existing use in terms of traffic movements. Courses 
run currently four days a week between the hours of 08.00 and 17.00 
(although this would increase to daily if the removal of condition application is 
permitted). The nearest dwellings are Glascoed to the north of the site on the 
opposite side of the minor Road, and Argoed House to the north west. There 
is some screening along the boundary and two bunds partially obscure views 
to the buildings on site. Public Protection Officers have raised no objection to 
the proposal as there are conditions on the original planning permission 
relating to noise which are still in place on the site. Concerns have been 
raised by neighbours and the Community Council over increased activity at 
the site.  
 
With respect to the concerns from the Community Council and private 
individuals, owing to the separation distances and nature of the use, it is not 
considered that the proposed building or the development of the passing 
places would impact significantly on the amenity of the adjacent occupiers. It 
is considered there would be no policy conflicts as a result of the 
development.  
 

4.2.4 Highways (including access and parking) 
Policy ASA 3 requires adequate parking spaces for cars and bicycles in 
connection with development proposals, and outlines considerations to be 
given to factors relevant to the application of standards. These policies reflect 
general principles set out in Planning Policy Wales Section 8 relating to 
consideration of highways safety and transport implications of development 
proposals. 
 
Access to the site would be from the existing entrance and driveway from the 
minor road. Improvements are proposed to the access point to improve 
visibility. Three passing places are proposed to be created on the minor road 
to improve access. There is onsite parking for 13 cars (including one disabled 
space) and a minibus. The applicant has also provided details of his 
intentions to carry out tree work at the A541 junction to improve visibility.   
 
Concerns have been raised by the Community Council, AONB JAC and 
neighbours over the highways safety implications of the development.  
 
Highways Officers in their assessment of the application and have checked 
records, and there have been no reported highway related problems arising 
from the Woodland Skills Centre, and no reported accidents at the Junction 
with the A541 Mold Road. Based on the vehicle movements indicated and the 
improvements proposed to the highway network leading to the site, Highway 
Officers have raised no objection to the proposal, subject to suitable 
conditions. Hence it is not considered that the proposal conflicts with the 
highways considerations of Policy ASA 3 or PPW.  

 
 
5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 

5.1 Although there are local concerns over this proposal and further developments on the 
site, Officer’s view is that the proposal is unlikely to give rise to significant local 
impacts,, and therefore it is recommended for grant, subject to suitable conditions. 
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RECOMMENDATION: GRANT - subject to the following conditions:- 

1. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in strict accordance with 
details shown on the following submitted plans and documents unless specified as 
otherwise within any other condition pursuant to this permission: 
(i) Proposed elevations and floor plan received 11 January 2016 
(ii) Existing site plan (Drawing No. 0170-a002 Rev. P1) received 11 January 2016 
(iii) Proposed site plan received 11 January 2016 
(iv) Location plan received 15 January 2016 
(v) Proposed passing places received 7 April 2016 
 

2. The development to which this permission relates shall be begun no later than the 
18

th
 May 2016 

 
3. Should the woodland based education and training centre use cease, the building 

shall be removed from the site and land restored to its former condition within 6 
months of the cessation of the use. 

 
 
Reasons for the conditions: 

1. For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure a satisfactory standard of development. 
 

2. To comply with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990. 
 

3. The classroom building has been granted planning permission on the basis of need 
for the building. 

 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
 
Planning Conditions/History: 
You are reminded that the conditions on previous consents still apply at the site and that you 
need to ensure compliance with conditions relating to the nature of the use, noise and 
parking.  
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WARD: 
 

De'r Rhyl 

AELOD(AU) WARD: 
 

Cyng. Jeanette Chamberlain Jones (c) 
Cyng. Cheryl Williams (c)  
 

RHIF Y CAIS: 
 

45/2016/0201/ PC 

CYNNIG: 
 

Cadw'r llawr decin uwch yn y cefn 

LLEOLIAD: 14  Gareth Close  Y Rhyl 
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 Emer O'Connor 
WARD : 
 

Rhyl South 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Jeanette Chamberlain Jones (c) 
Cllr Cheryl Williams (c) 
 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

45/2016/0201/ PC 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Retention of raised decking area at rear 

LOCATION: 14  Gareth Close   Rhyl 
 

APPLICANT: Mr Andrew Brett 
 

CONSTRAINTS: Article 4 Direction 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

Site Notice – No 
Press Notice – No 
Neighbour letters - Yes 
 

  
REASON(S) APPLICATION REPORTED TO COMMITTEE: 
Scheme of Delegation Part 2 
 

• Recommendation to grant / approve – Town Council objection 
 

CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 
RHYL TOWN COUNCIL 
“Objection on the grounds of loss of amenity to adjoining property owners being overlooked by 
the decking area.” 

 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: None.  
 
EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION: 24/04/2015 
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION:  
 

• Awaiting Committee determination. 
 

PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 Planning permission is sought for retrospective permission for alterations at 14 Gareth 

Close in Rhyl. 
 

1.1.2 The alterations comprise of the installation of a raised decking area at the rear of the 
dwelling.  

 
1.1.3 The decking area is a timber structure measuring 3 metres by 3.2 metres. It is 0.9 

metre in height above ground level. It is surrounded by railings which measure a 
further 0.8 metres in height. 

 
1.1.4 The decking is accessed off french doors at the rear of the dwelling.  

 
1.1.5 The proposal is illustrated on the plans at the front of the report.  

 
1.2 Description of site and surroundings 

1.2.1 The semi-detached bungalow is sited at the end of a cul de sac of similar properties, 
which are staggered various distances from the road frontage. 
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1.2.2 The rear of the site is bounded by the grounds of Ysgol Mair. 
 

1.2.3 The dwelling is located in a primarily residential area located to the south of Rhyl town 
centre. 

 
1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 

1.3.1 The site is located within the development boundary of Rhyl. 
 

1.4 Relevant planning history 
1.4.1 None.  

 
1.5 Developments/changes since the original submission 

1.5.1 None.  
 

1.6 Other relevant background information 
1.6.1 None.  

 
 

2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1 None.  

 
3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 

The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
3.1 Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4

th
 June 2013) 

Policy RD 1 – Sustainable Development and Good Standard of Design 
Policy RD 3 – Extensions and alterations to dwellings 
 

3.2 Supplementary Planning Guidance 
SPG Extensions to Dwellings 
SPG Householder Development Design Guide 

 
3.3 Government Policy / Guidance 

Planning Policy Wales Edition 8   
 
 

4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 
In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8, 2016 (PPW) confirms the requirement that planning applications 
'should be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted development plan for the 
area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise' (Section 3.1.2). PPW advises that 
material considerations must be relevant to the regulation of the development and use of land in 
the public interest, and fairly and reasonably relate to the development concerned., and that these 
can include the number, size, layout, design and appearance of buildings, the means of access, 
landscaping, service availability and the impact on the neighbourhood and on the environment 
(Sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4).  
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to the policies of the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to the material planning considerations which are 
considered to be of relevance to the proposal. 
 
4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 

4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Visual amenity 
4.1.3 Residential amenity 
 

4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 
4.2.1 Principle 

The principle of extensions and alterations to existing dwellings is generally 
acceptable in terms of current policies, subject to consideration of detailing and 
impacts. Policy RD 3 permits extensions and alterations subject to the acceptability of 
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scale and form; design and materials; the impact upon character, appearance, and 
amenity standards of the dwelling and its immediate locality; and whether the 
proposal represents overdevelopment of the site. Policy RD1 contains tests requiring 
development not to have an unacceptable impact on the amenity and appearance of 
the locality. Extensions SPG offer basic advice on the principles to be adopted when 
designing domestic extensions and related developments. The assessment of 
impacts is set out in the following sections. 
 

4.2.2 Visual amenity 
Criteria i) of Policy RD 1 requires that development respects the site and 
surroundings in terms of siting, layout, scale, form, character, design, materials, 
aspect, micro-climate and intensity of use of land/buildings and spaces around and 
between buildings. Criteria ii) of Policy RD 3 requires that a proposals are 
sympathetic in design, scale, massing and materials to the character and appearance 
of the existing building. 
 
The application proposes to retain a decking area to the rear of the dwelling.   
 
Owing to the scale and appearance of the decking and to its location to the rear of the 
dwelling it is considered that the proposal would comply with tests i) and ii) of Policy 
RD 3 and advice within the supplementary planning guidance. 

 
4.2.3 Residential amenity 

Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 test (i) requires due regard to issues of siting, 
layout, form, character, design, materials, aspect, microclimate and intensity of use of 
land / buildings and spaces between buildings, which touch on the potential for impact 
on residential amenity; test (vi) sets the requirement to assess the impact of 
development on the amenities of local residents, other land and property users, or 
characteristics of the locality, in terms of increased activity, disturbance, noise, dust, 
fumes, litter, drainage, light pollution, etc. 
 
The application proposes a decking area to the rear of the dwelling. It is set off the 
boundary with the attached house by 6 metres and from the boundary from the house 
to the east by 1 metre. The decking is 0.9 metres off the ground level within the 
garden and is surrounded by a timber railing of 0.8 metre in height. There is a 
boundary fence of at least 1 metres surrounding the garden of the dwelling. To the 
rear of the site is the playing field of the adjacent school. Concerns have been raised 
by the Town Council relating to overlooking of neighbouring properties from the 
decking area.  
 
Officers acknowledge the concerns of the Town Council relating to the impacts of the 
decking on the amenity of the adjacent occupiers, in particular the attached dwelling 
at no. 16 Gareth Close however it is noted that the outlook across the rear of the 
dwellings in the existing garden areas is already very open. Officers accept that the 
decking area facilitates overlook the garden areas of neighbouring gardens from an 
elevated position, however this could be mitigated by the installation of screens to the 
sides of the decking area. This would reduce the amount of overlooking to the sides 
and retain the outlook to the rear. As there is a solution to the concerns raised by the 
Town Councils, Officers consider that it would be difficult to refuse the application on 
amenity grounds. Therefore subject to the imposition of a condition relating to 
screening the proposal is considered to comply with test iii) of Policy RD 3.  
 
 

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 
 

5.1 It is the opinion of Officers that the proposal complies with the relevant planning polices and 
with respect to the comments of the Town Council, Officers do not consider there are grounds 
to justify a refusal of permission in this instance subject to the imposition of a condition.  

 
RECOMMENDATION: GRANT- subject to the following conditions:- 
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RECOMMENDATION: GRANT- subject to the following condition:- 

 
 
1. Within one month of the date of this permission privacy screening for the east and west sides 

of the raised decking area hereby approved shall be installed. The privacy screening shall be 
opaque and at least 1.8 metres in height. The screening details shall be submitted to and 
approved by the Local Planning Authority prior to their installation. The privacy screening shall 
be retained and maintained as approved as long as the raised decking area is in use. 

 
 
 
 
The reason(s) for the condition(s) is(are):- 
 
1. In the interests of the amenity of the adjacent occupiers. 
 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
 
None 
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WARD: 
 

De'r Rhyl 
 

AELOD(AU) WARD: 
 

Cyng. Jeanette Chamberlain Jones (c) 
Cyng. Cheryl Williams (c)  
 

RHIF Y CAIS: 
 

45/2016/0208/ TP 

CYNNIG: 
 

Torri 3 Derwen T1 T2 a T3 i lawr a lleihau corun 1 derwen T4 yn 
amodol ar Orchymyn Diogelu Coed 

LLEOLIAD:  Hafod Wen a Hailwood   Ffordd Bryn Cwnin  Y Rhyl 
 

 

Tudalen 91

Eitem Agenda 12



Mae tudalen hwn yn fwriadol wag



Tudalen 93



Tudalen 94



Tudalen 95



 Emer O'Connor 
WARD : 
 

Rhyl South 
 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Jeanette Chamberlain Jones (c) 
Cllr Cheryl Williams (c) 
 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

45/2016/0208/ TP 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Felling of 3 no. Oak trees T1 T2 & T3 and crown reduction of 
1no. Oak tree T4 subject of a Tree Preservation Order 

LOCATION:  Hafod Wen and Hailwood  Bryn Cwnin Road   Rhyl 
 

APPLICANT: Mr P Walker 
 

CONSTRAINTS: Tree Preservation Order 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

Site Notice – No 
Press Notice – No 
Neighbour letters - Yes 
 

 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 
RHYL TOWN COUNCIL:  
“Object, The Council believe that the trees (T1 – T4) should be retained but crown reduced by 20% by 
a profession Tree Surgeon – Second Option identified within the Visual Tree Assessment.  
The County Council are also requested to investigate the damage caused to Tree T1 from recent poor 
pruning as identified within the Visual Tree Assessment and take appropriate action”. 
 
ARBORICULTURIST CONSULTANT:  
Considers that the submitted Arboriculture Report is a fair and reasonable assessment of the situation 
and implications of the works carried out on site. T1 has poor form, is modest in size and immediately 
adjacent to the front elevation of the dwelling. T2 and T3 are semi mature specimens with a diameter 
of only 150mm at breast height. The pruning to the oak T4 will enable this tree to be kept as a 
specimen tree and will improve the crown’s shape. 
 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 
In objection 
Representations received from: 
Mr Stone, 28 Bryn Cwnin Road. 
 
Summary of planning based representations in objection: 
The trees are protected by a TPO and should not be felled. 
The Developer is trying to remove the trees by stealth having built too close to them.  
 
EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION:   21/04/2016 
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION:  
 

• delay in receipt of key consultation response(s) 
 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 Consent is sought for the felling of 3 no. Oak trees and crown reduction of 1 no. Oak 

tree. The trees are the subject of a tree preservation order.  
 

1.1.2 The applicants supporting statement outlines concerns about the safety and stability 
of the trees and their general condition.  
 

1.2 Description of site and surroundings 
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1.2.1 The trees subject to the proposal are situated at the front of a new dwelling currently 
being constructed on Bryn Cwnin Road and comprise of four oaks.  

 
1.2.2 It is proposed to fell three of the oaks including T1, a multi-stemmed specimen. The 

two other oaks to fell also form part of the group to the front. They are semi mature 
specimens with a diameter of only 150mm at breast height. T4 is proposed to be 
pruned to improve the trees shape.  

 
1.2.3 The trees are prominently sited within the street scene on the eastern side of Bryn 

Cwnin Road, where two modern dwellings are currently being developed.  
 

1.2.4 The western and northern sides of Bryn Cwnin Road (opposite the site) is 
characterised by uniform residential properties, close to the highway, with small front 
gardens and ornamental planting.  
 

1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.3.1 Borough of Rhuddlan (Hafod Wen, Bryn Cwnin Road) Tree Preservation Order No. 1, 

1988.  
 

1.4 Relevant planning history 
1.4.1 There have been various applications for tree works granted on the site, the last was 

in 2013.  
 

1.5 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.5.1 None 

 
1.6 Other relevant background information 

1.6.1 This application is being reported to the Planning Committee as there is an objection 
from the Town Council.  
 
 

2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1 45/20012/0668 Demolition of existing dwelling and erection of 2 No. detached dwellings, 

alterations to existing vehicular access and formation of new vehicular access. Granted 
November 2012. 

2.2 There have been various applications for tree works granted on the site, the last was in 2013.  
 
3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 
The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 

3.1 Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4
th
 June 2013): 

RD1 – Sustainable development and good standard design 
VOE 1 – Key Areas of Importance 
SPG 6 – Trees and Development 

 
3.2 Government Policy/Guidance: 

Planning Policy Wales 8, January 2016 
TAN 10 – Tree Preservation Orders (1997) 
WO Circular 64/78 

 
 
4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 

In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8, January 2016 (PPW) confirms the requirement that planning 
applications 'should be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted development 
plan for the area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise' (Section 3.1.2). PPW 
advises that material considerations must be relevant to the regulation of the development and 
use of land in the public interest, and fairly and reasonably relate to the development concerned., 
and that these can include the number, size, layout, design and appearance of buildings, the 
means of access, landscaping, service availability and the impact on the neighbourhood and on 
the environment (Sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4). 
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The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to the policies of the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to the material planning considerations which are 
considered to be of relevance to the proposal. 

 
4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 

 
4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Amenity value of the trees 
4.1.3 Is the proposal justified? 

 
 

4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 
4.2.1 Principle 

Local Development Plan Policy VOE 1 seeks to protect sites of from development that 
would adversely affect their biodiversity/landscape value. Policy RD 1 includes criteria 
which seek to protect the visual amenity of the area.  
 
Planning Policy Wales (Section 5) states that trees, woodlands and hedgerows are of 
great importance as both wildlife habitats and in terms of their contribution to 
landscape character and beauty. Trees, woodlands and hedgerows also play a role in 
tackling climate change by trapping carbon and can provide a sustainable energy 
source. PPW 8 further advises that Local Planning Authorities should seek to protect 
trees, groups of trees and areas of woodland where they have natural heritage value 
or contribute to the character or amenity of a particular locality. 
 
Tree Preservation Orders are made on the basis of an assessment of the amenity 
value of the trees. Therefore, in determining applications for consent for felling or 
carrying out works to protected trees, current advice to planning authorities is as 
follows: 
i)  to assess the amenity value of the tree or woodland, and the likely impact of the 
proposal on the amenity of the area, and in the light of their assessment at i) above, 
ii)  to consider whether or not the proposal is justified, having regard to the reason put 
forward in support of it. 
 
A proposal to carry out works on protected trees is therefore considered acceptable in 
principle subject to consideration of the above tests. 

 
4.2.2 Test i) - Amenity value of the trees: 

The trees subject to the proposal are situated at the front of a new dwelling currently 
being constructed on Bryn Cwnin Road and comprise of four oaks.  
 
It is proposed to fell three of the oaks including T1, a multi-stemmed specimen. This 
tree has poor form, is modest in size and immediately adjacent to the front elevation 
of the dwelling.  
 
The two other oaks to fell also form part of the group to the front. They are semi 
mature specimens with a diameter of only 150mm at breast height. The pruning to the 
oak T4 will enable this tree to be kept as a specimen tree and will improve the crown’s 
shape. 
 
The trees are prominent within the street scene and clearly afford a degree of 
‘pleasantness’ to the area, and their loss would have some impact on the area. 
However, the Tree Consultant notes that T1 has poor form and would be better sited 
elsewhere in the front garden. He suggests T2 and T3 provide minimal amenity value 
and could be replaced with new planting which would be effective within a few years. 
Finally, he suggests the pruning to the oak T4 will enable this tree to be kept as a 
specimen tree and will improve the crown’s shape. 
 
In Officers opinion, in respect of the amenity considerations, considered that the 
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felling should be consented. It is suggested that suitable replacement trees be 
conditioned to mitigate for the loss of the trees.  

 
4.2.3 Test ii) - Is the proposal justified? 

The applicant’s case is that the trees are not particularly significant specimens with 
limited amenity value. Health and safety concerns are also cited for their removal. 
 
To assess the submitted justification the Council has employed its own qualified 
Arboricultural Consultant. The Consultant considers that the submitted Arboricultural 
Report is a fair and reasonable assessment of the situation and implications of the 
works carried out on site.  

 
 
5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 

5.1 With respect to the comments of Rhyl Town Council Officers consider the proposal meets the 
tests for removal, and conditions can be attached relating to replacement trees. Hence it is 
the opinion of Officers that the proposal should be granted.  

 
RECOMMENDATION: GRANT- subject to the following conditions:- 
 
1. The work shall be completed within 24 months of the date of consent unless the Local 

Planning Authority agrees to an extension of this period in writing. 
2. All tree pruning shall be carried out in strict accordance with the British Standard BS3998 

(2010) Recommendations for Tree Work. 
3. Within the first available planting season (November to March inclusive) following the felling 

or substantial felling of the trees, three replacement trees shall be planted in the front garden 
of Coed Derw. The replacement trees shall comprise of two Pedunculate Oaks (Quercus 
robur) and one Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris). The two oaks shall be root balled or bare root 
'heavy standards' (12-14cm in girth) and a minimum height of 3.0m. The Scots pine shall be a 
containerised specimen supplied in a 30 litre minimum pot size and not less than 120cm in 
height. The replacement trees shall be shall be planted in a triangular grouping in the front 
southerly corner of the garden not closer than 3m of the road or side boundaries. The trees 
shall not be planted within 5m of each other to ensure that they have space to grow. The 
replacement trees shall be supplied, planted and maintained for 5 years in accordance with 
BS8545 2014. Any variation to this condition must be agreed in writing with the Local 
Planning Authority. 

 
 
 
 
The reason(s) for the condition(s) is(are):- 
 
1. To ensure the work is carried out within a reasonable period. 
2. To ensure the work is carried out to a satisfactory arboricultural standard that safeguards the 

amenity afforded by the trees. 
3. To provide replacement amenity. 
 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
None 
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WARD: 
 

Gorllewin Llanelwy 

AELOD(AU) WARD: 
 

Cyng. Bill Cowie (c) 

RHIF Y CAIS: 
 

46/2016 / 0198 / TP 

CYNNIG: 
 

Torri 1 Castanwydden wedi’i atodi i Orchymyn Diogelu Coed 
Gwesty Talardy 1975 cyf A1 
 

LLEOLIAD: Gwesty Talardy Park  The Roe  Llanelwy 
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 Emer O'Connor 
WARD : 
 

St Asaph West 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Bill Cowie (c) 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

46/2016/0198/ TP 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Felling of 1 No. Horse Chestnut tree annexed to the Talardy 
Hotel Tree Preservation Order 1975 ref A1 
 

LOCATION: Talardy Park Hotel  The Roe   St Asaph 
 

APPLICANT: Marstons Brewery 
 

CONSTRAINTS: C2 Flood Zone 
Tree Preservation Order 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

Site Notice – No 
Press Notice – No 
Neighbour letters - Yes 
 

  
 
 
 
REASON(S) APPLICATION REPORTED TO COMMITTEE: 
Scheme of Delegation Part 2 
 

• Recommendation to grant / approve – Town / Community Council objection 
 
 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 
ST ASAPH CITY COUNCIL:  
Original response to consultation:  
“Chestnut tree on the grounds that it has no sight of any independent evidence that both trees need to 
be removed. Pollarding and crown reduction may be a more suitable for such fine specimens. Unless 
the DCCC tree officer is saying that both have to be felled then every effort should be made to retain 
them. 
 
Second response following receipt of Councils Tree Consultants report:  
“Regret that the tree needs to be cut down and would like options to retain the tree to be considered 
more seriously. The City Council is not convinced or assured by the report provided from a company 
outside of the area, particularly in regard to any replacement if the existing tree is removed. The 
replacement tree needs to be indigenous to North Wales rather than a Red Wood which is indigenous 
to California. The City council requests a site visit with DCC Tree Officer to look at available options 
before any permission is given by DCC for its removal.” 
 
Meeting took place on the 25th April with Councils Tree Consultant and a subsequent response was 
received from the Local Member: 
“7 members of the City Council met with tree person whom county had arranged to meet us to discuss 
a Horse Chestnut tree in the car park. 
The owners of the Hotel had actually used the tree expert as their consultant and it was his 
recommendation to remove the tree and plant a replacement. 
The majority of the members present felt that all should be done to preserve as much of the tree as 
possible and that it should be assessed as to how much lobbing and possible tying in of limbs needs 
to be done to achieve this. 
I am sure that the city clerk will be putting in a report to you once the tree expert has informed her of 
the outcome of the meeting.” 
 
ARBORICULTURE CONSULTANT:  
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“The horse chestnut is a large mature specimen in the car park that due to its size and the open 
landscape is a prominent and previously attractive feature within the hotel grounds and wider 
landscape. The tree’s Diameter at Breast Height is 1400mm indicating that it is of significant age and 
was planted in the early to mid-19th century. 
 
The application to fell the tree has been made following the tearing out of a large branch into the car 
park on the tree’s northern side. The loss of the branch has led to a significant proportion of the crown 
being shed leaving an asymmetrical specimen that has a poor unbalanced appearance. The torn out 
branch has resulted in a socket at 2m above ground level that is approximately 1m wide and 2m high. 
Examination of the fork shows an area of included bark at the top of the tear which would have 
created a weakness. This structural weakness was probably made worse by the presence of 
extensive decay in a stub branch (+-400mm diameter) near the top of the tear to the west. The bark in 
the weak fork, that is now exposed, also has sporophores of a decay fungus, Kretzschmaria deusta 
which can cause wood to become brittle. Evidently, these factors have led to the failure of the branch. 
 
The loss of the branch has not only compromised the tree’s aesthetic appearance but has structurally 
undermined it. Exposed wood of horse chestnut is prone to decaying rapidly and will, over time, make 
it structurally weak. Taking into account the large injury to the trunk and colonisation by a decay fungi 
I am of the opinion that felling the tree, as proposed in the application, is acceptable. The other option 
would be to reduce or pollard the tree to balance the crown in expectation of progressing decay. Even 
if the crown of the tree is reduced, as opposed to pollarding, it will have the effect of very significantly 
diminishing the tree’s aesthetic appearance when compared to its form prior to the branch failure.   
 
Granting consent to fell the tree will allow a condition to be imposed requiring a replacement tree to 
be planted. The appended condition requires a giant redwood (Sequoiadendron giganteum) to be 
planted. This is a species of tree that was introduced to Great Britain from North America in 1853 and 
was commonly planted as a specimen tree in the grounds of properties of that period. The species is 
therefore contemporaneous with the Victorian glasshouse and walled garden in the hotel grounds. 
Horse chestnut is unsuitable as a replacement because it is prone to several diseases that undermine 
their suitability as a specimen tree.” 
 
 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 
In objection 
Representations received from: 
Angela Gregory, 5 Hen Walaiu, St Asaph.  
 
Summary of planning based representations in objection: 
Visual amenity- The tree has been part of the Talardy Park for years providing conkers to local 
children and adding character to the local area.  
Justification/Need to fell- Too many trees are disappearing. The application does not state any reason 
why it should be removed, let alone a valid one. 
 
EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION:   20/04/2016 
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION:  
 

• Negotiations ongoing with City Council  
 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 Consent is sought for the felling a Horse Chestnut tree at the Talardy Hotel in St 

Asaph. The tree is the subject of a tree preservation order.  
 

1.1.2 The applicants supporting statement outlines concerns about the safety and stability 
of the tree and its general condition.  
 

1.2 Description of site and surroundings 
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1.2.1 The horse chestnut is a large mature specimen in the north western corner of the car 
park.  
 

1.2.2 The tree is believed to be of a significant age and according to the Councils Tree 
Consultant was probably planted in the early to mid-19th century 

 
1.2.3 The Talardy Hotel is a Grade II Listed Building, within the ground there is a Glass 

House which is the subject of its own listing.  
 

1.2.4 The application site is located on the northern side of junction 27 of the A55. It is 
bounded to the south by the A55 slip road and to the north by the residential estate of 
Hen Waliau. To the east is the A525 and to the west is agricultural land.  
 

1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.3.1 The original TPO order for the site is the Talardy Hotel Tree Preservation Order 1975 

Annex 1.  
 

1.4 Relevant planning history 
1.4.1 Consent to fell a decaying lime in the car park was granted in 2015 and it has now 

been removed. There is a condition requiring a replacement tree to be planted in the 
car park which is outstanding. 
 

1.5 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.5.1 None. 

 
1.6 Other relevant background information 

1.6.1 This application is being reported to the Planning Committee as concerns have been 
raised in relation to the felling by the City Council. 
 

1.6.2 Members will see from the City Council’s consultation responses above that Officers 
have engaged with the City Council regarding this issue.  

 
1.6.3 Following a request from St Asaph City Council, the Councils Tree Consultant met 

with representatives of the City Council and the Local Member on the 25th April. At the 
meeting it was agreed to request that Applicants consider managing the tree’s decline 
by pruning it back in stages in response to decay and dieback, as opposed to felling 
the tree. The merits and disadvantages of this option have been explored by the 
Applicants and their arboricultural contractor, however the application has not been 
amended and the proposal to fell tree remains to be determined. 
 
 

2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1 There have been various applications for tree works granted on the site, the last of which was 

in 2015.  
 
 
3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 

The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
3.1 Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4th June 2013): 

RD1 – Sustainable development and good standard design 
VOE 1 – Key Areas of Importance 
SPG 6 – Trees and Development 
 

3.2 Government Policy/Guidance: 
Planning Policy Wales 8, January 2016 
TAN 10 – Tree Preservation Orders (1997) 
WO Circular 64/78 
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4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 
In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8, January 2016 (PPW) confirms the requirement that planning 
applications 'should be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted development 
plan for the area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise' (Section 3.1.2). PPW 
advises that material considerations must be relevant to the regulation of the development and 
use of land in the public interest, and fairly and reasonably relate to the development concerned., 
and that these can include the number, size, layout, design and appearance of buildings, the 
means of access, landscaping, service availability and the impact on the neighbourhood and on 
the environment (Sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4).  
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to the policies of the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to the material planning considerations which are 
considered to be of relevance to the proposal. 
 
4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 

4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Amenity value of the trees 
4.1.3 Is the proposal justified? 

 
4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 

4.2.1 Principle 
Local Development Plan Policy VOE 1 seeks to protect sites from development that 
would adversely affect their biodiversity/landscape value. Policy RD 1 includes criteria 
which seek to protect the visual amenity of the area.  
 
Planning Policy Wales (Section 5) states that trees, woodlands and hedgerows are of 
great importance as both wildlife habitats and in terms of their contribution to 
landscape character and beauty. Trees, woodlands and hedgerows also play a role in 
tackling climate change by trapping carbon and can provide a sustainable energy 
source. PPW 8 further advises that Local Planning Authorities should seek to protect 
trees, groups of trees and areas of woodland where they have natural heritage value 
or contribute to the character or amenity of a particular locality.  
 
Tree Preservation Orders are made on the basis of an assessment of the amenity 
value of the trees. Therefore, in determining applications for consent for felling or 
carrying out works to protected trees, current advice to planning authorities is as 
follows: 
i)  to assess the amenity value of the tree or woodland, and the likely impact of the 
proposal on the amenity of the area, and 
ii)  in the light of their assessment at i) above, to consider whether or not the proposal 
is justified, having regard to the reason put forward in support of it. 
 
A proposal to carry out works on protected trees is therefore considered acceptable in 
principle subject to consideration of the above tests. 
 

4.2.2 Test i) - Amenity value of the trees: 
The tree subject to the proposal is situated in the car park of the Talardy Hotel in St 
Asaph. The Tree is a Horse Chestnut Tree.  
 
The application to fell the tree has been made following the tearing out of a large 
branch into the car park on the tree’s northern side.  
 
The tree is in a prominent within the street scene and clearly affords a degree of 
‘pleasantness’ to the area and the setting of the Talardy Hotel Listed Building, and its 
loss would have some impact on the area. However, the Tree Consultant notes that 
the loss of the branch on the northern side of the tree has had a significant effect on 
the balance of the tree, and there are signs of decay fungus on the tree.  
 
In Officers opinion, in respect of the amenity considerations, it is considered that the 
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felling should be consented. It is suggested that suitable replacement tree be 
conditioned to mitigate for the loss of the Horse Chestnut. Regarding the choice of 
replacement, the Tree Officer has suggest that a giant redwood be planted in lieu of 
the Horse Chestnut. Whilst the City Council raised some concerns over the choice of 
tree, the Council’s Tree Consultant has advised that this is a species of tree that was 
introduced to Great Britain from North America in 1853 and was commonly planted as 
a specimen tree in the grounds of properties of that period. The species is therefore 
contemporaneous with the Victorian glasshouse and walled garden in the Listed 
Talardy Hotel grounds.  
 

4.2.3 Test ii) - Is the proposal justified? 
The applicant’s case is that the tree is in a poor condition following the loss of the 
branch on its north western side. The Council’s Tree Consultant has advised that the 
loss of the branch has not only compromised the tree’s aesthetic appearance but has 
structurally undermined it. Exposed wood of horse chestnut is prone to decaying 
rapidly and will, over time, make it structurally weak. Therefore the felling is 
considered to be justified. 
 
The City Council’s preference to retain the tree and reduce or pollard it to balance the 
crown in expectation of progressing decay would have the effect of very significantly 
diminishing the tree’s aesthetic appearance when compared to its form prior to the 
branch failure. This would only enable the decline of the tree to be managed for a 
short period of time.  
 
To assess the submitted justification, the Council has employed its own qualified 
Arboricultural Consultant. The Consultant considers that the submitted Arboricultural 
Report is a fair and reasonable assessment of the situation and implications of the 
works carried out on site.  

 
5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 

5.1 With respect to the comments of St Asaph City Council, Officers believe the proposal has 
been given serious consideration and that the case for removal of the tree meets the relevant 
tests. A condition can be attached relating to a replacement tree.  
 

5.2 It is the opinion of Officers that the proposal should be granted.  
 

RECOMMENDATION: GRANT- subject to the following conditions:- 
 
 
1. The work shall be completed within 24 months of the date of consent unless the Local 

Planning Authority agrees to an extension of this period in writing. 
2. Within the first available planting season (November to March inclusive) following the felling 

or substantial felling of the horse chestnut (T1) a replacement tree shall be planted in the area 
proposed in the application. The replacement tree shall be planted at least 1.5m from the 
brick garden wall to centre stem. The tree shall comprise of a containerised Giant Redwood 
(Sequoiadendron giganteum) minimum height of 2m. The replacement tree shall be supplied, 
planted and maintained for 5 years in accordance with BS8545 2014. Any variation to this 
condition must be agreed in writing with the Local Planning Authority. 

 
 
 
 
The reasons for the conditions are:- 
 
1. To ensure the work is carried out within a reasonable period. 
2. To provide replacement amenity. 
 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
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Consent was granted to fell a mature lime to the north of the horse chestnut (T1) in the car park under 
planning application 43/2015/0577. It appears that the replacement tree has not been planted and 
formal compliance with the condition is requested. 
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ADRODDIAD PENNAETH CYNLLUNIO A GWARCHOD Y CYHOEDD 
 
 
 

ADRODDIAD I GEISIO PENDERFYNIAD AR AMODAU I'W CYNNWYS AR 
GANIATÂD CYNLLUNIO 43/2015/0315/PF 

 
Dymchwel strwythurau presennol a chodi tai i bobl wedi ymddeol, cyfleusterau 

cymunedol, tirlunio a lleoedd parcio ceir 
 

Sandy Lane, Prestatyn 
 

 
 

  

  
 
1. PWRPAS YR ADRODDIAD 

 
1.1. Mae’r adroddiad yn gofyn i’r Aelodau wneud penderfyniad ar amodau ar gyfer y caniatâd 

cynllunio ar gyfer cynllun ailddatblygu yn Sandy Lane, Prestatyn y penderfynodd y 
Pwyllgor Cynllunio ei ganiatáu yn y cyfarfod ar 20 Ebrill 2016.   
 

2. CEFNDIR  
 

2.1. Mae'r mater yn cael ei ddwyn gerbron yr Aelodau gan fod y caniatâd yn groes i 
argymhelliad y Swyddog Cynllunio, ac nid oedd unrhyw amodau gerbron yr Aelodau i'w 
hystyried yn y Pwyllgor ym mis Ebrill.  
 

2.2. Nid yw teilyngdod y penderfyniad i roi caniatâd ar gyfer trafodaeth, addasrwydd yr amodau 
neu fel arall i fod ynghlwm wrth y caniatâd, ac yn yr achos hwn, awgrymwyd Penawdau'r 
Telerau ar gyfer Rhwymedigaeth Adran 106 i ddelio â'r tai fforddiadwy/taliad swm cymudo 
man agored.  
 

3. AMODAU A AWGRYMIR 
 

3.1. Er gwybodaeth, mae adroddiad y Swyddog i'r Pwyllgor mis Ebrill a’r taflenni gwybodaeth 
hwyr ar gyfer y cyfarfod hwnnw wedi eu hatodi i'r eitem hon. Mae'r prif adroddiad a'r 
taflenni gwybodaeth hwyr yn cyfeirio at ymatebion i'r ymgynghoriad sy'n berthnasol i 
ddrafftio amodau penodol.  

3.2. Mae'r rhestr o amodau ar ddiwedd yr adroddiad hwn yn cynnwys gofynion sy'n codi o 
ymatebion i'r ymgynghoriad, ac yn arbennig amodau a awgrymir gan Gyfoeth Naturiol 
Cymru i liniaru effeithiau llifogydd a halogiad posibl. Mae'n cynnwys rheolaethau safonol 
dros y defnydd o ddeunyddiau ar yr adeiladau, tirlunio, gweithrediadau camau adeiladu ac 
amod sy'n mynnu cytundeb i warchod mesurau ar gyfer y fflatiau hynny sy'n wynebu’r 
rheilffordd. Mae Amod 18 yn ei gwneud yn ofynnol i gyflwyno Cynllun Rheoli Perygl 
Llifogydd diwygiedig i fynd i'r afael â materion sy'n gyfrifol am reoli gwacáu mewn achos o 
lifogydd eithafol.  

3.3. Argymhelliad y Swyddog, felly yw rhoi caniatâd yn ddarostyngedig i: 
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A) Cwblhau Rhwymedigaeth Adran 106 i sicrhau talu swm gohiriedig o £140,000 i'r Cyngor yn lle 

darparu tai fforddiadwy a mannau agored o fewn y safle. 

Byddai union eiriad Adran 106 yn fater i'r swyddog cyfreithiol gwblhau mewn trafodaethau gyda 

chynrychiolwyr yr ymgeisydd. 

 

Mewn achos o fethiant i gwblhau cytundeb Adran 106 o fewn 12 mis i ddyddiad penderfyniad y 

pwyllgor cynllunio, byddai'r cais yn cael ei adrodd yn ôl i'r Pwyllgor benderfynu arno yn erbyn y 

polisïau a'r canllawiau perthnasol ar y pryd. 

 

B) Cydymffurfio â'r amodau canlynol: 

 
1. Cwblheir y datblygiad a ganiateir drwy hyn yn llwyr yn unol â'r manylion a ddangosir ar y 

cynlluniau a'r dogfennau canlynol a gyflwynwyd oni nodir fel arall o fewn unrhyw amod arall yn 
unol â chaniatâd hwn: 

(i) Lleoliad y safle a chynllun chyd-destun (Lluniad Rhif 
014187(2026)_1_01 Rev. A) derbyniwyd 27 Hydref 2015 

(ii) Cynllun safle (Lluniad Rhif 014187(2026)_1_02 Adolygwyd. A)  
A) Derbyniwyd 27 Hydref, 2015Golygfa 3D taflen 1 o 2 
(Lluniad Rhif 014187(2026)_1_03 Adolygwyd. A) Derbyniwyd 
27 Hydref 2015Golygfa 3D taflen 2 o 2 (Lluniad Rhif 
014187(2026)_1_04 Adolygwyd. A)  Derbyniwyd 27 Hydref 
2015Cyd-destun drychiadau taflen 1 o 2 (Lluniad Rhif 
014187(2026)_1_05 Adolygwyd.  A) Derbyniwyd 27 Hydref 
2015Cyd-destun drychiadau taflen 2 o 2 (Lluniad Rhif 
014187(2026)_1_06 Adolygwyd. A) Derbyniwyd 27 Hydref 
2015Manylion drychiadau taflen 1 o 2 (Lluniad Rhif 
014187(2026)_1_07 Adolygwyd. A) Derbyniwyd 27 Hydref 
2015Manylion drychiadau taflen 2 o 2 (Lluniad Rhif 
014187(2026)_1_08 Adolygwyd. A)  Derbyniwyd 27 Hydref 
2015Cynlluniau llawr (Lluniad Rhif 014,187 (2026) _1_09) a 
dderbyniwyd 24 Mawrth 2015cynnig plannu (Lluniad Rhif 
2157.01) derbyniwyd ar 24 Mawrth 2015Arolwg safle (Lluniad 
rhif 290714JC-01) derbyniwyd ar 24 Mawrth 2015Cynllun 
cyfyngiadau coed (Lluniad Rhif 8539/01) derbyniwyd ar 24 
Mawrth 2015Cynllun amddiffyn coed ( Lluniad Rhif 8539/02) 
derbyniwyd ar 24 Mawrth 2015 

 
               Rheswm: I osgoi unrhyw amheuaeth ac i sicrhau datblygiad o safon foddhaol. 
 

2. Bydd y datblygiad y mae'r caniatâd hwn yn ymwneud ag ef yn dechrau ddim hwyrach na 

(Dyddiad i'w fewnosod - 5 mlynedd o ddyddiad cwblhau'r Ymrwymiad Adran 106) 

 

Rheswm: Er mwyn cydymffurfio â darpariaethau Adran 91 o Ddeddf Cynllunio Gwlad a Thref 

1990. 

 

3. Er gwaethaf y manylion a gyflwynwyd, ni fydd defnyddiau wal na tho allanol yn cael eu defnyddio 

ar y bloc fflat neu adeiladau cysylltiedig nes ceir cymeradwyaeth ysgrifenedig yr Awdurdod 

Cynllunio Lleol i'r deunyddiau y bwriedir eu defnyddio. Ni fydd unrhyw ddeunyddiau heblaw'r rhai 

a gymeradwywyd yn cael eu defnyddio. 
Rheswm: Er lles amwynder gweledol.  
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4. Bydd y cynllun tirlunio yn cael ei wneud cyn meddiannu unrhyw un o'r fflatiau.  Bydd unrhyw goed 
neu blanhigion sydd, o fewn cyfnod o bum mlynedd o gael eu plannu, yn marw, yn cael eu symud 
neu'n cael eu difrodi'n ddifrifol yn cael eu disodli yn y tymor plannu nesaf gyda maint a 
rhywogaeth debyg arall. 
Rheswm: Er lles amwynder gweledol. 

 
5. AMOD CYN-CYCHWYN 

Mewn perthynas â gwneud y gwaith dymchwel, adeiladu a gwaith priffyrdd, ni chaniateir i unrhyw 
waith gael ei wneud hyd nes y cafwyd cymeradwyaeth ysgrifenedig yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol i 
fanylion lleoliad cyfansawdd y safle, cynllun rheoli traffig, oriau a dyddiau gweithrediad, rheoli a 
gweithredu cerbydau adeiladu a llwybrau cerbydau adeiladu.  Bydd y gwaith yn cael ei wneud yn 
llwyr yn unol â manylion a gymeradwywyd. 
 
Rheswm: Er budd amwynderau trigolion a diogelwch priffyrdd. 

 

6. Ni fydd unrhyw fflatiau yn cael eu meddiannu nes mae mynediad i gerbydau a lleoedd parcio a 

storfa sgwter wedi'u gosod allan/hadeiladu yn unol â chynlluniau cymeradwy. 

 
Rheswm: Sicrhau bod y datblygiad yn cael ei wasanaethu gan drefniadau parcio a mynediad 
digonol.  
 

7. Ni chaniateir i unrhyw ddŵr wyneb a/neu ddraenio tir gysylltu yn uniongyrchol neu yn 

anuniongyrchol gyda rhwydwaith carthffosiaeth cyhoeddus. 

 
Rheswm: I atal gorlwytho hydrolig y system garthffosiaeth gyhoeddus, i ddiogelu iechyd a 
diogelwch y preswylwyr presennol a sicrhau nad oes llygredd nac effaith andwyol ar yr 
amgylchedd. 
 

8. Ni chaniateir i unrhyw waith ddechrau ar adeiladu fflatiau neu unrhyw adeiladau eraill a 

gymeradwywyd fel rhan o ddatblygiad tan y bydd cynllun draenio ar gyfer y safle wedi'i gyflwyno 

a'i gymeradwyo yn ysgrifenedig gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol. Bydd y cynllun yn darparu ar 

gyfer gwaredu dŵr wyneb, budr, ac oddi ar y tir, ac yn cynnwys asesiad o botensial i waredu dŵr 

wyneb a thir drwy ddulliau cynaliadwy. Wedi hynny bydd y cynllun yn gweithredu yn unol â 

manylion a gymeradwywyd cyn meddiannu unrhyw un o’r fflatiau ac ni chaniateir i unrhyw ddŵr 

budr, dŵr wyneb a draenio tir gael ei gysylltu’n uniongyrchol neu'n anuniongyrchol â’r system 

garthffosiaeth gyhoeddus. 
Rheswm: I atal gorlwytho hydrolig y system garthffosiaeth gyhoeddus, i ddiogelu iechyd a 
diogelwch y preswylwyr presennol a sicrhau nad oes llygredd nac effaith andwyol ar yr 
amgylchedd.  
 
 

9. Ni chaniateir i unrhyw ddatblygiad ddechrau ar y bloc fflatiau hyd nes y cafwyd cymeradwyaeth 
ysgrifenedig yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol i gynigion ym manylion dylunio unedau ar gyfer lliniaru 
sŵn sy'n deillio o'r rheilffordd i'r de o'r safle. Dylai’r cynigion roi sylw i gyngor yn BS8233:2014. 
Bydd y datblygiad ond yn mynd ymlaen yn unol â manylion cymeradwy mewn perthynas â’r amod 
hwn. 
Rheswm: I ddiogelu amwynder deiliaid y fflatiau.  
 
  

10. Bydd y datblygiad yn cael ei gyflawni yn gwbl unol ag argymhellion yn Adran 7 adroddiad y 
Gwasanaethau Amgylcheddol, Mai a Mehefin 2015, ond os darganfyddir ystlumod ar unrhyw 
adeg yn ystod cyfnod y gwaith, bydd yr holl waith yn dod i ben ar unwaith a chysylltir â Chyfoeth 
Naturiol Cymru am gyngor pellach. Ni fydd unrhyw waith pellach yn cael ei wneud hyd nes y 
cafwyd caniatâd Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru. 

            Rheswm: Er mwyn diogelu buddiannau ecolegol. 
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11. Ni chaniateir i oleuadau allanol gael eu gosod a’u defnyddio tan y cafwyd cymeradwyaeth 
ysgrifenedig yr Awdurdod Cynllunio lleol i’r manylion hynny. Bydd y datblygiad ond yn mynd 
ymlaen yn unol â manylion cymeradwy mewn perthynas â’r amod hwn. 
Rheswm: Er mwyn diogelu buddiannau ecolegol. 
 

12.  Bydd y datblygiad a ganiateir drwy’r caniatâd cynllunio hwn yn cael ei gynnal yn unol ag Asesiad 
o Ganlyniadau Llifogydd cymeradwy (LK Consult Limited, FRA 14 1046a 02-fersiwn 2, Chwefror 
2016) a’r mesurau lliniaru canlynol o fewn yr Asesiad o Ganlyniadau Llifogydd: 

 Mesurau gwydnwch llifogydd fel y nodir yn adran 6.1.3 

 Lefelau Llawr gorffenedig yn cael eu gosod dim is na 6.10m Uwchlaw’r Seilnod Ordnans.  

 Lefelau Maes Parcio yn cael eu gosod ar lefel 5.54m Uwchlaw’r Seilnod Ordnans.  

 Gwagleoedd storio llifogydd yn cael eu darparu o dan yr adeilad, ac ni fyddant yn cael eu 
trosi neu eu defnyddio ar gyfer defnydd heb awdurdod dros oes y datblygiad. 

 Nid yw soffit y slab llawr crog i gael ei osod dim is na 5.66m Uwchlaw’r Seilnod Ordnans a 
bydd lefel y ddaear gorffenedig o dan yr adeilad yn cael ei osod ddim uwch na 5.0m 
Uwchlaw’r Seilnod Ordnans.  

 
Bydd y mesurau lliniaru yn cael eu gweithredu'n llawn cyn eu meddiannu ac yn dilyn hynny, yn 
unol â'r trefniadau amseru / cyfnodau yn cael eu hymgorffori o fewn y cynllun, neu o fewn unrhyw 
gyfnod arall y cytunir arno ar ôl hynny, yn ysgrifenedig, gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol. 
 
Rheswm: I leihau'r risg o lifogydd i'r datblygiad arfaethedig a phreswylwyr y dyfodol, ac atal 
llifogydd mewn mannau eraill drwy sicrhau y darperir ar gyfer storio dŵr llifogydd cydadferol. 
 

13. Ni chaniateir i unrhyw ddatblygiad ddechrau ar waith aflonyddu tir sy'n ymwneud â chael gwared 
ar adeiladau presennol ar y safle, ar waith draenio, newidiadau yn lefelau'r safle, ac ar unrhyw 
waith cloddio / sylfaen ar unrhyw adeiladau newydd nes cael cymeradwyaeth ysgrifenedig yr 
Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol i gydrannau canlynol cynllun i ddelio â'r risgiau sy'n gysylltiedig â 
halogiad y safle:  
1. Asesiad risg rhagarweiniol sydd wedi nodi:  
* pob defnydd blaenorol  
* difwynwyr posibl sy'n gysylltiedig â'r defnydd hwnnw  
* model cysyniadol o'r safle sy’n dangos ffynonellau, llwybrau a derbynyddion  
* risgiau posibl/annerbyniol sy'n deillio o halogiad ar y safle.  
2. Cynllun archwilio safle, yn seiliedig ar (1) darparu gwybodaeth ar gyfer asesiad manwl o'r risg i 
bob derbynnydd a allai gael eu heffeithio, gan gynnwys y rhai oddi ar y safle.  
3. Canlyniadau'r archwiliad safle ac asesiad risg manwl (2) ac yn seiliedig ar y rhain, gwerthusiad 
opsiynau a strategaeth adferiad gan roi manylion llawn o'r mesurau adfer sydd eu hangen a sut y 
maent yn cael eu cynnal. 
4. Cynllun dilysu yn rhoi manylion y data a fydd yn cael ei gasglu er mwyn dangos fod y gwaith a 
nodir yn (3) yn gyflawn ac yn nodi unrhyw ofynion ar gyfer monitro cysyllteddau llygrol tymor hwy, 
cynnal a chadw a threfniadau ar gyfer gweithredu wrth gefn.  
Mae unrhyw newidiadau i'r cydrannau hyn angen caniatâd penodol yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol. 
Bydd y cynllun yn cael ei weithredu fel y'u cymeradwywyd.  
 
Rheswm: Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru o'r farn bod y dyfroedd rheoledig ar y safle hwn yn sensitif 
i'r amgylchedd ac mae halogiad yn hysbys/amheuir yn gryf ar y safle oherwydd defnydd 
hanesyddol y safle. 

 
14. Ni chaniateir i waith aflonyddu ar y tir sy'n ymwneud â chael gwared ar adeiladau presennol ar y 

safle, gwaith cloddio ar systemau draenio, newidiadau yn lefelau'r safle, neu unrhyw waith 
cloddio/sylfaen ar unrhyw adeiladau newydd ddechrau hyd nes bod adroddiad dilysu sy’n dangos 
cwblhau'r gwaith a nodir yn y strategaeth adferiad a gymeradwywyd ac effeithiolrwydd y gwaith 
adfer wedi cael ei gyflwyno a'i gymeradwyo yn ysgrifenedig gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol. 
Bydd yr adroddiad yn cynnwys canlyniadau samplu a monitro a gynhaliwyd yn unol â'r cynllun 
dilysu a gymeradwywyd i ddangos bod meini prawf adferiad y safle wedi cael eu bodloni. Bydd 
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hefyd yn cynnwys unrhyw gynllun (“cynllun monitro a chynnal a chadw hirdymor") ar gyfer 
monitro tymor hwy o gysyllteddau llygrol, cynnal a chadw a threfniadau ar gyfer gweithredu wrth 
gefn, fel y nodwyd yn y cynllun dilysu, ac ar gyfer adrodd am hyn i'r Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol.  

 
Rheswm: I ddangos bod y meini prawf adferiad yn ymwneud â dyfroedd rheoledig wedi eu 
bodloni, ac (os oes angen) er mwyn sicrhau monitro tymor hwy o ansawdd dŵr daear. Bydd hyn 
yn sicrhau nad oes risgiau annerbyniol yn weddill i ddyfroedd a reolir yn dilyn gwaith adfer y safle. 

 
15. Bydd adroddiadau ar fonitro, cynnal a chadw ac unrhyw gamau gweithredu wrth gefn a wnaed yn 

unol â chynllun monitro a chynnal a chadw yn y tymor hir yn cael ei gyflwyno i'r Awdurdod 
Cynllunio Lleol fel y nodir yn y cynllun hwnnw. Ar ôl cwblhau'r rhaglen fonitro bydd adroddiad 
terfynol yn dangos bod holl feini prawf adferiad y safle tymor hir wedi eu bodloni ac yn dogfennu'r 
penderfyniad i roi'r gorau i fonitro yn cael eu cyflwyno a'u cymeradwyo yn ysgrifenedig gan yr 
Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol. 
Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau bod meini prawf adferiad tymor hir sy'n ymwneud â dyfroedd 
rheoledig wedi cael eu bodloni. Bydd hyn yn sicrhau nad oes risgiau annerbyniol yn weddill i 
ddyfroedd a reolir yn dilyn gwaith adfer y safle.  

 
16. Os, yn ystod y datblygiad, y canfyddir bod halogiad na nodwyd eisoes yn bresennol ar y safle, 

yna ni fydd unrhyw ddatblygiad pellach (oni bai y cytunir fel arall yn ysgrifenedig gyda'r Awdurdod 
Cynllunio Lleol) yn cael ei wneud nes bod y datblygwr wedi cyflwyno, ac wedi cael 
cymeradwyaeth ysgrifenedig gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio lleol ar gyfer diwygiad i'r strategaeth 
adferiad yn nodi sut y mae'n rhaid ymdrin â’r halogiad annisgwyl hwn.  
 
Rheswm: O ystyried maint/cymhlethdod y safle, ystyrir ei bod yn bosibl y gallai fod meysydd 
anhysbys o halogiad ar y safle a allai beri risg i ddyfroedd rheoledig os nad ydynt yn cael eu 
hadfer. 

 
17. Ni chaniateir gosod polion neu unrhyw ddyluniadau sylfaen eraill heblaw gyda chaniatâd 

ysgrifenedig penodol yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol, a all gael ei roi ar gyfer y rhannau hynny o'r 
safle lle dangoswyd nad oes unrhyw risg annerbyniol canlyniadol i ddŵr daear.  

 
Rheswm: Mae mwy o botensial ar gyfer llygru dyfroedd a reolir trwy ddulliau amhriodol o osod 
polion. 

 
18. Er gwaethaf y manylion yn y Cynllun Rheoli Risg Llifogydd a gyflwynwyd, ni chaniateir unrhyw 

ddatblygiad ar adeiladu'r fflatiau ac adeiladau cysylltiedig nes ceir cymeradwyaeth ysgrifenedig yr 
Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol i Gynllun Rheoli Perygl Llifogydd manwl llawn sy'n cynnwys trefniadau 
ar gyfer rheoli digwyddiad llifogydd gan gynnwys mesurau rhybudd ymlaen llaw, ar nodweddion y 
safle i gynorthwyo / hwyluso gwacáu, a threfniadau manwl ar gyfer y gwacáu a symud trigolion yn 
ddiogel, gan roi sylw i ddyfnder a chyflymder posibl y dŵr mewn digwyddiad llifogydd eithafol. 
Bydd y Cynllun Rheoli Perygl Llifogydd a gymeradwywyd yn cael ei wneud yn hysbys i’r holl 
breswylwyr a’r Gwasanaeth Rhanbarthol i Gynllunio Rhag Argyfwng (neu eu holynwyr), yn cael ei 
weithredu'n llym fel a gymeradwywyd mewn digwyddiad llifogydd, a bydd yn cael ei weithredu 
trwy’r adeg oni bai y cytunir fel arall yn ysgrifenedig gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol. 
 
Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau bod trefniadau addas ar waith bob amser ar gyfer gwagio'r fflatiau yn 
achos llifogydd eithafol. 

 
19.  Bydd y trefniadau ar gyfer llwytho/dadlwytho, parcio a throi cerbydau yn cael ei gwblhau cyn i'r 

datblygiad gael ei ddefnyddio. 
 

Rheswm: Darparu ar gyfer llwytho / dadlwytho, parcio a throi cerbydau a sicrhau bod bacio gan  
gerbydau i mewn neu o’r briffordd yn cael ei ystyried yn ddiangen er budd diogelwch y briffordd. 

 
20. Bydd gan y fynedfa arfaethedig lain gwelededd o 2.4m x 43m i’r ddau gyfeiriad wedi’i fesur ar hyd  
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ymyl agosaf y lôn gerbydau gyfagos dros dir o fewn rheolaeth yr Ymgeisydd a/neu'r Awdurdod 
Priffyrdd, ac nid fydd unrhyw rwystr sy'n fwy na 1.05m o uchder o fewn y llain gwelededd. 

 
Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau bod gwelededd digonol yn cael ei ddarparu ar y pwynt mynediad i'r  
briffordd.  

 
21. Bydd gosodiad, dyluniad ac adeiladwaith manwl y fynedfa i gerbydau yn cael ei gyflwyno a'i 

gymeradwyo yn ysgrifenedig gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol cyn dechrau unrhyw waith adeiladu 
ar y safle, a bydd y fynedfa yn cael ei chwblhau yn unol â'r manylion a gymeradwywyd cyn y bydd 
y fflatiau yn cael eu meddiannu. Cedwir at y trefniadau a gymeradwywyd ar bob achlysur wedi 
hynny oni bai y cytunir fel arall yn ysgrifenedig gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol. 
Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau y ffurfir mynedfa ddiogel a boddhaol er budd diogelwch y briffordd.  
 
 

22. Ni chaniateir i unrhyw waith ddechrau ar unrhyw adeiladau nes y derbynnir cymeradwyaeth 
ysgrifenedig yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol i addasrwydd blychau ystlumod ac adar addas gael eu 
hymgorffori o fewn y datblygiad.  Caiff y blychau eu darparu yn unol â’r manylion a 
gymeradwywyd cyn meddiannu unrhyw un o’r fflatiau a chedwir at hyn trwy'r adeg oni bai y 
cytunwyd fel arall yn ysgrifenedig gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol. 

 
Rheswm:  Sicrhau y cymerir camau addas i ehangu buddiannau bioamrywiaeth lleol. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NODIADAU I’R YMGEISYDD  
 

1. Tynnir eich sylw at y nodyn cyngor ynghlwm gan Dŵr Cymru: 
 

Nodyn Cyngor 
Mae’n bosibl y bydd yr ymgeisydd angen cysylltu â Dŵr Cymru ar gyfer cysylltiad i’r garthffos 
gyhoeddus o dan A106 y Ddeddf Diwydiant Dŵr 1991.  Os yw’r cysylltiad i’r rhwydwaith carthffos 
gyhoeddus naill ai trwy ddraen ochrol (e.e. draen sy’n ymestyn y tu hwnt i'r ffin eiddo cysylltiol) neu drwy 
garthffos newydd (e.e. yn gwasanaethu mwy nag un eiddo), mae bellach yn ofyniad mandadol i fod yn 
rhan o Gytundeb Mabwysiadu Adran 104 (Deddf Diwydiant Dŵr 1991).  Dylai dyluniad y carthffosydd a’r 
draeniau ochrol hefyd gydymffurfio â Safonau Gweinidogion Cymru ar gyfer Carthffos Budr a Draeniau 
Ochrol, a chydymffurfio â chyhoeddi “Carthffosydd i'w Mabwysiadu" - 7fed Rhifyn.  Gellir cael 
gwybodaeth bellach trwy'r tudalennau Gwasanaethau Datblygwr www.dwrcymru.com.   
 
Hysbysir yr ymgeisydd efallai nad yw rhai carthffosydd cyhoeddus a draeniau ochrol wedi eu cofnodi ar 
ein mapiau o garthffosydd cyhoeddus oherwydd eu bod yn eiddo preifat yn wreiddiol ac wedi eu 
trosglwyddo i berchnogaeth gyhoeddus o dan Reoliadau'r Diwydiant Dŵr (Cynlluniau ar gyfer 
Mabwysiadu Carthffosydd Preifat) 2011.  Gall presenoldeb asedau o'r fath effeithio ar y cynnig.  Er 
mwyn ein cynorthwyo i ddelio gyda’r cynnig, gall yr ymgeisydd gysylltu â Dŵr Cymru ar 0800 085 3968 i 
sefydlu lleoliad a statws yr offer.  O dan y Ddeddf Diwydiant Dwr 1991 mae gan Dŵr Cymru hawl i gael 
mynediad i’w offer trwy'r adeg. 
 
CYFLENWAD DŴR  
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Nid oes gan Dŵr Cymru wrthwynebiad i’r datblygiad arfaethedig.  Dylai’r datblygwr gysylltu â ni yn y 
cyfeiriad uchod neu ffonio 0800 9172652 am wybodaeth bellach ar y mater hwn. 
 
Gall cyflenwad dŵr fod ar gael i wasanaethu'r datblygiad arfaethedig.  Mae'n bosibl y bydd y datblygwr 
angen cyfrannu, o dan Adrannau 40 - 41 o'r Ddeddf Diwydiant Dŵr 1991, tuag at ddarparu cyflenwadau 
dŵr ar ac/neu oddi ar y safle ac isadeiledd cysylltiol.  Gellir cyfrifo lefel y cyfraniad ar ôl derbyn 
cynlluniau manwl y safle y dylid eu hanfon i'r cyfeiriad uchod.   
 
Y rhif ffôn cyswllt yw 0800 917 2652 a’r cyfeiriad e-bost yw developer.services@dwrcymru.com 
 
 
2. Tynnir eich sylw at yr ymateb atodedig gan Gyfoeth Naturiol Cymru yn nodi nifer o faterion yr ydych 

angen bod yn ymwybodol ohonynt mewn cysylltiad â gweithredu’r caniatâd, yn arbennig mewn 
perthynas â thir wedi’i halogi.  Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru hefyd yn darparu arweiniad ar 
egwyddorion cynlluniau Draenio Cynaliadwy y dylid bod yn ymwybodol ohonynt wrth ddylunio’r 
systemau ar gyfer datblygu.  Tynnir eich sylw yn arbennig at wybodaeth a chyngor Cyfoeth Naturiol 
Cymru o ran yr Adroddiad Ymchwilio Dŵr Daear, sy’n cyfeirio at: 
- Yr adroddiad ymchwiliad tir cam 2 a gyflwynwyd sydd â diffyg nifer agweddau, er enghraifft: 
www.cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk <http://www.cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk> tudalen 8 o 9 
- Nid oes llawer o gyfiawnhad dros y stratetaeth samplo e.e. a yw wedi’i dargedu, ar hap, grid? 
- Dadansoddiad trwytholch a samplo dŵr daear yn gyfyngedig ar ôl cael ei brofi ar gyfer metel yn 

unig ac yn isel yn yr amlder samplo.  Felly, does gennym ddim dealltwriaeth dda ynglŷn â pha 
yw’n effeithio ar y dŵr daear.  

- Nid oes unrhyw gyfeiriad at pa un a brofwyd unrhyw dystiolaeth weledol neu arogleuol o halogi yn 
ystod gwaith ymwthiol ar draws y safle 

- Nid oes llawer o ymdrech i gasglu a deall gosodiad hydrogeolegol y safle 
- Rydym yn nodi bod gwaith ymchwilio'r tir yn gyfyngedig o ganlyniad i gyfran fawr o'r safle 

gynnwys hen adeiladau.  Felly, rydym yn croesawu cynigion i ymchwilio’r safle ymhellach ar ôl 
dymchwel a chlirio’r safle.   

- Gyda cheisiadau yn y dyfodol a’r archwiliad atodol arfaethedig, mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru yn 
argymell yn gryf y dylai’r datblygwyr:   

Ddilyn y fframwaith rheoli risg a ddarparwyd yn CLR11, Gweithrefnau Enghreifftiol ar gyfer Rheoli 
Tir wedi’i Halogi, wrth ddelio gyda thir sydd wedi’i halogi. 
Cyfeiriwch at ddogfen Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd Cymru ‘Development of Land Affected by 
Contamination: A Guide for Developers’ ar gyfer y math o wybodaeth sydd ei hangen arnom i asesu 
risg i ddŵr a reolir o’r safle.  
Gall yr Awdurdod Lleol gynghori ar risg i eraill, fel iechyd dynol.   
Cyfeiriwch at Groundwater protection: Principles and practice (GP3).  
Cyfeiriwch at British Standard Investigation of Potentially Contaminated Sites. Cod Ymarfer 
(BS10175:2011). 
 

3. Mewn perthynas â Rhywogaethau a Warchodir, mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru yn tynnu sylw at y 
ffaith fod ystlumod wedi eu gwarchod o dan y Ddeddf Bywyd Gwyllt a Chefn Gwlad 1981 (fel y’i 
diwygiwyd a’r Rheoliadau Gwarchod Cynefinoedd a Rhywogaethau 2010 (fel y’i diwygiwyd) 
Mae arolwg ystlumod wedi’i gynnal (Gwasanaethau Amgylcheddol Mai a Mehefin 2015). 
Mae’r adroddiad yn nodi nad oedd yr adeiladau na’r coed yn dangos unrhyw dystiolaeth, presennol 
na’r gorffennol o ystlumod yn clwydo.  Dylid cydymffurfio â’r argymhellion o fewn yr adroddiad: 
Adran 7.  Dylid cydymffurfio ag argymhellion yn yr adroddiad i osgoi effaith niweidiol ar ystlumod.  
Fodd bynnag, dylid cynghori’r ymgeisydd os canfyddir ystlumod yn ystod y gwaith, dylai’r gwaith i 
gyd ddod i ben ar unwaith a chysylltu â Chyfoeth Naturiol Cymru am gyngor pellach.  Dylid cymryd 
gofal hefyd gyda’r math a lleoliad o unrhyw oleuadau allanol o fewn y datblygiad newydd, i sicrhau 
nad yw’r gwrychoedd a’r coed a nodir ar y safle wedi eu goleuo ac y dylid cytuno ar gynllun taflu 
golau o’r datblygiad i foddhad yr awdurdod lleol. 
 

4. Mewn perthynas ag amod 18, cynghorir chi i gysylltu â’r Gwasanaeth Rhanbarthol Cynllunio ar 
gyfer Argyfwng i drafod cynnwys y Cynllun Rheoli Perygl Llifogydd, cyn ei gyflwyno’n ffurfiol.  Heb 
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ragfarn i sylwadau terfynol y Gwasanaeth ar y Cynllun, roedd eu hymateb gwreiddiol yn cyfeirio at 
ddileu’r cyfeiriad at y Gwasanaeth Cynllunio Argyfwng yn cyfarwyddo gwagio, yn unol â thudalen 9 
gan mai cyfrifoldeb Heddlu Gogledd Cymru yw hyn, rôl yr Awdurdod Lleol yw cefnogi’r gwagio 
gydag ymateb lles e.e. darparu canolfan orffwys.  Nid yw’r Gwasanaeth yn ymwybodol fod gan 
unrhyw un y grym i ‘gyfarwyddo’ gwagio annedd os rhagwelir neu os digwydd llifogydd go iawn, yn 
unol â thudalen 9 ac yn awgrymu y gall y terminoleg yma a’r cyfamod arfaethedig ar gyfer y brydles 
felly achosi problem gyfreithiol posibl i’r datblygwr ei hystyried.   

 
5. Tynnir eich sylw i’r Nodiadau Atodol Priffyrdd canlynol: 

 

(i)     Nodiadau Atodol Priffyrdd Rhif 1,3,4,5 & 10. 

(ii)    Deddf Ffyrdd Newydd a Gwaith Stryd 1991 - Rhybudd Rhan N. 

(iii)   Deddf Priffyrdd 1980 Adran 184 Caniatâd i Adeiladu Croesfan Cerbydau dros Lwybr Troed. 

 
 
 

 
 

 

GRAHAM H.BOASE       PENNAETH CYNLLUNIO A GWARCHOD Y CYHOEDD 
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 David Roberts 
WARD : 
 

Prestatyn North 
 

WARD MEMBERS: 
 

Councillors Carys Guy-Davies, Jason McLellan, and Paul 
Penlington (c) 
 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

43/2015/0315/ PF 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Demolition of existing structures and erection of retirement living 
housing, communal facilities, landscaping and car parking 
 

LOCATION: Site at  Sandy Lane   Prestatyn 
 

APPLICANT: McCarthy And Stone Retirement Lifestyles Ltd. 
 

CONSTRAINTS: C1 Flood Zone 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

Site Notice – Yes 
Press Notice – Yes 
Neighbour letters - Yes 
 

  
 
REASON(S) APPLICATION REPORTED TO COMMITTEE: 
Scheme of Delegation Part 2 
 

• Referral by Head of Planning / Development Control Manager 
 

 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 

PRESTATYN TOWN COUNCIL 
“No Objections. Parking to be sufficient for development. Construction traffic should be 

controlled to minimise impact upon neighbours. Sub-letting of retirement living housing to be 

strictly controlled”. 

NATURAL RESOURCES WALES 
In summary, do not object to the proposal, subject to the imposition of conditions, as it is not 
likely to adversely affect matters of interest to them.  
The response goes into considerable detail on flood risk, groundwater and contaminated land, 
and protected species issues. 
In relation to flood risk, NRW have considered the Assessments provided by the applicants in 
February 2016, and agree with the proposals for incorporating flood resilience and flood void 
storage measures into the development, which would need to be secured through planning 
condition. On the detailing of the emergency access, egress and flood warning measures, 
NRW suggest referral to the Emergency Planning Team as the appropriate body to advise on 
the proposals, particularly in view of the likely vulnerability of the users of the development 
(elderly with potential reduced mobility); however, NRW advise that the ‘tolerable limits’ as set 
out in the tables in TAN15 will be exceeded and that these risks will need to be considered in 
determination of the application. 
In relation to groundwater and contaminated land, NRW recommend a number of conditions 
should be imposed on any permission setting requirements for a scheme to deal with the risks 
of contamination, a verification report, long term monitoring, provision for dealing with 
unsuspected contamination, and piling works.  
In relation to protected species, NRW advise that the recommendations in the bat survey report 
should be adhered to and that details of any lighting scheme should be agreed with the 
Council.  

 
REGIONAL EMERGENCY PLANNING SERVICE – NORTH WALES COUNCILS 
Is supportive of the fact that a Flood Risk Management Plan has been drafted for the 
development, although the Emergency Planning service would not be in a position to deem it 
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acceptable or otherwise. Requests that revisions are made to the contents of the Flood Risk 
Management Plan : 
 
1) Removal of references to the Emergency Planning Service instructing evacuation, as per 
page 9. This responsibility lies solely with North Wales Police, the Local Authority role is to 
support that evacuation with a welfare response i.e. provide a rest centre. 
2) It is questioned whether anyone has the power to 'instruct' evacuation of a dwelling in a 
forecast or actual flood event, as per page 9. The terminology here and the covenant proposed 
for the lease could therefore possibly cause a legal issue for the developer to consider. 
Suggests the terminology should be reconsidered to that or advice or recommendation. 
 
(Officers have requested clarification of the Emergency Planning Service comments and any 
further advice will be reported in the late information sheets) 
 
DWR CYMRU / WELSH WATER 
Request imposition of conditions if planning permission is granted, to prevent surface water and 
land drainage from being connected to the public sewerage network.   
 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
Head of Highways and Infrastructure 
- Highways Officer 

Has advised that the access arrangements are acceptable. 
 
          Land Drainage Section 
          No response at the time of drafting the report 
 
          Biodiversity Officer  

Advises that information in relation to bats and nesting birds is satisfactory and suggests 
conditions will be required for details of bat and bird boxes to be installed, and any lighting 
scheme. Notes the removal of the non-native species from the native species planting. 

 
 

          Development Plan and Policy 
The Housing Officer confirms that there is housing need demonstrated in the area, and 
incomes in the area have been declining as demonstrated by available data and lack of 
affordability. The town is considered to be somewhat of a retirement community, indicated 
through age profile statistics. Households in the Prestatyn market area are geared towards 
smaller sizes, with 2 person households being the most prevalent, along with one person 
households, being a reflection of private rented accommodation in the area. The affordable 
housing commuted sum according to policies would be £339,223. 
 
Economic and Business Development Officer 
Considers that the loss of the site would not prejudice the ability of the Prestatyn area to meet a 

range of local employment needs given the availability of larger employment sites for 

development in the town’s Warren Drive. 

 
 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 

In support 
Representations received from: 
 
D . Smart - 57 The Avenue, Prestatyn (S) 
Mr John Butterworth - 28 Rhodfa Wyn, Prestatyn (S) 
Mrs Glennis Butterworth - 28 Rhodfa Wyn, Prestatyn (S) 
Mrs Maureen Williams, 8 Russell Drive, Prestatyn (S) 
Linda & Martin Parry, 33 Sandy Lane Prestatyn (S) 
Stephen, Gillian & James Cairns, 48 Sandy Lane, Prestatyn (S) 
Owner, 28 Gwelfryn, Prestatyn (S) 
Mr & Mrs McConville, 58 Beverley Drive, Prestatyn (S) 
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John Usher, 5 Queens Court, Prestatyn (S) 
 
Summary of planning based representations in support: 
Principle 
Any redevelopment improving the area is welcome / there is a need for this type of 
accommodation / local support for the provision of this type of accommodation in a convenient 
location close to amenities / well presented consultation meeting / site is an eyesore / high 
quality development would fit in with the area 
 
 

EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION:    
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION (where applicable):  
 

• additional information required from applicant 

• protracted negotiations resulting in amended plans 

• re-consultations / further publicity necessary on amended plans and / or additional 
information 

• awaiting consideration by Committee 
 

 
 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 

1. THE PROPOSAL: 
1.1. Summary of proposals 

1.1.1. The application seeks full planning permission for the demolition of two existing single 
storey workshop units and the redevelopment of the site by way of 39 one and two 
bedroom apartments, with associated access and parking. 
 

1.1.2. The site is approximately 0.38 hectares in extent and has been occupied by industrial / 
employment buildings and a dwellinghouse for many years.  
 

1.1.3. The application is submitted by agents acting on behalf of McCarthy and Stone. The 
submitted documents indicate the development involves Category II type Later Living 
retirement housing for the elderly. The applicant company are a national retirement 
accommodation provider, and typically offer self contained apartments with communal 
facilities.  
 

1.1.4. The proposals are illustrated on the plans at the front of the report. They involve: 
 

• The demolition of all the existing buildings on the site 

• The erection of a single ‘L’ shaped, 2.5 / 3 storey block located close to the 
northern (Sandy Lane) boundary and the eastern (woodland area) boundary. The 
block would contain 39 apartments (12 on both the ground and second floors, and 
15 on the first floor; 23 one bed units averaging 49.9 square metres floorspace,16 
two bed units averaging 68.6 square metres floorspace), and there is a communal 
residents lounge. The documents indicate the proposal is to use a combination of 
predominantly red brick and red tile hangings with buff coloured render on the 
external walls, with red roof tiles; and variations including bay windows, feature 
brickwork, balconies and timber detailing. 

• A single vehicular and pedestrian access off Sandy Lane in the north west corner 
of the site 

• A parking area within the site with a total of 27 spaces. 

• A single storey substation and a scooter store adjacent to the parking area 

• Associated amenity space, landscaping and planting  
 

1.1.5. The application was originally submitted in March 2015 and has been supplemented by 
additional information, in particular in relation to flooding matters. It is accompanied by a 
number of plans including the layout for the site, the apartment block detailing and 
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contextual plans, a Planning Statement, a Design, Access, and Sustainability 
Statement, a Flood Risk Assessment and additional Flood Risk Management Plan, a 
Noise Assessment, a Transport Statement, Ecological Reports, an Affordable Housing 
and Planning Obligation statement, a Statement of Community Involvement, a Ground 
Investigation Report, and a Community and Linguistic Assessment. 
 

1.1.6. The Planning Statement and the Design and Access Statement provide useful 
background information in relation to the proposals. The Executive Summary in the 
Planning Statement refers to the following : 
 
“This planning statement sets out the planning policy considerations which support the 
provision of Retirement Living apartments for older people on the application site. The 
development will ensure that residents maintain their independence via a range of 
communal facilities and a House Manager, allowing them to remain in their own home 
as frailty increases through later life. This is a very specialised form of accommodation 
that is currently very limited within Prestatyn, the development of which promotes 
downsizing and more efficient use of the existing housing stock.  
 
The proposal provides the opportunity to achieve a high quality development that would 
positively contribute to meeting demonstrable local housing needs in accordance with 
the Planning Policy Wales (Edition 7, July 2014), Denbighshire Local Development 
Plan 2006 – 2021 (adopted June 2013), and The Denbighshire ‘Strategy for Older 
People Development Plan 2004-2005’. In short, this scheme provides numerous wide 
ranging social and planning benefits, both for potential residents and the community as 
a whole. In summary, these are: 
 
Sustainability Benefits 
�� A highly sustainable form of development that reuses previously developed land 
within the urban area effectively and efficiently. 
�� The provision of much-needed accommodation for older people that helps address 
the demographic imperative of an ageing population and a housing stock that is ill 
equipped to deal with its needs. 
�� An accessible location and form of development that will lead to less reliance on 
the private motorcar. 
�� A development that serves to underpin local facilities, including the retail functions 
of the shops close to the site. 
�� A land use, which is entirely passive and a “good neighbour”. 
�� A building that provides substantial energy efficiency advantages over most open 
market schemes. 
 
Balanced View of Policy and Other Material Considerations 
�� Specialised housing for older people provides significant planning and social 
benefits. 
�� Sustainable form of development. 
�� Optimises use of scarce residential land. 
�� Net environmental benefit in streetscene, character and landscape terms. 
�� Reduced demand on public sector resources and health services. Residents 
manage better and spend fewer nights in hospital, reducing the impact on NHS 
resources. 
�� Most residents have family and friends in the locality and are able to remain an 
important part of the local community. 
�� Increases availability of much needed family housing in areas of shortage boosting 
the supply in the local housing market. 
�� Helps underpin local facilities. 
This proposal represents an ideal opportunity for the redevelopment of this site within 
the built-up area of Prestatyn, in accordance with the Government’s housing and 
sustainable development policies. It would provide for much needed specialised 
accommodation for older people within a central location, freeing up existing under-
occupied stock. 
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This specialised form of accommodation also provides older people with a better 
housing choice, and provides residents with safety, security and companionship whilst 
removing the heavy burden of property maintenance. Therefore, it reduces the 
anxieties and worries experienced by many older people living in accommodation that 
does not best suit their needs. 
This proposal is located in an accessible location with good links to Prestatyn Town 
Centre and is within easy reach of the shops, public transport facilities and other 
essential services located therein, which all benefit residents in maintaining an 
independent lifestyle. This specialised form of housing generates extremely low levels 
of traffic; and the convenience of the location close to public transport opportunities 
would further reduce the need for car use, not least because purchasers of such 
housing accommodation generally no longer need or wish to have the ‘burden’ of car 
ownership (please see the Transport Statement submitted alongside this planning 
application). 
The proposed development successfully achieves a balance between the potentially 
competing objectives of development and the conservation of the environment, and 
thereby satisfies the goal of "sustainability". 
This proposal will: 
�� Accord with Welsh national planning guidance in relation to sustainable 
development and meeting local housing needs; 
�� Accord with the relevant and material provisions of the development plan including 
its housing objectives 
�� Achieve a high quality design which will enhance both the character and 
appearance of the locality; and 
�� Respond positively to the character of the area and the street scene.” 

 
 

1.2. Description of site and surroundings 
1.2.1. The site is located between Sandy Lane and the main north Wales railway line on the 

west side of Prestatyn.  
 

1.2.2. The surrounding area north of the railway is mainly in residential use, with a mixture of 
housing types including 2 and 3 storey units.  Land immediately to the eastern boundary 
is a mature woodland.  
 

1.2.3. The site has been occupied by a range of buildings including two larger structures and a 
number of prefab units along the eastern boundary, and an old dwelling in the south 
western side. There is a large expanse of tarmac used for parking purposes. The last 
known use of the larger buildings as referred to in the documents was a commercial 
printer. The site is in generally poor condition and parts have become overgrown. 
 

1.2.4. Land levels are relatively flat in this area.  
 

1.3. Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.3.1. The site is within the development boundary of Prestatyn in the Local Development 

Plan, but has no specific use designation. 
 

1.3.2. There is an old Article 4 Direction applying to the area, which relates to the holding of 
markets, etc., so is of no direct relevance to the application. 
 

1.4. Relevant planning history 
1.4.1. The site has been the subject of a number of planning applications.  The majority are of 

limited relevance to the current application, being related to the industrial / workshop 
use, but there have been previous proposals for residential development, which provide 
a background to the current proposals. 
 

1.4.2. Of interest are: 
- A 1974 outline permission for the erection of OAP flats 
- A 1981 outline permission for residential development 
- A 1983 permission for sheltered accommodation  
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- A 1984 refusal for 23 dwellings (intensification of development, inadequate parking,  
  precedent) 
- A 1990 refusal for 30 apartments (layout , density, parking) 
- A 2006 permission for a general industrial building 
 

1.4.3. None of the permissions for residential development have been taken up. 
 

1.5. Developments/changes since the original submission 
 

1.5.1. Discussions with the agent have been ongoing since submission of the current 
application, in particular in respect of issues relating to flooding and means of escape 
for residents in a flood event. Additional information has been provided, including a 
Coastal Breach Assessment dealing with the extent of flooding at extreme flood events, 
and a Flood Risk Management Plan setting out evacuation measures in the event of a 
flood. The details have been the subject of reconsultation.  
 

1.5.2. The agent has requested that the application be presented to the April 2016 meeting of 
the Committee as there is pressure on the client to progress.  
 

1.6. Other relevant background information 
1.6.1. None of specific relevance to this application.  

 
2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 

Selected applications of relevance to current application. 
2/PRE/59/74 
Outline application for the erection of approximately 37 old persons flats 
Granted 15/08/1974 
 
2/PRE/332/81 
Outline residential development 
Granted 17/06/1981 
 
2/PRE/52/83 
Erection of sheltered accommodation 
Granted 28/04/1983 
 
2/PRE/284/84 
Erection of 23 no 2 bed houses & 1no. 1 bed flat, drainage and external works  
Refused 07/11/1984 
 
2/PRE/458/84 
Erection of 19 no 2 bed houses & 1no. 1 bed flat, drainage and external works  
Granted 19/02/1985 
 
2/PRE/0452/89 
Erection of 30 apartments  
Refused 22/0211/1990 
 
43/2006/0588 
Development of 0.35 ha of land by the demolition of existing buildings/dwelling; erection of 
1208sqm general industrial building  
Granted 26/07/2006 
 

3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 
The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4

th
 June 2013) 

Policy RD 1 Sustainable Development and good standard design 
Policy RD 5 The Welsh language and the Social and cultural fabric of communities 
Policy BSC 1 Growth Strategy for Denbighshire 
Policy BSC 4 Affordable Housing 
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Policy BSC 11 Recreation and Open Space 
Policy PSE 3 Protection of employment land and buildings 
Policy ASA 3 Parking Standards 
 
3.1. Supplementary Planning Guidance 

Supplementary Planning Guidance Note 4: Recreational Public Open Space 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note 8: Access for all 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note 22 Affordable Housing in New Developments 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note 25: Residential Development Design Guide 
Supplementary Planning Guidance : Welsh Language Supplementary Planning Guidance 
 

3.2. Government Policy / Guidance 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8 2016 
TAN 1 Joint Housing Land Availability Studies 
TAN 2 Affordable Housing 
TAN 5 Nature Conservation and Planning  
TAN 12 Design  
TAN 15 Development and Flood Risk 
 

4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 
 
In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Planning Policy Wales Edition 8, 2016 (PPW) confirms the requirement that planning applications 
'should be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted development plan for the 
area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise' (Section 3.1.2). PPW advises that 
material considerations must be relevant to the regulation of the development and use of land in 
the public interest, and fairly and reasonably relate to the development concerned., and that these 
can include the number, size, layout, design and appearance of buildings, the means of access, 
landscaping, service availability and the impact on the neighbourhood and on the environment 
(Sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4).  
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to the policies of the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to the material planning considerations which are 
considered to be of relevance to the proposal. 
 
4.1. The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 

 
4.1.1. Principle 
4.1.2. Protection of employment land and buildings 
4.1.3. Affordable housing 
4.1.4. Drainage / flooding  
4.1.5. Visual amenity 
4.1.6. Residential amenity 
4.1.7. Ecology 
4.1.8. Highways (including access and parking) 
4.1.9. Open Space 
4.1.10. Contaminated land  
4.1.11. Density of development 
4.1.12. Inclusive design 
4.1.13. Impact on Welsh Language and Social and Cultural Fabric 

 
4.2. In relation to the main planning considerations : 

 
4.2.1. Principle 

The report deals in detail with a number of issues of principle and detail in the following 
paragraphs. 
In brief, in relation to the principle of what is involved in this application: 
The main Local Development Plan Policy relevant to the principle of residential 
development is Policy BSC 1. This policy seeks to make provision for new housing in a 
range of locations, concentrating development within development boundaries of towns 
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and villages. The site is located within the development boundary of Prestatyn, which is 
designated as a ‘lower growth town’ in the adopted Local Development Plan. Whilst the 
site is not allocated for a specific purpose in the LDP, residential development would not 
be inconsistent with the strategy of the Plan. The applicants also suggest the 
development offers an opportunity to make a contribution to the Council’s five year 
housing supply situation.  
 
There is a separate policy in the Local Development Plan which seeks to protect 
employment land and buildings. PSE 3 sets specific tests for the consideration of 
applications involving the loss of employment sites, which also need to be addressed to 
determine the acceptability of the principle of demolishing the workshop buildings and 
changing the use of the site to residential. Compatibility of the development with PSE 3 
is a matter to be weighed in the consideration of the application, and is addressed in 
section 4.2.3 of the report.  
 
TAN 15 outlines tests of principle to be reviewed in relation to the acceptability of 
development of land in flood areas. These are the subject of assessment in section 
4.2.4 of the report. 
 

4.2.2. Protection of employment land and buildings 
Policy PSE 3 of the Local Development Plan looks to protect employment land or 
buildings from development which would result in their loss, which will only be 
supported provided that: 
 
i) there are no other suitable sites available for this development; and 
ii) a continuous marketing process of 1 year, alongside all practical attempts possible to 
retain the employment use, has demonstrated that the site or premises is no longer 
capable of providing an acceptable standard of accommodation for employment 
purposes; and 
iii) the loss of the site or premises would not prejudice the ability of an area to meet a 
range of local employment needs or the proposal involves the satisfactory relocation of 
a non-conforming use from an unsuitable site. 
 
The supporting text to PSE 3 confirms that all employment sites are covered by the 
policy, and refers to potential concerns in relation to pressure on the Council to allow 
alternative and higher value land uses on employment land, which if uncontrolled, will 
reduce the scale, range and type of employment land in the County. 
 
At Welsh Government level, there is general advice in TAN 23 paragraph 1.1.6 that the 
traditional land use classes B1 to B8 must continue to be planned for in a sustainable 
way as these form the basis for development plan policies.  Paragraph 4.6.8 of TAN 23 
stresses the need for local planning authorities to avoid releasing land for other uses 
where there is strong evidence of likely future demand for B1 to B8 uses, and that in 
some areas older lower-cost employment areas may be required especially for small 
and new firms who cannot afford newer and more prestigious accommodation.  The 
same paragraph of TAN 23 concludes that the loss of such areas may cause harm to 
local economies and should be avoided. 
An assessment of the three criteria of Policy PSE 3 follows: 
 
i)  There are no other suitable sites available for this development 
 
The supporting documents refer to retirement living housing having a very particular set 
of locational criteria when selecting a site, and that in accordance with the 5 criteria, no 
other suitable sites are available within Prestatyn.  
 
ii)  a continuous marketing process of 1 year, alongside all practical attempts possible to 
retain the employment use, has demonstrated that the site or premises is no longer 
capable of providing an acceptable standard of accommodation for employment 
purposes 
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The supporting documents refer to up to date evidence of marketing of the site from 
Richard Baddeley and Company, which confirms the site has been marketed since 
November 2012, with no conditional or unconditional offers having been made. The 
agents suggest the site has been vacant for a number of years and has no reasonable 
prospect of being used for employment purposes.   
 
iii)  the loss of the site or premises would not prejudice the ability of an area to meet a 
range of local employment needs or  the proposal involves the satisfactory relocation of 
a non-conforming use from an unsuitable site. 
 
The supporting documents suggest the provision of the 39 apartments in the town 
centre of Prestatyn will greatly enhance the vitality and viability of local shops and 
services. They refer to research on the value of the type of development to the viability 
of local businesses and employment in town centres. The submission argues that 
retirement living housing is considered a ‘passive’ land use and a ‘good neighbour’ and 
is arguably a more suitable land use for the site than a B2 employment use. It also 
suggests the proposal will generate employment opportunities including a house 
manager, day to day servicing staff, and at construction stage. The Economic and 
Business Development Officer has commented that the loss of the site would not 
prejudice the ability of the Prestatyn area to meet a range of local employment needs 
given the availability of larger employment sites for development in the town’s Warren 
Drive. 
 
On the basis of the information provided, Officers would suggest the proposals are not 
in conflict with PSE 3.   
 

4.2.3. Affordable Housing 
 
Local Development Plan Policy BSC 4 seeks to ensure, where relevant, 10% affordable 
housing either on site on developments of 10 or more residential units or by way of a 
financial contribution on development of less than 10 residential units is provided.   
 
The Development Plan and Strategy Officers have confirmed there is housing need 
demonstrated in the area, and that households in the Prestatyn market area are geared 
towards smaller sizes, with 2 person households being the most prevalent, along with 
one person households, being a reflection of private rented accommodation in the area. 
The calculated  affordable housing commuted sum is £339,223. 
 

The original planning application contained a detailed Planning Obligations and 
Affordable Housing Statement which reviewed national and local planning policy in 
relation to provision of affordable housing. The Statement set out the context for the 
developer’s conclusion that the scheme could not make any contribution to the provision 
of affordable housing or any other planning contributions. It drew attention to advice in 
TAN 2 which sets a requirement for Local Planning Authorities to balance the need for 
affordable housing against site viability and to take account of the feasibility of delivering 
affordable housing. This refers to the possibility of exceptional circumstances where 
affordable housing may be provided off site or through a financial contribution in lieu of 
on site provision. As the provision of affordable housing is normally administered 
through a Planning Obligation, the Statement also refers to the tests to be applied to the 
use of Obligations in Welsh Office Circular 13/97. It acknowledges the Local 
Development Plan policies and Supplementary Planning Guidance in relation to 
affordable housing, and that there is recognition that there may be circumstances where 
on site provision would be unsuitable and payment of a financial contribution in lieu may 
be acceptable. 
 
The Affordable Housing Statement provides detailed information on the nature and 
operation of retirement housing and why it was considered there are difficulties likely to 
arise from mixing different types and forms of housing alongside private sheltered 
housing.  
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There are interesting matters to consider in relation to affordable housing provision. 
Initially, it is worth recognising that the development would provide 39 one and two 
bedroom apartments in a town where there appears to be a clear demand for such 
small units, and in particular for elderly persons. The development would also contribute 
positively to the Council’s 5 year housing supply figures.  
 
In relation to the applicants’ outline of the nature of the elderly persons accommodation 
, Officers take the view that a privately run retirement living complex in a single building 
is not compatible with the provision of affordable units, so it is not considered 
unreasonable to accept a commuted sum approach in lieu of on-site provision. This is in 
accord with the planning policy and Supplementary Planning Guidance.  
 
Officers have discussed the issue of affordable housing with the applicants in light of the 
policies of the Local Development Plan and Supplementary guidance, as the Council 
continues to attach a high priority to the provision of affordable housing in association 
with new developments. It is pleasing to report that that the negotiations have resulted 
in an offer of £140,000 as a commuted sum payment, for use in connection with 
affordable housing and open space, the split to be determined by the Council. Whilst the 
offer falls short of the calculated affordable housing commuted sum of £339,233, in the 
context of the applicant’s viability assessment, and the other positive factors from the 
provision of small apartments, Officers consider this to be to be a reasonable ‘gain’ from 
the development, being a substantial sum to put towards suitable affordable provision 
elsewhere in the town.  
 

4.2.4. Drainage / flooding 

 

Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 test (xi) requires that development satisfies physical or 

natural environmental considerations relating to drainage and liability to flooding. Planning 

Policy Wales Section 13.2 identifies flood risk as a material consideration in planning and is 

supplemented by TAN 15 – Development and Flood Risk, which provides a detailed 

framework within which risks arising from different sources of flooding should be assessed, 

and includes specific ‘justification’ and ‘acceptability’ criteria to be applied to development 

proposals for residential development. 

 

In terms of consultation responses, following the submission of additional information in 

February 2016,  NRW have commented at length on the flooding issues arising in relation to 

the proposals, as the site is in a C1 Flood Zone, identified on Welsh Government’s 

Development Advice map referred to in TAN 15. In respect of : 

 

Flood risk 

NRW have considered the contents of additional information provided by the applicants in 

early 2016, in the form of a Flood Consequences Assessment, informed by a Coastal Breach 

Assessment. Their conclusion is that the proposals, including raising the  finished floor levels 

above the breach tolerance for a tidal breach generally satisfy  the matters in section A1.14 of 

TAN 15 (guidance relating to frequency thresholds for different types of development). NRW 

recommend imposition of a condition to ensure the development is carried out in accordance 

with the Flood Consequences Assessment. 

 

Emergency Access and Egress 

NRW have assessed the projected levels of inundation of the principal Access and Egress 

routes to and from the site under flood conditions, as considered in the Flood Consequences 

Assessment, in relation to the tolerances set out in section A1.15 of TAN 15. They conclude 

that flood depths along these routes (Sandy Lane in particular) are likely to exceed the 

tolerances, and the flood hazard at the two ‘extreme flood event’ scenarios modelled  would 

be significant / extreme which would be dangerous to most / all people including emergency 

services. They refer to recent Welsh Government advice stating escape / evacuation routes 

should be operational under all conditions, and that this matter is a material consideration in 

determination of the application. As NRW state they are not the appropriate body to advise on 
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the appropriateness of the flood evacuation measures or the safe access / egress aspects of 

a development proposal, they advise that consultation with the Emergency Planning Service 

is essential.  

 

Officers have duly consulted with the Regional Emergency Planning Service. The Service’s 

response was received immediately before the deadline for completion of the report for the 

April Committee. It welcomes the submission of the Flood Risk Management Plan, but 

indicates the Service are not in a position to deem it acceptable or otherwise, and they have 

challenged the wording of sections of the Plan.  Officers have advised the agents of the 

response and have sought further advice from the Service in clarification of their position, so 

any developments will be reported in the late information sheets for consideration prior to any 

debate on the application.   

 

The flooding issues require careful assessment in relation to the general advice in PPW and 

the detailed contents of TAN15, all in the context of the information provided by the applicants 

and responses from NRW and the Regional Emergency Planning Service. 

 

TAN 15 

It is not challenged that the site is located within a C1 flood zone. In terms of the Development 

Categories in TAN 15, the existing industrial use falls within the ‘less vulnerable development’ 

category and the proposed use (as all residential premises) is in the ‘highly vulnerable 

development’ category.   

 

-  Justification criteria 

Section 6 of TAN 15 sets out specific planning considerations to be given to new development 

in C1 flood zones and states that this should only be permitted if it is determined by the Local 

Planning Authority to be justified in that location. The relevant section (6.2) states that 

development can only be justified if it can be demonstrated that: 

 

i. Its location in zone C is necessary to assist, or be part of, a local authority regeneration 

initiative or a local authority strategy required to sustain an existing settlement; or, 

ii Its location in zone C is necessary to contribute to key employment objectives supported by 

the local authority, and other key partners, to sustain an existing settlement or region; 

and, 

iii It concurs with the aims of PPW and meets the definition of previously developed land 

(PPW fig 2.1); and, 

iv The potential consequences of a flooding event for the particular type of development have 

been considered, and in terms of the criteria contained in sections 5 and 7 and appendix 1 

found to be acceptable. 

 

-  Acceptability criteria 

 

In summary, the criteria to be met in order for development to be considered acceptable are:  

- Flood defences must be shown by the developer to be structurally adequate particularly  

  under extreme overtopping conditions (i.e. that flood with a 1 in 1000 chance of occurring in      

  any year).  

-  The cost of future maintenance for all new/approved flood mitigation measures, including  

   defences must be accepted by the developer and agreed with the Environment Agency  

   (now Natural Resources Wales). 

-  The developer must ensure that future occupiers of the development are aware of the  

   flooding risks and consequences.  

-  Effective flood warnings are provided at the site  

-  Escape/evacuation routes are shown by the developer to be operational under all  
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   conditions  

-  Flood emergency plans and procedures produced by the developer must be in place. 

-  The development is designed by the developer to allow the occupier the facility for rapid  

   movement of goods/possessions to areas away from floodwaters.  

-  Development is designed to minimise structural damage during a flooding event and is flood 

   proofed to enable it to be returned to its prime use quickly in the aftermath of the flood. 

-  No flooding elsewhere. 

 

•    Developer is required to demonstrate that the site is designed to be flood free for the 

lifetime (A1.5) of development for either a 1 in 100 chance (fluvial) flood event, or a 1 in 

200 chance (tidal) flood event including an allowance for climate change (depending on 

the type of flood risk present) in accordance with table A1.14.  

•  In respect of the residual risk to the development it should be designed so that over its 
lifetime (A1.5) in an extreme (1 in 1000 chance) event there would be less than 600mm of 
water on access roads and within properties, the velocity of any water flowing across the 
development would be less than 0.3 m/second on access roads and 0.15m/second in 
properties, and the maximum rate of rise of floodwater would not exceed 0.1m/hour ( 

 
 

Having regard to the justification criteria in paragraph 6.2 of TAN15, Officers’ view is that : 

-   the proposals comply with test i. in that the provision of 39 apartments would assist the 
Growth Strategy for the County in Local Development Plan Policy BSC1, which is to 
provide new housing to meet the needs of local communities and population changes, 
and it would contribute to expanding the range of accommodation in the town. 

-   Housing development in existing settlements concurs with the aims of Planning Policy 
Wales, and the site meets with the definition of ‘previously developed land’ in PPW, 
hence the proposals comply with test iii. 

-   The potential consequences of a flooding event for the particular type of development 
have been considered, and are reviewed below under the ‘acceptability’ criteria 
heading. 

  
Officers’ conclusion is that the proposals meet the justification criteria in section 6 of TAN 15 

 
Having regard to the acceptability criteria in TAN 15,  
Considerations outlined in Section 7 and Appendix 1 of TAN 15 in relation to the 
assessment of flooding consequences have been addressed by key technical consultees in 
the form of NRW and the Regional Emergency Planning Service.  
 
In informing the Council on the acceptability of the proposals in terms of justification criteria  
iv. , NRW’s position on flood risk is clear in stating the proposals generally satisfy the 
matters in section A1.14 of TAN 15, which is guidance relating to frequency thresholds for 
different types of development. NRW recommend imposition of a condition to ensure the 
development is carried out in accordance with the Flood Consequences Assessment. 
 
The main issue of concern in relation to test iv. appears to be the acceptability of the 
proposals in respect of Emergency Access and Egress. This consideration is the one of the 
‘acceptability criteria for flooding consequences’ set out in section A1.12 of TAN 15 , which 
indicates a site should only be considered for development if a number of conditions can be 
satisfied. The one of relevance is ; 
 
  ‘…- escape / evacuation routes are shown by the developer to be operational under all 
conditions.’ 
 
,A1.15 contains a table with indicative guidance on what are considered tolerable 
conditions for different types of development in respect of maximums for depth of flooding, 
rate of rise of floodwaters, speed of inundation and velocity of floodwaters. The explanatory 
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text repeats that the figures are indicative and reflect conditions in which, given the 
presence of adequate warnings and preparation, appropriately equipped personnel could 
undertake emergency activities.  It suggests each site must be considered individually and 
a judgement taken in the context of the particular circumstances which could prevail at a 
site. 
 

       The basis of TAN 15 advice In respect of the residual risk to residential  development is 
that it should be designed so that over its lifetime (A1.5) in an extreme (1 in 1000 chance) 
event there would be less than 600mm of water on access roads and within properties, 
the velocity of any water flowing across the development would be less than 0.3 
m/second on access roads and 0.15m/second in properties, and the maximum rate of rise 
of floodwater would not exceed 0.1 m/hour (table in A1.15). 

 
       The applicant’s submitted Coastal Breach Assessment provides information on potential 

flood hazards at the post development site in a 0.5% and 0.1% (200 to 1 and 1000 to 1 
chance in any year event) during a tidal breach and overtopping event, including 
allowance for climate change. In the 0.5% scenario, the Assessment refers to the entire 
site and surrounding area experiencing severe flooding with depths up to 1.1metre, and a 
flood hazard rating for the site classified as ‘Danger for Most’, with velocities up to 1m/s 
contributing to flood risk. In the 0.1% scenario, the Assessment indicates maximum flood 
depths across the site increase to around 1.7metres , and the flood hazard rating for the 
majority of the site area is ‘Danger for All’, albeit the portion where the majority of the 
development is proposed is lower and considered ‘Danger for Most’. It states velocities of 
1.4m/s contribute to flood risk across the site. 

 
NRW comment on the TAN 15 A1.15 tolerances in terms of projected levels of inundation 
of the principal Access and Egress routes to and from the site under flood conditions, as 
considered in the applicant’s Assessment. NRW note the contents of the Assessment, and 
advise that flood depths along the key access routes and egress routes will exceed the 
‘tolerable limits’ in A1.15. They strongly recommend consultation with the Emergency 
Planning Service so they can comment on the issues, including the adequacy of the 
developer’s flood evacuation measures and safe access / egress aspects of the proposals 
particularly given the likely vulnerability of the users of the development (i.e. elderly with 
potential reduced mobility). NRW remind the Council that the risks identified need to be 
considered in the determination of the application, and they refer to advice from Welsh 
Government to all Chief Planning Officers (January 2014) which restates advice in TAN 15 
A1.12 that to satisfy the acceptability criteria for flooding consequences, escape / 
evacuation routes should be ‘operational under all conditions’, and are a material 
consideration. 
 
As noted, the Regional Emergency Planning Service response welcomes the Flood Risk 
Management Plan and suggests revisions are necessary to the contents. The Service have 
stated they would not be in a position to deem the Plan acceptable or otherwise.  
 
 
Having regard to the flood information in the submission and the responses to hand at the 
time of completing this report from NRW and the Regional Emergency Planning Service, 
Officers consider there is a significant question over the acceptability of the proposals in 
terms of the emergency access and egress in times of extreme flood events.  The guidance 
in TAN 15 A1.15 on maximum depth of flooding is 0.6m, and maximum velocity of 
floodwaters is 0.15m/s inside a property and 0.3m/s on access roads. The modelled 
information for the relevant ‘extreme’ events indicate maximum depths of flooding of 1.1m 
and 1.7m and maximum velocities of 1m/s and 1.4m/s. These are figures considerably in 
excess of the guidance, and suggest a high level of hazard for residents and emergency 
services.  
 
Officers recognise that contingency measures may be incorporated into a Flood 
Management Plan to show how residents may be warned and evacuated in the event of a 
flood event. However, given the extent to which the ‘tolerances’ in TAN 15 A1.15 would be 
exceeded in an extreme flood event, it is difficult to see how the proposals demonstrate one 
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of the key ‘Acceptability criteria for flooding consequences’ in TAN 15 that escape / 
evacuation routes would be ‘operational under all conditions’ . In a situation where NRW 
note the hazard on Sandy Lane is categorised as a “Danger for all”, representing an 
extreme flood hazard that would be dangerous to all, including the Emergency Services, 
there is clearly a potential risk to life which is difficult to overlook. This risk is a significant 
negative factor to weigh in the consideration of the application.  
 
Any additional information received from the Regional Emergency Planning Service and the 
agents will be reported to Committee in the late information sheets. 
 

 
4.2.5. Visual amenity 

 
Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 test (i) requires due regard to issues of siting, 
layout, form, character, design, materials, aspect, microclimate and intensity of use of 
land / buildings and spaces between buildings, which are matters relevant to the visual 
impact of development; test (vi) requires that development does not unacceptably affect 
prominent public views into, out of, or across any settlement or area of open 
countryside; test (vi) requires the incorporation of existing landscape or other features, 
takes account of site contours, and changes in levels and prominent skylines; and test 
(xiii) requires the incorporation of suitable landscaping measures to protect and 
enhance development in its local context. 
 
There are no consultee responses raising comment on visual amenity issues. Private 
individuals supporting the application express the view that the development would 
improve the area and that high quality development would fit in with the area. 
 
Officers’ view is that the proposals offer an opportunity to significantly improve the 
quality of the environment in this area. The site is an eyesore with limited prospects for 
improvement without redevelopment. With regard to the design detailing and the layout, 
it is considered that some care has been taken to develop a scheme which respects the 
character of the locality. The proposed main block contains interesting design features, 
and the landscaping / planting would be of a high standard.   
 

4.2.6. Residential amenity 
Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 test (i) requires due regard to issues of siting, 
layout, form, character, design, materials, aspect, microclimate and intensity of use of 
land / buildings and spaces between buildings, which touch on the potential for impact 
on residential amenity; test (vi) sets the requirement to assess the impact of 
development on the amenities of local residents, other land and property users, or 
characteristics of the locality, in terms of increased activity, disturbance, noise, dust, 
fumes, litter, drainage, light pollution, etc. 
 
There are no local concerns expressed over the impact of the development on the 
residential amenities of occupiers of adjacent properties. 
 
Having due regard to the detailing of the main block and distances to existing dwellings 
to the west and north along Sandy Lane, Officers view is that there would be no 
unacceptable impact on the amenities of occupiers in the form of overlooking and loss 
of privacy, or through the development being overpowering. The presence of the railway 
immediately to the south of the site raises issues of noise for occupiers of units closest 
to the main line, but this is reviewed in the Noise Assessment and proposals for suitable 
enhanced glazing can be delivered through a suitable planning condition.   
 

4.2.7. Ecology 
Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 test (iii) requires development to protect and 
where possible to enhance the local natural and historic environment. Policy VOE 5 
requires due assessment of potential impacts on protected species or designated sites 
of nature conservation, including mitigation proposals, and suggests that permission 
should not be granted where proposals are likely to cause significant harm to such 
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interests. This reflects policy and guidance in Planning Policy Wales (Section 5.2), 
current legislation and SPG 18 – Nature Conservation and Species Protection, which 
stress the importance of the planning system in meeting biodiversity objectives through 
promoting approaches to development which create new opportunities to enhance 
biodiversity, prevent biodiversity losses, or compensate for losses where damage is 
unavoidable. 
 
Natural Resources Wales and the Biodiversity Officer raise no objections to the 
ecological implications of the development. Additional information was submitted 
following requests for reptile and other surveys, and the consultees suggest the 
imposition of conditions to ensure the implementation of the recommendations in the bat 
report, and to control external lighting.  
 
Subject to the inclusion of conditions as requested by the NRW and the Biodiversity 
Officer, it is considered that the proposals would not have adverse impacts on 
ecological interests. 
 

4.2.8. Highways (including access and parking) 
Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 tests (vii) and (viii) oblige provision of safe and 
convenient access for a range of users, together with adequate parking, services and 
manoeuvring space; and consideration of the impact of development on the local 
highway network Policy ASA 3 requires adequate parking spaces for cars and bicycles 
in connection with development proposals, and outlines considerations to be given to 
factors relevant to the application of standards. These policies reflect general principles 
set out in Planning Policy Wales (Section 8) and TAN 18 – Transport, in support of 
sustainable development. 
 
This is a full planning application showing details of the proposed access and parking 
arrangements for the site.  There are no concerns from consultees or private individuals 
to the highway implications on the road network, to the scale of development or to the 
detailing of the scheme. The Highways Officer has no objections to the proposals. 
 
Officers consider the proposals are acceptable in terms of highway considerations. The 
site has been in employment use for many years and the accesses have been subject 
to varying scales and intensity of use. This is a near town centre location and the nature 
of the development is such that car ownership would be relatively low, hence there 
would be limited demand for parking spaces. The 27 spaces shown on the layout plan, 
with provision in a store building for battery / mobility vehicles, is considered adequate 
to accommodate the likely number of vehicles of residents, staff and visitors.     
 

4.2.9. Open Space 
Policy BSC 11 requires proposals for all new residential development to make provision 
for recreation and open space either through provision on site, or through a commuted 
sum payment where this approach may be justified, for example where it is 
demonstrated that that development would not be financially viable should the full 
requirement for open space be provided on site or where it is impractical to provide the 
full requirement on site. If applied to a development of 39 units, the current Open Space 
calculator accompanying Supplementary Planning Guidance on Open Space sets out a 
standard of 1435 sq.m Community Recreational Open Space and 717 sq.m Children’s 
play space; or a commuted sum payment of £48,251.42. 
 
There are no representations in relation to the issue of open space / amenity space 
provision within the site.  
 
The submission sets out the rationale for the provision of amenity / open space in 
connection with of this type of specialised accommodation.  It highlights that residents of 
this form of housing tend to spend considerable time in their apartments, hence 
attention is paid to providing pleasant views / scenery from all rooms.  The proposal is 
to provide some 1579 square metres of landscaped amenity green space for the 
enjoyment of residents, which is considered appropriate for this form of development.  
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In factual terms the proposals are not seeking to provide on-site Community Recreation 
Open Space and Children’s play space, and there is an offer of a commuted sum 
payment to the Council to be split as the Council determines for Affordable Housing and 
open space.  The applicants are arguing special circumstances apply here and that the 
specialist nature of the development is a relevant consideration in relation to the 
application of planning policy. Taking all these matters into account, Officers would 
concur that strict adherence to the open space standards for provision of on-site 
community recreation open space and childrens’ / equipped play space would be 
inappropriate in relation to a retirement living scheme, and the provision of 1575sq.m of 
landscaped amenity space around the apartment block is considered a reasonable and 
acceptable approach. As mentioned in section 4.2.3 in relation to affordable housing, 
the applicants have made a ‘without prejudice’ offer of £140,000 as a commuted sum 
payment and have advised that the allocation within this sum for affordable housing and 
open space would be a matter for the Council to determine.    
 

4.2.10. Contaminated land 
The need to consider the potential impact of contaminated land in relation to 
development proposals is contained in Chapter 13 of Planning Policy Wales, which 
requires planning decisions to take into account the potential hazard that contamination 
presents to the development itself, its occupants and the local environment; and 
assessment of investigation into contamination and remedial measures to deal with any 
contamination. Where there may be contamination issues, the Council must require 
details prior to determination of an application to enable the beneficial use of land. 
Planning permission may be granted subject to conditions where acceptable remedial 
measures can overcome such contamination. Otherwise, if contamination cannot be 
overcome satisfactorily, permission should be refused. 
 
Natural Resources Wales have no objections to the proposals but having regard to the 
submissions, the history and location of the site, they have recommended that 
permission should only be granted if a number of conditions are imposed. These are 
standard conditions requiring suitable investigation, risk assessment, mitigation and 
monitoring in connection with the development. There are no other representations on 
the application in respect of contamination issues. 
 
In light of the NRW comments, Officers suggest it would be necessary to condition any 
permission to attach the suggested conditions to address contamination issues.  
 

4.2.11. Density of development 
Local Development Plan Policy RD1 test ii) seeks to ensure the most efficient use of 
land by achieving densities of a minimum of 35 dwellings per hectare, unless there are 
local circumstances that dictate a lower density. 
 
There are no representations in relation to the number of apartments proposed or the 
density of development.  
 
The total site area is indicated as 0.38 hectares on the application form. The proposal 
for 39 apartments would represent a density of just over 100 units per hectare, which is 
a relatively high figure in the County, but given the central location in a town and the 
actual detailing of the development, Officers would not consider that this is in any way 
inappropriate or contrary to the guidance in RD1. 
 

4.2.12. Inclusive design 
Local Development Plan Policy RD1 test (vii) sets out the need to provide safe and 
convenient access for disabled persons. The requirement to embody the principles of 
inclusive design in development proposals is set out in Planning Policy Wales (Section 
3.4) which outlines accessibility considerations to be given to all development 
proposals, reflected in TAN 12 Design, TAN 18 Transport, and through the obligation to 
submit Access Statements as part of most planning applications. 
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The submission indicates that a range of measures will be implemented to achieve 
relevant levels of accessibility for residents of the retirement apartments. This includes 
provision of access ramps, dropped kerbs, level thresholds, lifts, wide corridors and 
door widths. Due regard will be had to the requirements of Building Regulation 
legislation in the further development of the detailed plans. 
 
Officers’ view on the issue is that the site is relatively flat and that the units will be easily 
accessible. 
 

4.2.13. Impact on Welsh Language and Social and Cultural Fabric 
The requirement to consider the needs and interests of the Welsh Language is set out 
in Policy RD 5 in the Local Development Plan. 
 
The Community and Linguistic Statement submitted with the application concludes that 
the proposed development will have a positive impact, not only on the use of the Welsh 
language within Prestatyn, but also further safeguard the future of Prestatyn as a 
thriving community that responds to the needs of its entire population. 
 
There are no representations expressing views on the potential impact of the 
development on the needs and interests of the Welsh language. 
 
In Officers’ opinion, the proposed development on this site would not by virtue of its 
size, scale, and location cause significant harm to the character and language balance 
of the community.  
 

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 
5.1. The proposals raise a number of planning policy issues and it is clear from assessment of 

these and other material considerations that the determination of the application requires the 
weighing up of positive and negative factors.  
 

5.2. The recognisable positive aspects of the application are  – 

• The site is within the development boundary of Prestatyn, where the principle of 

residential development is consistent with the housing strategy policies of the Local 

Development Plan.  

• The provision of apartments would meet a recognisable local demand for 1 and 2 

bedroom accommodation in Prestatyn and would make a positive contribution to the 

Council’s 5 year housing supply position.  

• The site is an eyesore with buildings in poor condition and with no realistic prospect of 

adaptation to continued employment use. The proposals offer recognisable regeneration 

benefits, with high quality built development. 

• An offer of a £140,000 commuted sum payment for use by the Council for affordable 

housing and open space. 

• There are no concerns raised over the highways, ecological, or contaminated land 

implications, subject to the inclusion of conditions. 

 

5.3. The main negative aspects of the development are : 

 

• The proposals fall short of meeting the commuted sum requirements for a 39 apartment 

development in terms of affordable housing and open space, although there are viability 

arguments to support underprovision 

• The questions over the acceptability of the proposals in terms of the emergency access 

and egress in times of extreme flood events.  The projected maximum depth of flooding 

and the maximum velocity of floodwaters are considerably in excess of the guidance in 

TAN 15, and suggest a high level of hazard for residents and emergency services.  
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5.4. In concluding the report, Officers recognise there are clear benefits from the development, but 

in balancing the different considerations, on the basis of the information in front of the 

Council, it is respectfully suggested that the flooding implications are of such significance 

that they have to be accorded considerable weight here. 

 

5.5. Ultimately therefore, the recommendation is to refuse permission. It is concluded that the 

proposals fail to demonstrate one of the key ‘Acceptability criteria for flooding consequences’ 

in TAN 15 can be met, which requires that escape / evacuation routes should be ‘operational 

under all conditions’, as the information provides suggests the depth of flooding and velocity 

of floodwaters would be significantly above the indicative figures in TAN 15 A1.15 and would 

give rise to a level of hazard to all, including Emergency Services on Sandy Lane, which 

would be unacceptable.  

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: REFUSE- for the following reasons:- 
 
The reasons is :- 
 
1. It is the opinion of the Local Planning Authority that the proposal fails to demonstrate that a 
key 'Acceptability criteria for flooding consequences' in TAN 15 Development and Flood Risk can be 
met in that that escape / evacuation routes would not be operational under all conditions . The 
information submitted with the application indicates the maximum depths of flooding and maximum 
velocity of floodwaters in extreme flood events on Sandy Lane would be significantly above the 
indicative figures in TAN 15 A1.15 and would give rise to unacceptable danger and hazards for all, 
including emergency services. The proposal would be contrary to the requirements of criterion  xi) of 
Policy RD 1 of the Denbighshire Local Development Plan, and to principles and advice contained 
within Planning Policy Wales Edition 8 and Technical Advice Note 15: Development and Flood Risk, 
in relation to the assessment of flooding consequences. 
 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
 
None 
 
 

Tudalen 152



PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Date -  20th April 2016                 

 
ADDENDUM REPORT BY HEAD OF PLANNING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION  

 
AGENDA ORDER, LATE INFORMATION AND AMENDMENTS TO PLANNING COMMITTEE 

REPORTS 
 
The following sheets are an addendum to the main agenda for the Committee. They set out the order 
in which items will be taken, subject to the discretion of the Chair, and they provide a summary of 
information received since the completion of the reports, and matters of relevance to individual items 
which should be taken into account prior to their consideration. 
 
Where requests for public speaking on individual planning applications have been made, those 
applications will normally be dealt with at the start of that part of the meeting. 
 
AGENDA FOR THE MEETING 
 

1. APOLOGIES 
 
2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST (Pages 9 – 10) 
 
3. URGENT MATTERS AS AGREED BY THE CHAIR 
 
4. MINUTES (Pages 11 - 18) 

 
APPLICATIONS FOR PERMISSION FOR DEVELOPMENT 
 (Item numbers 5 – 8) 

 
ORDER OF APPLICATIONS 

PART 1 

 Public 
Speaker 

items  
Application no. Location Page 

6 43/2015/0315 
 
Site at Sandy Lane, Prestatyn 

 
39 

Other items    

5 
 
11/2014/1188 
 

 
Glandwr, , Clocaenog, Ruthin 

  

 
    19 

 

7 43/2016/0106 113, Meliden Road, Prestatyn    69 

8 
 
44/2016/0180 
 

 
43, Heol Hendre,  Rhuddlan,  Rhyl 

 

 
   79 
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PUBLIC SPEAKER ITEM 
 

 
ITEM 6 
Page 39 
Code no. 43/2015/0315 
 

 
Site at Sandy Lane, Prestatyn 
Demolition of existing structures and erection of retirement living housing, communal facilities, 
landscaping and car parking 

 

 
LOCAL MEMBERS:  Councillors Carys Guy-Davies, Jason McLellan, and Paul Penlington  
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  IS TO REFUSE 

 
Public Speaker:  Against - 
Public Speaker:  For -  Chris Butt (agent) 
 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
LATE REPRESENTATIONS 
Consultees: 
 
Regional Emergency Planning Service 
“This is supplementary to my original response to the proposal for Sandy Lane, Prestatyn (43/2015/0315).  

Just to confirm, I have reviewed the submitted Flood Consequences Assessment information, the Coastal 
Breach Assessment, the applicant’s proposals for a Flood Risk Management Plan, and the legal advice to the 
Planning Bureau on the contents of covenants on tenants’ leases relating to evacuation in the event of an 
evacuation order. I have considered the TAN15 acceptability criteria. I would clarify the position of the Regional 
Emergency Planning Service as follows.  

The proposal does not satisfactorily meet the TAN15 criteria as it does not show completely safe access and 
egress routes during extreme events i.e. escape/evacuation routes should be operational under all 
circumstances. As stated in the Flood Consequences Assessment submitted as part of the application, in relation 
to the proposed development, the flood consequences in relation to tidal flooding are “considered to be 
significant over the lifetime of the property”  

Despite the fact that a lead-in of several hours is predicted for an extreme event, as I noted in my previous 
correspondence, I cannot see how an evacuation could be forced upon the residents of the development, and 
therefore the mitigation measures proposed via a Flood Risk Management Plan cannot adequately address the 
hazard. This could then present significant welfare issues for any residents who choose to remain in the 
development during a flood event, and has the potential to create an added burden on the emergency services 
response should a rescue and evacuation of residents be required.  

 
       Therefore, the Emergency Planning Service cannot support the application for this development.” 

 
Denbighshire County Council consultees: 
Highway Officer 

           No objection subject to the inclusion of conditions to deal with arrangements for parking and turning, visibility 
splays at the access onto sandy lane, and the design detailing of the access. 

 
 
Private individuals: 
In support, from: 
Dr. James Davies, M.P., House of Commons, London SW1A0AA 
 
Summary of representations: 

              Dr. Davies wishes to record support for the application. He has concerns that the guidance in TAN 15 and 
associated Welsh Government documents is overly restrictive and risks severely harming the economic 
prosperity of Prestatyn and Rhyl as well as opportunities for regeneration. He has approached Welsh 
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Ministers for clarification of the interpretation of TAN 15 given the circumstances applying at the site, and 
more widely in terms of development in the town, given the nature / extent of the risk involved.  

             With specific regard to the application, it is suggested that the tiny threat posed by significant flooding at the 
site must surely be weighed up against the risks with not proceeding with the development, and it is argued 
that the safe and supportive community it will form and the removal of potentially dangerous buildings 
currently on the site will bring about a reduction in non-flood related risks, and that these risks alone almost 
certainly outweigh those risks highlighted in TAN 15. The fear is that if TAN 15 is being correctly interpreted, 
it risks not only leaving the site in a long term derelict state and denying the community of a quality 
residential development, but sterilizing large swathes of land in this area with respect to sensible 
development, and bringing about significant planning blight. 

 
Councillor Hugh Irvine 

      Councillor Irvine has asked for his comments to be conveyed to Committee. The main points are that: 
- The town has a high percentage of older residents and badly needs this development to allow residents to 

downsize at an appropriate time in their lives and at the same time release larger under occupied properties 
back onto the housing market. 

- The site itself is an eyesore brownfield site occupied by a derelict industrial building adjacent to the railway 
station and main Chester to Holyhead Railway line and this development would prove an asset to the street 
scene in that area. 

- The suggestion that the development proposal should be refused on flood risk grounds is illogical as the site 
is situated, not just beside the railway station, but close to the main road to Rhyl and hundreds of 
neighbouring residential properties none of which have ever suffered flooding.  

- If the refusal is adopted, a precedent would be set not just for this part of Prestayn but the entire coastal strip 
North of the railway line, including Rhyl Sea front where we have just granted consents for housing as part of 
the West Rhyl Housing project and a hotel development. We are also looking for residential proposals for the 
former Grange Hotel site and a Suncentre redevelopment which all risk rejection on the grounds of flood risk 
if this policy is adopted. 

- Had the policy been in force in recent times we would not have redeveloped the Nova Centre nor 
allowed the construction of housing on neighbouring sites such as Tower Gardens where hundreds of new 
properties have been built literally just behind the sea wall. The site of the new Prestatyn retail park and the 
new Bodnant school could have similarly been recommended for refusal. This site is approximately a mile 
inland from the sea defences none of which were breached during recent storms. 

- It is understood that the flood risk recommendations are not mandatory but to be taken into account when 
considering applications and it is requested that the committee rule that the risk for this site and the 
neighbouring area is so low that it does not justify refusing the application. 

 
M. Parry, 33 Sandy Lane, Prestatyn  
Strongly support this development.  
Scheme would provide much needed retirement properties on Sandy Lane, Prestatyn, which would release 

properties in the town for the younger generations 
Site is unsightly, unused and derelict. attracting only youths and vagrants 
As a firefighter in the town for 15 years, has never been called to Sandy lane to attend flooding 
Refusal recommendation is based on grounds of “what if”.  Recent flooding has not affected Sandy Lane but has 

impacted on other areas where planning permission has been granted for development. Planning was 
granted because somebody used previous data and common sense when assessing the risks of 
flooding. 

 
J. and G Butterworth, 28 Rhoddfa Wyn, Tower Gardens, Prestatyn 
Apartments are urgently required in Prestatyn. 
Questions over officer recommendation, given permissions have been granted for other developments in the 

town. 
 
INFORMATION FROM THE APPLICANT’S AGENTS 
 
The agents have asked the following information to be put before the Committee: 
 
“ We have held extensive discussions with Natural Resources Wales and they are now happy that our proposals 
are acceptable and safe.  The emergency planning service considers that the proposals may place undue pressure 
on the emergency services if residents do not evacuate the premises if there is a risk of severe flooding.  We 
believe that the concerns expressed by the emergency planning service are unfounded for the following reasons. 
The only scenario where the proposals do not meet the TAN15 guidelines is an extreme situation when flood 
defences are not improved for 100 years and there is a breach in the sand dunes combined with a 1:1000 year 
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flood event.  Clearly this will first affect a large part of Prestatyn, including other dwellings that have been developed 
nearer the beachside.  
Unlike other new housing developments, this will be a managed form of accommodation.  McCarthy & Stone is 
highly experienced in the management of sites at risk of flooding and have many properties in the UK where a 
flood risk management plan is in force such as at this site.  A house manager will be on site during working hours 
and there will be a 24hr emergency call centre available at all times.  A manager will be on site if any flood warnings 
are issued. The emergency plan can be put into action following receipt of a warning and there will be a lead in 
time of around 15hrs to evacuate the building.   Residents are required under the terms of their leases to follow 
any instruction to evacuate. In any event there is a safe refuge on higher floors.  The building will remain safe 
under all circumstances.  
In summary  

• The site and accommodation is safe under all conditions even allowing for 100 years of climate change 

where defences are not improved over this period. 

• If defences are not improved then many houses in Prestatyn will be flooded with increasing frequency and 

depth before this site is affected. 

• A flood plan will be in place and 24hr management will be provided. 

• There is about 15hrs of warning of flood after over topping or breach of defences. 

• There is a safe refuge on higher floors. 

• Residents are required to evacuate if instructed. 

• McCarthy & Stone manage many properties with flood plans and all the residents have fully complied with 

instructions given by the flood manager during flood events. 

• The site is an eyesore and the scheme will bring about considerable benefits to the area and will provide 

much needed specialised and safe accommodation for older people. “ 

 
 
OFFICER NOTES 
Officers will provide a short introduction to the item prior to the Chair opening it to debate. 
 

      There is reference in the agent’s additional submissions above to discussions with Natural Resources Wales and 
a comment that NRW are ‘now happy that our proposals are acceptable and safe’.  Simply for the record, the 
agents are referring to the NRW response received by the Council in February 2016, which is summarised in 
the Consultation Responses section of the main report and referred to at length within the assessment of the 
flooding issues in section 4.2.4. It is understood that there has been no recent communication between the 
agents and NRW and no change in the comments of NRW in respect of the emergency access and egress 
situation. 

 

 

 
OTHER ITEMS 

 
 
ITEM 5 
Page 19 
Code no. 11/2014/1188 
 

 
 
Glandwr, , Clocaenog, Ruthin 
Erection of 2 no. detached dwellings 

 
LOCAL MEMBER:  Councillor Eryl Williams 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  IS TO GRANT 
 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

 
No late information 
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ITEM 7 
Page 69 
Code no. 43/2016/0106 
 

 
113, Meliden Road, Prestatyn  
Removal of branches from Horse Chestnut tree (T2), felling of 1 no. sycamore tree and 
pollarding of 1 no. sycamore tree (Group G1) subject to Tree Preservation Order No. 3, 1985 
 

 
 

LOCAL MEMBER: Councillor Peter Evans (c )   
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  IS TO GRANT 

 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
No late information 

 

 
 

 
ITEM 8 
Page 79 
Code no. 44/2016/0180 
 

 
43, Heol Hendre,  Rhuddlan,  Rhyl 
Erection of covered outdoor kitchen to side of dwelling 

 
LOCAL MEMBERS:  Councillors Arwel Roberts (c ) and Ann Davies 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  IS TO GRANT  

 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
No late information 

 

 
 
 
 

SPECIAL REPORTS 
 
ITEM 9 
DRAFT SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING GUIDANCE NOTE: 
CONSERVATION AND ENHANCEMENT OF BIODIVERSITY - 
CONSULTATION DOCUMENT (Pages 89 - 122)  
 
To consider a report recommending members agree the draft Supplementary 
Planning Guidance on Conservation and Enhancement of Biodiversity as a 
basis for public consultation.  
 
 
ITEM 10 
RENEWABLE ENERGY SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING GUIDANCE - FOR 
ADOPTION (Pages 123 – 172 with appendix)  
 
To consider a report recommending adoption of the final Supplementary 
Planning Guidance on Renewable Energy for use in the determination of 
planning applications .  
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 Cynllun Dirprwyo Mai 2016 1 

PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO 
18 Mai 2016 

 
ADRODDIAD GAN Y PENNAETH CYNLLUNIO A GWARCHOD Y CYHOEDD 

 

EITEM AR GYFER Y PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO                                       
CYNLLUN DIRPRWYO WEDI'I DDIWEDDARU - FERSIWN 7 

 
1. PWRPAS YR ADRODDIAD                                                                                 

Ceisio cymeradwyaeth yr Aelodau ar gyfer Cynllun Dirprwyo diwygiedig.   
 

2. CEFNDIR 
 
Y Cynllun Dirprwyo yw'r ddogfen sy'n nodi amrywiaeth o faterion i ymdrin â nhw ar 
lefel swyddogion heb awdurdodiad ffurfiol gan Aelodau drwy'r Pwyllgor Cynllunio, a'r 
rhai sy’n gorfod cael eu cyfeirio at y Pwyllgor Cynllunio am gynnig / penderfyniad. 
 

Mae'r Cynllun Dirprwyo yn cael ei adolygu unwaith y flwyddyn. 
 
Y sbardun ar gyfer yr adolygiad hwn oedd mewnbwn gan yr Aelodau, y newidiadau 
a gyflwynwyd yng Ngorchymyn Gweithdrefn Rheoli Datblygu Llywodraeth Cymru ym 
Mawrth 2016, a chyflwyno prosesau ymgeisio newydd.   
 

Felly, mae swyddogion wedi ceisio symleiddio strwythur y ddogfen i egluro’r mathau 
o geisiadau a materion y gall Swyddogion a'r Pwyllgor Cynllunio eu trin. Mae'n 
cynnwys rhestr o fathau o geisiadau, hysbysiadau, ymgynghoriadau, ymholiadau 
cyn gwneud cais a materion gorfodaeth sy'n cael eu trin gan yr Adain Rheoli 
Datblygu. 
 
Mae'r Cynllun Dirprwyo arfaethedig wedi’i ddiweddaru yn Nogfen 1, gyda'r adroddiad 
hwn. Mae'r fersiwn gyfredol yn amgaeedig fel Dogfen 2.  
 
Bydd swyddogion yn mynd â'r Aelodau drwy'r Cynllun Dirprwyo arfaethedig a 
byddant yn hapus i gymryd cwestiynau. 
 
 

3. ARGYMHELLIAD                                                                                                     
Bod Aelodau'n cymeradwyo'r Cynllun Dirprwyo diwygiedig yn Nogfen1.   

 

 

 

 

 

GRAHAM BOASE                       PENNAETH CYNLLUNIO A GWARCHOD Y CYHOEDD 
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PLANNING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION 
 

DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT AND COMPLIANCE SECTION  
SCHEME OF DELEGATION 

 
The Scheme of Delegation enables Officers within the Development Management & 
Planning Compliance Section of the Service to deal with a range of applications, 
notifications, consultations, enquiries and enforcement matters without formal authorisation 
from Members through Planning Committee. 
 
The Scheme of Delegation seeks to strike an appropriate balance in ensuring  an efficient, 
customer focussed approach whilst maintaining the necessary democratic checks which 
Planning Committee provides.  
 

 
 
  
 
1. PART 1 – OFFICER LEVEL DECISIONS 

 
Subject to the provisions in Part 2 of the Scheme of Delegation, Part 1 
authorises the Head of Planning and Public Protection, Development 
Management & Planning Compliance Manager and any Officer within the 
Development Management & Planning Compliance Section so authorised by 
them to determine the range of applications, notifications, consultations, pre-
application enquiries, general enquiries and enforcement actions listed in 
Columns 1 and 2 of Appendix A. 
 
In relation to the following, the scheme authorises the above Officers to: -  
 

1.1. Determine Planning or other Applications:- 
 
1.1.1. All types of applications listed in Column 1 of Appendix A on which 

Officers are recommending approval where 3 or less individual written 
objections have been received from different properties* raising material 
planning objections. 
 

1.1.2. All types of applications listed in Column 1 of Appendix A on which 
Officers are recommending refusal. 
 

1.1.3. All types of applications, notifications, consultations, pre-application 
enquiries, general enquiries and enforcement matters listed in Column 2 
of Appendix A. 
 
 

Tudalen 161



 

1.2.  Determine Pre-Application Enquiries and General Enquiries 
1.2.1  All types of pre-application and general enquiries requiring a written 

response from the Local Planning Authority 
 

1.3. Deal with Compliance Issues:- 
 
1.3.1. Cases which have been investigated by a Planning Compliance Officer 

and require no further action. 
 

1.3.2. Cases which require the serving of a planning related enforcement notice 
as listed in Column 2 of Appendix A. 
 

1.3.3. Legal action in association with breaches of Notices served under the 
provisions contained in paragraph 1.3.2 above and any other appropriate 
**legal action not associated with such notices.  
 

1.4. Deal with Miscellaneous Issues:- 
 
1.4.1. To decide the type of planning appeal process to be adopted, subject to 

consultation with the Local Ward Member(s), and to defend the Council’s 
position in accordance with the Protocol for Member Involvement in 
Planning Appeals. 
 

1.4.2.    Minor amendments to the terms of a Section 106 legal agreement where 
the substance of the authorised terms have not been significantly altered, 
subject to informal consultation with the Local Ward Member(s). 
 

1.4.3. Minor amendments to the wording of planning conditions / reasons for 
refusal/notes to applicants on applications determined at Planning 
Committee, including minor amendments to Committee authorised 
enforcement notices where the substance of the suggested condition 
/reason for refusal /note to applicant / notice is not significantly altered, 
subject to informal consultation with the Local Ward Member(s). 
 

1.4.4. To submit observations on behalf of the Council on the following pre-
application stages of major renewable energy infrastructure projects: 
 

• Responding to the Infrastructure Planning Commission (IPC’s) 
environmental impact assessment (EIA) scoping opinion consultation 
 

• Responding to the developer’s consultation on the draft Statement of 
Community Consultation (SoCC) 
 

• Responding to the IPC’s consultation on the adequacy of the 
developer’s pre-application consultations 

 
1.4.8 To make and serve Tree Preservation Order Notices. To deal with 

applications for works to Trees in Conservation Areas. 
 
1.4.9 To respond to all EIA screening and scoping requests. 
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2. PART 2 – COMMITTEE LEVEL DECISIONS 
 
2.1. The scheme requires referral of the following to Planning Committee for 

formal determination. This means that the following would not fall within Part 
1 of this scheme:- 
 
Planning or other applications 
2.1.1. All types of application listed in Column 1 of Appendix A on which Officers 

are recommending approval where 4 or more individual written objections 
have been received from different properties raising material planning 
objections. 
 

2.1.2. All types of applications listed in Column 1 of Appendix A on which Officers 
are recommending approval where a relevant material planning objection 
has been received from a City/Town/Community Council or body required to 
be consulted under the provisions of The Town and Country Planning 
(General Development) Procedure Order. 
 

2.1.3. Any application to remove or vary a planning condition which has been 
specifically imposed by Members at Planning Committee. 
 

Departures 
2.1.4. All types of applications listed in Column 1 of Appendix A on which Officers 

are recommending approval which represent a significant departure from the 
adopted policies and guidance of the Development Plan. 
 

Member Call-In 
2.1.5. Any application not already determined under Part 1 above which the Ward 

Member for the Ward, in which the site is located, has submitted a written 
request, based on valid planning grounds, that application be referred to 
Planning Committee. The adjoining Ward Member(s) may request referral to 
Committee where it can be justified that there would be material planning 
impact on that area. Requests for referral to Committee must be made in 
writing to the Head of Planning and Public Protection and/or the 
Development Management & Planning Compliance.  
 

Officer Call-In 
2.1.6 Any other application, notification, consultation, enquiry and enforcement 

matter listed in Column 1 and 2 of Appendix A which the Head of Service or 
Development Management & Planning Compliance Manager considers 
necessary to report to Planning Committee due to interest or circumstance. 

 
Applicant 
2.1.6. All types of applications listed in Column 1 of Appendix A submitted by, on 

behalf of, or on land in the ownership of:  
 
A County Councillor,  
 
Member of the Senior Leadership Team (SLT) 
 
Member of staff of Planning and Public Protection 
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A close relative of any of the above   
 

 
Legal Modifications 
2.1.7. Any application to vary or modify any fundamental terms of a Section 106 

legal agreement which is linked to a planning permission given at Planning 
Committee. 

 
Major Infrastructure Projects 
2.1.8. Any formal pre-application (Section 42) consultation on Infrastructure 

Planning Commission (IPC) schemes along with the formal application made 
to the IPC (Local Impact Report) and any other formal representations at 
examination stage. 

 
Referral Back To Committee 
2.1.9. Any application which has been determined contrary to Officer 

recommendation at Planning Committee but which, in the opinion of the 
Head of Planning and Public Protection in consultation with the Monitoring 
Officer, could involve one of the following: 
 
a) A significant departure from the adopted Development Plan. 

 
b) A significant risk of costs being awarded against the Council at any 

subsequent planning appeal, legal challenge, possible Welsh 
Government call-in or Ombudsman investigation. 
 

2.1.10. The returning report will, in all circumstances, be referred back to Planning 
Committee in order to protect the interests of the Council and will contain 
additional information pertaining to the two areas a) and/or b) above. 
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Column 1 – Types of applications Column 2 – 

Notifications/Consultations/Enforcement 
Actions 

AC - Approval of planning 
Conditions 

AA – Agricultural Prior Notification (Roads, 
tanks, other) 

AD  - Advert Applications AG - Agricultural Prior Notification 
(Buildings) 

CA – Conservation Area Consent CT - Certificate of Appropriate Alternative 
Development 

LB – Listed Building Consent DA – Demolition Prior Approval 
 DM – Demolition Notification – Dwellings 
MA – Minerals Application EL – Electricity Line 
OB – Modification/Discharge of 
obligation (Section 106) 

FA  - Forestry Prior Approval 

PC – Retrospective Applications FE – Forestry Notification 

PF – Full Planning Permission GD – Government Department 
PO – Outline Planning Permission HE – Notification to remove Hedgerow  
PR – Reserved Matters HR – Hedgerow Retention Notice 
PS – Section 73 Variation/Removal 
of planning condition 

HS – Hazardous Substances Consent 

TP –  Works on trees with Tree 
Preservation Orders 

LE – Certificate of Lawfulness for Existing 
Use/Development 

WA – Waste LP - Certificate of Lawfulness for Proposed 
Use/Development 

 NA – Neighbouring Authority Consultation 

NMA – Non Material Amendment 
TA – Telecommunications Prior Approval 
TB – Telecommunications Notification 
TC – Work on trees in Conservation Areas 
ENQ – All pre-application and general 
enquiries 
ENF - Stop Notices, Temporary Stop 
Notices, Enforcement Notices, Listed 
Building Enforcement Notices, Urgent 
Works Notices, Repairs Notices, 
Discontinuance Notices (Adverts), S215 
Untidy Land Notices, Breach of Condition 
Notice.  Any relevant Requisition for 
Information Notice and any Rights of Entry 
Notice. 
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INTERPRETATION  
 
FOR CLARITY REGARDING THE DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT & PLANNING 
COMPLIANCE SCHEME OF DELEGATION: 
Valid Representations 
Representations will only be taken into account for the purposes of defining whether an 
application falls within Part 1 or Part 2 of the Scheme of Delegation if they are signed and 
contain a full postal address. For the purposes of the Scheme * “different” properties means 
they should have a different postal address point. 
Electronic representations will only be accepted by e-mail. They will only be taken into 
account for the purposes of defining whether an application falls within Part 1 or Part 2 of 
the Scheme of Delegation if they contain an individual’s name and a full postal address. 
Anonymous letters and e-mails without a name and full postal address will not be taken into 
account. 
Petitions containing names and signatures along with associated addresses will be defined 
for the purposes of whether an application falls within Part 1 or Part 2 of the Scheme of 
Delegation as one single representation. 
 
Definitions 
“Close relative” is defined as spouses/partners, parents, children, brothers and sisters. 
“Significant Departure” is defined as any proposal which, if approved or refused, would 
harm the fundamental intentions of a Policy in the adopted Local Development Plan. 
For “Bodies required to be consulted under Procedure Order” please refer to latest 
Procedure Order  
**For the purposes of this any other appropriate legal action shall include Injunctions. 
For the purposes of this scheme all planning applications will include those made by or on 
behalf of the Council. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Author :  Paul Mead Date adopted at Planning Committee : 18th May 2016  
Contact :  Judith Williams Version : 7  
 Date to be reviewed : 01/05/2017  
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PLANNING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION 
 

DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT AND COMPLIANCE SECTION  
SCHEME OF DELEGATION 

 
The delegation scheme enables Officers within the Development Management & Planning 
Compliance Section of the Service to deal with certain defined determinations without 
authorisation from Members. 
 
The purpose of having such a Scheme of Delegation is to ensure an efficient, customer 
focussed approach whilst maintaining the necessary democratic checks and balances 
which Planning Committee provides.  
 

 
 
  
 
 
Part 1 – Officer Level Decisions 
Part 2 – Committee Level Decisions 
 
1. PART 1 – OFFICER LEVEL DECISIONS 

 
1.1. The scheme will allow the Head of Planning and Public Protection, 

Development Management & Planning Compliance Manager and any Officer 
within the Development Management & Planning Compliance Section so 
authorised by them to determine the following types of applications, prior 
determinations, notifications, approval of conditions, ancillary decisions, 
amendments and compliance case under the relevant Planning legislation: 
 

1.2. Planning or other Applications 
 
1.2.1. All types of planning or other applications on which Officers are 

recommending approval where 3 or less individual written objections have 
been received from different neighbours/residential properties raising 
material planning objections. 
 

1.2.2. All types of planning or other application on which Officers are 
recommending refusal. 
 

1.2.3. All types of prior determinations, neighbouring authority notifications, the 
need for Environmental Impact Assessments (screening and scoping 
opinions) and other notifications. 
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1.3. Compliance Issues 
 
1.3.1. Compliance cases which have been investigated by a Planning 

Compliance Officer and require no further action. 
 

1.3.2. Compliance cases which require the serving of a planning related 
enforcement notice.* 
 

1.3.3. Legal action in association with breaches of Notices served under the 
provisions contained in paragraph 1.3.2 above.  Legal action will be taken 
only if agreed by the relevant Legal Officer. 
 

1.4. Miscellaneous 
 
1.4.1. Decide the type of planning appeal, subject to consultation with the Local 

Ward Member(s), and undertake to defend the Council’s position in 
accordance with the Protocol for Member Involvement in Planning 
Appeals. 
 

1.4.2. To submit observations on behalf of the Council on external consultations 
or draft documents. 
 

1.4.3.    Minor amendments to the terms of a Section 106 legal agreement where 
the substance of the authorised terms has not significantly altered, subject 
to informal consultation with the Local Ward Member(s). 
 

1.4.4. Minor amendments to the wording of planning conditions / notes to 
applicants on applications approved at Planning Committee, including 
minor amendments to Committee authorised enforcement notices where 
the substance of the suggested condition / note to applicant / notice has 
not significantly altered, subject to informal consultation with the Local 
Ward Member(s). 
 

1.4.5. To submit observations on behalf of the Council on the following pre-
application stages of major renewable energy infrastructure projects: 
 

• Responding to the Infrastructure Planning Commission (IPC’s) 
environmental impact assessment (EIA) scoping opinion 
consultation 
 

• Responding to the developer’s consultation on the draft Statement 
of Community Consultation (SoCC) 
 

• Responding to the IPC’s consultation on the adequacy of the 
developer’s pre-application consultation 
 

1.4.6. To make and serve Tree Preservation Order Notices and deal with 
applications for works to trees having a Preservation Order or works to 
Trees in Conservation Areas. 
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2. PART 2 – COMMITTEE LEVEL DECISIONS 
 
2.1. The following sets out the types of applications which will need to be reported 

to Planning Committee for formal determination and as such do not fall within 
Part 1 of this scheme:- 
 
2.1.1. All types of planning or other applications on which Officers are 

recommending approval where 4 or more individual written objections have 
been received from different neighbours/residential properties raising 
material planning objections. 
 

2.1.2. All types of planning or other applications on which Officers are 
recommending approval where a relevant material planning objection has 
been received from a City/Town/Community Council or body required to be 
consulted under the provisions of The Town and Country Planning (General 
Development) Procedure Order. 
 

2.1.3. All applications on which Officers are recommending approval which 
represent a significant departure from the adopted policies and guidance of 
the Development Plan. 
 

2.1.4. Any application not already determined under Part 1 above which the Ward 
Member, for the Ward in which the application is located, has submitted a 
written request based on valid planning grounds that application be heard at 
Planning Committee. The request should be made as soon as possible by 
the Ward Member to the Head of Planning and Public Protection and/or the 
Development Management & Planning Compliance Manager. 
 

2.1.5. Any application submitted by, on behalf of, or on land in the ownership of:  
 
A County Councillor,  
 
Member of the Senior Leadership Team (SLT) 
 
Member of staff of Planning and Public Protection 
 
A close relative of any of the above   
 

2.1.6. Any application to remove or vary a planning condition which has been 
specifically imposed by Members at Planning Committee. 
 

2.1.7. Any application to vary or modify any fundamental terms of a Section 106 
legal agreement which is linked to a planning permission given at Planning 
Committee. 
 

2.1.8. Any other application, compliance case or determination which the Head of 
Service or Development Management & Planning Compliance Manager 
considers necessary to report to Planning Committee due to interest or 
circumstance. 
 

2.1.9. Any formal pre-application (Section 42) consultation on Infrastructure 
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Planning Commission (IPC) schemes along with the formal application made 
to the IPC (Local Impact Report) and any other formal representations at 
examination stage. 
 

2.1.10. Any application which has been determined contrary to Officer 
recommendation at Planning Committee previously but which, in the opinion 
of the Head of Planning and Public Protection in consultation with the 
Monitoring Officer, could represent one of the following: 
 
a) The decision at Planning Committee represents a significant departure 

from the adopted Development Plan. 
 

b) The decision at Planning Committee represents a significant risk of costs 
awarded against the Council at any subsequent planning appeal, legal 
challenge, possible Welsh Government call-in or Ombudsman 
investigation. 
 

2.1.11. The returning report will, in all circumstances, be reported back to the next 
available Planning Committee in order to protect the interests of the Council 
and will contain additional information pertaining to the two areas a) and/or 
b) above. 
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FOR CLARITY REGARDING THE DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT & PLANNING 
COMPLIANCE SCHEME OF DELEGATION: 
 
For the purposes of this scheme all planning applications will include those made by or 
on behalf of the Council. 
 
Letters of representation will only be taken into account for the purposes of defining 
whether an application falls within Part 1 or Part 2 of the Scheme of Delegation if they 
are signed and addressed.  
 
Anonymous letters of representation will not be taken into account for the purposes of 
defining whether an application falls within Part 1 or Part 2 of the Scheme of Delegation. 
 
Petitions containing names/signatures only will be counted as one single representation 
for the purposes of defining whether an application falls within Part 1 or Part 2 of the 
Scheme of Delegation. 
 
Petitions containing clearly written names and signatures along with associated 
addresses will be defined for the purposes of whether an application falls within Part 1 
or Part 2 of the Scheme of Delegation as if each name was a separate representation. 
 
All electronic submissions will only be taken into account for the purposes of defining 
whether an application falls within Part 1 or Part 2 of the Scheme of Delegation if they 
contain an individuals name and associated address. 
 
“Close relative” is defined as spouses/partners, parents, children, brothers and sisters. 
 
“Significant Departure” is defined as any proposal which, if approved or refused, 
would harm the fundamental intentions of a Policy in the adopted Local Development 
Plan. 
 

 
For “Bodies required to be consulted under Procedure Order” please refer to 
latest Procedure Order  
 
*For the purposes of this scheme “Any Planning Related Enforcement Notice” includes 
Stop Notices, Temporary Stop Notices, Injunctions, Enforcement Notices, Listed 
Building Enforcement Notices, Urgent Works Notices, Repairs Notices, Discontinuance 
Notices (Adverts), S215 Untidy Land Notices, Breach of Condition Notice.  Any relevant 
Requisition for Information Notice and any Rights of Entry Notice 

 
 
 
Author :  Paul Mead Approved by Head of Service 30/07/14 :  
Contact :  Judith Williams Version : 6  
 Date to be reviewed : 01/06/15  
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Mae tudalen hwn yn fwriadol wag



 1 

PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO 
18 MAI 2016 

                EITEM RHIF     AR Y  RHAGLEN  
 
 

 
ADRODDIAD PENNAETH CYNLLUNIO A GWARCHOD Y CYHOEDD 

 

APÊL CYNLLUNIO 
 

Amrywio amod rhif 12 o god caniatâd cynllunio 
rhif 18/2012/1595 i ganiatáu 2 pwyntiau mynediad i 

aros ar agor 
 

Highfield Park, Llangwyfan, Dinbych 
 

CAIS RHIF 18/2014/1164/PS 
 
 
 

1. PWRPAS YR ADRODDIAD 
 

1.1 Mae'r adroddiad hwn yn ymwneud â phenderfyniad i wrthod y Pwyllgor Cynllunio lle mae apêl 
ffurfiol wedi cael ei gyflwyno yn eu herbyn.  Mae'r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio wedi cadarnhau y 
bydd yr apêl yn cael ei drin trwy gyfrwng Ymchwiliad Cyhoeddus. 
 

1.2 Bydd yr adroddiad yn rhoi gwybod i Aelodau y wybodaeth gefndir perthnasol gan ofyn i 
aelodau benodi dau gynrychiolydd i roi tystiolaeth yn y gwrandawiad yn unol â Pharagraff 9.3 
o Apeliadau Cynllunio a Phrotocol Cyfranogiad Aelod. 
 
 

2. CEFNDIR  
 

2.1 Mae'r apêl cynllunio wedi codi o benderfyniad y Pwyllgor i wrthod cymeradwyo cais i amrywio 
amod a osodwyd ar ganiatâd cynllunio 18/2012/1595, a roddwyd ym mis Mehefin 2013 ar 
gyfer dymchwel adeilad 'Sycamore' sy'n bodoli eisoes, storfa’r garddwyr ac adeilad cynnal a 
chadw, codi 3 o gyfleusterau gofal iechyd preswyl gyda 8 ystafell wely ac adeiladu maes 
parcio cysylltiedig yn Highfield Park, Llangwyfan.  
 

2.2 Yr amod dan sylw oedd rhif sy'n datgan fel a ganlyn: 
 
         12. Bydd mynediad i gerbydau / ffordd allan i’r briffordd gyfagos yn cael ei gyfyngu i'r brif fynedfa a 

mynediad gerllaw Tŷ Alexandra presennol, fel y dangosir ar y cynllun a gymeradwywyd. Bydd y 2 bwynt 
mynediad presennol i'r gogledd o'r safle yn cael ei gau yn barhaol yn unol â manylion sydd i'w cyflwyno 
i'w cymeradwyo yn ysgrifenedig gan yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol cyn i'r datblygiad gael ei  ddefnyddio. 
Rhaid i'r datblygiad fynd yn ei flaen yn unol â'r manylion a gymeradwyir. 
 

 
2.3 Cyflwynwyd y cais am ganiatâd i amrywio geiriad Amod 12 dan god rhif 18/2014/1164, a 

cheisiwyd i ganiatáu i ddau bwynt mynediad i aros ar agor. Cafodd y cais ei benderfynu'n 
derfynol gan y Pwyllgor ym mis Medi 2015. Argymhelliad y Swyddog oedd RHOI amrywiad 
arfaethedig, ond penderfynodd y Pwyllgor i WRTHOD caniatâd am y rhesymau canlynol: 
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1.Barn yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol y byddai parhad y defnydd o Fynediad C a Mynediad D yn cael effaith andwyol 
ar lif rhydd a diogel traffig ar ffyrdd y Sir gerllaw. Ystyrir hyn i fod yn gysylltiedig yn uniongyrchol â dwysedd uwch o 
ddefnydd o'r mynedfeydd sy'n gysylltiedig â'r datblygiad a ganiateir gan ganiatâd cynllunio 18/2012/1595. 
 
2. Barn yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol yw bod y gwaith arfaethedig mewn cysylltiad â pharhad y defnydd o'r 
mynedfeydd, gan gynnwys lleiniau â mwy o welededd a cholli Coeden Ywen aeddfed gan arwain at drefoli’r ardal 
ac yn ei dro yn cael effaith andwyol ar gymeriad ac edrychiad yr ardal leol. Mae'r cynigion felly yn groes i gyngor a 
geir yn mhennod 3 o Bolisi Cynllunio Cymru Rhifyn 7. 

 
 

  
2.4 Cynigwyd y penderfyniad i wrthod caniatâd gan y Cynghorydd Joseph Welch a chafodd ei 

eilio gan y Cynghorydd Dewi Owen.  
 
2.5 Mae'r Dystysgrif o Benderfyniad ffurfiol yn ddyddiedig 8 Hydref, 2015.  

 
2.6 Mae'r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio wedi rhoi gwybod i'r Cyngor o’r apêl ac wedi dweud eu bod yn 

bwriadu cynnal Ymchwiliad, yn agor ar ddydd Mercher 7 Medi, 2016, ac y bydd yr Ymchwiliad 
yn para 2 ddiwrnod.  

 
2.7 Bydd Datganiad y Cyngor ar yr apêl, ac unrhyw sylwadau pellach gan drydydd parti yn cael eu 

hanfon at yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio erbyn 6 Mehefin, 2016.  
 

 
3. PENDERFYNIAD A GEISIR 

 
3.1 Gan fod y penderfyniad i wrthod yn groes i argymhelliad y swyddog, mae angen dilyn y 

Protocol a fabwysiadwyd ar gyfer ymdrin ag Apeliadau Cynllunio a Chyfranogiad Aelodau. 
 
Mae paragraff 9.3 yn nodi: 
“Bydd gofyn i aelodau o'r Pwyllgor Cynllunio i roi tystiolaeth mewn ymchwiliad neu 
wrandawiad anffurfiol mewn apeliadau lle mae argymhelliad swyddog wedi'i wrthdroi.  Bydd y 
Pwyllgor Cynllunio yn penodi cynrychiolwyr i roi tystiolaeth yn y gwrandawiad/ymchwiliad (fel 
arfer cynigydd ac eilydd y cynnig)” 
 

 
 

4. ARGYMHELLIAD 
 
4.1 Bod y Pwyllgor Cynllunio yn penodi dau gynrychiolydd i roi tystiolaeth yn y Gwrandawiad. 

 
 
 

GRAHAM H. BOASE 
PENNAETH CYNLLUNIO A GWARCHOD Y CYHOEDD 
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