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AGENDA 
 
1 YMDDIHEURIADAU 

 

2 DATGAN CYSYLLTIAD 

 Aelodau i ddatgan unrhyw gysylltiadau personol sy’n rhagfarnu yn unrhyw 

fater a nodwyd i’w ystyried yn y cyfarfod hwn. 

3 MATERION BRYS FEL Y'U CYTUNWYD GAN Y CADEIRYDD   

 Hysbysiad 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. 

4 COFNODION  (Tudalennau 9 - 22) 

 Cadarnhau cywirdeb cofnodion cyfarfod y Pwyllgor Cynllunio a gynhaliwyd ar 

15 Ionawr 2020 (copi wedi’i atodi). 

CEISIADAU AM GANIATÂD I DDATBLYGU (EITEMAU 5-6) - 
 
5 CAIS RHIF 41/2019/0671/PC – TIR I’R DE ORLLEWIN O FFERM TŶ 

DRAW, FFORDD YR WYDDGRUG, BODFARI, DINBYCH  (Tudalennau 23 - 
42) 

Pecyn Dogfen Cyhoeddus



 

 Ystyried cais ar gyfer newid defnydd o dir amaethyddiaeth i ddefnydd cymysg 

ar gyfer amaethyddiaeth a chadw ceffylau, cadw stablau ar dir i’r de orllewin o 

Fferm Tŷ Draw, Ffordd Yr Wyddgrug, Bodfari, Dinbych (copi ynghlwm). 

6 CAIS RHIF HEN BARC CARAFANAU PLAS DEVA, FFORDD 
TALARGOCH, GALLT MELYD, PRESTATYN  (Tudalennau 43 - 96) 

 Ystyried cais ar gyfer adeiladu 41 annedd fforddiadwy a gwaith cysylltiol yn 

hen Barc Carafanau Plas Deva, Ffordd Talargoch, Gallt Melyd, Prestatyn 

(copi ynghlwm). 

7 BWLCH DU, NANTGLYN, DINBYCH – AMODAU CYNLLUNIO I’W ATODI I 
GANIATÂD CYNLLUNIO 25/2018/1216  (Tudalennau 97 - 152) 

 Ystyried amodau cynllunio ynghlwm â chaniatâd cynllunio 25/2018/1216 a 

ganiatawyd ar 15 Ionawr 2020 mewn cysylltiad â Bwlch Du, Nantglyn, 

Dinbych (copi ynghlwm). 
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 CROESO I BWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO CYNGOR SIR 
DDINBYCH 

 

SUT Y CYNHELIR Y CYFARFOD 
 
Oni bai y bydd Cadeirydd y Pwyllgor yn dweud yn wahanol, bydd trefn y prif eitemau a drafodir yn dilyn y rhaglen a nodir 
ar ddechrau'r adroddiad hwn. 
 

 

Cyflwyniad cyffredinol 
 
Bydd y Cadeirydd yn agor y cyfarfod am 9.30am ac yn croesawu pawb i’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio. 
 
Bydd y Cadeirydd yn holi a oes unrhyw ymddiheuriadau am absenoldeb a datganiadau o gysylltiad. 
 
Bydd y Cadeirydd yn gwahodd Swyddogion i wneud cyflwyniad byr i’r materion sy’n berthnasol i’r cyfarfod. 
 
Bydd Swyddogion yn amlinellu eitemau fel y bo'n briodol a fydd yn destun siarad cyhoeddus, yn geisiadau am ohirio, eu 
tynnu'n ôl, adroddiadau arbennig ac unrhyw eitemau Rhan 2 lle gellir gwahardd y wasg a'r cyhoedd. Cyfeirir at 
wybodaeth ychwanegol sydd wedi’i chylchredeg yn Siambr y Cyngor cyn dechrau’r cyfarfod, yn cynnwys sylwadau 
hwyr/taflenni crynhoi diwygiadau (‘Taflenni Glas’) ac unrhyw gynlluniau ategol neu ddiwygiedig yn ymwneud ag eitemau 
i’w hystyried. 
 
Mae’r Taflenni Glas yn cynnwys gwybodaeth bwysig, yn cynnwys crynodeb o’r deunydd a dderbynnir mewn perthynas 
ag eitemau ar y rhaglen rhwng cwblhau'r prif adroddiadau a'r diwrnod cyn y cyfarfod. Mae’r taflenni hefyd yn gosod trefn 
rhedeg arfaethedig ceisiadau cynllunio, i ystyried ceisiadau siarad cyhoeddus. 
 
Mewn perthynas â threfn eitemau, bydd disgwyl i unrhyw Aelodau sy'n ceisio symud eitem yn ei blaen i'w hystyried, yn 
gorfod gwneud cais o'r fath yn syth wedi cyflwyniad y Swyddog. Rhaid gwneud unrhyw gais o'r fath fel cynnig ffurfiol a 
bydd yn destun pleidlais.  
 
Mae’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio'n cynnwys 21 Aelod etholedig. Yn unol â phrotocol, rhaid i 11 Aelod fod yn bresennol ar 
ddechrau dadl dros eitem i wneud cworwm ac i ganiatáu cynnal y bleidlais.  
 
Gall Aelodau’r Cyngor Sir nad ydynt wedi’u hethol ar y Pwyllgor Cynllunio ddod i’r cyfarfod a siarad am eitem, ond nid 
ydynt yn gallu gwneud cynnig i roi neu wrthod cais, neu bleidleisio. 
 

 
YSTYRIED CEISIADAU CYNLLUNIO 

 
Y drefn i’w dilyn 

 
Bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyhoeddi’r eitem a fydd yn cael sylw nesaf. Mewn perthynas â cheisiadau cynllunio, cyfeirir at rif y 
cais, y lleoliad a sail y cynnig, yr Aelodau lleol perthnasol ar gyfer yr ardal ac argymhelliad y Swyddog. 
 
Os yw unrhyw Aelod o blaid cynnig gohirio eitem, yn cynnwys caniatáu bod y safle’n cael ymweliad gan y Panel Arolygu 
Safle, dylid gwneud y cais, gyda’r rheswm cynllunio dros ohirio, cyn unrhyw siarad cyhoeddus neu ddadl dros yr eitem 
honno.  
 
Os oes siaradwyr cyhoeddus gydag eitem, bydd y Cadeirydd yn eu gwahodd i annerch y Pwyllgor. Lle mae siaradwyr o 
blaid ac yn erbyn cynnig, gofynnir i'r siaradwr siarad yn gyntaf. Bydd y Cadeirydd yn atgoffa siaradwyr eu bod ag 
uchafswm o 3 munud i annerch y Pwyllgor. Mae siarad cyhoeddus yn destun protocol ar wahân. 
 
Lle bo’n berthnasol, bydd y Cadeirydd yn cynnig y cyfle i Aelodau ddarllen unrhyw wybodaeth hwyr am eitem ar y 
'Taflenni Glas' cyn symud ymlaen. 
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Cyn unrhyw drafodaeth, gall y Cadeirydd wahodd Swyddogion i roi cyflwyniad byr am eitem lle ystyrir hyn yn werthfawr o 
ran natur y cais. 
 
Mae sgriniau arddangos yn Siambr y Cyngor sy’n cael eu defnyddio i ddangos lluniau, neu gynlluniau a gyflwynwyd 
gyda’r ceisiadau.  Mae’r lluniau’n cael eu tynnu gan Swyddogion i roi darlun cyffredinol o’r safle a’r hyn sydd o’i amgylch i 
Aelodau, ac nid eu bwriad yw cyflwyno achos o blaid neu yn erbyn cais.   
 
Bydd y Cadeirydd yna’n cyhoeddi y bydd yr eitem yn agored i’w thrafod ac yn rhoi’r cyfle i Aelodau siarad a gwneud 
sylwadau ar yr eitem.  
 
Os yw unrhyw gais wedi bod yn destun Panel Arolygiad Safle cyn y Pwyllgor, bydd y Cadeirydd fel arfer yn gwahodd yr 
Aelodau hynny a oedd yn bresennol, yn cynnwys yr Aelod Lleol, i siarad gyntaf. 
 
Gyda phob cais arall, bydd y Cadeirydd yn caniatáu’r Aelod(au) Lleol i siarad gyntaf, pe bai ef/hi/nhw yn dymuno. 
 
Mae Aelodau fel arfer yn gyfyngedig i uchafswm o bum munud o amser siarad, a bydd y Cadeirydd yn cynnal y ddadl yn 
unol â'r Rheolau Sefydlog. 
 
Unwaith y bydd Aelod wedi siarad, ni ddylai siarad eto oni bai y ceisir eglurhad am bwyntiau sy’n codi yn y ddadl, ac yna 
dim ond wedi i bob Aelod arall gael y cyfle i siarad, gyda chytundeb y Cadeirydd. 
 
Ar gasgliad dadl yr Aelodau, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn i Swyddogion ymateb fel y bo’n briodol i gwestiynau a phwyntiau 
a godwyd, yn cynnwys cyngor ar unrhyw benderfyniad sy'n groes i argymhelliad. 
 
Cyn mynd ymlaen i bleidleisio, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gwahodd neu’n ceisio eglurhad am gynigion ac eilyddion o blaid neu 
yn erbyn argymhelliad y Swyddog, neu unrhyw benderfyniadau eraill yn cynnwys diwygiadau i gynigion. Lle mae cynnig 
yn groes i argymhelliad Swyddog, bydd y Cadeirydd yn ceisio eglurhad o’r rheswm/rhesymau cynllunio dros y cynnig 
hwnnw, er mwyn cofnodi hyn yng Nghofnodion y cyfarfod. Gall y Cadeirydd ofyn am sylwadau gan Swyddog y Gyfraith a 
Chynllunio ar ddilysrwydd y rheswm/rhesymau a nodwyd. 
 
Bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyhoeddi pryd fydd y ddadl yn cau, ac y bydd pleidleisio’n dilyn. 

 
Y weithdrefn bleidleisio 

 
Cyn gofyn i Aelodau bleidleisio, bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyhoeddi pa benderfyniadau sydd wedi’u gwneud, a sut y bydd y 
bleidlais yn digwydd.  Os oes angen, efallai y bydd angen rhagor o eglurhad am ddiwygiadau, sylwadau newydd neu 
ychwanegol a rhesymau dros wrthod, fel nad oes amwysedd ynghylch beth mae'r Pwyllgor yn pleidleisio o'i blaid neu yn 
ei erbyn. 
 
Os oes unrhyw Aelod yn gofyn am Bleidlais wedi’i Chofnodi, rhaid delio â hyn yn gyntaf yn unol â Rheolau Sefydlog. 
Bydd y Cadeirydd a’r Swyddogion yn egluro’r weithdrefn i’w dilyn. Bydd enw pob Aelod sy’n pleidleisio’n cael eu galw a 
bydd pob Aelod yn cyhoeddi a yw eu pleidlais o blaid, yn erbyn, neu a ydynt yn gwrthod pleidleisio. Bydd Swyddogion yn 
cyhoeddi canlyniad y bleidlais ar yr eitem. 
 
Os yw pleidlais am symud ymlaen yn y dull arferol drwy’r system bleidleisio electronig, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn i’r 
Swyddogion baratoi'r sgrin(iau) pleidleisio yn y Siambr, ac yn ôl y gofyn, rhaid i Aelodau gofnodi eu pleidleisiau drwy 
bwyso'r botwm priodol (gweler y daflen ganlynol). 
 
Mae gan Aelodau 10 eiliad i gofnodi eu pleidleisiau unwaith y bydd y sgrin bleidleisio wedi'i dangos, oni bai y nodir yn 
wahanol gan Aelodau. 
 
Os bydd y system pleidleisio electronig yn methu, gellir pleidleisio drwy ddangos dwylo. Bydd y Cadeirydd a’r 
Swyddogion yn egluro’r weithdrefn i’w dilyn. 
 
Ar ddiwedd y bleidlais, bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyhoeddi’r penderfyniad ar yr eitem. 
 
Lle bydd penderfyniad ffurfiol y Pwyllgor yn groes i argymhelliad y Swyddog, bydd y Cadeirydd yn gofyn i Aelodau gytuno 
ar y broses y drafftir amodau cynllunio neu resymau dros wrthod, er mwyn rhyddhau’r Dystysgrif Penderfyniad (e.e. 
dirprwyo awdurdod i'r Swyddog Cynllunio, i'r Swyddog Cynllunio mewn ymgysylltiad ag Aelodau Lleol, neu drwy 
gyfeirio'n ôl at y Pwyllgor Cynllunio am gadarnhad). 

Tudalen 4



PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO 
 
 

GWEITHDREFN PLEIDLEISIO ELECTRONIG 
 
 

Atgoffir Aelodau o'r weithdrefn wrth ddefnyddio'r system pleidleisio 
electronig i fwrw eu pleidlais. 
 
Oni ddywedir yn wahanol gan y Cadeirydd neu Swyddogion, unwaith 
y bydd y sgriniau arddangos yn y Siambr yn glir er mwyn paratoi i 
bleidleisio, a bod y sgrin pleidleisio'n dangos, mae gan Gynghorwyr 
10 eiliad i gofnodi eu pleidlais fel a ganlyn: 
 
 
 
Wrth bleidleisio ar geisiadau, ar y bysellfwrdd i bleidleisio, pwyswch  
 

1 – i ROI / CYMERADWYO’R cais 
2 – i YMATAL rhag pleidleisio ar y cais 
3 – i WRTHOD y cais 
 
 
 
Wrth bleidleisio ar adroddiadau arbennig ac eitemau gorfodi, ar y 
bysellfwrdd i bleidleisio, pwyswch 
 

1 – i DDERBYN ARGYMHELLIAD Y SWYDDOG 
2 – i YMWRTHOD rhag pleidleisio ar yr argymhelliad  
3 – i BEIDIO Â DERBYN ARGYMHELLIAD Y SWYDDOG 
 
 
 
Os bydd problemau gyda’r system pleidleisio electronig, bydd y 
Cadeirydd neu Swyddogion yn rhoi gwybod am y gweithdrefnau i’w 
dilyn. 
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Mae tudalen hwn yn fwriadol wag



 
 
 
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'. 
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Mae tudalen hwn yn fwriadol wag



 

PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO 
 
Cofnodion cyfarfod o’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio a gynhaliwyd yn Siambr y Cyngor, Neuadd y Sir, 
Rhuthun, Dydd Mercher, 15 Ionawr 2020 am 9.30 am. 
 

YN BRESENNOL 
 

Y Cynghorwyr Ellie Chard, Ann Davies, Alan James (Is-Gadeirydd), Brian Jones, Tina 
Jones, Gwyneth Kensler, Merfyn Parry, Pete Prendergast, Andrew Thomas, Tony 
Thomas, Julian Thompson-Hill, Joe Welch (Cadeirydd), Emrys Wynne and Mark Young 
 

HEFYD YN BRESENNOL 

 
Y Cynghorydd Meirick Lloyd Davies, Y Cynghorydd Hugh Evans a Y Cynghorydd Eryl 
Williams, Pennaeth Gwasanaethau Cynllunio, Gwarchod y Cyhoedd a Chefn Gwlad (EJ); 
Arweinydd Tîm – Lleoedd (SC); Rheolwr Rheoli Datblygu (PM); Prif Swyddog Cynllunio 
(IW); Swyddog Cynllunio (PDG), Swyddog Mwynau (HP); a Gweinyddwr Pwyllgorau 
(RTJ) 

 
1 YMDDIHEURIADAU  

 
Y Cynghorwyr Christine Marston, Bob Murray, Melvyn Mile, Peter Evans and Huw 
Jones. 
 

2 DATGANIADAU O FUDDIANT  
 
Datganodd y Cynghorydd Emrys Wynne ddiddordeb personol yn eitem 7 rhaglen - 
gan ei fod yn adnabod yr ymgeisydd yn bersonol. 
 

3 MATERION BRYS FEL Y'U CYTUNWYD GAN Y CADEIRYDD  
 
Dim. 
 

4 COFNODION  
 
Cyflwynwyd cofnodion y Pwyllgor Cynllunio a gynhaliwyd ar 11 Rhagfyr 2019 
 
PENDERFYNWYD y dylid cymeradwyo cofnodion y cyfarfod a gynhaliwyd ar 11 
Rhagfyr 2019 fel cofnod cywir. 
 

5 CAIS RHIF 25/2018/1216 - BWLCH DU, NANTGLYN  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais am addasiadau ac estyniad i gefn yr adeilad presennol, dymchwel 
strwythur cwrtil, codi adeilad atodol, cadw caban pren (dros dro), ffensys a gatiau 
ffiniol a darparu man parcio a man troi ar y safle ym Mwlch Du, Nantglyn, Dinbych. 
 
Cymerodd yr Is-gadeirydd, y Cynghorydd Alan James y Gadair am yr eitem hon 
oherwydd mai'r Cadeirydd, y Cynghorydd Joe Welch oedd yr Aelod Lleol. 
 
Siaradwyr Cyhoeddus -  
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John Litton CF (Yn erbyn) - yn cynrychioli Fferm Wynt Brenig a wrthwynebai'r 
datblygiadau arfaethedig. Dywedodd fod gan y pwyllgor dri mater i'w hystyried. 
 
Y mater cyntaf oedd a oedd gan yr adeilad presennol ddefnydd preswyl cyfreithlon. 
Ar y mater hwn roedd pum pwynt. Yn gyntaf y ffordd briodol o ddatrys y mater 
fyddai i'r ymgeisydd wneud cais am dystysgrif datblygu gyfreithlon. Yn ail, 
gorfodwyd y safle yn 2018 yn arwain at fethiant apêl gan yr ymgeisydd, cyfeiriwyd 
at yr ymdeimlad da o wneud cais am dystysgrif gan yr arolygydd a ddywedodd fod 
'statud wedi darparu modd i bennu neu sefydlu statws cynllunio tir yn gyfreithiol 
tystysgrif datblygu gyfreithlon'. Nid oes tystysgrif yn bodoli, neu hyd y gwn i ni 
wnaed cais. Yn dilyn yr ymweliad safle ddydd Gwener nodwyd y bu toriadau pellach 
i gynllunio a rheoli adeiladau rhestredig. Yn drydydd pe bai'r ymgeisydd wedi 
gwneud cais am dystysgrif byddent wedi gorfod cefnogi'r cais trwy dystiolaeth gan 
gynnwys datganiadau ar lw. Y casgliad y gellir ei dynnu o'r methiant i wneud cais 
yw eu bod yn sylweddoli y byddai cais yn methu. Yn bedwerydd y ffaith bod unrhyw 
ddefnydd preswyl o'r adeilad wedi'i adael oedd safle hirhoedlog y Cyngor sydd wedi 
ceisio a derbyn cyngor cyfreithiol annibynnol ar y mater o leiaf ddau achlysur. Yn 
bumed nid oes unrhyw beth gerbron aelodau gan gynnwys y deunydd a gyflwynwyd 
ar ran yr ymgeisydd a fyddai'n caniatáu iddynt ddod i gasgliad gwahanol i'r 
swyddogion. 
 
Yr ail fater oedd os nad oes gan yr adeilad ddefnydd preswyl presennol, a oedd y 
newid defnydd a datblygiad arfaethedig arall yn unol â'r Cynllun Datblygu Lleol? Y 
sefyllfa gywir a nodwyd gan swyddogion mewn adroddiadau ers mis Gorffennaf 
2019 oedd y byddai rhoi caniatâd ar gyfer newid defnydd a datblygiadau 
arfaethedig yn groes i'r cynllun lleol mewn egwyddor ac oherwydd yr effeithiau 
cynllunio niweidiol ar gymeriad gweledol a thirwedd yr ardal, gyda'r ecoleg a'r 
adeilad yn adeilad rhestredig. Byddai hefyd yn cael effaith ar fwynderau unrhyw 
ddeiliaid yr adeilad yn y dyfodol oherwydd y sŵn posib o'r tyrbinau cyfagos. Yn 
bwysig iawn, byddai rhoi caniatâd ar gyfer unrhyw ddefnydd preswyl, yn debygol o 
gwtogi ar weithrediad un neu fwy o'r tyrbinau presennol, fyddai'n gwbl anghyson â'r 
angen critigol i gynhyrchu ynni adnewyddadwy i helpu i fynd i'r afael â'r argyfwng 
hinsawdd sydd wedi cael cymaint o gyfryngau diweddar sylw, felly byddai rhoi 
caniatâd yn groes i'r cynllun lleol, Polisi Cynllunio Cymru a TAN8 am y rhesymau 
clir a roddir gan swyddogion. 
 
Y trydydd mater oedd os oes gan yr adeilad presennol ddefnydd preswyl 
cyfreithlon, a oedd y datblygiad arfaethedig yn unol â'r cynllun datblygu? Hyd yn 
oed os dewch i'r casgliad nad yw unrhyw ddefnydd preswyl o'r adeilad wedi'i adael, 
dylid gwrthod caniatâd o hyd am y rhesymau a roddwyd gan swyddogion. 
 
Mark Davies (O blaid) - diolchodd i'r pwyllgor am y cyfle i siarad. Eglurwyd ei fod yn 
bresennol tra trafodwyd yr eitem ym mis Medi, ac yn ei farn ef cynghorodd y 
Cynghorwyr yn glir ac mewn modd a oedd yn gyson â'u penderfyniad a roddwyd. 
Fodd bynnag, cyn cyrraedd y rhesymau hynny, cyfeiriodd at bwyntiau a wnaed yn 
ystod trafodaethau y dylid eu cofio. 
  
Yn gyntaf oll, gwnaed y pwynt, pan ystyriodd y pwyllgor y risgiau i'r Cyngor yn y 
pwyllgor, y dylent ystyried y risgiau i'r ymgeiswyr sydd â'r risg bosibl o golli'r cartref 
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a brynwyd ganddynt.. Yn ail, roedd yn achos syml o adeilad adfeiliedig yn Sir 
Ddinbych y mae rhywun eisiau ei adnewyddu a byw ynddo. Mae wedi cynyddu o 
bob cyfran, ond dyna oedd y llinell waelod ei fod yn adeilad sydd wedi dirywio y 
mae dau berson yn y Sir eisiau ei wneud i fyny ac yn byw yn.  
  
Yn drydydd, cyfeiriodd un aelod pwyllgor ar yr achlysur olaf at ymrwymiad y Cyngor 
i ddod â 500 o gartrefi yn ôl i ddefnydd. Hwn oedd y cynllun dosbarthu cartrefi 
gwag, a lansiwyd ym mis Ebrill y llynedd, a gwahoddwyd y Pwyllgor i gofio hynny 
wrth ystyried y cais. 
  
Yn olaf, o ran y pwynt a wnaed yn y cyfarfod blaenorol, dim ond oherwydd bod 
camgymeriad wedi'i wneud wrth asesu Bwlch Du fel tŷ annedd yn ystod y cynnydd 
cydsynio fferm wynt, ni ddylai hyn ragfarnu'r ymgeiswyr yn eu cais y tro hwn, a 
gwahoddwyd y pwyllgor i gadw'r holl bwyntiau mewn cof wrth ystyried eu 
penderfyniad. 
 
Gan droi yn ôl at y pedwar sail gwrthod a nodwyd yn adroddiad y swyddogion:   
Yn gyntaf, mewn perthynas â mater gadael, siaradodd y Cynghorydd Welch ar y 
mater o'r blaen ac mae'r manylion wedi'u nodi mewn cofnodion sydd wedi'u 
cymeradwyo o'r blaen. Mewn perthynas â chyflwr corfforol Bwlch Du, ar gyfer 
adeilad 1,400 troedfedd uwch lefel y môr mae'n dda, mae ganddo do, simnai a 
phedair wal solet. Eiliodd aelod arall yr asesiad hwnnw wrth edrych ar yr adeilad ar 
y monitorau. 
 
Ar yr ail brawf, roedd yn amlwg mai dim ond at ddibenion preswyl y cafodd ei 
ddefnyddio.  
 
Ar y trydydd prawf, mewn perthynas â hyd yr amser y bu'n wag, roedd tystiolaeth ei 
fod wedi'i feddiannu yn y 1960au gyda thystiolaeth dyst dibynadwy ei fod wedi'i 
ddefnyddio fel bwthyn penwythnos yn fwy diweddar.  
 
Yn olaf o ran bwriadau'r perchnogion, yma pwynt pwysig a godwyd o'r blaen oedd 
talu treth gyngor. Os nad oedd yr eiddo yn dŷ, cwestiynwyd pam y byddai'r 
perchennog yn parhau i dalu'r swm hwnnw. 
I gloi, gwahoddodd Mr Davies i'r Pwyllgor ystyried y cyflwyniadau ac unrhyw rai 
eraill sydd fod yn berthnasol ac yn gwneud canfyddiad pendant nad yw a pheidiwch 
byth Bwlch Du oedd wedi cael ei adael. 
 
Yn ail mewn perthynas â gosod yr adeilad rhestredig, awgrymwyd y dylid cydbwyso 
effeithiau'r cynigion â phresenoldeb fferm wynt sydd oddeutu 600m i ffwrdd. 
Awgrymwyd bod y tyrbinau yn rhan o'r lleoliad ac roedd hynny'n ystyriaeth hollol 
gyfreithlon, a gwahoddwyd aelodau i roi cryn bwysigrwydd a phwysau i'r lleoliad yn 
ôl yr angen, a dod i'r casgliad nad oedd unrhyw effaith andwyol. 
 
O ran ecoleg, tynnwyd sylw at Bolisi VOE5 a nodyn cyngor technegol 5, gyda'i 
gilydd oni bai ei bod yn amlwg y byddai'r cynigion yn achosi niwed difrifol, nid oedd 
hyn yn rheswm dros wrthod. 
 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol - 
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Cyflwynodd swyddogion cynllunio'r eitem a chynnig gwybodaeth ychwanegol i 
aelodau am yr adroddiad a pham y cafodd ei dychwelyd i'r Pwyllgor Cynllunio ar ôl 
cael ei drafod o'r blaen ym mis Medi 2019. Roedd hyn yn unol â'r cynllun dirprwyo 
mabwysiedig gan fod risg bosibl i'r Cyngor fel y amlinellir yn yr adroddiad. 
Argymhelliad y swyddogion oedd gwrthod y cais, fel y nodwyd yn yr adroddiad. 
Gofynnwyd i'r aelodau ystyried yr adroddiad ac os oeddent yn penderfynu mynd yn 
groes i argymhellion swyddogion, gofynnwyd i'r rhesymau fod yn glir. 
 
Eglurwyd gan y Cynghorydd Joe Welch (Aelod Lleol) gan nad oedd rhai aelodau yn 
bresennol ar gyfer y Pwyllgor Cynllunio blaenorol ym mis Medi a byddent yn 
ailadrodd yr un pwyntiau ag a gafodd sylw ym mis Medi. Roedd y cyfeiriad at y 
Cynghorydd Richard Walsh yn anghywir. Roedd sylwadau Natural Power nad oedd 
trigolion lleol wedi codi Bwlch Du fel annedd preswyl yn ystod y broses ymgeisio 
fferm wynt, yn amherthnasol. Roedd yr adeilad wedi'i adael ai peidio yn dibynnu ar 
y 4 prawf gadael, nid ar farn pobl leol amdano. Amlygwyd hefyd bod y penderfyniad 
y daethpwyd iddo yn y cyfarfod diwethaf yn glir ac yn gryno. 
 
Holodd yr aelodau gyda swyddogion pam na ddychwelwyd y cais fferm wynt i’w 
drafod yn debyg i’r cais am Fwlch Du. 
 
Ymatebodd swyddogion i'r ymholiadau a'r pwyntiau a godwyd. Awgrymwyd mai'r 
mecanwaith priodol ar gyfer profi gadael oedd trwy gais am dystysgrif 
cyfreithlondeb defnydd, na chafodd ei gyflwyno erioed. Pan oedd y ceisiadau Fferm 
Wynt yn cael eu hystyried, nodwyd derbynyddion ar gyfer asesu effeithiau. 
Cyfeiriwyd at Fwlch Du fel adfeiliedig ac ni chafodd ei gynnwys. Deliodd y Cyngor 
â'r wybodaeth fel y'i cyflwynwyd ac ni chyflwynwyd tystiolaeth i herio hyn. Roedd y 
ceisiadau fferm wynt wedi'u penderfynu ac ni ellid ailedrych arnynt yn awr.   
  
Gwnaeth uniondeb yr adeilad argraff ar yr aelodau a fynychodd yr ymweliad safle â 
Bwlch Du. Dywedwyd hefyd bod yr adeilad wedi'i restru ar y 15 fed Rhagfyr 1998 
ac mae ei ddisgrifio fel eiddo domestig, ac nid oedd wedi ei gymryd oddi ar y rhestr. 
Amlygwyd hefyd bod y mater o Fwlch Du yn annedd barhaol yn amherthnasol gan 
fod annedd lled-barhaol yn dal i fod yn annedd. Holwyd cwestiwn taliadau treth y 
Cyngor a pham yr oedd hyn yn dal i gael ei gasglu os bernid bod yr eiddo wedi'i 
adael. 
  
Dywedodd swyddogion fod treth y Cyngor wedi'i chasglu ar Fwlch Du tan 2016 pan 
heriodd y perchnogion presennol daliadau. 
 
Eglurwyd gan y Cynghorydd Joe Welch (Aelod Lleol) gan nad oedd rhai aelodau yn 
bresennol ar gyfer y Pwyllgor Cynllunio blaenorol ym mis Medi a byddent yn 
ailadrodd yr un pwyntiau ag a gafodd sylw ym mis Medi. Roedd y cyfeiriad at y 
Cynghorydd Richard Walsh yn anghywir. Roedd sylwadau Natural Power nad oedd 
trigolion lleol wedi codi Bwlch Du fel annedd preswyl yn ystod y broses ymgeisio 
fferm wynt, yn amherthnasol. Roedd yr adeilad wedi'i adael ai peidio yn dibynnu ar 
y 4 prawf gadael, nid ar farn pobl leol amdano. Amlygwyd hefyd bod y penderfyniad 
y daethpwyd iddo yn y cyfarfod diwethaf yn glir ac yn gryno. 
 
Teimlai'r Cynghorydd Mark Young nad oedd y sylwadau y daeth y penderfyniad 
blaenorol iddynt ddim yn glir, yn annheg ac yn anghywir. Roedd y mater yn anodd 
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iawn, ac roedd angen cael dadl gytbwys i bawb a oedd yn ymwneud â'r mater 
eglurwyd y byddai angen diffinio adeilad fel annedd er mwyn i'r dreth gyngor gael ei 
chasglu, a byddai'r swyddfa brisio yn dileu eiddo oddi ar y rhestr os oeddent yn 
credu'r eiddo yn wirioneddol y tu hwnt i drwsio. 
 
Gwnaeth y Cynghorydd Joe Welch (Aelod Lleol) sylwadau ar y pedwar prawf 
gadael fel a ganlyn –  
 

 Cyflwr corfforol yr adeilad: roedd yr adeilad 1,400 troedfedd uwch lefel y môr 
yn uchel iawn ar gyfer adeiladau yng Nghymru. Er gwaethaf hyn, roedd 
ganddo do, simnai a phedair wal mewn cyflwr da, ac ar y cyfan roedd mewn 
cyflwr eithaf da. 

 Hyd yr amser na ddefnyddiwyd yr adeilad at ddibenion preswyl: roedd 
datganiad gan breswylydd lleol Mr Emyr Pierce a ddywedodd fod yr adeilad 
wedi'i ddefnyddio fel bwthyn penwythnos. 

 Ni ddadleuwyd y trydydd pwynt o adael. 

 Roedd bwriad y perchnogion yn glir, eu bod yn bwriadu gwneud cartref yn 
Fwlch Du. 

 
Awgrymodd y Cynghorydd Welch fod dau opsiwn ar agor i'r Aelodau - gallai'r 
pwyllgor naill ai gytuno â swyddogion bod yr adeilad wedi'i adael ai peidio ; pe bai'r 
pwyllgor yn anghytuno, yna byddai'n rhaid cael rhesymau clir pam y daeth y 
pwyllgor i'r casgliad felly. Mewn perthynas â'r rhesymau: 
 

 Y rheswm cyntaf a roddwyd gan swyddogion oedd gadael, ac roedd yn 
amlwg na chyflawnwyd y pedwar prawf fel uchod, gyda threth y cyngor wedi'i 
chasglu. 

 Yr ail reswm oedd mewn perthynas â'r caban pren a lleoliad a graddfa'r 
adeilad ategol arfaethedig yn cael effaith weledol niweidiol mewn ardal o 
gefn gwlad agored anghysbell. Nodwyd y byddai'r caban pren dros dro, ac y 
byddai'n cael ei symud unwaith y byddai Bwlch Du wedi'i gwblhau. Wrth 
werthfawrogi'r mater, teimlwyd nad oedd yr effaith yn ddigon difrifol i wrthod 
caniatâd cynllunio. Gellid sgrinio'r adeilad ategol i leddfu pryderon. Cafodd 
cyfleusterau gweledol yr adeilad eu niweidio gan y fferm wynt a adeiladwyd 
yn agos at Fwlch Du. 

 Y trydydd rheswm oedd na chyflwynwyd digon o wybodaeth i ddangos na 
fyddai'r datblygiad arfaethedig yn cael effaith andwyol ar rywogaethau 
gwarchodedig. Ymgynghorwyd ag Adnoddau Naturiol Cymru (CNC) a 
gwrthwynebwyd y cais yn wreiddiol. Fodd bynnag, ar ôl derbyn gwybodaeth 
ychwanegol, roeddent wedi newid eu barn, a'u hymateb oedd “gan fod hwn 
yn achos risg is i ystlumod, rydym o'r farn nad oedd y datblygiad yn debygol 
o fod yn niweidiol i gynnal poblogaeth y rhywogaeth dan sylw yn ffafriol. 
Statws cadwraeth yn ei ystod naturiol. At hynny, rydym yn cynghori nad yw'r 
datblygiad arfaethedig yn debygol o niweidio nac aflonyddu ar yr ystlumod 
neu eu safleoedd bridio a'u lleoedd gorffwys ar y safle hwn ”. Nodwyd bod 
Ecolegydd y Sir yn anghytuno ag asesiad CNC, ond roedd y Cynghorydd 
Welch yn hapus i gefnogi safiad CNC, yn enwedig o ystyried bod hyn wedi 
newid ar ôl derbyn gwybodaeth ychwanegol. 
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 Mewn perthynas â'r pedwerydd rheswm, pe bai'r pwyllgor yn cytuno na 
adawyd yr adeilad yna byddai'r eiddo wedi bod yno cyn y tyrbinau gwynt, ac 
ni fyddai'r rheswm yn briodol. 

 
Cynnig - Cynigiodd y Cynghorydd Joe Welch y dylid caniatáu'r cais, yn groes i 
argymhelliad y swyddog am y rhesymau a nododd yn y ddadl. Eiliwyd gan y 
Cynghorydd Gwyneth Kensler. 
 
Holodd y Cynghorydd Andrew Thomas a ddylid ystyried y risg ariannol i'r Cyngor fel 
mater cynllunio perthnasol. Holodd yr aelodau hefyd a ddatblygwyd Bwlch Du fel 
annedd a fyddai angen i rai o'r tyrbinau gwynt cyfagos roi terfyn ar gael eu 
defnyddio. 
 
Dywedodd swyddogion nad oedd risg ariannol yn fater cynllunio perthnasol, ond 
roedd dyletswydd ar Swyddogion i amlinellu'r holl risgiau i'r Cyngor a allai fod yn 
gysylltiedig â'r cais. Eglurwyd hefyd bod y mater yn cael ei ddwyn yn ôl i'r Pwyllgor i 
sicrhau nad oedd unrhyw ddiffygion yn y penderfyniad a wnaed gan y Pwyllgor 
Cynllunio. O ran y tyrbinau gwynt, awgrymwyd y byddai problemau o ran lles a 
lefelau sŵn yn Fwlch Du. Dywedodd y Cynghorydd Mark Young fod llafnau tyrbinau 
wedi'u newid weithiau i ostwng y sŵn a grëir. 
 
Cynnig - Cynigiodd y Cynghorydd Gwyneth Kensler y dylid cynnal pleidlais wedi'i 
recordio. Ni eiliwyd y cynnig ac ni chynhaliwyd pleidlais wedi'i chofnodi. 
 
Gofynnodd yr aelodau, pe caniateir y cais, y dylid dychwelyd eitem i'r pwyllgor er 
mwyn i'r aelodau gadarnhau'r amodau sydd ynghlwm wrth ganiatâd. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CANIATÁU - 12  
GWRTHOD - 2 
YMATAL - 0 
 
PENDERFYNWYD y dylid CANIATÁU caniatâd, yn groes i argymhelliad 
swyddogion ar y sail ganlynol bod gan yr eiddo ddefnydd preswyl cyfreithlon 
presennol, gellir lliniaru unrhyw effaith y datblygiad arfaethedig, ar yr amwynder 
gweledol ar yr adeilad rhestredig a'r dirwedd agored ehangach ac nid yw'n cael ei 
wneud. Yn debygol o gael effaith niweidiol ar rywogaeth a warchodir. 
 

6 CAIS RHIF 20/2019/0884 - TIR GER BWLCH Y LLYN, PENTRE COCH, 
RHUTHUN  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais i ddatblygu 0.125ha o dir trwy godi annedd fforddiadwy anghenion 
lleol ar wahân a gwaith cysylltiedig (cais amlinellol - pob mater wedi'i gadw) ar dir 
ger Bwlch y Llyn, Pentre Coch, Rhuthun. 
 
Siaradwyr Cyhoeddus -  
 
Denise Baker (O blaid) - hysbysodd y pwyllgor fod y teulu wedi bod yn ffermio yn y 
lleoliad ers pum cenhedlaeth, a'u bod yn deulu Cymraeg eu hiaith sydd  wedi 
cefnogi'r gymuned leol, a fyddwn yn parhau i wneud hynny. Roedd y cais am dŷ 
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angen fforddiadwy, a oedd ar gyfer aelod ifanc o'r teulu a oedd yn dymuno aros yn 
yr ardal ac yn agos at y teulu. Roedd y cynnig am gartref cymedrol mewn cytgord â 
chymeriad yr ardal, a'r defnydd o ddeunydd adeiladu lleol. O ystyried natur 
eithriadol datblygiad o'r fath, cydnabuwyd y byddai angen dyluniad sy'n sensitif i'r 
ardal. Roedd safle arfaethedig y datblygiad ar dir oedd yn eiddo i'r teulu a deallwyd 
pryderon ymgynghorwyr ynghylch y datblygiad sy'n digwydd yng nghefn gwlad 
agored. Fodd bynnag, gellid ystyried y tŷ blaenorol ar y safle. Enw’r annedd 
flaenorol oedd Waen Grogen, roedd y safle arfaethedig yn safle cae brown, nad 
oedd ganddo unrhyw fudd amaethyddol. Ni ellid gweld y tŷ o unrhyw dai eraill, a 
gellid sgrinio ychwanegol i leihau'r gwelededd ymhellach. Bwriad yr ymgeiswyr 
oedd caniatáu i genedlaethau’r teulu yn y dyfodol fyw yn yr eiddo ar gyfer y dyfodol. 
Fodd bynnag, gellid sefydlu cytundebau cyfreithiol i sicrhau y byddai rhywun â 
chysylltiadau agos â'r ardal yn byw yn yr annedd, cyhyd â bod anghenion 
fforddiadwy yn bodoli yn yr ardal. 
 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol – 
 
Cyfeiriodd y Cynghorydd Hugh Evans (Aelod Lleol) at chwe chais arall a oedd yn 
debyg i'r cais, a chaniatawyd nhw. Byddai'r cais yn caniatáu i breswylydd lleol yn 
Sir Ddinbych aros yn y Sir, a oedd yn rhan o'r cynllun corfforaethol, byddai'r 
Gymraeg hefyd yn cael ei chadw yn yr ardal. Roedd cost gyfartalog tai yn yr ardal 
yn fwy na £300,000 a byddai cael tai fforddiadwy yn caniatáu i aelod ifanc o'r 
gymdeithas aros yn yr ardal. Amlygwyd hefyd bod prinder tai fforddiadwy yn yr 
ardaloedd gwledig. Byddai'r cynnig hefyd yn dod â thŷ wedi'i adael yn ôl i ddefnydd. 
Nid oedd y cais yn pasio rhai o'r polisïau cynllunio ond roedd yn cwrdd â'r 
blaenoriaethau corfforaethol. Pe bai'r cais yn cael ei dderbyn ni fyddai'n gosod 
cynsail ar draws y sir. 
 
Ymatebodd swyddogion i gwestiynau'r aelod lleol mewn perthynas â pholisi BSC8 a 
BSC9 a'r profion ar gyfer y polisïau hyn. O ran BSC8, nid oedd yr ymgeisydd wedi 
darparu tystiolaeth i ddangos nad oedd safleoedd tai a ddyrannwyd yn debygol o 
ddod ymlaen o fewn 5 mlynedd, mae'n amlwg nad oedd y safle'n ffinio â ffin 
ddatblygu'r pentref, a oedd 1.2km i'r gorllewin o'r cynnig. O ran polisi BSC9 byddai'r 
eiddo'n cael ei ddatblygu ymhell o'r fferm a byddai yng nghefn gwlad agored. 
Nodwyd hefyd nad oedd yr ymgeisydd mewn angen tai fforddiadwy, yn seiliedig ar 
brofion safonol gan gynnwys incwm ac arbedion, fel yr aseswyd gan Grŵp Cynefin. 
 
Cynnig - Cynigiodd y Cynghorydd Tony Thomas y dylid caniatáu’r datblygiad yn 
groes i argymhellion swyddogion gan fod y datblygiad yn cwrdd â chynllun 
corfforaethol y Cyngor, ac eiliwyd gan y Cynghorydd Emrys Wynne. 
 
Amlygodd yr aelodau y byddai'r eiddo'n cael ei ddatblygu ar dir nad oedd ganddo 
unrhyw fudd amaethyddol a gofynnwyd a oedd eiddo blaenorol ar y safle ac a 
fyddai hynny'n cael effaith ar y cais yn nhermau cynllunio. Gofynnwyd hefyd pam 
roedd angen cefndir ariannol yr ymgeisydd ar gyfer y cais, gan na ofynnwyd i 
ymgeiswyr eraill yn Sir Ddinbych sy'n ceisio tai fforddiadwy am eu sefyllfa ariannol. 
Awgrymwyd hefyd y dylid cynnwys amodau ar y cais y dylid defnyddio hen garreg 
yr adeilad diffaith ar y tŷ newydd. 
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Wrth ymateb, eglurodd swyddogion nad oedd unrhyw ddarpariaethau polisi 
cynllunio penodol ar gyfer ailadeiladu adeiladau diffaith. O ran yr ymholiad tai 
fforddiadwy, roedd angen profi cymhwyster ar gyfer tai fforddiadwy anghenion lleol 
gan fod y cais wedi'i gyflwyno ar y sail hon. Gellid atodi amodau i unrhyw ganiatâd i 
reoli'r defnydd o ddeunyddiau allanol. 
 
Diolchodd y Cynghorydd Hugh Evans (Aelod Lleol) y pwyllgor am y drafodaeth ar y 
mater, ac yn derbyn efallai nad yw'r cais yn bodloni'r holl bolisïau cynllunio. Fodd 
bynnag, roedd y cais yn cwrdd â pholisïau corfforaethol y Cyngor o ganiatáu i 
breswylydd ifanc aros yn y gymuned. Amlinellwyd hefyd nad oedd yn credu y 
byddai caniatáu’r cais hwn yn gosod cynsail peryglus gyda cheisiadau tebyg, ac yn 
sicrhau aelodau y byddai’r ymgeiswyr yn cydymffurfio ag unrhyw amodau y gellid 
cytuno arnynt. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CANIATÁU – 8  
GWRTHOD - 5 
YMATAL – 1 
 
PENDERFYNWYD - CANIATÁU caniatâd, yn groes i argymhelliad swyddogion, ar 
y sail y byddai'r datblygiad yn cydymffurfio â'r Cynllun Corfforaethol ar gyfer Lles yn 
y dyfodol. 
 

7 CAIS RHIF 01/2019/0757 - CHWAREL GRAIG, FFORDD Y GRAIG, DINBYCH  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais i amrywio amod rhif 1 o ganiatâd cynllunio 01/2009/1424/PS i 
ganiatáu parhad y gwaith o echdynnu adnoddau a ganiateir yn Chwarel Graig, 
Ffordd y Graig, Dinbych 
 
Siaradwyr Cyhoeddus -  
 
Dr Susan Hewitt (Yn erbyn) - hysbysodd y pwyllgor ei bod yn byw ym Mhen y 
Graig ac yn cynrychioli pobl leol yr oedd wedi ei effeithio gan y gweithgareddau yn y 
chwarel. Cafodd y cartrefi cyfagos eu difrodi eisoes oherwydd yr echdynnu yn y 
chwarel. Codwyd nad oedd y terfynau ffrwydro wedi cael eu torri, ond roedd 
trigolion lleol wedi derbyn gwybodaeth bod y mesuriadau'n cael eu cymryd ar 
ardaloedd glaswelltog. Amlinellwyd hefyd na chymerwyd unrhyw recordiadau 
seismig o'r tai cyfagos. Dywedwyd hefyd bod adeiladwr lleol wedi hysbysu trigolion 
yr ardal gyfagos bod ansawdd adeiladu'r tai yn wael, a oedd yn eu gwneud yn fwy 
agored i ddifrod o'r chwarel. 
 
Gwahoddwyd y pwyllgor i'r tai i brofi'r ysgwyd wrth i'r ffrwydro digwydd. Gallai 
llygredd sŵn sain fod yn uwch na'r sŵn cyfartalog a allai achosi niwed i glustiau a 
chlyw trigolion lleol. Amlygwyd gronynnau llwch a fyddai'n cael eu cylchredeg 
oherwydd gweithrediad y chwarel fel pryder yn enwedig Materion Gronynnol (MG), 
sy'n lletya mewn cyrff ac a all achosi salwch. Dywedodd Sefydliad Iechyd y Byd nad 
oedd lefel amlygiad diogel. Mae'r MG yn cael effaith niweidiol ar gyrff ac iechyd a 
lles, gan nad oedd y gronynnau'n gwasgaru dros bellter ac felly byddai Dinbych 
gyfan yn cael ei effeithio. Cofnodwyd y lefelau gronynnol yn Ninbych ar y stryd fawr, 
ond ni chofnodwyd unrhyw ddata gerllaw i'r chwarel, felly nid oedd y data yn yr 
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adroddiadau yn tynnu sylw at y risgiau i'r rhai a oedd yn byw wrth ymyl y chwarel. 
Dylid cynnal asesiad effaith iechyd llawn gyda'r chwarel, ac roedd hi am i'r pwyllgor 
sylweddoli'r risg i iechyd y byddai'r chwarel yn ei chael ar drigolion lleol a'u hannog 
nhw i wrthod y cais. 
 
Malcolm Ellis (O blaid) diolchodd i'r pwyllgor am drafod y cais. Byddai'r chwarel yn 
cyflenwi ar gyfer anghenion lleol. Byddai gan y datblygiad amodau a fyddai'n lliniaru 
unrhyw effeithiau negyddol ar drigolion lleol. Roedd y chwarel yn cyflogi 16 o 
drigolion lleol yn y chwarel. Gwariodd y chwarel £ 1.2 miliwn i'r gymuned leol a 
thalu 30% yn uwch na'r isafswm cyflog i'r gweithwyr ar gyfartaledd. Ni fyddai 
unrhyw gynnydd yn y traffig na'r swm a fyddai'n cael ei dynnu yn y chwarel, roedd y 
cais am estyniad 8 mlynedd i'r amser a ganiateir ar gyfer echdynnu. Pe bai'r cais yn 
cael ei wrthod byddai angen ceisio'r deunyddiau mewn man arall a fyddai ag ôl 
troed carbon mwy na'r defnydd cyfredol o'r chwarel. O ran ffrwydro a'r pryderon a 
godwyd, roedd y gweithdrefnau'n cael eu hystyried a'u gwella. Gwahoddwyd 
trigolion lleol hefyd i gyflwyniad a rhoddodd wybodaeth am y ffrwydro a sut y cafodd 
ei gynnal. Byddai'r chwarel yn barod i wrando ar bryderon gan drigolion lleol a 
pharhau i gynyddu'r safonau yn y chwarel. 
 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol – 
 
Hysbysodd y Cynghorydd Gwyneth Kensler (Aelod Lleol) y pwyllgor fod y mater yn 
un cymhleth. Roedd yn amlwg bod y ffrwydro wedi cael effaith ar yr adeiladau 
cyfagos gan fod craciau wedi ymddangos. Trefnwyd cyfarfod ymgynghori gan 
Breedon Southern Limited yng nghlwb Rygbi Dinbych ar 4ydd Rhagfyr 2019 a 
drafododd estyniad corfforol y chwarel a fyddai’n fater cynllunio ar wahân. Ers iddi 
fynychu'r ymgynghoriad, daw effaith y chwarel ar drigolion lleol i'r amlwg wrth i'r 
gwaith ail ddechrau eto yn 2016. 
 
Amlygodd y Cynghorydd Kensler fater y llwch ac yn enwedig y pryderon gyda 
Materion Gronynnol MG10 a MG2.5, gan y gallai'r gronynnau dreiddio i'r corff ac 
achosi effaith niweidiol ar iechyd pobl. Byddai hyn yn amlwg iawn mewn dioddefwyr 
asthma yn Ninbych. Amlygodd adroddiad monitro blynyddol drafft y Cynllun 
Datblygu Lleol (CDLl) fod polisi cenedlaethol i wella ansawdd aer. Roedd y 
dogfennau technegol rhanbarthol wedi cwblhau ail adolygiad technegol, ac yn yr 
adroddiad y newid mwyaf ers yr adolygiad cyntaf oedd Deddf Cenedlaethau 
Dyfodol Lles Roedd angen i awdurdodau lleol ystyried pryderon iechyd 
cenedlaethau'r dyfodol. Amlygwyd y ffynonellau cyflenwi - anfonwyd y swm mwyaf 
o galchfaen i Ogledd Orllewin Lloegr. Soniwyd am apêl gynllunio yn ymwneud â 
chwarel Burley Hill gan iddi gael ei gwrthod gan yr ystyriwyd y byddai'r datblygiad 
yn cael effaith niweidiol ar natur ac nad oedd y buddion yn gorbwyso'r pethau 
negyddol. O ran y cwynion yn yr adroddiad, nid oedd aelodau'r cyhoedd yn gwybod 
i bwy i roi gwybod am eu pryderon, gan eu bod yn credu y byddai'r cais yn cael ei 
derbyn difater ei phryderon. Nid oedd y niferoedd cyflogaeth a nodwyd i gyd yn dod 
o ardal Dinbych. 
 
Cynnig - Cynigiodd y Cynghorydd Gwyneth Kensler y dylid gwrthod y cais. 
 
Ymatebodd swyddogion cynllunio i bwyntiau a godwyd gan yr aelod lleol Gwyneth 
Kensler. Y cais oedd estyn yr amser i dynnu agreg o'r chwarel ond i beidio ag 
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ymestyn y chwarel ei hun. Byddai hyn yn caniatáu i filiwn o dunelli gael eu tynnu 
mewn ardal a oedd eisoes wedi'i chaniatáu. Byddai'r estyniad mewn amser hefyd 
yn caniatáu adfer yr ardal. 
 
Y prif faterion a godwyd oedd ffrwydro, llwch a'r effeithiau ar iechyd, a'r angen am y 
mwyn, a'r sŵn a gynhyrchwyd. O ran y ffrwydro, nodwyd y canllawiau technegol ar 
ffrwydro yn yr adroddiad ar dudalen 34 pwynt 4.2.5. O ran amlder ffrwydro y 
byddai'n digwydd ddeuddeg gwaith y flwyddyn, roedd y protocolau ffrwydro hefyd 
wedi'u cynnwys fel amodau yn yr adroddiad. Codwyd pryderon llwch, yn enwedig 
gyda'r Prif Weinidog a'r cyngor a roddwyd gan swyddogion amgylcheddol oedd bod 
y lliniaru llwch ar y safle yn ddigonol, a bod glanhau cerbydau a lliniaru llwch wedi'i 
gynnwys yn yr adroddiad. Gellid cynnwys amodau cynllunio i liniaru unrhyw 
bryderon oedd gan drigolion lleol gyda llwch. O ran amlder ffrwydro y byddai'n 
digwydd deuddeg gwaith y flwyddyn, roedd y protocolau ffrwydro hefyd wedi'u 
cynnwys fel amodau yn yr adroddiad. Codwyd pryderon llwch, yn enwedig gyda'r 
MG a'r cyngor a roddwyd gan swyddogion amgylcheddol oedd bod y lliniaru llwch 
ar y safle yn ddigonol, a bod glanhau cerbydau a lliniaru llwch wedi'i gynnwys yn yr 
adroddiad. Gellid cynnwys amodau cynllunio i liniaru unrhyw bryderon oedd gan 
drigolion lleol gyda llwch. 
 
Ni chodwyd unrhyw wrthwynebiadau gan Adnoddau Naturiol Cymru mewn 
perthynas â bioamrywiaeth. Roedd y chwarel wedi'u rhoi o'r neilltu ac nid oedd yn 
segur, dywedwyd hefyd pe gwrthodid y cais, byddai angen dod o hyd i'r 1 miliwn 
tunnell o galchfaen mewn man arall yng Ngogledd Cymru. 
 
Hysbysodd swyddogion yr aelodau bod yr eiddo agosaf y tu hwnt i glustogfa'r 
chwarel. Roedd y chwarel yn cyflenwi ar gyfer anghenion lleol, fel enghraifft, fe'i 
defnyddiwyd ar gyfer y fferm wynt a ddatblygwyd yng Nghlocaenog. 
 
Gofynnodd yr aelodau am eglurhad o'r rheolaethau a gynigiwyd dros gynhyrchu 
blynyddol ac a oedd galchfaen wrth gefn ar waith ar gyfer achlysuron pan oedd 
galw mawr a bod y nifer a geisiwyd yn uwch na'r lefelau  a ganiateir yw echdynnu. 
Holwyd y pellter o ffrwydro i dai ac a oedd gwybodaeth ychwanegol am y 
pellteroedd hyn. Gofynnwyd hefyd a fyddai'r penderfyniad ar y cais yn cael effaith 
ar unrhyw geisiadau yn y dyfodol. Roedd cwestiynau hefyd a ellid creu llwch o 
ffynonellau heblaw‘r chwarel, ynghylch amseriad y digwyddiadau ffrwydro, ac yn 
olaf a ellid cael offer mesur parhaol i sicrhau bod data recordio yn gywir. 
 
Ymatebodd y swyddog i'r ymholiadau. O ran y cynhyrchiad, eglurwyd bod y 

cyfyngiad presennol yn 500,000 tunnell y flwyddyn, fodd bynnag, yr allbwn cyfredol 

oedd 200,000 tunnell, ac roedd perchnogion y chwarel yn hapus i leihau hyn i 

400,000 tunnell, a fyddai'n dal i ganiatáu i'r chwarel fod yn hyblyg i ymateb i unrhyw 

galw ychwanegol. Gosodwyd maint y ffrwydradau 12 gwaith y flwyddyn, ond pe bai 

angen mwy byddai angen caniatâd. Bu 7 ffrwydrad yn ystod y flwyddyn flaenorol. 

Mae'r ffrwydro yn digwydd ar ddydd Mawrth, felly roedd yna ymwybyddiaeth a'r 

cyhoedd. Ni fyddai'r cais hwn yn cael effaith ar unrhyw geisiadau yn y dyfodol gan 

fod y materion yn wahanol ac mae'n rhaid asesu cynigion yn ôl eu rhinweddau. Nid 

oedd unrhyw wybodaeth union am y pellter o'r ffrwydradau a'r tai, ond roedd byffer 

o 200m o ffin y safle i anheddau a ystyriwyd yn dderbyniol. Byddai gronynnau llwch 
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yn digwydd o ffynonellau eraill. Roedd cwmni'r chwarel yn mynd i osod dyfeisiau 

monitro sefydlog i gofnodi'r dirgryniadau. 

 

Gofynnodd y Cynghorydd Joe Welch am wybodaeth ychwanegol ar sail gwrthod a 
gynigiwyd gan y Cynghorydd Gwyneth Kensler. Nododd y Cynghorydd Kensler 
mai'r prif reswm dros wrthod oedd Deddf Lles Cenedlaethau'r Dyfodol. Holwyd 
hefyd o fewn pa gyfnod amser y byddai'r cynllun adfer ar gyfer y chwarel yn cael ei 
weithredu. 
 
Holodd y Cynghorydd Brian Jones a ellid gohirio'r cais i gael gwybodaeth iechyd a 
diogelwch ychwanegol. 
 
Ymatebodd swyddogion y byddai angen cyflwyno'r rhaglen adfer mewn 6 mis, a 
byddai gwaith adfer yn cael ei wneud ar ôl cwblhau'r echdynnu. Pe bai'r cais yn 
cael ei ganiatáu byddai'r swyddogion yn sicrhau y byddai'r cynllun yn cael ei 
gyflwyno mewn 6 mis. 
 
Cynnig -  Cynigiodd y Cynghorydd Mark Young y dylid caniatáu’r cais yn unol ag 
argymhelliad y swyddog, gyda’r amod na fyddai ffrwydro yn digwydd ar 
benwythnosau, ac eiliwyd gan y Cynghorydd Julian Thompson-Hill. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CANIATÁU – 12  
GWRTHOD - 1 
YMATAL – 0 
 
PENDERFYNWYD - CYMERADWYO caniatâd yn unol ag argymhelliad y swyddog 
fel y manylir yn yr adroddiad. 
 

8 CAIS RHIF 24/2018/0206 - PLAS LLANYNYS, LLANYNYS, DINBYCH.  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais godi uned cynhyrchu wyau buarth gan gynnwys seilo a gwaith 
cysylltiedig gan gynnwys mynediad yn Plas Llanynys, Llanynys, Dinbych. 
 
Siaradwyr Cyhoeddus -  
 
Tom Jones (O blaid) - Diolchodd i'r pwyllgor am y cyfle i siarad. Hysbysodd y 
pwyllgor mai ef oedd y drydedd genhedlaeth i ffermio ym Mhlas Llanynys. Yn 
hanesyddol roedd y fferm yn fenter laeth ond gyda marwolaeth ei dad yn 2003 nid 
oedd gan y fferm unrhyw un ar gael i'w rhedeg, a gwerthwyd y gwartheg a'r offer. Ar 
ôl bron i ddau ddegawd roedd ailsefydlu fferm laeth yn anymarferol yn economaidd. 
Byddai'r adeilad newydd a gynigiwyd yn cynyddu lles adar i'r eithaf, gydag offer 
arbenigol, byddai'r dyluniad yn caniatáu i'r adar grwydro'n rhydd yn yr ardal 
gyfagos. Roedd angen adeilad newydd gan fod yr adeiladau presennol wedi'u 
cynllunio i ddal gwartheg. Roedd dimensiynau'r adeilad newydd arfaethedig yn 
cydymffurfio â gofynion y rheoliadau a'r arweiniad cyfredol a'r RSPCA, sy'n 
rheoleiddio faint o le sydd ei angen ar gyfer bob aderyn. Roedd gan yr adeilad 
arfaethedig ôl troed 12% yn llai nag uned adar 32,000, a oedd yn fwy cyffredin. O 
ystyried maint y fferm, roedd yr opsiynau i dyfu busnes ffermio cynaliadwy yn 
gyfyngedig iawn, ond trwy ymchwilio i'r diwydiant wyau buarth credai'r ymgeisydd 
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mai'r cais hwn oedd yr opsiwn gorau a mwyaf hyfyw i ddod â'r busnes allan o 
farweidd-dra. Byddai'r cais yn rhoi hwb i'r economi leol, gan ddarparu cyflogaeth 
amser llawn i'r ymgeisydd ac o leiaf un swydd ran amser. Byddai'r cais yn sicrhau 
dyfodol y fferm, y gellid ei drosglwyddo i genedlaethau'r dyfodol. Nid oedd y cyrff 
rheoleiddio yn gwrthwynebu'r cynnig ac roedd y cyngor cymunedol lleol o blaid y 
cais. Roedd yr adeilad arfaethedig yn y man pellaf o gartrefi eraill, a fyddai'n lliniaru 
unrhyw effaith ar drigolion lleol. 
 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol – 
 
Y Cynghorydd Merfyn Parry (Aelod Lleol) hysbysodd y pwyllgor y byddai'r cais yn 
caniatáu i fferm leol ddod yn ôl i ddefnydd. A chanmolodd yr ymgeisydd a'r 
swyddogion am y gwaith a oedd wedi'i wneud i liniaru pryderon lleol gyda'r cais. 
 
Cynnig - Cynigiodd y Cynghorydd Emrys Wynne y dylid caniatáu’r cais yn unol ag 
argymhellion swyddogion. Eiliwyd gan Cynghorydd Alan James. 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CANIATÁU – 10  
GWRTHOD - 0 
YMATAL – 0 
 
PENDERFYNWYD RHOI caniatâd yn unol ag argymhellion swyddogion fel y 
manylir yn yr adroddiad a'r papurau atodol. 
 

9 CAIS RHIF 12/2019/0912 - TIR GYFERBYN A TY NEWYDD, CLAWDDNEWYDD, 
RHUTHUN  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais i datblygu 0.14 ha o dir trwy godi 3 rhif. anheddau ar wahân (cais 
amlinellol gan gynnwys mynediad) yn Tir Gyferbyn A Ty Newydd, Clawddnewydd, 
Rhuthun. 

 
Trafodaeth Gyffredinol – 
 
Dywedodd y Cynghorydd Eryl Williams (Aelod Lleol) y bu gwrthwynebiadau yn 
erbyn y cais. Roedd pryderon ynghylch priffyrdd ac nid oedd y preswylwyr eisiau 
datblygu rhuban yn yr ardal. Awgrymwyd y dylid cynnwys carreg ymyl yn y cynnig i 
ganiatáu rhoi biniau allan heb amharu ar y briffordd. Tynnwyd sylw at fanylion y 
datblygiad arfaethedig a'r mynediad i'r ffordd. 
 
Holodd yr aelodau a oedd y datblygiad mewn ardal risg llifogydd. Gofynnwyd am 
amod i gynnwys gosod y palmant a'r goleuadau stryd cyn unrhyw ddatblygiad 
ddechrau. 
 
Ymatebodd swyddogion mewn perthynas â'r cynllun, nid oedd y fynedfa yn unrhyw 
bryder i'r swyddogion priffyrdd. Ymdriniwyd â mater palmantu gan amod 8 a gafodd 
ei gynnwys yn yr adroddiad. Byddai dŵr wyneb yn cael ei gynnwys ar safle'r cais ac 
ni fyddai'n cael effaith ar y briffordd. 
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Cynnig - Cynigiodd y Cynghorydd Merfyn Parry y dylid caniatáu’r cais yn unol ag 
argymhellion swyddogion, ac eiliwyd gan y Cynghorydd Emrys Wynne 
 
PLEIDLAIS: 
CANIATÁU – 10  
GWRTHOD - 0 
YMATAL – 0 
 
PENDERFYNWYD RHOI caniatâd yn unol ag argymhellion swyddogion fel y 
manylir yn yr adroddiad a'r papurau atodol. 
 

10 ADRODDIAD GWYBODAETH - YMGYNGHORIAD LLYWODRAETH CYMRU AR 
NEWIDIADAU I GYNLLUNIO A FFIOEDD YMGEISIO CYSYLLTIEDIG  
 
PENDERFYNWYD bod y Pwyllgor Cynllunio yn nodi cynnwys yr adroddiad. 
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Mae tudalen hwn yn fwriadol wag



WARD: 
 

Tremeirchion 
 

AELOD WARD: 
 

Y Cynghorydd Christine Marston (C) 

RHIF Y CAIS: 
 

41/2019/0671/ PC 

CYNNIG: 
 

Newid defnydd o amaethyddol i ddefnydd cymysg o 
dir ar gyfer amaethyddiaeth a chadw ceffylau, cadw 
stablau 
 

LLEOLIAD: Tir i’r de orllewin o Fferm Tŷ Draw, Mold Road, 
Bodfari, Dinbych  
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 Denise Shaw
WARD : 
 

Tremeirchion 
 

WARD MEMBER: 
 

Councillor Christine Marston (c ) 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

41/2019/0671/ PC 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Change of use from agriculture to mixed use of land for 
agriculture and keeping of horses, retention of stables 
 

LOCATION: Land south-west of Ty Draw Farm   Mold Road Bodfari  Denbigh  
 

APPLICANT: Mr P Butt 
 

CONSTRAINTS: C2 Flood ZoneAONB 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

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

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

 Member request for referral to Committee  
 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 

BODFARI COMMUNITY COUNCIL 
“…. we have to ask … that planning take into consideration the disposal of animal waste from 
the site due to its proximity to the river wheeler. 
 
Also we do feel this is a creep. First application to build a menage. Then the retrospective 
application for the stables and now this for parking and a storage area for hay/feed.  
 
Previous comments was a concern about the access for large vehicles coming into and off the 
site. We feel that highways have underestimated the speed of traffics on that road and the lack 
of visibility exiting the site”. 
 
CLWYDIAN RANGE AND DEE VALLEY AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY 
JOINT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Original comments: 
“The Joint Committee deplores the retrospective nature of this application and notes that the 
site was the subject of another retrospective application in 2016 for related development which 
was subsequently granted permission (Code No. 41/2016/1272). 
 
Developing the land for ‘horsiculture’ has changed the previously open, agricultural character of 
the site in the landscape and the large new stable block represents a further intensification of 
this use. However, the committee notes that the previous permission has formalised equine use 
of the site and includes a new manege adjacent to the stable block as well as retaining an 
existing stables/tack room and caravan. 
 
In this context, to mitigate the change in the character of the area the Joint Committee would 
suggest that any permission for the new stable block should be subject to removal of the other 
stables, tack room and caravan, the use of which should be consolidated into the new building 
(it is noted that this will reduce the number of stable units in the building). In addition, conditions 
should be attached to ensure the facility is maintained for private use only and to restrict 
commercial equine operations. This is a dark area of countryside and the committee would also 
recommend a condition that there should be no external lighting at the site to conserve the 
AONB’s dark sky. Finally, a landscaping condition is also recommended to facilitate the 
planting of new native trees and traditional hedgerows to break up views of the building in the 
landscape.” 
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Re-consultation comments: 
“The Joint Committee notes the amended and extended description of the proposed 
development and welcomes the proposal to remove the derelict railway carriage and smaller 
shed/store to help tidy up the site. In addition, the intention to incorporate the feed store and 
tack room within the new building is acceptable, and the proposed new native hedgerow along 
the footpath and strengthening of the landscape screen along the A541is supported. However, 
the committee is of the view that additional planting of new native trees and traditional 
hedgerows is also required in the vicinity of the new stables and proposed external storage 
area to further integrate the site into its rural setting. 
The siting of the external storage area behind the stables is acceptable and it is suggested that 
a condition be attached to any permission limiting external storage and any permanent parking 
of a horse box to this area only. 
The committee does not consider that the permanent siting of a caravan on the site to provide 
welfare facilities is appropriate in this setting, and would recommend that such facilities should 
also be incorporated into one of the existing buildings on the site”. 
 
NATURAL RESOURCES WALES 
Original comments: 
NRW do not consider the proposal is likely to adversely affect any of the interests listed below 
and therefore has no objection to the proposal: 
 
Flood Risk: 
Site lies partially within C2 flood risk zone. Proposal is for stables which is less vulnerable land 
use. Given the scale and nature of the proposals and the fact he proposed is linked to an 
existing use, have no objections on flood risk grounds 
 
Re-consultation comments: 
NRW do not consider the proposal is likely to adversely affect any of the interests listed below 
and therefore has no objection to the proposal: 
 
Flood Risk:  
The site lies partially within Zone C2.  
The proposal is for retrospective planning consent for the change of use from agriculture to 
mixed use of land for agriculture and keeping of horses, retention of stables, stationing of 
touring caravan for ancillary purposes. The site benefits from a less vulnerable land use, and is 
used as land for agriculture, keeping horses and existing stable. Understand that the intention 
is to locate a caravan on the site for convenience/welfare purposes. On the basis that the 
caravan will not be used for overnight use or as habitable accommodation, and will be used 
solely for welfare purposes, do not have any objections to this planning application. 
Recommend that your Authority restricts the use of the caravan for welfare purposes through 
the use of an appropriately worded planning condition. 
 
(There are no comments in the NRW response with respect to impact on the statutory 
landscape) 

 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
Highways Officer –  
Acknowledge that there is an existing access which is used at present to gain access to the 
land and can be used by large agricultural vehicles without any restrictions. Highway Officers 
would recommend that planning permission is given for personal use to the applicant as the 
Highway Authority would not support any further vehicle increase given its location on the A541 
without access and visibility improvements being carried out.  

 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 

 
In objection 
Representations received from: 
Alan Waterfield, Community Councillor (comments submitted as personal opinion and not on 
behalf of Bodfari Community Council)  
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Summary of planning based representations in objection: 
 
Access / highway safety 

- access is on a bad bend on the A541. The drive is lower than the road making visibility 
poor for anyone leaving the site.  

 
Size / scale 

- Building is too big for the site and for personal use. 
- Concern that it could be a commercial venture long term which would only add to the 

access issues.  
 
If permission is granted, controls should be applied to ensure site is only used for personal use.  
 
 

EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION: 23/09/2019    
 
EXTENSION OF TIME AGREED: 15/01/2020 
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION (where applicable):  
 

 awaiting consideration by Committee 
 

PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 The proposal is seeking retrospective planning consent for a new stable building and 

a change of use of land to a mix of agricultural use and for the keeping of horses. The 
original submission proposed a caravan on the site to provide welfare facilities, but 
this element has been removed from the application. 
 

1.1.2 The stable building is of timber construction with a shallow pitched roof, constructed 
from black metal box profile sheeting. The building footprint measures 15.1m in length 
by 10.3m in width with a ridge height of 2.5m. 
 

1.1.3 Revised floor plans show the building would comprise 6 individual stables with a tack 
room and feed store accessed off a central corridor within the building. 
 

1.1.4 An existing stable within the site is proposed to be retained, however an existing small 
shed building and old railway carriage sited within the site are proposed to be 
removed. 

 
1.1.5 Additional screening and native hedgerow planting is proposed along the boundary 

with the highway and along the access track, however planting details are not 
provided. 
 

1.1.6 The supporting statement confirms the stables and land would be used for personal 
use only and would not be used in connection with any business. The applicant 
currently owns 3 Arab horses and a Section A Welsh Pony, and intends to purchase a 
further two ponies for her sons. 
 

1.1.7 It goes on to state that existing stable block at the site is not large enough to house 
Arab horses, however the existing stables at the site would be retained and used as a 
temporary quarantine and to provide winter stables for the applicant’s Section A 
Welsh Pony . 
 

1.2 Description of site and surroundings 
1.2.1 The site is located within the open countryside in the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley 

AONB. 
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1.2.2 The site abuts the A541, approximately 1km to the north-east of Bodfari village. 
 

1.2.3 A public footpath runs along the north-western boundary of the site. 
 

1.2.4 There is an existing stable / tack room and storage shed in the south-west section 
land which was granted in 2017; a small wooden shelter in the southern corner of the 
plot; and a dilapidated carriage in the northern corner of the plot which appears to 
have been on site for some time. 
 

1.2.5 Fencing has been erected within the plot, and the site currently appears to be in 
active use for the keeping of horses. 
 

1.2.6 The application site extends to some 1.8 hectares. 
 

1.2.7 There are residential properties on the opposite side of the A541. 
 

1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.3.1 The site is located within the open countryside outside of any development  

boundaries as identified in the Local Development Plan (LDP), and lies within the 
Clwydian Range and Dee Valley AONB. 
 

1.3.2 The site is within a mineral safeguarding area as defined in the LDP. 
 

1.3.3 The site lies within a C2 flood risk zone. 
 

1.3.4 A public right of way runs along the north-western boundary of the site. 
 

1.4 Relevant planning history 
1.4.1 A prior notification application relating to a store building was refused in 2010 (it was 

not deemed to be permitted development due to site area, hence the planning merits 
of the proposal were not considered). 
 

1.4.2 Retrospective planning consent was granted in 2017 for change of use of land to 
mixed agricultural / equestrian use, retention of stable /tack room, construction of 
manege and stationing of touring caravan.  
 

1.4.3 Conditions were applied to the 2017 permission to restrict the consent for the benefit 
of the applicant only and to restrict the use of the touring caravan to a welfare / rest 
facility for the benefit of the applicant only and to require its removal should the land 
cease to be owned by the applicant.  
 

1.4.4 The site is now in different ownership, and the caravan has been removed from the 
site. 
 

1.5 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.5.1 Amended plans have been submitted which include the change of use of land as well 

as the new stable block. The proposed block plans indicates an existing shed / store 
building and train carriage currently sited at the site are proposed to be removed and 
additional screening is proposed along the boundary with the highway and along the 
access track to mitigate visual impact. 
 

1.5.2 A previously proposed ancillary caravan to provide welfare facilities has been omitted 
from the proposal to address concerns raised by the AONB Committee and Officers. 
 

1.6 Other relevant background information 
1.6.1 The planning application is retrospective in nature and the application has been 

submitted following a planning compliance investigation. 
1.6.2 The application is referred to Committee following a request by Councillor Christine 

Marston, to allow consideration of highway safety, the size and scale of the 
development. 
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2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1 41/2009/1588 (agricultural prior notification application). Erection of agricultural building for 

storage of feedstuff and agricultural machinery. Refused 05/01/2010 (not permitted 
development). 
 

2.2 41/2016/1272. Change of use from agriculture to a mixed use of land for agriculture and 
keeping of horses, retention of stables/tack room, construction of manege and stationing of a 
touring caravan for ancillary purposes.  
Granted 22/03/2017. The following conditionis of relevance to the current application: 

 
5. The development hereby permitted shall enure for the benefit of the applicant only 
and the land shall at no time be used as a horse livery, riding centre or for any 
commercial purpose. No competitive events or public address and sound 
amplification system or lighting shall be permitted on the land at any time. 
 
Reason:  In the interests of visual and residential amenity and highway safety. 

 
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) 
Policy VOE1 - Key areas of importance 
Policy VOE2 – Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and Area of Outstanding Beauty 

Supplementary Planning Guidance 
N/A 

 
3.2 Government Policy / Guidance 

Planning Policy Wales (Edition 10) December 2018 
Development Control Manual November 2016 
Technical Advice Notes 

 
TAN 6 Planning for Sustainable Rural Communities (2010) 
TAN 15 Development and Flood Risk (2004) 
 

3.3 Other material considerations 
None. 
 

4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 
 

In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Section 9.1.2 of the Development Management Manual (DMM) confirms the requirement that 
planning applications ‘must be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted 
development plan for the area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise'. It 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.  
The DMM further states that material considerations 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 (Section 9.4).  
 
The DMM has to be considered in conjunction with Planning Policy Wales, Edition 10 (December 
2018) and other relevant legislation. 
 
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: 
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4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Visual amenity / AONB 
4.1.3 Residential amenity 
4.1.4 Drainage (including flooding) 
4.1.5 Highways (including access and parking) 

 
4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 

4.2.1 Principle 
There is limited planning policy and guidance relating specifically to equestrian 
developments, as these are not strictly a form of agricultural development. Officers 
nonetheless consider the following policy and guidance in relation to agricultural 
proposals in open countryside is relevant to the principle and detailing of such 
equestrian proposals.   
 
Policy PSE5 states that development, including agricultural diversification, will be 
supported throughout the County subject to consideration of detailed criteria, which 
includes making a significant contribution to sustainable development and recognising 
any special status of the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty/Area of Outstanding 
Beauty. 
 
Paragraph 5.6.6 of PPW 10 advises that Local Planning Authorities should adopt a 
constructive approach towards agricultural development proposals, especially those 
which are designed to meet the needs of changing farming practices or are necessary 
to achieve compliance with new environmental, hygiene or welfare legislation.  
 
TAN 6 2.1.1 states the planning system must also protect and enhance the natural 
and historic environment and safeguard the countryside and open spaces. 
 
Paragraph A14 TAN 6 provides advice to local planning authorities when dealing with 
Prior Approval submissions for agricultural buildings.  However, the guidance on siting 
and design set out in Paragraph 14 is also considered useful and relevant for the 
subject application as it states : 
 

“The siting of a new agricultural or forestry building, road, excavation or waste 
deposit, or fish tank can have a considerable impact on the surrounding landscape. 
Developments should be assimilated into the landscape without compromising the 
functions they are intended to serve. New buildings should normally form part of a 
group rather than stand in isolation, and relate to existing buildings in size and colour. 
However, new buildings of modern design may sometimes best be separated from a 
group of traditional buildings to avoid visual conflict. Sites on skylines should be 
avoided. To reduce visual impact, buildings should be blended into the landscape or, 
on sloping sites, set into the slope if that can be achieved without disproportionate 
cost.” 

  
As mentioned previously, planning consent was granted in 2017 for change of use of 
the land to mixed equestrian / agricultural use and existing stables. Whilst this 
signified acceptance of the principle of the equestrian use of the land, it is of 
relevance that conditions were applied to restrict the consent for the benefit of the 
applicant only on visual amenity and highway safety grounds. Circumstances have 
since changed, however, as the land is now in separate ownership, and accordingly 
Officers suggest the issues pertaining to the development proposed have to be 
reconsidered afresh. 
 
The following sections of the report assess the local impacts arising in relation to the 
proposals.  

 
4.2.2 Visual amenity / AONB 

The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and can include the number, size, layout, design and appearance of buildings, the 
means of access, landscaping, service availability and the impact on the 
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neighbourhood and on the environment; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The visual amenity and landscape impacts 
of development should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
PPW 10 Section 6.3.3 states ‘All the landscapes of Wales are valued for their intrinsic 
contribution to a sense of place, and local authorities should protect and enhance 
their special characteristics, whilst paying due regard to the social, economic, 
environmental and cultural benefits they provide, and to their role in creating valued 
places.’ 
 
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.  
 
The site is located in an open countryside location in the Clwydian Range and Dee 
Valley AONB and abuts the A541 Mold Road and public rights of way, and is 
therefore considered to be in a visually sensitive location. 
 
The application is retrospective and the larger stable building has already been 
constructed. There is a smaller stable building on the land which was subject of the 
previous planning application, together with a number of other smaller structures and 
fencing has been erected within the site to subdivide the land into paddocks. 
 
The Community Council have raised concerns over the size and scale of the building 
proposed, and development ‘creep’ at the site. 
 
The AONB Committee note the amended and extended description of the proposed 
development and welcome the proposal to remove the derelict railway carriage and 
smaller shed/store to help tidy up the site, and they consider the intention to 
incorporate the feed store and tack room within the new building is acceptable, along 
with the proposed new native hedgerow along the footpath and strengthening of the 
landscape screen along the A541. However, the committee is of the view that 
additional planting of new native trees and traditional hedgerows is also required in 
the vicinity of the new stables and proposed external storage area to further integrate 
the site into its rural setting. They also recommend conditions are imposed to limit 
external storage and parking in the interests of protecting the character and 
appearance of the AONB. 
 
In response to the concerns of the AONB Joint Committee and Officers, the applicant 
has subsequently omitted the previously proposed caravan from the proposal.  
 
The site is approximately 1.8 ha in size and the new stable building has a footprint of 
approximately 155 sq. metres, and whilst it is larger than a typical private stable block 
building, it is of a similar scale and form to a small agricultural building and therefore 
its scale and design are not considered unusual in its rural setting. The floor plans of 
the building have been amended and a tack room and feed store have now been 
incorporated into the building and the number of stables has been reduced from eight 
as originally submitted to six. There are existing buildings already in situ on the land 
and fencing has been erected to subdivide the site into smaller paddock areas. 
 
Additional screening is proposed along the boundary along the main road and along 
the access track (a public right of way) to screen views of the site, which would help 
to mitigate visual impact of the proposal, however details of planting have not been 
provided and Officers consider conditions would be necessary requiring the 
submission of a landscaping plan.  
 
A dilapidated carriage structure sited close to the site access and a small existing 
shed building are also proposed to be removed mitigate the visual impact of the 
proposal, and a dedicated external hay / straw feed area and horse box parking area 
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is identified next to the stable block. The smaller existing stable building would be 
retained within the site. 

 
Subject to the proposed mitigation measures including additional planting along the 
boundary and removal of some existing structures, the proposed new stable building 
is considered to be acceptable in terms of its visual impact, however Officers consider 
it necessary to apply conditions to restrict external storage and parking of horse 
boxes to only those areas located on the proposed block plan and to prohibit the 
storage, siting and stationing of other ancillary structures on the land in the interests 
of visual amenity in order to prevent the site appearing cluttered and overdeveloped, 
which would be to the detriment of the character and appearance of the AONB. 
 
Officers also consider conditions to restrict the use of outdoor lighting are also 
necessary on visual amenity grounds. 
 
The application documents clearly state the stables and land would be used for 
private personal use, and not for commercial purposes. Officers would therefore 
suggest any permission be conditioned to make this explicit, as commercial use of the 
site may necessitate further development which would further erode the visual quality 
of the area. 
 
With regards to the change of use of land and erection of a new stable building, 
Officers consider adverse impacts on visual amenity could be mitigated, and therefore 
having regard to the design, siting, scale, massing and materials of the proposed 
development, in relation to the character and appearance of the locality and setting 
within the statutory landscape, it is considered the proposals would not have an 
unacceptable impact on visual amenity. 

 
4.2.3 Residential amenity 

The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The residential amenity impacts of 
development should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
No representations have been received raising concerns on residential amenity 
grounds. 
 
As suggested in the section above, conditions can be included to prevent the 
commercial use of the land in the interests of visual amenity, however as there are 
residential properties in close proximity to the site, Officers also consider it would be 
necessary to restrict the use of the land to private use only and also to prohibit public 
address / sound amplification systems to protect the amenities of occupiers. 

 
Having regard to the scale, location and design of the proposed development and 
separation distances between residential properties, subject to the inclusion of 
restrictions on the use of the land it is considered that the proposals would not have 
an unacceptable impact on residential amenity, and would therefore be in general 
compliance with the tests of the policies referred to. 
 
 

4.2.4 Drainage (including flooding) 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10) Section 6.6.22 to 6.6.29 identifies flood risk as a 
material consideration in planning and along with TAN 15 – Development and Flood 
Risk, which provides a detailed framework within which risks arising from different 
sources of flooding should be assessed. TAN 15 advises that in areas which are 
defined as being of high flood hazard, development proposals should only be 
considered where: 
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o new development can be justified in that location, even though it is likely to be at 
risk from flooding; and  

o the development proposal would not result in the intensification of existing 
development which may itself be at risk; and  

o new development would not increase the potential adverse impacts of a flood 
event   

 
The proposed stable building is located within a C2 flood risk zone and is therefore at 
risk of flooding. 
 
As the proposal is considered to be in the ‘less vulnerable’ development category in 
TAN 15, having regard to the scale and nature of the development, NRW have raised 
no objection to the principle of the development on flood risk grounds. 
 
Having regard to the nature and scale of the development and the views of NRW, 
Officers would conclude the proposal would not result in any unacceptable flood risk. 

 
4.2.5 Highways (including access and parking) 

The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The highway impacts of development 
should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
Representations from the Community Council and a private individual have raised 
highway safety concerns. 
 
Highways Officers have noted the site is served by an existing access which is used 
at present to gain access to the land and can be used by large agricultural vehicles 
without any restrictions. They recommend that if planning permission is to be 
granted, consideration should be given to restricting it to use by the applicant as they 
would not support any further vehicle increase given its location on the A541, without 
access and visibility improvements being carried out. 
 
Whilst the proposal is for a large stable building containing 6 stables, which is in 
addition to the existing stable building at the site, the supporting information 
submitted with the application however stresses the proposal is for private use and 
would not be used in association within any commercial business. 
 
Due to the size of the site and the stables proposed, in the interests of highway 
safety, a condition is therefore proposed to make it explicit that the land and buildings 
cannot be used for commercial purposes. 

 
 

Other matters 
Well – being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 
The Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 imposes a duty on the 
Council not only to carry out sustainable development, but also to take reasonable 
steps in exercising its functions to meet its sustainable development (or well-being) 
objectives. The Act sets a requirement to demonstrate in relation to each application 
determined, how the development complies with the Act. 
 
The report on this application has taken into account the requirements of Section 3 
‘Well-being duties on public bodies’ and Section 5 ‘The Sustainable Development 
Principles’ of the Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015. The 
recommendation is made in accordance with the Act’s sustainable development 
principle through its contribution towards Welsh Governments well-being objective of 
supporting safe, cohesive and resilient communities. It is therefore considered that 
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there would be no significant or unacceptable impact upon the achievement of well-
being objectives as a result of the proposed recommendation.  

 
 
5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 

5.1 The site is located within open countryside adjacent to Mold-Denbigh Road and a public right 
of way, within the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley AONB, and is therefore in a visually 
sensitive location.  
 

5.2 Officers consider, having regard to the planning history, that the mixed use of an area of land 
of the size involved for agricultural purposes and the keeping of horses, and the retention of 
stables is acceptable in principle, subject to suitable conditions being imposed, including to 
restrict commercial use of the land, to require landscaping to be carried out and to control 
external storage in the interests of visual amenity, to prevent the site appearing unduly 
cluttered, to the detriment of the character and appearance of the AONB. 

 
5.3 The application is therefore recommended for grant, subject to the imposition of the 

conditions listed below.  
 

RECOMMENDATION: GRANT - subject to the following conditions:- 
 

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

DATE 2025 
2. 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) Elevations and floor plan (Drawing No. 75719/02 - revised) received 6 November 2019 
(ii) Existing Block plan (Drawing No. 75719/03 Rev A) received 02 December 2019 
(iii) Proposed Block Plan (Drawing No. 75719/04 Rev B) received 22 January 2020 
(iv) Location Plan (Drawing No. 75719/01 Rev A) received 28 November 2019. 

3. The land and buildings subject of this permission shall at no time be used as a horse livery, 
riding centre or for any commercial purpose. No competitive events or public address and 
sound amplification system or external lighting shall be permitted on the land at any time. 

4. The developments / uses hereby permitted shall not be allowed to continue after 1st 
September 2020 unless the written approval of the Local Planning Authority has been 
obtained to details of a scheme of landscaping and planting for the site. All planting 
comprised in the approved details of landscaping shall be carried out no later than the autumn 
2020 planting and seeding season.  Any trees or plants which within a period of 5 years from 
the completion of the development die, are removed or become seriously damaged or 
diseased shall be replaced in the next planting season with others of similar size and species, 
unless otherwise agreed in writing. 

5. Within 3 months of the date of this permission, the shed building and carriage identified for 
removal on the approved proposed block plan shall be removed from site and the land shall 
be restored to a grassed field. 

6. The parking of vehicles and horse boxes and the external storage of hay and straw shall be 
restricted to the locations shown on the approved proposed block plan and no other external 
storage or stationing of horse boxes; caravans; lorry backs; crates; storage containers; 
machinery; tools; goods; bulk hay, straw or other animal feed and bedding material; waste or 
any other equestrian paraphernalia relating to the use of the land shall be permitted within the 
application site boundary without the prior written approval of the local planning authority. 

 
 
The reasons for the conditions are:- 
 
1. To comply with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 
2. For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure a satisfactory standard of development. 
3. In the interests of visual amenity, residential amenity, to protect the character and appearance 

of the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley AONB and highway safety. 
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4. In the interests of visual amenity and to protect the character and appearance of the Clwydian 
Range and Dee Valley AONB. 

5. For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of visual amenity and to protect the character 
and appearance of the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley AONB. 

6. For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of visual amenity and to protect the character 
and appearance of the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley AONB. 

 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
 
None. 
 
COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED PLANS AND CONDITIONS 
Please be reminded that any permission or consent must be carried out strictly in accordance with the 
approved plans and conditions imposed which are clearly listed on this certificate of decision. Pre-
Commencement conditions should be given particular attention. Failure to do so could result in 
enforcement action being taken by the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Further detailed information on how to comply along with other relevant information relating to your 
decision is contained in the detailed Notes to Applicant attached to this certificate which you are 
strongly advised to consider. 
 
If you are in any doubt about your obligations, including any obligation you may have to pay 
commuted sums, please contact the Local Planning Authority at planning@denbighshire.gov.uk 
quoting the reference of your planning permission. 
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 Sarah Stubbs
WARD : 
 

Prestatyn Meliden 
 

WARD MEMBER: 
 

Councillor Peter Evans 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

43/2019/0730/ PF 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Erection of 41 affordable dwellings and associated works 

LOCATION: Former Plas Deva Caravan Park  Ffordd Talargoch Meliden  
Prestatyn LL19 8NR 
 

APPLICANT: Macbryde Homes Ltd. 
 

CONSTRAINTS Tree Preservation Order 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

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

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

 Community Council concerns over impact of increased traffic on highway 
 

 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 

PRESTATYN TOWN COUNCIL 
Original Response 
“No Objection subject to planning conditions:- 
 Traffic impact on A547 is a concern as road already considered to be at capacity. 
 Historic boundary wall should be preserved, surveyed and any defects remedied. 
 Mature trees on site should be protected. 
 Affordable housing should be given priority to local people.” 
 
Re-consultation response 
“Observations 
Proposed reorientation of plots 24/25/26 - are plans available? 
Position regarding future of Ffordd Talargoch Villas requires clarification. 
Concerns about impact of increased traffic on adjoining highway 
Committee would welcome a site meeting to clarify proposed changes.” 
 
 
CLWYDIAN RANGE AND DEE VALLEY AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY 
JOINT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
Original Response 
"Although just outside the AONB the Joint Committee considers this site to be within the setting 
of the protected landscape. It is noted that the site is allocated for housing in the LDP and the 
committee has no objection in principle to its development and welcomes the provision of much 
needed affordable housing to meet local need. 
 
The existing TPO protected tree cover on the site eases the transition of the built up area of 
Meliden into the adjoining countryside of the AONB and, although it is accepted that some trees 
will have to be removed to facilitate development, the committee is of the view that the best 
trees should be retained and accommodated within the scheme. This latest layout retains a 
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number of the most important trees on the site within the proposed open space, which is 
welcomed, but two other significant trees (T.13 and 14) which are important landscape 
features are to be removed and the committee would favour a layout which retains one or 
ideally both of these Ash trees. The comments of the Forestry Officer that they may succumb to 
ash dieback is noted but there is no indication of disease at present and their future prospects 
are unknown. Retention and management of much of the tree cover (G.3) along the south 
eastern boundary which abuts the Prestatyn-Dyserth Way and the AONB is 
also supported. 
 
The stone boundary wall along the road frontage is a locally distinctive feature and a reminder 
of the quarrying heritage of the area, and the Joint Committee would recommend that this 
should be retained, traditionally restored and extended to the entire site frontage. The stone 
boundary wall along the south eastern boundary should be similarly retained and restored. 
 
The inclusion of a footpath link to the Prestatyn-Dyserth Way and the wider local footpath 
network serving the AONB in the latest layout is welcome, but the committee would suggest 
that to facilitate its use this should be accommodated within a wider and more attractive 
landscaped corridor than the narrow alley which is currently shown. Whilst enhanced 
opportunities to access the AONB and to promote active travel are supported this does 
bring additional maintenance and network development costs to which the committee would 
welcome any developer contributions which may be negotiated as part of a S.106 agreement. 
 
Finally, an external lighting plan is required to ensure that street lighting and any other external 
lighting is designed and managed to conserve the AONB’s dark sky and nocturnal wildlife.” 
 
Response to re-consultation 
“Thank you for consulting the AONB on this amended application. The following additional 
observations are submitted on behalf of the Joint Committee. 
 
The Joint committee welcomes confirmation that the existing local stone frontage and rear 
boundary walls will be retained and restored as part of the development, but is disappointed 
that more existing trees have not been retained and that the opportunity to enhance the 
proposed Prestatyn – Dyserth Way footpath link has not been taken. 
 
The schedule of materials specifies brick wall facings for all the new dwellings but this is not a 
common material in this part of Meliden, and the committee would suggest that the 
development would better reflect the existing character and appearance of the locality if some 
rendered units were included, notably along the Ffordd Talargoch frontage. 
 
The proposed street lighting plan is acceptable, but the committee would recommend that the 
colour temperature of the luminaires should be 3000K and not 4000K as specified to conserve 
the AONB’s dark sky and nocturnal wildlife.” 
 
 
NATURAL RESOURCES WALES (NRW) 
Original responses 
Provided comments on the detailing of the proposal in relation to Landscape Impact given the 
proximity of the site to the AONB and the need to address place requirements -  development 
should avoid urbanising the site; retain features of Meliden’s rural heritage (stone boundaries 
and important trees; connect well and avoid visually intruding upon roadside views of Graig 
Fawr and help reconcile and improve the incremental and in places detractive ribbon 
development that has taken place along Ffordd Talargoch. 
 
Also requested additional Ecological information is submitted. 
 
Response to re-consultation 
Note additional Ecological Information submitted and consider this is mainly acceptable. Details 
are required on Bat Conservation Plan, the long term management of trees on the south 
eastern boundary, and the retention and protection of trees and amended layout/planting plan 
to make space for additional planting.  
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DWR CYMRU / WELSH WATER 
No objection to the proposal having regard to impact on their assets, sewage treatment and 
water supply. Request inclusion of Advisory Notes within any consent. 
 
CLWYD POWYS ARCHAEOLOGICAL TRUST 
No objection subject to the inclusion of planning conditions. 
1) As the larger house and outbuildings will be demolished and are of at least local architectural 
and historical significance they should be fully recorded to preserve a record of the character, 
function, fabric, date and phases of use of these buildings. The record will be lodged within the 
Historic Environment Record; and  
2) A watching brief should be maintained during ground works for new foundations in the south 
west corner of the site to identify and record any remains of the former building 
 
 
CLWYD BADGER GROUP 
Concerns relating to proximity of badger activity. 
 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 

Highways Officer 
Original Consultation 
In response to the original submission, requested clarification on access visibility details 
and services within the site. 
 
Comments on Re-consultation 
Capacity of Existing Network 
Criteria viii) of Policy RD 1 advises that proposals should not have an unacceptable effect 
on the local highway network as a result of congestion, danger and nuisance arising from 
traffic generated and incorporates traffic management/calming measures where necessary 
and appropriate. 
 
Questions have been raised in relation to the future capacity of the highway network due to 
the cumulative impact of proposed development sites (both committed and current 
applications) in the vicinity, as well as sites which are allocated in the Local Development 
Plan. As part of recently approved developments on land to the south of the A547, Dyserth 
(application reference 42/2018/0923) and North of the A547, Rhuddlan (Application 
Reference 44/2018/0855) MacBryde Homes commissioned SCP to provide a cumulative 
impact assessments of all potential developments that will have an impact on the A547 
and subsequently a ‘Cumulative Transport Impact Assessment” report was summarised in 
a report dated January 2019 and submitted for both applications.    
 
The report identified that the key junctions along the A547 (A547 / Dyserth Road / B5119 
Waterfall Road signalised junction and A547/A5151 New Road/Rhyl Road Roundabout) 
would continue to operate within capacity with all the proposed developments sites (both 
committed and current applications at the time), along the sites that are allocated in the 
Local Development Plan.  
 
As Plas Deva site is allocated with the Local Development Plan, the traffic generated by 
this development was included in the cumulative impact assessment work and on this 
basis it was identified that there would be no concern over the cumulative impacts of this 
development.  
 
The accident data obtained for a 5 year period shows that there has been 5 accidents 
which were recorded in close proximity to the site access.   These accidents were not 
related to the site location and this record does not lead to any significant concerns by the 
proposed development.  
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Having regard to the scale of the proposed development, the existing highway network and 
the submitted highways details, it is considered that the proposals would not have an 
unacceptable impact on the local highways network in terms of capacity. 

 
Accessibility 
At 8.7.1 Planning Policy Wales (PPW) specifies that when local planning authorities 
determine planning applications they should take account of the accessibility of a site by a 
range of different transport modes. TAN 18 at 6.2 states that walking should be promoted 
as the main mode of transport for shorter trips. Section 6.2 goes onto specify that when 
determining planning applications local planning authorities should; 
 
• ensure that new development encourages walking as a prime means for local 
journeys by giving careful consideration to location, access arrangements and design, 
including the siting of buildings close to the main footway, public transport stops and 
pedestrian desire lines; 
• ensure that pedestrian routes provide a safe and fully inclusive pedestrian 
environment, particularly for routes to primary schools; 
• ensure the adoption of suitable measures, such as wide pavements, adequate 
lighting, pedestrian friendly desire lines and road crossings, and traffic calming; 
 
Policy RD1 of the LDP states that development should provide safe and convenient 
access for disabled people, pedestrians and cyclists. Policy ASA 2 of the LDP identifies 
that schemes may be required to provide or contribute to the following; 
 
• Capacity improvements or connection to the cycle network; 
• Provision of walking and cycling links with public transport facilities; 
• Improvement of public transport services. 
 
The Transport Statement demonstrates that the development is sustainable with good 
accessibility to the site for those travelling by foot and bicycle and is located close to bus 
stops which provide regular services throughout the week days.  
 
Pedestrian and cycle access will be provided from the same location as site access and a 
pedestrian link will be provided onto the Public Right of Way / Pen Y Maes on the south 
eastern section of the site.  
 
Having regard to the location of the existing site and existing arrangements it is considered 
that the proposals are acceptable in terms of accessibility and the policy requirements 
identified above. 
 
Site Access 
Criteria vii) of Policy RD 1 of the Denbighshire Local Development Plan (LDP) requires that 
developments provide safe and convenient access for disabled people, pedestrians, 
cyclists, vehicles and emergency vehicles. In order to comply with this requirement site 
accesses should meet relevant standards. Technical Advice Note 18: Transport (TAN 18) 
specifies at 5.11 that new junctions must have adequate visibility and identifies Annex B as 
providing further advice on required standards. 
 
The vehicular access to the development will be along the A547 and will take the form a 
simple priority controlled T-Junction.    The proposed internal estate road will be 5.5m 
carriageway with 2m wide footways on both sides.   
 
Visibility at the proposed site access will be 2.4m x 90m and in accordance with TAN 18 
guidance.  
 
The proposed site access arrangements demonstrate compliance with the visibility 
standards set out in Annex B TAN 18 and are therefore considered to be acceptable. 
 
Site Layout (including roads, pavements, manoeuvring, lighting etc.) 
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Criteria vii) of Policy RD1 of the LDP states that development should provide safe and 
convenient access for disabled people, pedestrians, cyclists, vehicles and emergency 
vehicles together with adequate parking, services and manoeuvring space. 
 
Specific design guidance is contained within the following documents; 
 
• Manual for Streets 
• Denbighshire County Council Highways and Infrastructure: Minimum Specification for 

the Construction of Roads Serving Residential Development and Industrial Estates 
• Denbighshire County Council: Specification for Highway Lighting Installations 
• Denbighshire County Council: General Requirement for Traffic Signs and Road 

Markings 
 
The vehicular access to the development will be along the A547 and will take the form a 
simple priority controlled T-Junction. The proposed internal estate road will be 5.5m 
carriageway with 2m wide footways on both sides 
 
Pedestrian and cycle access will be provided from the same location as the site access 
and it is proposed to provide a link the existing Public Right of Way onto Pen Y Maes on 
the south eastern section of the site 
 
In order to demonstrate that the site can be serviced sufficiently, swept path analysis has 
been submitted and shown in Drawing No: SCP/190527/ATR01 Appendix C. The swept 
path analysis demonstrates that service and refuse vehicles can enter the site via the site 
access, turn within the site at appropriate points, and exit the site in a forward gear. 
 
Having regard to the details provided and guidance identified above, it is considered that 
the on-site highway arrangements are acceptable. 
 
Parking 
Policy ASA 3 requires that development proposals, including changes of use, will be 
expected to provide appropriate parking spaces for cars and bicycles. Supplementary 
Planning Guidance Note: Parking Requirements in New Developments (Parking SPG) 
identifies the required standards. 
Policy ASA 3 also identifies circumstances that will be given consideration when 
determining parking provision. These circumstances are; 
 
• The site is located within a high-densely populated area; 
• Access to and availability of public transport is secured; 
• Parking is available within reasonable distance of the site; 
• Alternative forms of transport are available in the area. 
 
The parking for each plot will be taken in a mixture of driveways and parking bays close to 
each plot and it has been identified that the parking provided is in accordance with 
D.C.C.’s parking standards and in line with the Policy ASA 3.  
 
The proposed parking arrangements are compliant with the standards set out in the 
Parking SPG and are therefore considered acceptable 
 
Having regard to the detailed assessments above, taking into consideration the capacity of 
the existing highway network, accessibility, site access and site layout, Highways Officers 
would see no reason to object to the proposed development, subject to appropriate 
conditions requiring submission of all highway details and a condition to ensure the 
visibility splays are kept free of any obstructions. 
 

 
Public Protection Officer  
No objection subject to conditions requiring the submission of a remediation strategy and 
verification report. 
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County Ecologist 
No objection subject to the inclusion of conditions to ensure the development is carried out in 
accordance with mitigation proposals, landscaping and management plans. A Licence will be 
required from NRW. 
 
 
Flood Risk Engineer 
No objection, SAB approval is required 
 
Strategic Housing & Policy Officer 
No objection 
 
Tree Specialist 
Original response 
The Category A beech (T3), Category B holm oak (T16) and Category B2/C2 monkey puzzle 
(T15) are being retained within a proposed open space. The layout also allows for the trees to 
be retained along the southern boundary but it is likely that they will need to be cut back quite 
hard to the rear of plots 21 to 23 where the depth of rear garden is much shorter. There are 
also several trees within G3 that are in poor condition and require removal. 
Unfortunately, the other trees on the site will be removed including the ashes (T13 and T14). 
These two trees are good specimens but may succumb to ash dieback, would restrict 
development if retained and would prevent the remediation of the contamination within their 
vicinities. 
As a group the trees in the centre of the site provide amenity but they are generally poor quality 
and it is considered more important to retain trees that will be more visible from outside the site 
post development. 
 
Recommends submission of an Arboricultural Method Statement (AMS) and offers suggestions 
relating to landscaping detail proposed. 
 
Re-consultation response 
No objection to AMS submitted and amended landscaping details. 
 

 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 

None 
 
 

EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION: 12/2/2020 
 
 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 Full planning permission is sought for a development involving 41 affordable dwellings 

and associated works on land at the former Plas Deva Caravan Park site in the village 
of Meliden. 
 

1.1.2 The main elements of the proposal are: 
 
 The erection of 41 semi detached and terraced houses and flats comprising a mix 

of: 
8 no. 1 bed flats 
19 no. 2bed houses 
12 no. 3 bed houses  
2 no. 4 bed houses 
 

 4 different house types, all of which are 2 storey. 
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 Provision of off street parking spaces for each plot with private rear amenity areas 
for each dwelling. 

 41 affordable houses offering a mixed tenure of rent to own, intermediate rent 
and affordable rent. 

 The properties would be constructed using facing brick, with slate grey concrete 
roof tiles and uPVC windows. 

 An altered vehicular, pedestrian and cycle access off the A547 
 Associated boundary stone walls retained and concrete panels/metal gates 

replaced with fencing 
 Removal of redundant building (former caravan park manager/owners 

accommodation known as Talargoch Villa) 
 Tree removal within and on the boundaries of the site with some tree works 

required to remaining trees 
 Approximately 1000sqm of open space located at the front corner of the site, 

containing the retained high quality trees. 
 Erection of a Bat Barn within the proposed open space area. 
 Footpath link to the Prestatyn – Dyserth Walkway 
 Hard and soft landscaping 

 
1.1.3 Along with the plans, a number of documents have been submitted in support of the 

application:- 
 
* Planning, Design & Access Statement 
* Pre Application Consultation Report 
* Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey 
* Bat Survey 
* Reptile Survey 
* Arboricultural Impact Assessment and Arboricultural Method Statement 
* Transport Statement 
* Drainage Assessment 
* Traffic Noise Assessment 
* Geo Environmental Report 

              * Construction Method Statement 
  * Local Employment Strategy 
  * Landscape Management Plan 
  * Lighting Detail 

 
Plans illustrating the proposals are attached at the front of the report. 

 
 

1.2 Other relevant information/supporting documents in the application 
1.2.1 The supporting documents include a Design and Access Statement. The statement 
refers to the other documents submitted with the application and how these assist the 
consideration of the proposals. 
 
-  It states that 

….. ‘The applicant is an experienced housebuilder and the product that it builds is of an 
exceptional high-quality. The proposed development is no exception and detailed consideration 
has been given to the proposed layout and design of the scheme, to ensure it achieves a high 
standard of design and is in-keeping with the existing character and appearance of the 
surrounding area. 
 

- 41 dwellings are proposed as part of the development, comprising a mixture of one, two, three 
and four bedroom properties. A mix of housetypes and tenures are proposed including flats 
and terraced properties. The maximum height will be two-storeys, in keeping with the 
surrounding area and in compliance with Policy RD 1 and TAN 12. The orientation of the 
buildings and plots will ensure that the site benefits from natural surveillance and overlooking, 
and will provide inclusive design in accordance with the Councils Residential Development 
Design Guidance. 
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- The proposed new density across the site is 45dph, in accordance with the Council’s 
requirement of a minimum 35dph within Policy BSC 1 and seeks to ensure that the proposed 
development makes the most efficient use of land. The proposed site area extends to 1ha, of 
which 0.1ha is proposed for open space, in compliance with Policy BSC11 and the Council’s 
Recreation Public Open Space SPG. Consideration has also been given to the Residential 
Space Standards SPG which stipulates the minimum Gross Internal Area (GIA) required for 
each of the properties. The proposed GIA floorspace is substantially above the minimum 
standards required within the SPG, ranging from 51 to 111sqm.  
 

- Landscaping and tree planning are proposed throughout the development, as shown in the 
Landscaping and management Plan, and over 0.1ha of open space required. 
 

- In relation to Highway considerations, 
-  a Transport Assessment has been submitted alongside detailed access drawings. Access to 

the site will be via the A547 and will take the form of priority controlled T junction, include a 
5.5m wide carriageway and 2m wide footpath on both sides which includes pedestrian and 
cycle access with an additional pedestrian link provided in to the public right of way along the 
south-east boundary of the site.  
 
In relation to highway capacity, the maximum number of vehicular trips arising from the 
development will be 31 two-way trips during the AM peak and 20 two-way trips during the PM 
peak. The cumulative impact of the proposed development, in conjunction with their recent 
scheme at Dyserth (Ref: 42/2018/0923) and Rhuddlan (Ref: 44/2018/0855) has been 
assessed. It concludes that the A547 / Dyserth Road/Waterfall Road Signalised Junction and 
New Road/Rhyl Road Roundabout would continue to operate within capacity, alongside 
committed, current, and allocated sites. Given that the Site is a housing allocation within the 
LDP, the traffic generated by this scheme was included in the cumulative impact assessment, 
and there are no identified concerns with the proposed development scheme from a highway 
perspective. 
 
In view of the above, it is considered that the proposed scheme and accompanying Transport 
Assessment and Transport Implementation Strategy and associated proposed layout and 
access plans, demonstrate scheme compliance with Policies RD1 and ASA3; Parking 
Standards SPG; TAN18, PPW10 (Paragraph 3.1.4); and Active Travel Act (Wales) 2013. 
 
In relation to drainage:  
 

- a Drainage Assessment has been prepared as part of the application. The disposal of surface 
water by infiltration is not expected to be feasible owing to the ground condition. In the absence 
of any waterbodies or surface water sewers, surface water from the Site will therefore be 
directed to the existing highway drainage system located in Ffordd Talargoch. It is proposed 
the foul water from the proposed development will be directed to the 150mm VC public 
combined water gravity sewer, located immediately to the north of the Site. 
 
These proposed drainage measures are considered to be acceptable; they will ensure that the 
proposed development does not increase flood-risk elsewhere and that surface water run-off 
can be sustainably managed and compliant with Policy VOE 6 and TAN15, NRW guidance, 
and the latest national standards on SUDS. 

 
- The concluding section states:  

‘The Site is located within the Development Boundary of Meliden, it is an allocated site, and 
there is a clear need for market and affordable housing within Meliden. The existing housing 
land supply shortfall within the County, as evidenced in the JHLAS, is also a significant material 
consideration in the determination of this Applications. 

 
This Statement has clearly demonstrated that the proposed development will be of a high-
quality design, in keeping and reflective of the local character, and will not impact negatively on 
residential amenity nor the local highway network. The proposed development will not give 
cause to any harm to the local landscape and ecological value. 

 
The proposed development demonstrates full compliance with the objectives of the PPW10 
and will deliver social, economic and environmental benefits for the local area. Crucially, it will 
deliver new housing in the short-term, helping to address the significant housing land supply 
shortfall identified within this Statement, delivering much needed affordable housing in a 
sustainable urban location.’ 

 

Tudalen 72



 
 
 

1.3 Description of site and surroundings 
1.3.1 The site comprises of approximately 1ha of land, consisting of a series of terraces 

sloping upwards to the rear of the site from the A547 (Ffordd Talargoch). 
 

1.3.2 The land was formerly occupied by ‘Plas Deva Caravan Park’ which was a static and 
touring caravan site licenced for 65 caravans.  The caravan park is thought to have 
ceased operating in 2006 or 2007, prior to the submission of an outline application for 
residential development in 2007. 
 

1.3.3 The site contains all of the original concrete bases for the caravans and the former 
site manager’s dwelling, known as ‘Talargoch Villa’ (or 113 Ffordd Talargoch). The 
site is now very overgrown having been unused for many years. 
 

1.3.4 The site contains a number of trees, some of which are protected by a Tree 
Preservation Order (those located in a group to the front of the site). 
 

1.3.5 There is an existing vehicular access to the site in the north eastern corner, and a 
secondary vehicular access off an existing track to the south western boundary, which 
is now gated. The site shares its access with a private dwelling to the rear of the site 
(Gwrych Mount) which has a right of way running through the site. 
 

1.3.6 Along Ffordd Talargoch, partly along the south western boundary and the rear 
boundary along the Prestatyn to Dyserth Walkway the site is bounded by a stone wall 
along with trees and other undergrowth. 

 
1.3.7 To the north western boundary is Ffordd Talargoch (A547), to the north eastern 

boundary is the former Meliden Garden Centre site (which is now vacant), to the 
south western boundary is the Prestatyn to Dyserth walkway which lies at the base of 
Graig Fawr, and to the south western boundary is a private access road which leads 
to land to the rear of the adjacent garage and car sales site ‘Prestatyn Car Sales’ 
which has permission for the development of 7 dwellings.  

 
1.3.8 Plans indicating the context of the site location along with detailing of the proposal are 

attached to the front of the report. 
 
 

1.4 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.4.1 The site is within the development boundary of Meliden on the proposals map of the 

Local Development Plan (LDP).  
 

1.4.2 The site is allocated for housing in the LDP. An extract from the Proposals Map is 
included at the front of the report. 

 
1.4.3 The hill at Graig Fawr rises to the rear of the site and is within the Area of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty (AONB) and is designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI). 

 
1.4.4 The site contains a number of trees, including a group to the front of the site which 

are protected by a 1950 Tree Preservation Order. 
 
1.4.5 Meliden was a former mining area, obliging due consideration of ground conditions for 

potential contamination. 
 

1.5 Relevant planning history 
1.5.1 There are lapsed outline planning permissions dating back to 2007 and 2011 for 

residential development on the site. 
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1.6 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.6.1 A revision to the layout of plots 24, 25 and 26 has been submitted, along with a 

number of amendments to the landscaping detail following discussions with the 
County Ecologist. 
 

1.6.2 In response to consultee responses, further ecological information has been 
submitted, along with an Arboricultural Method Statement, Landscape Management 
Plan, revised Drainage Assessment, Construction Method Statement, Local 
Employment Strategy and Lighting details. 
 

1.6.3 A draft Unilateral Undertaking has also been submitted to secure the affordable 
housing and open space provision and contribution. 
 

1.6.4 Clarification has been sought from the applicant in relation to the possible retention of 
the existing building on site known as Talargoch Villa following a request by the Local 
Member. The applicant has confirmed this is not possible, and an explanation is 
provided in a following sections of the report.  

 
       1.7 Other relevant background information 

1.7.1 None 
 
 
2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 

2.1 43/2007/0714/PO Development of 1.0 ha of land for residential development and construction 
of new vehicular access (outline application) GRANTED 15th August 2008 
 
43/2011/0798/PS Variation of condition no's 2 and 3 of outline planning permission code no. 
43/2007/0714 to extend the period for submission of reserved matters and commencement of 
development. APPROVED, 11th October 2011. An additional 2 years given to submit 
reserved matters detail 
 
43/2013/1318 Change of use of land for the siting of up to 43 park homes for permanent 
residential occupation including access improvements and retention of existing building for 
site managers accommodation REFUSED by Planning Committee 18th June, 2014 
 
43/2014/1371/PF Full planning application for change of use of land for siting of 26 park 
homes including access, car parking and associated works, and erection of 17 dwellings and 
conversion of existing buildings into 2 dwellings WITHDRAWN December 2015 
 

 
 
3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 

The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
 

3.1 Local Policy/Guidance 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4th June 2013) 

  Policy RD1 – Sustainable development and good standard design 
Policy RD5 – The Welsh language and the social and cultural fabric of communities 
Policy BSC1 – Growth Strategy for Denbighshire 
Policy BSC3 – Securing infrastructure contributions from Development 
Policy BSC4 – Affordable Housing 
Policy BSC11 – Recreation and open space 
Policy VOE2 – Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and Area of Outstanding Beauty 
Policy VOE5 – Conservation of natural resources 
Policy VOE6 – Water management 
Policy ASA3 – Parking standards 
 

Supplementary Planning Guidance 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Affordable Housing  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Archaeology 
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Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Clwydian Range and Dee Valley Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Conservation and Enhancement of Biodiversity  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Parking Requirements In New Developments 

Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Planning Obligations  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Recreational Public Open Space  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Development  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Development Design Guide 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Space Standards  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Trees & Landscaping 

 
 

3.2 Government Policy / Guidance 
Planning Policy Wales (Edition 10) December 2018 
Development Control Manual November 2016 
Technical Advice Notes 

 
TAN 1 Joint Housing Land Availability Studies (2015) 
TAN 2 Planning and Affordable Housing (2006) 
TAN 5 Nature Conservation and Planning (2009) 
TAN 10 Tree Preservation Orders (1997) 
TAN 16 Sport, Recreation and Open Space (2009) 
TAN 18 Transport (2007) 
TAN 20 Planning and the Welsh Language (2017) 
 
Circulars 
 

3.3 Other material considerations 
 
 

4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 
 

In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Section 9.1.2 of the Development Management Manual (DMM) confirms the requirement that 
planning applications ‘must be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted 
development plan for the area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise'. It 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.  
The DMM further states that material considerations 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 (Section 9.4).  
 
The DMM has to be considered in conjunction with Planning Policy Wales, Edition 10 (December 
2018) and other relevant legislation. 
 
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 Density of development 
4.1.3 Visual amenity including landscape/ impact on AONB and Trees 
4.1.4 Residential amenity 
4.1.5 Ecology 
4.1.6 Drainage (including flooding) 
4.1.7 Highways (including access and parking) 
4.1.8 Affordable Housing 
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4.1.9 Open Space 
4.1.10 Contaminated land 

 
Other Matters 
 

4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 
4.2.1 Principle 

The main Local Development Plan Policy relevant to the principle of the 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 and 
villages. It encourages provision of a range of house sizes, types and tenure to reflect 
local need and demand and the Local Housing market assessment. 
 
The site is located within the development boundary of Meliden, which is defined as a 
village in the LDP. Collectively, villages are expected to contribute around 900 
dwellings over the Local Development Plan period to meet local needs.  
 
The site is allocated for housing in the LDP. It has been the subject of previous 
planning consents. 
 
It should also be noted that the Denbighshire County Council Corporate Plan (2017-
2022) commits the Council to supporting the development of 1000 homes in the 
county. This proposal would make a positive contribution to meeting that target. 

 
The principle of housing development is therefore considered acceptable. Officers 
would suggest the acceptability of the particular proposals therefore has to rest on 
assessment of the local impacts, which are reviewed within the following sections of 
the report. 
 
 

4.2.2 Density of development 
Policy RD1 test ii) states that a minimum density of 35 dwellings per hectare (dpa) 
should be achieved in order to ensure the most efficient use of land, and that these 
minimum standards should be achieved unless there are local circumstances that 
dictate a lower density. An indicative number of 30 dwellings is referenced in the LDP 
for the Plas Deva site. 
 
The site area in this instance is approximately 1 hectare. The proposal is for the 
erection of 41 dwellings. This represents a density of 41 dwellings per hectare (dpa), 
which is higher than the minimum 35dpa referred to in Policy RD1. The development 
would consist of 33 houses and 8 flats, the flats being ground and first floor flats on 4 
plots, hence the relatively higher density figure.  
 
Having regard to the layout and relationship between dwellings within the site and 
nearby properties, and the nature of development in the locality, the density of the 
development is considered acceptable in this area.   

 
 

4.2.3 Visual amenity including landscape/impact on AONB and Trees 
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. 
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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.  
 
There are no individual representations on the proposal raising comment on the visual 
and landscape impacts of the development. 
 
Prestatyn Town Council’s first response asked for consideration of measures to 
secure the preservation of the stone boundary walls and trees.  

Natural Resources Wales raise no objections on AONB / landscape grounds. 

The AONB Advisory Committee does not consider the development will cause 
unacceptable harm to the setting of the AONB. The Committee welcomes 
confirmation that the existing local stone frontage and rear boundary walls will be 
retained and restored as part of the development, but is disappointed that more 
existing trees have not been retained and that the opportunity to enhance the 
proposed Prestatyn – Dyserth Way footpath link has not been taken. In noting the 
schedule of materials specifies brick wall facings for all the new dwellings, the 
committee would suggest that the development would better reflect the area if some 
rendered units were included. Finally the Committee comment that the proposed 
street lighting plan is acceptable, but recommends the colour temperature of the 
luminaires should be 3000K and not 4000K as specified to conserve the AONB’s dark 
sky and nocturnal wildlife. 

 
In terms of general visual amenity considerations, the site is accessed directly off 
Ffordd Talargoch (A547) which is the main road running through the village of 
Meliden. An estate road would lead to the dwellings, with the right of way maintained 
to the dwelling ‘Gwrych Mount’. An area of open space, measuring approximately 
1000 sq metres is shown within the north western corner of the site, where the largest 
and highest quality trees on site are to be retained.   
 
The existing stone boundary wall which is locally distinctive would be retained. Where 
necessary, the stone wall would be repaired, and along the south western boundary a 
gate (former access) and old concrete panels will be replaced with fencing, planting 
will be retained and enhanced with additional landscaping undertaken across the site. 
 
The wall material proposed would be facing brick with slate grey coloured roof tiles. 
Assessment of the materials is provided below in response to the comments made by 
the AONB Advisory Committee.  
 
In terms of landscape and impact on AONB 
The site is not located within the AONB but adjoins the boundary, the site sitting at the 
base of Graig Fawr along the boundary of the Prestatyn  - Dyserth Walkway, so it is 
located within the setting of this protected area.  
 
The application has been submitted with full landscaping details, Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment (AIA) and Arboricultural Method Statement (AMS) and a detailed 
Landscape Management plan which clarifies all aspects of the scheme in relation to 
existing trees, proposed landscaping and overall management of the site, including 
open spaces and the stone boundary walls. 

In relation to the comments of the AONB Advisory Committee: it is proposed to retain 
as many of the highest quality trees as possible along with the retention of the 
majority of the trees along the north eastern boundary and southern eastern boundary 
along the boundary with the Prestatyn to Dyserth Walkway. Some of the poorer 
specimens would be removed along with maintenance works to existing trees also 
undertaken. A comprehensive landscaping scheme has been submitted showing 
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additional landscaping that would be undertaken on site boundaries and within the 
site, which will assist in integrating the site into the landscape which is welcomed. 

In relation to the comment regarding enhancement of the footpath link to the 
Prestatyn-Dyserth Walkway, this has been raised with the applicant. The location of 
the footpath link is considered to be the most appropriate given the layout of the site 
and would comprise a 2m wide footpath. The detailing of the path has not been 
provided at this however the applicant is aware of the need to ensure the path is 
suitably detailed and a planning condition is suggested requiring the submission of 
the detailing to include surfacing, lighting, signage etc. 

In relation to the use of external materials, the existing character of development in 
the area is very mixed with examples of brickwork, render, spar dash and further 
along Ffordd Talargoch metal cladding on existing buildings. Taken in this context, the  
use of brick and slate grey roof tiles on the dwellings is considered appropriate, along 
with the retention of the existing stone wall along with existing and proposed 
screening.  

A sensitive lighting scheme has been submitted with the application, but a condition 
to ensure reduced lighting levels as per the AONB Advisory Committee’s comments 
would be necessary, to assist with the aspiration to secure formal Dark Sky 
recognition but also having regard to the ecological sensitivity of the area. 

It is recognised that due to the levels of the site, that the higher parts of the site will 
be visible, however the site itself is and will remain well ‘contained’ within a stone 
boundary wall with screening along the boundaries. Overall, having regard to the 
existing boundary treatments, retention of trees along with new landscaping within the 
site itself, it is considered that the landscape and visual impact of the development 
would be limited and localised.  
 

In relation to the loss of trees (some covered by a TPO), removal of a number of trees 
is required in order to accommodate the new development proposed and an 
Arboricultural Impact Assessment has been undertaken which categorises the quality 
of trees on the site. There is group TPO (G14, 1950) on the front part of the site which 
consists of ‘mixed hardwoods’.  
 
A Category A tree is a ‘tree of high quality with an estimated remaining life 
expectancy of at least 40 years’ 

A Category B tree is a ‘tree of moderate quality or value capable of making a 
significant contribution to the area for 20 or more years’. 

A Category C is a ‘tree of low quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of 
at least 10 years, or young trees with a stem diameter below 150mm’ 
 
Of the trees to be felled, many are Category C however it is intended to fell some  
Category B trees and a Category B tree should be retained unless there is an 
overriding justification. 

There is a Category A Beech tree located close to the boundary in the north east 
corner which will be retained, within the open space area along with other good 
quality Category B trees which include a Monkey Puzzle and Holm Oak. 
 
However, there are some Category B trees to be removed which are Ash trees which 
have been assessed as being prominent features but with ‘limited long term safe 
retention value’ or ‘likely ‘shed branches and develop hazards within the next 10 
years’ 
 
The Tree Specialist has considered the proposal including the Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment, Arboricultural Method Statement and landscaping proposals. The 
removal of the Category B trees ash trees is noted as unfortunate however it is 
recognised that their retention would restrict development and would prevent the 
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remediation of the contamination within their vicinity. It is also noted that the ash trees 
may succumb to ash dieback. The Tree Officer also refers to the amenity value of the 
group of trees within the centre of site, which again it would be unfortunate to lose, 
however the trees are in poor condition and it is considered of more importance to 
retain the trees that are more visible from outside the site. 
 
An updated Arboricultural Method Statement has been submitted to show how  
measures to deal with the contamination will impact on the trees, and amended 
landscaping details have also been submitted to include additional planting within the 
site. In conclusion, the Tree Officer raises no objection to the proposal subject to 
compliance with the documents and landscaping plans referred to. 
 

A single storey ‘Bat Barn’ is also proposed within the area of open space in the front 
corner of the site behind the stone boundary wall, which would measure 4m by 6m 
with a 4.25m ridge height and would be constructed of materials to match the 
development. Given the position of the wall and landscaping in the open space area 
(existing and proposed) this feature will not be visually intrusive. 

It is recognised that the topography, contamination and the number of trees on the 
site does impose constraints on new development, and ensuring an appropriate 
balance is struck can be difficult. However in conclusion, having regard to the 
detailing of the proposal, it not considered that the proposal would result in any 
significant adverse impacts on visual amenity and the landscape character of the 
area. 

 
4.2.4 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.. 
 
Planning Policy Wales 3.1.4 confirms that factors to be taken into account in making 
planning decisions (material considerations) must be planning matters; that is, they 
must be relevant to the regulation of the development and use of land in the public 
interest, towards the goal of sustainability. The residential amenity impacts of a 
development proposal are a material consideration. 
 
The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The residential amenity impacts of 
development should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
There are no representations raising residential amenity issues. 
 
The closest residential property to the site is ‘Gwrych Mount’ which is located within 
the Plas Deva site but not within the application site boundary, as will be seen on the 
site plan at the front of the report. It is understood that the applicants have an option 
to purchase this property and if this application is successful, they will be purchasing 
the property, with a view to reinstating it as a dwelling in the future. The right of way 
along with existing boundaries/hedging, amenity space will remain as existing. In the 
short term if planning permission is granted, it is intended to utilise the property as the 
Site Office with car parking to the front.  
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Having regard to the layout and position of windows within the existing dwelling at 
‘Gwrych Mount’ and the new dwellings proposed, it is not considered that there would 
be any adverse impact on the amenities of occupiers of the dwellings. 
 
In relation to the existing dwellings opposite on Ffordd Talargoch, which are part of a 
large residential area, set at a much lower ground level that the main road (Ffordd 
Talargoch/A547), these properties are located approximately 30m away from the 
boundary of the application site and at such a lower level that it is not considered that 
the development would result in any adverse impacts on the amenity of residents. 
 
 
In relation to the vacant/former Meliden Garden Centre Site, planning permission was 
granted 2012 for the erection of 8 dwellings, and in 2016 an amendment was 
approved to that scheme substituting 3 terraced units for a pair of dormer dwellings, 
so consent was given for 7 dwellings in total. All planning conditions relating to these 
consents have been complied with, and Meliden Garden Centre was demolished in 
July 2013. The permissions are therefore extant. 
 
Having regard to the proposed layout of the proposed development on the application 
site, there are no spacing or amenity concerns other than the relationship of the 
terraces of properties on plots 5-10 which would not meet the required spacing 
standards. It is considered that the window arrangements at the first floor level of 
these properties will need some further consideration in design terms to avoid 
overlooking and a condition is suggested to require the submission of further details. 
 
 
In relation to the 7 consented dwellings on land to rear of Prestatyn Car Sales  
It is not considered there would be any adverse impacts on the amenity of the closest 
property (yet to be constructed). The gable of plot 1 would face the gable of the 
proposed flats at plots 22/23, which have no side windows. This boundary will also be 
well screened, with new landscaping proposed. 
 
In relation to the standard of amenity afforded to future occupants of the proposed 
dwellings, these would all have private rear garden areas and small front gardens with 
off street parking. All properties have reasonable space proposed within the site for 
parking and there are landscaped areas around the dwellings. 
 
The dwellings proposed are all 2 storey comprising of 1 bed flat,  2, 3 and 4 bed semi-
detached and terraced properties ranging from 51sq.m (1 beds) in area to 109sq.m (4 
bed).  
 
All of the properties are compliant with the Residential Space Standards SPG in 
respect of private amenity space and floor space and in terms of the siting and layout 
of the properties, meeting the spacing standards set out in the Residential 
Development SPG. 
 
Due to the location of the development on a main road, a Road Traffic Noise 
Assessment has been submitted with the application. The recommendation of this 
Assessment refers to acoustic fencing around the gardens of the ‘end plots’ (plots 1,4, 
27 and 32) which are closest to Ffordd Talargoch, along with sound insulation 
measures within the dwellings closest to the road which include higher specification 
windows 
 
Having regard to the detailing of the development, the relationship and distances of 
the dwellings to each other and to properties in close proximity to the site, subject to a 
condition relating to window detailing on specific plots (as referred to above)  Officers’ 
opinion is that the impact on these properties would be limited. 
 

 

Tudalen 80



4.2.5 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 interests.  
 
This reflects policy and guidance in Planning Policy Wales (Section 6.4), 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.  
 
 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW) 10 sets out that “planning authorities must seek to 
maintain and enhance biodiversity in the exercise of their functions. This means that 
development should not cause any significant loss of habitats or populations of 
species, locally or nationally and must provide a net benefit for biodiversity” (para 
6.4.5 refers). PPW also draws attention to the contents of Section 6 of the 
Environment (Wales) Act 2016, which sets a duty on Local Planning Authorities to 
demonstrate they have taken all reasonable steps to maintain and enhance 
biodiversity in the exercise of their functions. It is important that biodiversity and 
resilience considerations are taken into account at an early stage when considering 
development proposals (6.4.4). 
 
The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The ecological impacts of development 
should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
There is a single representation from the Clwyd Badger Group raising a concern 
regarding the proximity of the development site to badgers within the area. 
NRW and the County Ecologist have been consulted and have raised no objections 
subject to the inclusion of conditions following the submission of additional information 
and amended landscaping plans. 
 
The application has been submitted with an Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey, Bat 
Survey, Reptile Survey, landscaping plans and Management Plan along with a 
detailed scope of works. Natural Resources Wales (NRW) and the County Ecologist 
have been consulted and the County Ecologist has been engaged in discussions with 
the applicant and their Ecologist. 
 
The existing/redundant building on the site (Talargoch Villa/113 Ffordd Talargoch) 
contains a lesser horseshoe bat satellite roost and 2 soprano pipistrelle bat day 
roosts. 
 
Given the presence of protected species, the works can only be carried out under a 
European Protected Species (EPS) License from NRW. 
 
In considering the grant of planning permission the LPA must consider whether the 
disturbance of the protected species is required for the purpose of “preserving public 
health or public safety or other imperative reasons of overriding public interest 
including those of a social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of 
primary importance of the environment.”  
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This proposal, being for an affordable housing development on an allocated, 
brownfield site is considered to accord with social and economic justifications – it will 
improve the quality of affordable housing stock in the area, and provide work for local 
trades people. Further, if carried out correctly the works could secure the longer term 
future of the habitat.  
 
Having regard to the nature of the proposal, it is not considered that there is a 
satisfactory alternative to the works proposed. 
 
It is noted that adequate mitigation methods have been proposed with a ‘Bat Barn’ 
proposed on site within the open space area.  The Bat Barn has been designed in 
accordance with ecological recommendations, it measures 4m by 6m by 4.25m ridge 
height.  The landscaping proposals have also been drawn up in close liaison with the 
County Ecologist to ensure they are appropriate in ecological terms and also 
managed/maintained in perpetuity. In addition to be controlled by the licence issues 
by NRW this has also been included within the Landscape Management Plan and 
included with a draft Unilateral  Undertaking (legal agreement) submitted to the 
Council. 
 
No objections have been raised by the County Ecologist or NRW. It is therefore 
considered that if the development was permitted, it would not be detrimental to the 
maintenance of the bat population species concerned.  
In relation to reptiles, at a warner time of year they will be translocated to an off site 
compensation area, details of which are included within the submitted documents as 
agreed by the County Ecologist.  
 
Finally, in relation to the concern from the Clwyd Badger Group regarding impact on 
the species locally, the County Ecologist has confirmed that the Extended Phase 1 
methodology would pick up any setts and record signs of Badgers. Section 5.14 of the 
submitted report indicates that there was no evidence of them on site and is satisfied 
that there would be no adverse impact. 
 
In consideration of all relevant matters in respect of ecology, it is considered that the 
recommendations in the submission are acceptable and with the imposition of 
planning conditions this would ensure that the proposed development will not have a 
negative impact on protected species. 

 
 

4.2.6 Drainage (including 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 confirms that factors to be taken into account in making 
planning decisions (material considerations) must be planning matters; that is, they 
must be relevant to the regulation of the development and use of land in the public 
interest, towards the goal of sustainability. The drainage / flooding impacts of a 
development proposal are a material consideration. 
 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10) Section 6.6.9 states ‘The adequacy of water supply 
and the sewage infrastructure should be fully considered when proposing 
development, both as a water service and because of the consequential 
environmental and amenity impacts associated with a lack of capacity’. 
 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10) Section 6.6.22 to 6.6.29 identifies flood risk as a 
material consideration in planning and along with TAN 15 – Development and Flood 
Risk, which provides a detailed framework within which risks arising from different 
sources of flooding should be assessed. TAN 15 advises that in areas which are 
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defined as being of high flood hazard, development proposals should only be 
considered where: 
- new development can be justified in that location, even though it is likely to be at 

risk from flooding; and  
- the development proposal would not result in the intensification of existing 

development which may itself be at risk; and  
- new development would not increase the potential adverse impacts of a flood 

event  
 
There are no representations raising concerns that the development would give rise 
to flooding and/ or drainage problems in the area. 
 
Foul Water 
Dwr Cymru Welsh Water (DCWW) have been consulted and have raised no objection 
to the drainage proposals. DCWW have reviewed the Drainage Assessment and 
proposed drainage layout, and note it is proposed to dispose of foul flows via the 
public sewerage system in Rhodfa Plas and that an existing foul water connection 
from the site to DCWW’s combined water manhole may be utilised. 
 
 
Surface Water 
NRW, the Councils Flood Risk Manager and Highways Officer have been consulted 
and have raised no objections to the proposal. 
 
Since January 2019, the Flood and Water Management Act 2010 (Schedule 3) 
requires that this new development incudes Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS). 
An application will be submitted to the SuDS Approval Body (SAB) 
 
In accordance with Welsh Government guidance, surface water run-off should be 
disposed of according to the following hierarchy: Rainwater collected for use; into the 
ground (infiltration); to a surface water body; to a surface water sewer or highway 
drain; to a combined sewer.  
 
The Drainage Assessment advises that a rainwater harvesting system could be 
considered to collect non-potable water for reuse where possible. This could include 
the installation of water butts at individual dwellings, which would reduce demand on 
potable water supplies. However, the incorporation of rainwater harvesting systems 
within the dwelling will require pumped systems. In accordance with the principles of 
the SuDS standards, the use of pumping should be avoided where possible. 
Therefore, priority level 1 has been discounted as the primary method for disposal of 
surface water. 
 
Infiltration tests have been undertaken and the results indicate that the site ground 
conditions are not suitable for soakaways. Furthermore, there are no surface water 
bodies in the immediate vicinity of the site. 
 
It is therefore proposed to discharge surface water run-off into the existing highway 
drainage system located on Ffordd Talargoch via a new connection. The Council’s 
Highway Section have advised this is acceptable provided the discharge rate does 
not exceed 5 litres/second. 

 
The Council’s Flood Risk Manager has raised no objection to the principles of the 
drainage scheme and advises that separate SAB approval is required. 
 
A Drainage Assessment submitted with the application is considered acceptable and 
no objections have been raised to the drainage arrangements by DCWW, the 
Council’s Flood Risk Manager or Highway Officer.  
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4.2.7 Highways (including access and parking) 
Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 supports development proposals subject to 
meeting tests (vii) and (viii) which oblige provision of safe and convenient access for a 
range of users, together with adequate parking, services and manoeuvring space; 
and require 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. The Parking Standards in New Developments 
SPG sets out the maximum parking standards for new developments 
 
These policies reflect general principles set out in Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10) 
and TAN 18 – Transport, in support of sustainable development. 
 
The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The highway impacts of development 
should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
There are no individual representations raising highway related concerns. 
 
Prestatyn Town Council have howevernoted traffic impact on A547 is a concern as 
they consider this road is already at capacity. 
 
The Highway Officer’s response on the application is set out in detail in the 
Consultation Responses section of the report. It refers to a range of issues relating to 
the application including the capacity of the existing network, accessibility, the 
detailing of the site access, aspects of the site layout, and parking matters. The main 
points of relevance are: 
 
Capacity of Existing Network 
The future capacity of the highway network due to the cumulative impact of proposed 
development sites (both committed and current applications) in the vicinity, as well as 
sites which are allocated in the Local Development Plan was raised. As part of 
recently approved developments on land to the south of the A547, Dyserth 
(application reference 42/2018/0923) and North of the A547, Rhuddlan (Application 
Reference 44/2018/0855) MacBryde Homes commissioned a cumulative impact 
assessment of all potential developments that will have an impact on the A547 and 
subsequently a ‘Cumulative Transport Impact Assessment” report was summarised in 
a report dated January 2019 and submitted for both applications.  This is also 
summarised within the Transport Statement submitted with the current application. 
 
The report identified that the key junctions along the A547 (A547 / Dyserth Road / 
B5119 Waterfall Road signalised junction and A547/A5151 New Road/Rhyl Road 
Roundabout) would continue to operate within capacity with all the proposed 
developments sites (both committed and current applications at the time), along the 
sites that are allocated in the Local Development Plan.  
 
As the application site is allocated with the Local Development Plan, the traffic 
generated by this development was included in the cumulative impact assessment 
work and on this basis it was identified that there would be no concern over the 
cumulative impacts of this development.  
 
Accessibility 
The Transport Statement demonstrates that the development is sustainable with good 
accessibility to the site for those travelling by foot and bicycle and is located close to 
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bus stops which provide regular services throughout the week days (2 stops located 
immediately in front of the site on Ffordd Talargoch). 
 
Pedestrian a cycle access will be provided from the same location as site access and 
a pedestrian link will be provided onto the Public Right of Way / Prestatyn – Dyserth 
Way on the south eastern boundary of the site.  

 
Site Access 
The vehicular access to the development will be along the A547 and will take the form 
a simple priority controlled T-Junction.  The proposed internal estate road will be 5.5m 
carriageway with 2m wide footways on both sides.   
 
Visibility at the proposed site access will be 2.4m x 90m and in accordance with TAN 
18 guidance.  

 
In order to demonstrate that the site can be serviced sufficiently, swept path analysis 
has been submitted and demonstrates that service and refuse vehicles can enter the 
site via the site access, turn within the site at appropriate points, and exit the site in a 
forward gear. 

 
Parking 
The parking for each plot will be provided in a mixture of driveways and parking bays 
close to each plot. 
 
The proposed parking arrangements are compliant with the standards set out in the 
Parking Standards SPG and are therefore considered acceptable. 
 

  
Having regard to the detailed assessments above, taking into consideration the 
conclusion of the Highway Officer on the capacity of the existing highway network, 
accessibility, site access and site layout, Officers see no fundamental highway 
grounds to object to the proposed development, subject to appropriate conditional 
controls. 
 

 
4.2.8 Affordable Housing 

A Policy BSC 1 of the Local Development Plan states that developers will be 
expected to provide a range of house sizes, types and tenures to reflect local need 
and demand. 
 
Policy BSC3 of the local development plan sets the basic requirement for 
development to contribute where relevant to the provision of infrastructure including 
affordable housing, in line with Policy BSC4. 
 
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. The policy states, proposals for 
100% affordable housing sites will only be considered on sites of 10 units or less. 
 
There is detailed guidance in the Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning 
Guidance on the approach to provision and demand.  
 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10) paragraph 4.2.25 states that a community’s need for 
affordable housing is a material planning consideration which must be taken into 
account in formulating development plan policies and the determination of planning 
applications. Paragraph 4.2.29 states that where development plan policies make 
clear that an element of affordable housing is required on specific sites, this will be a 
material consideration. 
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The proposal is for 100% affordable housing, which exceeds the recommended 
threshold of 10% of the number of dwellings on a development in excess of 10 units 
under Policy BSC4. To balance this conflict, the proposal would ensure a brownfield, 
allocated housing site is utilised to provide much needed smaller, good quality self-
contained social housing, which meets local housing need whilst meeting 
regeneration aims. The Council has supported other 100% affordable schemes in 
recent times on the basis that good quality affordable housing is being provided to 
meet an identified local housing need. 
 
The development will also support Denbighshire’s Corporate Plan priority of Housing 
– Everyone is supported to live in homes that meet their needs and contributes to 
Denbighshire’s Housing Strategy 2016-2021 of delivering affordable, quality 
accommodation to meet the residents of Denbighshire’s changing housing needs.  
 
From a Strategic Housing perspective, smaller two and three bedroom family type 
housing is sought in the area. Strategic Housing have had extensive discussions with 
the RSL involved ‘ADRE’ (formerly Cartrefi Cymundol Gwynedd) in relation to this site 
and it is a priority for future funding. Largely through the Social Housing Fund 
provided by Welsh Government if planning permission is given. 
 
The dwellings proposed will include a range of affordable tenures from rent to own, 
intermediate rent and affordable rent, using the SARTH register and Tai Teg. A local 
lettings policy can be drawn up in liaison with the Local Member. 
 
In cases where the applicants are a Registered Social landlord/housing association, 
and the development is funded/part funded by the Welsh Government and/or 
Denbighshire County Council, with a stipulation of grant funding being that the 
dwellings are for affordable purposes, in line with advice in TAN 2, the Council 
consider that there is no need to secure the provision of affordable housing through a 
legal agreement. However, in this instance a Unilateral Undertaking has been offered 
by the applicant, which includes other elements of the scheme to be secured such an 
as open space contribution and bat mitigation measures. 

 
In Officers’ opinion, the proposals merit support given the benefits they offer in 
relation to affordable housing provision. 
 

4.2.8 Open Space 
Policy BSC 3 of the local development plan sets the basic requirement for 
development to contribute, where relevant, to the provision of infrastructure, including 
recreation and open space, in accordance with Policy BSC 11.  
 
Policy BSC 11 specifies that all housing developments should make adequate 
provision for recreation and open space.  All such schemes put increased demand on 
existing open spaces and facilities and therefore the policy applies to all 
developments including single dwellings. 
 
The proposal indicates an area of open space of approximately 0.1ha in area located 
towards the front of the site in the north western corner,  which was chosen due to the 
siting of the highest quality trees which are to be retained on the site. Additional 
landscaping is proposed within it and a footpath is proposed to the open space and 
through it, also linking the lower part of the site to a higher part of the site. A 
Landscape Management Plan has been submitted detailing as aspects of the site 
management including the open space and landscaping. 
 
In accordance with Policy BSC 11, under provision of open space can be met through 
payment of a commuted sum. In this instance, the relevant sum of £17,533.22 can be  
secured by a Unilateral Undertaking (legal agreement), a draft of which has been 
submitted. 
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The development is therefore considered to be able to comply with the requirements 
of Policies BSC 3 and BSC 11. 
 
 

4.2.9 Education 
Objective 12 of Chapter 4 of the Local Development Plan identifies that the Plan will 
ensure that an adequate level of community infrastructure (including schools) will be 
provided alongside new developments. Policy BSC 3 seeks to ensure, where 
relevant, infrastructure contributions from development. 
 
The Planning Obligations SPG states that Education contributions will be sought from 
proposed developments which comprise of 5 or more dwellings, or a site area of 0.2 
hectares or more, that have the potential to increase demand on local schools. Within 
paragraph 13.6 of the SPG, there are exceptions set out in relation to the provision of 
school places based on the type of residential development proposed and the SPG 
states that contributions will not be sought in the following circumstances:- 
Housing specifically designed for occupation by elderly persons (i.e. restricted by 
planning condition or agreement to occupation by those over aged 55 years or more) 
and also 1 bed dwellings or 1 bed apartments or flats.  
 
The proposed residential development, based on established calculations, is 
expected to generate a need for 10 primary and 7 secondary pupil places. 
 
It has been confirmed by the Education Section that based on the latest school roll 
information available, there are spaces for 24 pupils available within the nearest 
primary (Ysgol Melyd) and spaces for 336 pupils available at the secondary school 
(Prestatyn High School). It has therefore been confirmed that there is sufficient 
capacity to accommodate the proposed development and a financial contribution is 
not required. 
 
 

4.2.10 Contaminated land 
The need to consider the potential impact of contaminated land in relation to 
development proposals is contained in Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10) within 
Section 6 ‘Distinctive and Natural Places’. This 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 should 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. PPW states that if contamination cannot be overcome 
satisfactorily, the authority may refuse planning permission. 
 
There are no representations raising contamination related concerns. 
 
The Council’s Pollution Control Officer has raised no objection to the proposal subject 
to the inclusion of a condition requiring the submission of a remediation strategy and 
verification report, which are suggested as planning conditions. NRW have raised no 
objection. 
A Geo-Environmental Report has been submitted with the application with 
consultations undertaken with the Councils Pollution Control Officer and NRW. 
 
Talargoch Lead mine was once located immediately to the south of the site and spoil 
heaps associated with the lead mining activity are evident to the southeast and north 
east of the site.  
 
The site investigation undertaken for this application was undertaken in May 2019 and 
included a number of testing methods which included 11 machine excavated trial pits 
to a maximum depth of 2.3m and soakaway testing in 3 trial pits. Samples were taken 
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from the site for chemical testing. 
 
The results of the site investigation show a number of contaminants on the site. Due 
the significant costs involved in removing the contaminated soil from the site, it is 
recommended that clean materials is imported to the site and raise levels accordingly 
 
No technical objections are rasied to this approach. A Remediation Strategy has 
largely been covered within the Geo-Environmental Report  but will depend on final 
dvelopment levels and therefore a final Remedaition Strategy would be required by a 
planning condition, in addition to a verification/validation report. In summary, the site 
remediation consists of approximaltey 600mm of inert cover and topsoil underlain by 
a geo-textile. 
 
Around exisitng trees to be retained, the Arboricultural Method Statement details how 
the contamination will be dealt with. The imported material would be graded from the 
edge of the roof protection areas down toward the base of the trees with a finished 
rasied level of 150mm at the base of the tree. The Tree Specialist is satisfied with this 
approach. 
 
Having regard to the above, the proposal is considered acceptable in relation to the 
remediation of contaminated land, subject to conditions. 
 
 

4.2.11 Historic Environment including removal of existing building 
Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 test (iii) requires development to protect and 
where possible to enhance the local natural and historic environment. 
 
Local Development Plan Policy VOE1 seeks to protect sites of built heritage from 
development which would adversely affect them, and requires that development 
proposals should maintain and wherever possible enhance them for their 
characteristics, local distinctiveness and value to local communities.  
 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10), Section 6 ‘Distinctive and Natural Places’ 
recognises the need to conserve archaeological remains. The consideration of 
archaeological remains and their setting is a material planning consideration in 
determining planning applications, whether those remains are a schedules monument 
or not.  
 
Section 4 of TAN 24 - The Historic Environment sets out similar considerations to be 
given by a local planning authority to the determination of applications involving 
archaeological remains, and their settings. It outlines different scenarios obliging 
consideration of impacts and stresses the need for submissions to include relevant 
surveys, studies and assessments, and mitigation proposals. 
 
 There are no Listed Buildings on the land, and the site is not located within a 
Conservation Area or area of archaeological importance. 
 
Clwyd Powys Archaeological Trust (CPAT) have been consulted and provided the 
following detailed commentary:- 
There are no recorded archaeological sites within the application red line, but there is 
reference in early OS mapping, tithe map to the presence of a substantial building 
and its associated outbuildings which may have been present  since 1840 and 
possibly earlier. The building was known as ‘Talargoch Villa’ and is thought to have 
been used to accommodate mine agents, then as a private dwelling for a number of 
years and more recently occupied by the site owner/manager of Plas Deva Caravan 
Park until it ceased operating in 2006/2007. 

 
There was an additional smaller building in the south west corner of the site on the 
1840’s tithe map which is no longer visible and may have been truncated by ground 
levelling for caravan pitches, but there may be surviving sub-surface archaeology. 
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As it is proposed to demolish the building - which is at least of local architectural and 
historical significance – there is justification for it to be fully recorded to preserve a 
record of the character, function, fabric, date and phases of use of the buildings. The 
record would then be lodged within the Historic Environment Record. In addition, an 
archaeological watching brief would need to be undertaken during ground works for 
new foundations in the south west corner of the site, to identify and record any 
remains of the former building here. Planning conditions can be attached to secure 
these. 
 
At the request of the Local Member, the applicants have explored the option of 
retaining the building, and have provided the following information:  
- The proposed scheme, which is a 100% affordable housing scheme is largely 

funded by the Social Housing Grant Fund from Welsh Government, and has 
therefore been designed to be the most cost effective.  

- The funding available in this case extends to new build dwellings and therefore 
retaining, refurbishing and converting the building is not possible.  

- The building is home to roosting bats, is in a poor state of repair, having 
remained empty and neglected for many years.  

- To re-instate it and provide a standard of accommodation that would meet 
modern standards and regulations would be extremely costly. 
 

In respecting the interest in the existing building, in the circumstances, Officers do not 
consider there is a compelling case to insist on its retention.  
 
In addition to the requirement for undertaking a detailed record of the building and an 
archaeological watching brief, it is also suggested that provision be made for a 
plaque, or information board (or similar) within the stone boundary wall along the 
frontage of the site to mark the building and its history/origins (a matter the applicant 
has confirmed a willingness to do). 

 
 
Other matters 
 
Well – being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 
The Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 imposes a duty on the Council not 
only to carry out sustainable development, but also to take reasonable steps in exercising its 
functions to meet its sustainable development (or well-being) objectives. The Act sets a 
requirement to demonstrate in relation to each application determined, how the development 
complies with the Act. 

 
The report on this application has taken into account the requirements of Section 3 ‘Well-
being duties on public bodies’ and Section 5 ‘The Sustainable Development Principles’ of the 
Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015. The recommendation is made in 
accordance with the Act’s sustainable development principle through its contribution towards 
Welsh Governments well-being objective of supporting safe, cohesive and resilient 
communities. It is therefore considered that there would be no significant or unacceptable 
impact upon the achievement of well-being objectives as a result of the proposed 
recommendation.  

 
 

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 
5.1 The principle of residential development is considered acceptable in this location within the 

development boundary of Meliden. The proposed development would provide 41 affordable 
homes which would meet an identified need in the area.  
 

5.2 It is not considered that there would be any adverse localised impacts in relation to visual or 
residential amenity, and in highway and drainage terms the proposal is considered 
acceptable. Consultation responses from specialist consultees concur with this view. 
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5.3 It is therefore recommended that Members resolve to grant planning permission subject to:- 
 
A.  Completion of a Unilateral Undertaking (UU) to secure affordable housing provision, 

open space contribution (£17, 533.22) and bat mitigation measures/ long term 
management.  

 
The precise wording of the UU would be a matter for the legal officer to finalise. In the event 
of failure to complete the agreement within 12 months of the date of the resolution of the 
planning committee, the application would be reported back to the Committee for 
determination against the relevant policies and guidance at that time. 
 
B. Compliance with the following conditions: 

 
The Certificate of Decision would not be released until the completion of the Unilateral 
Undertaking 

 
RECOMMENDATION: GRANT- subject to the following conditions:- 
 
 
1. The development to which this permission relates shall be begun no later than ......insert 

DATE 2025 
2. 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) 2P1B Walk Up-Floor Plans (Drawing No. FTM-2P1B-PL01 Rev A) received 4 November 
2019 
(ii) 2P1B Walk Up-Elevations (Drawing No. FTM-2P1B-PL02 Rev A) received 4 November 
2019 
(iii) 4P2B Semi-Floor Plans (Drawing No. FTM-4P2Bx2-PL01 Rev A) received 4 November 
2019 
(iv) 4P2B Semi-Elevations (Drawing No. FTM-4P2Bx2-PL02 Rev A) received 4 November 
2019 
(v) 4P2B 5P3B Semi-Floor Plans (Drawing No. FTM-4P2BSx2-PL01 Rev A) received 4 
November 2019 
(vi) 4P2B 5P3B Semi-Elevations (Drawing No. FTM-4P2BSx2-PL02 Rev A) received 4 
November 2019 
(vii) 6P4B - Floor Plans (Drawing No. FTM-6P4P-PL01 Rev A) received 4 November 2019 
(viii) 6P4B - Elevations (Drawing No. FTM-6P4P-PL02 Rev A) received 4 November 2019 
(ix) 4P2B 5P3B 3 Block-Floor Plans (Drawing No. FTM-4P2Bx3-PL03 ) received 27 August 
2019 
(x) 4P2B 5P3B 3 Block-Elevations (Drawing No. FTM-4P2Bx3-PL05 Rev A) received 4 
November 2019 
(xi) 4P2B 5P3B 3 Block-Elevations (Drawing No. FTM-4P2Bx3-PL06 Rev A) received 4 
November 2019 
(xii) 4P2B 5P3B 3 Block-Floor Plans (Drawing No. FTM-4P2Bx3-PL07) received 27 August 
2019 
(xiii) 4P2B 5P3B 3 Block-Elevations (Drawing No. FTM-4P2Bx3-PL04 Rev A) received 4 

 November 2019 
(xiv) 4P2B 5P3B 3 Block-Floor Plans (Drawing No. FTM-4P2Bx3-PL03 Rev A) received 4 

November 2019 
(xv) 5P3B 4P2B 4 Block - Floor Plans (Drawing No. FTM-5P3Bx4-PL01 Rev A) received 4 
November 2019 
(xvi) 5P3B 4P2B 4 Block - Elevations (Drawing No. FTM-5P3Bx4-PL02 Rev A) received 4 
November 2019 
(xvii) Topographic Survey (Drawing No. 10208/1) received 27 August 2019 
(xviii) Proposed Site Plan with Preliminary FFL's (Drawing No. PD-SP02 Rev F) received 4 
November 2019 
(xix) Proposed Site Sections (Drawing No. PD-SECS-01) received 4 November 2019 
(xx) Landscaping Plan (Drawing no P.1184.19.03 Rev C) received 22 January 2020 
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(xxi) Planting Plan (Sheet 1 of 2) (Drawing No. P.1184.19.04 Rev C) received 22 January 
2020 
(xxii) Planting Plan (Sheet 2 of 2) (Drawing No. P.1184.19.04 Rev C) received 22 January 
2020 
(xxiii) Location plan (Drawing No. MRM-LP.01) received 27 August 2019 
(xxiv) Arboricultural Impact Assessment (Ascerta Ref P.1184.10 Rev A) received 22 January 
2020 
(xxv) Road Traffic Noise Assessment (Hepworth acoustics  Ref P19-336-R01-V1 dated July 
2019) 27 August 2019 
(xxvi) Drainage Assessment (Weetwood Final Report v 1.2 dated October 2019) received 4 
November 2019 
(xxvii) Landscape Management Plan (Ascerta Ref 1184.19 Rev A January 2020) received 22 
January 2020 
(xxviii) Construction Management Plan (MacBrydes Homes dated 23rd October 2019) 
received 4 November 2019 
(xxix) Construction Management Plan Site Plan (Drawing No: PD - CMP-SP01) received 4 
November 2019 
(xxx) Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey and Daytime Bat Survey (ces ecology dated July 
2019) received 4 November 2019 
(xxxi) Bat Survey (ces ecology dated September 2019) received 4 November 2019 
(xxxii) Reptile Survey (ces ecology dated October 2019) received 4 November 2019 
(xxxiii) Email from Applicant in response to Highways dated 4 November 2019 
(xxxiv) Bat Barn Elevations (Plan ref FTM-Bat B-PL02) received 3 January 2020 
(xxxv) Bat Barn Elevations (Plan FTM - Bat B - PL01) received 3 January 2020 
(xxxvi) Bat Barn English Heritage Detail (Plan FTM Bat B-PL03) received 3 January 2020 
(xxxvii) Scope of Works and Mitigation Strategy Plan (CES Ecology) received 3 January 2020 

3. Prior to the commencement of any highway works, the detailed layout, design, means of 
traffic calming, street lighting, signing, drainage and construction of the internal estate 
road/and access to the site, and associated highway works shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The scheme shall proceed in accordance 
with such approved details. 

4. The visibility splays shown on the approved plans shall at all times be kept free of any 
planting, tree or shrub growth, or any other obstruction in excess of 0.6 metres above the 
level of the adjoining carriageway. 

5. The development hereby approved shall be carried out in strict accordance with the 
mitigation, compensation and enhancement measures set out in the approved Reptile Survey 
(CES Ecology dated October 2019) 

6. The development hereby approved shall be carried out in strict accordance with the 
mitigation, compensation and enhancement measures set out in the approved Bat Survey 
(CES Ecology dated September 2019) 

7. The development hereby approved shall be carried out in strict accordance with all of the 
management /maintenance schedules set out in the approved Landscape Management Plan 
(Ascerta Ref 1184.19 dated 15th January, 2020). 

8. The approved planting details along the south western boundary of the site (the bat corridor) 
shall be implemented within the first available planting season following the construction of 
the Bat Barn.  All remaining planting comprised in the approved details of landscaping shall 
be carried out no later than the first planting and seeding season following the 
commencement of development.   

9. All trees and hedges to be retained as part of the development hereby permitted shall be 
protected during site clearance and construction work in accordance with the approved 
Arboricultural Method Statement. 

10. Prior to the erection of any new fencing within and on the boundaries of the site, details of the 
height, materials and colour finish shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. The development shall be carried out in strict accordance with the 
approved detail and therefore after retained as such, unless otherwise approved in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority. 

11. No demolition works shall take place until a programme of building recording and analysis has 
been undertaken in accordance with the requirements of an Historic England Level 4 building 
survey, to meet the standards laid down by the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists in their 
Standards and Guidance for the archaeological investigation and recording of standing 
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buildings or structures, and a copy of the resulting report has been submitted to Clwyd-Powys 
Archaeological Trust (41 Broad Street, Welshpool, Powys, SY21 7RR Email: 
markwalters@cpat.org.uk Tel: 01938 553670). 

12. The developer shall ensure that a suitably qualified archaeological contractor is present 
during the undertaking of any ground works in the development area so that an 
archaeological watching brief can be conducted, to meet the standards laid down by the 
Chartered Institute for Archaeologists Standards and Guidance for archaeological watching 
briefs, and a copy of the resulting report shall be submitted to Clwyd-Powys Archaeological 
Trust (41 Broad Street, Welshpool, Powys, SY21 7RR Email: mark.walters@cpat.org.uk Tel: 
01938 553670) within 3 months of it being completed.  

13. With the exception of demolition of the existing buildings on the site, no excavation or ground 
intrusion shall take place until the following components of a scheme to deal with the risks 
associated with contamination of the has been submitted to and approved, in writing, by the 
Local Planning Authority: 
* A Remediation Strategy giving full details of the remediation measures required and how 
they are to be undertaken.  
The development shall proceed in accordance with the approved details. 

14. None of the dwellings shall be permitted to be occupied until the written approval of the Local 
Planning Authority has been obtained to a verification report demonstrating completion of the 
works set out in the approved Remediation Strategy and the effectiveness of the remediation. 
The report shall include results of sampling and monitoring carried out in accordance with the 
approved verification plan to demonstrate that the site remediation criteria have been met. It 
shall also include any plan (a ""long-term monitoring and maintenance plan"") for longer-term 
monitoring of pollutant linkages, maintenance and arrangements for contingency action, as 
identified in the verification plan, and for the reporting of this to the Local Planning Authority. 

15. Prior to the commencement of any piling works, details of the piling method to be used shall 
be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The piling work shall 
proceed in strict accordance with such approved details. 

16. Prior to occupation of the first dwelling, details of the footpath link to include surfacing 
materials, lighting and associated signage shall be submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority. The development shall be carried out in strict accordance with 
such approved details and therefore maintained as such. 

17. Prior to occupation of the first dwelling , details of a plaque or information board to include its 
location, details and maintenance, to mark the former siting of 'Talargoch Villa' as a building 
of local interest within the village of Meliden shall be submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority. The plaque/information board shall be in place in accordance 
with the approved details before the site is completed. 

18. Notwithstanding the submitted details in relation to plots 5,6,7,8,9 and 10, the first floor 
window detailing on the rear elevations of the dwellings shall not be as shown, but shall be in 
accordance with such alternative detailing as may be submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority. The development shall be completed in accordance with the 
approved detail prior to the occupation of the units and thereafter retained as such as all 
times. 

 
 
The reasons for the conditions are:- 
 
1. To comply with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 
2. For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure a satisfactory standard of development. 
3. In the interest of the free and safe movement and traffic on the adjacent highway and to 

ensure the formation of a safe and satisfactory access. 
4. To ensure that adequate visibility is provided at the proposed point of access to the highway. 
5. In the interests of nature conservation. 
6. In the interests of nature conservation. 
7. In the interests of nature conservation and in the interest of visual amenity. 
8. In order to safetguard exisitng trees and in the interest of visual amenity. 
9. In order to safetguard exisitng trees and in the interest of visual amenity. 
10. In the interest of visual amenity. 
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11. To allow an adequate analytical record of the building to be made, before it is altered, to 
ensure that the buildings origins, use and development are understood and the main features, 
character and state of preservation are recorded. 

12. To secure preservation by record of any archaeological remains which may be revealed 
during ground excavations for the consented development. 

13. In the interest of residential amenity. 
14. In the interest of residential amenity. 
15. In the interest of residential amenity. 
16. In the interest of visual and residential amenity. 
17. To protect the historic environment and distinctiveness of the area. 
18. In the interest of residential amenity. 
 
 
NOTES TO APPLICANT: 
 
COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED PLANS AND CONDITIONS 
Please be reminded that any permission or consent must be carried out strictly in accordance with the 
approved plans and conditions imposed which are clearly listed on this certificate of decision. Pre-
Commencement conditions should be given particular attention. Failure to do so could result in 
enforcement action being taken by the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Further detailed information on how to comply along with other relevant information relating to your 
decision is contained in the detailed Notes to Applicant attached to this certificate which you are 
strongly advised to consider. 
 
If you are in any doubt about your obligations, including any obligation you may have to pay 
commuted sums, please contact the Local Planning Authority at planning@denbighshire.gov.uk 
quoting the reference of your planning permission. 
 
MAJOR DEVELOPMENT NOTIFICATION OF COMMENCEMENT 
Notification of Commencement of Development and Display of Site Notice 
The Development Management Procedure (Wales) (Amendment) Order 2016 places a duty on you to 
notify the Local Planning Authority of the commencement of development and to display a notice on 
site. You must complete and return a 'Notification of initiation of development' form and display a site 
notice (please find blank forms/notice attached). Further information relating to the requirements is 
available on the Planning pages at www.denbighshire. gov.uk or www.gov.wales/topics/planning 
 
 
HIGHWAYS 
Please be aware that in addition to planning permission the following agreements will need to be 
secured in order for the highways works related to the scheme to be authorised; 

 
Highways Act 1980 Section 278/38 Combined Agreement 
This agreement relates to the adoption of any new highways proposed and works required to existing 
highways which are proposed to be improved as part of the development. 

         
The following matters shall be drawn to the applicant’s attention as Advisory Notes. 

 
(i)      Highway Supplementary Notes Nos. 1, 2,3,4,5 & 10 
(ii)     New Roads and Street Works Act 1991-Part N Form 
(iii)    Denbighshire County Council Specification for Road Construction. 
(iv)   Denbighshire County Council General Notes for Highway Lighting Installations. 
(v)    Denbighshire County Councils General Requirement for Traffic Signs and Road Markings. 
 
 
BIODIVERSITY 
Bat Licence Required 
Warning: A European protected species (EPS) Licence is required for this development. 
 
This planning permission does not provide consent to undertake works that require an EPS licence. 
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It is an offence to deliberately capture, kill or disturb EPS or to recklessly damage or destroy their 
breeding sites or resting places. If found guilty of any offences, you could be sent to prison for up to 6 
months and/or receive an unlimited fine. 
 
To undertake the works within the law, you can obtain further information on the need for a licence 
from Natural Resources Wales on 0300 065 3000 or at https://naturalresources.wales/conservation-
biodiversity-and-wildlife/europeanprotected-species/?lang+en 
 
 
In relation to street lighting detail required by Condition 3 it is recommended that the colour 
temperature of the luminaires should be 3000K to conserve the AONB’s dark sky and nocturnal 
wildlife. 
 
General Note Destruction of Bird Nests 
Works which could result in the damage or destruction of active bird nests should take place outside 
the of the bird breeding season (March - August, inclusive) or immediately following a nesting bird 
check conducted by a suitably qualified ecologist. 
 
TREES 
Competent Tree Surgeon 
You are advised that all works shall be carried out by a competent tree surgeon in accordance with 
British Standard Recommendations for Tree Work BS 3998:2010. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
Any waste excavation material or building waste generated in the course of the development must be 
disposed of satisfactorily and in accordance with Section 33 and 34 of the Environmental Protection 
Act 1990. Carriers transporting waste from the site must be registered waste carriers and movement 
of any Hazardous Waste from the site must be accompanied by Hazardous waste consignment notes.  
Suitable pollution prevention measures will need to be in place during construction to minimise any 
risk of pollution, in particular giving the close proximity of watercourses.  
 
In particular, we refer you to the Pollution Prevention Guidelines PPG1: Understanding Your 
Environmental Responsibilities - Good Environmental Practices  
GPP5: Works in, near or over watercourses  
 
The Guidance are available at the following link:  
http://www.netregs.org.uk/environmental-topics/pollution-prevention-guidelines-ppgs-and-
replacement-series/guidance-for-pollution-prevention-gpps-full-list/ 
 
Natural Resources Wales Environmental Management Note: 
 
 
SUSTAINABLE DRAINAGE - SAB APPROVAL 
Developments of more than a single dwelling, or those involving a construction area of more than 
100sq.m may be subject to the Sustainable Urban Drainage approval process. Denbighshire County 
Council is the appointed SuDS Approval Body, contact 01824 706901 or email 
landdrainage.consultations@denbighshire.gov.uk 
 
Detailed information and advice is available on the Councils website: 
https://www.denbighshire.gov.uk/en/resident/planning-and-building-regulations/planning/sustainable-
drainage-systems-suds/sustainable-drainage-systems-suds.aspx 
 
DWR CYMRU/WELSH WATER 
Advisory Notes 
The applicant may need to apply to Dwr Cymru / Welsh Water for any connection to the public sewer 
under S106 of the Water industry Act 1991. If the connection to the public sewer network is either via 
a lateral drain (i.e. a drain which extends beyond the connecting property boundary) or via a new 
sewer (i.e. serves more than one property), it is now a mandatory requirement to first enter into a 
Section 104 Adoption Agreement (Water Industry Act 1991). The design of the sewers and lateral 
drains must also conform to the Welsh Ministers Standards for Gravity Foul Sewers and Lateral 
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Drains, and conform with the publication "Sewers for Adoption"- 7th Edition. Further information can 
be obtained via the Developer Services pages of www.dwrcymru.com. 
 
The applicant is also advised that some public sewers and lateral drains may not be recorded on our 
maps of public sewers because they were originally privately owned and were transferred into public 
ownership by nature of the Water Industry (Schemes for Adoption of Private Sewers) Regulations 
2011. The presence of such assets may affect the proposal. In order to assist us in dealing with the 
proposal the applicant may contact Dwr Cymru Welsh Water to establish the location and status of 
the apparatus. Under the Water Industry Act 1991 Dwr Cymru Welsh Water has rights of access to its 
apparatus at all times. 
 
 
Water Supply 
A water supply can be made available to serve this proposed development. The developer may be 
required to contribute, under Sections 40 - 41 of the Water Industry Act 1991, towards the provision of 
new off-site and/or on-site watermains and associated infrastructure. The level of contribution can be 
calculated upon receipt of detailed site layout plans which should be sent to the address above. 
Our response is based on the information provided by your application. Should the proposal alter 
during the course of the application process we kindly request that we are re-consulted and reserve 
the right to make new representation. 
If you have any queries please contact the undersigned on 0800 917 2652 or via email at 
developer.services@dwrcymru.com 
 
HISTORIC RECORD 
Condition 11 above requires the carrying out of a photographic survey.  The applicant is expected to 
pay for and complete the photographic survey.  Professional photographers may be used where 
access to a camera or technical difficulties are encountered but the applicant should be aware that 
this will significantly increase the cost of the survey. 
 
Photographs should be taken using a digital camera with a minimum resolution of 4 megapixels and 
preferably 8 megapixels or more. 
 
Photographs should be taken at the highest jpeg resolution setting available on the camera (usually 
Fine or Super Fine).  The saved photographs must be copied onto a good quality branded CD or DVD 
disk in the jpeg/jpg file format. 
 
Note:  Digital photographs presented on normal paper or photographic paper will not be accepted as 
they are not archivally stable in the long term. 
 
The use of a standard flashgun is recommended indoors to light the interior views. 
 
If available a measured scale should be placed within each but this is not essential. 
 
Photographs should be taken of all exterior and interior wall elevations which are affected by the 
development together with photographs of interior roof detail where this is altered.  Features of 
particular interest (e.g. obvious differences in wall makeup, windows and doors whether blocked up or 
not, fireplaces, timber framing, stairwells, cellars) should also be fully photographed. 
 
The applicant should indicate where the views taken are positioned on an architect's floor plan of the 
building.  Location reference numbers on the plan/s should utilise the digital photo numbers from the 
cameral for cross reference purposes. 
 
The applicant must check the photos at the application site to ensure there are no blurred or poorly lit 
images.  If some images are blurred, please increase the speed at which the exposures are taken 
(1/125 is a good minimum) and re-take the images.  If images are poorly lit please check your flash is 
working and./or increase the aperture.  Setting the camera ISO at 200 or 400 will also allow higher 
shutter speeds to be used in dimly lit locations. 
 
The photographs should then be sent to: Mark Walters, Development Control Section, Clwyd-Powys 
Archaeological Trust, 41 Broad Street, Welshpool, Powys, SY21 7RR (Tel: 01938 553670).  CPAT 
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will confirm receipt of your photographs and inform the planning authority that the condition has been 
satisfied. 
 
In relation to Condition 17, please contact the Local Member to discuss the appropriate details. 
 
In relation to Condition 18, please contact the Case Officer to discuss the detail required. 
 
STREET NAMING 
The Council is keen that new development sites have historically and culturally relevant names when 
proposing new names for streets in the County.  
 
Please contact Emma Jones, Performance & Systems Administrator to discuss the matter, in liaison 
with the Local Member.  
 
Ffôn/Phone: 01824 708049 
E bost: emma.jones@sirddinbych.gov.uk 
E mail: emma.jones@denbighshire.gov.uk 
 
 
BROADBAND 
You are advised that in order to fulfil its corporate priorities, Denbighshire County Council is looking to 
ensure residents of new developments have access to future-proofed, fast and reliable fibre 
broadband services, and consequently the Local Planning Authority are encouraging the installation 
of suitable fibre broadband connections in all new developments.  
 
In this regard, you are encouraged to access the Openreach website through the following link. It has 
useful downloadable guidance for developers for installing fibre connections: 
https://www.ournetwork.openreach.co.uk/property-development.aspx 
  
If you are looking to work with Openreach on provision of a fibre broadband connection, you need to 
ensure your site is registered with them at least 9 months before the date you are looking for them to 
provide a service to the first new property. Their advice is that you contact them at least 8 weeks 
before you actually start work on site, to give enough time to get proposals drawn up and details 
agreed for incorporation into any scheme. 
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ADRODDIAD GAN Y PENNAETH CYNLLUNIO, GWARCHOD Y 

CYHOEDD A’R GWASANAETH CEFN GWLAD 
 
 
ADRODDIAD I GEISIO PENDERFYNIAD AR AMODAU CYNLLUNIO 

I'W CYNNWYS AR GANIATÂD CYNLLUNIO 25/2018/1216 
 

Addasiadau ac estyniad i gefn adeilad presennol, dymchwel strwythur y cwrtil, codi 
adeilad atodol, cynnal a chadw caban pren (am gyfnod dros dro), ffens a gatiau ar y ffin 
a darparu lle parcio ar y safle a man troi. 
 
Bwlch Du, Nantglyn, Dinbych  
 

 
1. PWRPAS YR ADRODDIAD 

 
1.1. Gofyn i’r Aelodau benderfynu ar yr amodau cynllunio i’w hatodi i Dystysgrif Penderfyniad cais 

cynllunio rhif: 25/2018/1216, y penderfynodd y Pwyllgor Cynllunio roi caniatâd mewn 
cysylltiad ag ef yng nghyfarfod 15 Ionawr 2020. 
 
 

2. CEFNDIR 
 

2.1. Cafodd cais cynllunio Bwlch Du ei ystyried yn wreiddiol yng nghyfarfod y Pwyllgor ym mis 
Medi 2019 pan benderfynwyd rhoi caniatâd. Adroddwyd yn ôl am y cais i’r Pwyllgor ym mis 
Ionawr yn dilyn cael rhybudd am her gyfreithiol bosibl o ran cyfreithlondeb y penderfyniad. 
Pleidleisiodd y Pwyllgor dros roi caniatâd yng nghyfarfod mis Ionawr, a phleidleisiodd 12 o 
blaid, a 2 yn erbyn. Mae cofnodion y cyfarfod hwn yn Eitem 4 yr Agenda hon. 

    
2.2. Nid yw rhinweddau’r cais i gael eu hystyried ar y pwynt hwn. Yn dilyn y bleidlais ar y cais 

cynllunio ym mis Ionawr, penderfynodd Aelodau y dylai Swyddogion adrodd yn ôl i’r Pwyllgor 
gyda rhestr ddrafft o amodau i’w cynnwys ar y Dystysgrif Penderfyniad, i’w hystyried a’i 
chadarnhau gan Aelodau. 

 
2.3. Mae Adran 3 o'r adroddiad yn cynnwys rhestr o amodau cynllunio mae Swyddogion yn credu 

fyddai'n rhesymol ac yn angenrheidiol i'w cynnwys mewn caniatâd cynllunio ar ôl ystyried yr 
ymatebion i’r ymgynghoriad, natur a lleoliad y datblygiad arfaethedig, a’r ystyriaethau 
cynllunio perthnasol a nodwyd a grynhowyd yn Adroddiad y Swyddog i’r Pwyllgor (fel a 
ystyriwyd ym mis Medi 2019 a mis Ionawr 2020). Mae’r rhestr o amodau wedi’i drafftio i 
sicrhau cysonder â’r amodau a gafodd eu drafftio ar gyfer y Dystysgrif Penderfyniad ar wahân 
ar y cais adeilad rhestredig sy’n ymwneud â’r addasiadau a’r estyniad i Fwlch Du (cais 
25/2018/1217).  

 
2.4. Mae’r Dystysgrif Penderfyniad ar y cais Cydsyniad Adeilad Rhestredig (Rhif y cais: 

25/2018/1217/LB) wedi’i chynnwys fel Atodiad 1, ac mae adroddiad y Swyddog am y cais 
cynllunio (25/2018/1216/PF) ynghlwm fel Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn, i gyfeirio atynt.  
 

 
3. AMODAU CYNLLUNIO DRAFFT 

 
3.1. Yr Amodau a argymhellir i’w cynnwys ar y Dystysgrif Penderfyniad ar gyfer 

25/2018/1216 yw:  
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1) Bydd y datblygiadau sy’n cynnwys gwaith addasu ac estyn Bwlch Du, codi’r adeilad 

ategol, a’r gwaith dymchwel ar yr hen ysgubor yn dechrau heb fod yn hwyrach na 12 
Chwefror 2025. 

 
Rheswm: Er mwyn cydymffurfio â darpariaethau Adran 91 Deddf Cynllunio Gwlad a Thref 
1990. 
 
 
2) Cwblheir y datblygiadau 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’r caniatâd hwn: 
(i) Cynllun llawr presennol (Llun Rhif 1) a ddaeth i law 28 Rhagfyr 2018 
(ii)  Gwedd ddeheuol fel y mae (Llun Rhif 2) a ddaeth i law 28 Rhagfyr 2018 
(iii)  Gwedd ogleddol fel y mae (Llun Rhif 3) a ddaeth i law 28 Rhagfyr 2018 
(iv) Gwedd orllewinol a dwyreiniol fel y mae (Llun Rhif 4) a ddaeth i law 28 Rhagfyr 
2018 
(v) Cynllun y to fel y mae (Llun Rhif 5) a ddaeth i law 28 Rhagfyr 2018 
(vi) Golwg 3D fel y mae (Llun Rhif 6) a ddaeth i law 28 Rhagfyr 2018 
(vii) Strwythur wedi adfeilio cyfagos i’r tŷ (Llun Rhif 7) a ddaeth i law 28 Rhagfyr 2018 
(viii) Cynllun llawr arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 10v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019 
(ix) Gwedd ddeheuol arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 13v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019 
(x) Gwedd ogleddol arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 14v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019  
(xi) Gwedd orllewinol a ddwyreiniol arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 15v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 
2019  
(xii) Cynllun to arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 16v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019 
(xiii) Rhannu’r estyniad arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 17v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019 
(xiv) Caban pren fel y mae (Llun Rhif 8) a ddaeth i law 28 Rhagfyr 2018 
(xv) Trin lleoedd tân presennol (Llun Rhif 11v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019 
(xvi) Ffenestri codi newydd arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 12v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019  
(xvii) Lluniau wedi’u rendro o’r estyniad arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 20v2) a ddaeth i law 8 
Ebrill 2019 
(xviii) Lluniau wedi’u rendro o’r estyniad arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 21v2) a ddaeth i law 8 
Ebrill 2019 
(xix) Lluniau wedi’u rendro o’r adeilad ategol arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 22v2) a ddaeth i 
law 8 Ebrill 2019 
(xx) Ffotograffau o gytiau cŵn a sied dros dro presennol (Llun Rhif 23) a ddaeth i law 
8 Ebrill 2019 
(xxi) Ffotograffau mewnol o Fwlch Du a manylion am waith atgyweirio ac addasu 
(Llun Rhif 24v2) a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019 
(xxii) Cynllun dangosol draenio dŵr wyneb a dŵr budr (Llun Rhif 25v2) a ddaeth i law 
8 Ebrill 2019 
(xxiii) Adeilad storio ategol newydd arfaethedig (Llun Rhif 18 V2) a ddaeth i law 16 
Ionawr 2019 
(xxiv) Trefniant cyffredinol adeiladau, tirlunio ac ardaloedd amwynder (Llun Rhif 19v2) 
a ddaeth i law 8 Ebrill 2019 
(xxv) Tŷ Allan – Cynllun / Gwedd Bresennol (Rhif Dwg: PJH/12/2019/01) a ddaeth i 
law 3 Medi 2019 
(xxvi) Tŷ Allan – Cynllun / Gwedd Bresennol (Rhif Dwg: PJH/12/2019/02) a ddaeth i 
law 3 Medi 2019 
(xxvii) Bloc/cynllun safle a ddaeth i law 16 Ionawr 2019 
(xxxiii) Cynllun lleoliad a ddaeth i law 16 Ionawr 2019 

 
Rheswm: I osgoi amheuaeth a sicrhau safon datblygu boddhaol.  
  
 
3) Ni chaniateir i unrhyw waith ddechrau ar yr ardal a gynigir yn y safle ar gyfer parcio a 

throi cerbydau nes bydd yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol wedi rhoi cymeradwyaeth 
ysgrifenedig ar gyfer y deunydd arwynebu arfaethedig. Caiff yr ardal barcio a throi ei 
gosod yn unol â’r manylion fel y’u cymeradwywyd a chaiff ei chwblhau o fewn 12 mis i 
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ddyddiad y caniatâd hwn. Caiff y trefniadau parcio a mynediad eu cadw fel y’u 
cymeradwywyd bob amser. 

 
Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau harddwch, ac i sicrhau darpariaeth parcio oddi ar y ffordd mewn 
cysylltiad â’r annedd, er mwyn sicrhau diogelwch ar y briffordd. 
  
 
4) Ni chaniateir unrhyw waith adeiladu ar wynebau allanol waliau’r estyniad i Fwlch Du 

nac ar yr adeilad storio ategol newydd nes bydd yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol wedi 
rhoi cymeradwyaeth ysgrifenedig i ddefnyddio samplau o’r gymysgedd gwaith cerrig a 
morter, a manylion y rhiniogau. Bydd y datblygiad yn cael ei wneud yn unol â 
manylion a gymeradwywyd. 

 
Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau harddwch, ac er mwyn sicrhau bod y deunydd a’r manylion yn 
briodol ac yn parchu cymeriad a golwg yr adeilad rhestredig. 
 
 
5) Ni chaniateir unrhyw waith adeiladu ar do yr estyniad arfaethedig nac ail-doi Bwlch Du 

nes bydd yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol wedi rhoi cymeradwyaeth ysgrifenedig i 
samplau o’r haenau to yn dangos eu proffil a’r gorffeniad lliw allanol arfaethedig, ac i 
fanylion y crib a’r bondo. Bydd y datblygiad yn cael ei wneud yn unol â manylion a 
gymeradwywyd. 

 
Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau harddwch, ac er mwyn sicrhau bod y deunydd yn briodol ac yn 
parchu cymeriad a golwg yr adeilad rhestredig. 
 
 
6) Caiff y datblygiad a gymeradwywyd drwy hyn ei wneud yn unol â’r lliniaru, digolledu a 

gwella arfaethedig a nodir yn yr asesiad ecolegol a gyflwynwyd (Arolwg Rhywogaeth 
a Warchodir Ecoleg Clwydian dyddiedig 14 Ebrill 2019), ac ni chaniateir i ddim o’r 
addasiadau a gymeradwywyd i’r prif adeilad na gwaith ar adeiladu’r estyniad a’r 
adeilad ategol a’r man parcio a throi ddechrau nes bydd yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol 
wedi rhoi caniatâd ysgrifenedig i: 
a) Adroddiad neu ddatganiad dull yn nodi dulliau osgoi Ymlusgiaid, mesurau lliniaru a 
digolledu, a 
b) Cynlluniau yn dangos y cynigion manwl ar gyfer ymgorffori nodweddion sy’n addas 
i’w defnyddio gan ystlumod sy’n clwydo ac adar sy’n nythu yn strwythur Bwlch Du a’r 
estyniad arfaethedig, yn unol ag argymhellion a wnaed yn adran 8 yr Adroddiad 
Arolwg Ystlumod (cyfeirnod dogfen: 2462751 derbyniwyd: 23/04/19). 
Dylid gweithredu’r mesurau a gymeradwyir yn llawn. 

 
Rheswm: Er mwyn diogelu buddiannau ecolegol. 

 
 
7) Caiff y caban pren ei ddefnyddio fel llety preswyl yn unig yn ategol at dŷ annedd 

Bwlch Du, a chaiff ei symud o’r safle o fewn: 
a) 6 mis i’r dyddiad y caiff tŷ annedd Bwlch Du ei feddiannu yn dilyn cwblhau’r gwaith 
a gymeradwywyd drwy hyn ar gyfer ei addasu a’i estyn; neu 
b) 5 mlynedd i ddyddiad y caniatâd hwn, 

              pa bynnag un sydd gynharaf. 
Caiff y tir y mae’r caban pren wedi’i leoli arno ei adfer i’w gyflwr blaenorol o fewn 3 
mis i ddyddiad symud y caban. 

  
Rheswm: Mae’r angen am lety preswyl dros dro ar y safle yn bodoli i gynnig cyfle i gwblhau’r gwaith 
ar addasu ac estyn yr adeilad rhestredig yn unig; ac i sicrhau bod y caban pren yn cael ei symud er 
mwyn sicrhau harddwch a lleoliad yr adeilad rhestredig. 

 
 

Tudalen 99



8) Caiff y cynigion ar gyfer trin strwythur yr hen ysgubor eu cwblhau yn unol â’r manylion 
ar gynllun cyfeirnod RJH/12/2019/02 dim hwyrach na 12 mis o ddyddiad cwblhau’r 
gwaith addasu ac estyn ar dŷ annedd Bwlch Du.   

 
Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau harddwch a lleoliad yr adeilad rhestredig. 

 
 
9) Ni fydd unrhyw goed ar y safle yn cael eu tocio, brigdorri na’u symud heb 

gymeradwyaeth ysgrifenedig blaenorol yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol.  
 

Rheswm: Er mwyn sicrhau harddwch. 
 
 
 

4.  ARGYMHELLIAD 
 
Bod Aelodau’n penderfynu RHOI caniatâd cynllunio yn amodol ar yr amodau uchod. 
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APPENDIX 1 
 

Draft Listed Building Consent Certificate of Decision  
Application 25/2018/1217/LB 

 
GRANT LISTED BUILDING CONSENT subject to the following conditions:- 
 
1. The works of alteration and extension to Bwlch Du to which this consent relates shall be begun 

no later than 12th February 2025. 
 

Reason: To comply with the provisions of the 1990 Listed Buildings Act 
 
2.  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 consent: 
(i) Existing floor plan (Drawing No. 1) received 28 December 2018 
(ii) South elevation as existing (Drawing No. 2) received 28 December 2018 
(iii) North elevation as existing (Drawing No. 3) received 28 December 2018 
(iv) West and East elevation as existing (Drawing No. 4) received 28 December 2018 
(v) Roofplan as existing (Drawing No. 5) received 28 December 2018 
(vi) 3D view as existing (Drawing No. 6) received 28 December 2018 
(vii) Ruined structure adjacent to house (Drawing No. 7) received 28 December 2018 
(viii) Floor plan as proposed (Drawing No. 10v2) received 8 April 2019 
(ix) South elevation as proposed (Drawing No. 13v2) received 8 April 2019 
(x) North elevation as proposed (Drawing No. 14v2) received 8 April 2019 
(xi) West and East elevations as proposed (Drawing No. 15v2) received 8 April 2019 
(xii) Roof plan as proposed (Drawing No. 16v2) received 8 April 2019 
(xiii) Section through proposed extension (Drawing No. 17v2) received 8 April 2019 
(xiv) Treatment of existing fireplaces (Drawing No. 11v2) received 8 April 2019 
(xv) Replacement sash windows as proposed (Drawing No. 12v2) received 8 April 2019 
(xvi) Rendered images of proposed extension (Drawing No. 20v2) received 8 April 2019 
(xvii) Rendered images of proposed extension (Drawing No. 21v2) received 8 April 2019 
(xviii) Interior photographs of Bwlch Du and details of repairs and alterations (Drawing No. 24v2) 
received 8 April 2019 
(xxix) General arrangement of buildings, landscaping and amenity areas (Drawing No. 19v2) 
received 8 April 2019 
(xx) Outbuilding – Existing Plan / Elevations, (Dwg No: PJH/12/2019/01) received 3 September 
2019 
(xxi) Outbuilding – Proposed Plan / Elevations, (Dwg No: PJH/12/2019/02) received 3 September 
2019 
(xxii) Block/site plan received 16 January 2019 
(xxiii) Location plan received 16 January 2019 

 
Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure a satisfactory standard of development. 
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Mae tudalen hwn yn fwriadol wag



APPENDIX 2 
Officer report to the September 2019 and January 2020 
Committees. 
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Philip Garner 
WARD : Llanrhaeadr Yng Nghinmeirch 

WARD MEMBER: Councillor Joseph Welch (c ) 

APPLICATION NO: 25/2018/1216/PF 

PROPOSAL: Alterations and rear extension to existing building, demolition of 
curtilage structure, erection of ancillary building, retention of log 
cabin (for temporary period), boundary fencing and gates, and 
provision of on-site parking and turning area 

LOCATION: Bwlch Du   Nantglyn   Denbigh   LL16 5RN 

APPLICANT: Miss Ashley Trengove 

CONSTRAINTS: SSSI 
Listed Building 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 

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

REASONS APPLICATION REPORTED TO COMMITTEE: 
Scheme of Delegation Part 2 

• Recommendation to refuse – 4 or more representations of support received

• Member request for referral to Committee

• Referral by Head of Planning / Development Control Manager

CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 
NANTGLYN COMMUNITY COUNCIL – 
“No objection”. 

NATURAL RESOURCES WALES – 
Raised initial concerns on 21 February 2019 at the lack of a protected species survey, then 
subsequently confirmed no objection by letter dated 24 April 2019 on the basis of the ecological 
report lodged on 23 April 2019.  

DWR CYMRU / WELSH WATER – 
No objection. 

CLWYD POWYS ARCHAEOLOGICAL TRUST –  
Note that the barn structure is proposed to be completely removed and object to this as it was 
an integral part of the curtilage of the cottage buildings along with another wholly demolished 
barn to the south, both of which are visible on the first and second edition OS mapping.  The 
ruinous walls could usefully be lowered and retained as a stub wall to represent the original 
outline of the barns.  The interior may include a flag floor which should be retained as e.g. a 
garden patio area with planters. 

CADW – 
No objection. 

SPAB (SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF ANCIENT BUILDINGS) – 
Object to the loss of internal features and demolition of the adjacent ruined barn. 

DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
Highways Officer – 
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No objection. 
 

Senior Technical Environmental Health Officer – 
Noise 
The planning status of the property is relevant to noise considerations, as a suitable noise 
assessment and details of noise mitigation measures may be necessary, should they be 
required as indicated by the assessment, to ensure the residential amenity of the occupiers is 
not compromised by potential noise disturbance from the adjacent Brenig Windfarm. 
Water Supply 
The current situation regarding the water supply to the application site is unclear. Should the 
existing spring be used, no further comment. If a borehole is installed on site, the borehole will 
be required to be a minimum of 50 metres from the septic tank and soak away. The applicant 
should notify the Council in relation to installation of a borehole so records can be updated. If 
the applicant intends to have a utility company mains water supply to the site, should notify 
proof of connection. 

         
Conservation Officer – 
Original comments were to express support for the proposal to renovate the listed building and 
proposals in general but had concerns regarding the following items; 
‘ 1) The existing fireplace and bread oven is an important feature of the building and needs to 
be retained as existing. I strongly object to any alterations to the structure and fabric and 
suggest an alternative means of access is made from the new extension to the other side of the 
building. 
2) The large dog kennel is sited a fair distance from the property in the adjacent field within the 
SSSI area and in my opinion unacceptably stands out with the design and materials not being 
appropriate for the surrounding area. I would suggest siting the kennel within the curtilage of 
the property in the least prominent location at the rear and painted in a suitable colour to blend 
in 
3) The log cabin, solar panels, shed and wind turbine will need a condition stating the time 
period these structures are allowed to be retained on site as currently they are detrimental to 
the setting of the listed building and surrounding area. I object to them being on site but will be 
agreeable to temporary siting for a relatively short period of time for the reasons given in the 
application.’ 
 
Confirmed in further response dated 20 May 2019 that there was no objection subject to the 
amended plans and the removal of the dog kennels from the scheme. 
In relation to the derelict outbuilding, notes it was the preference to retain the remains and 
consolidate the walls of the outbuilding but if a future application is submitted (as has been 
suggested) to rebuild the structure to its original form and appearance, would be supportive of 
this proposal in principle subject to approval of details. 
 
Ecologist – 
Initially raised an objection to the effect on the designated features of the Mynydd Hiraethog 
SSSI and other protected species of conservation.  Having reviewed the details of the bat 
survey lodged on 23 April 2019, considers the assessment of the building as having negligible 
potential to support roosting bats is incorrect given that the surrounding habitat is of high 
potential to support bats and the photographs of the building appear to show features which are 
suitable for roosting bats, which would require further surveys.  
 
Notes that the bat report states “There are no roof voids and no insulation beneath the 
asbestos panels, the rooms extend to the ridge, all areas are accessible” however, the 
Construction Details and Photographs document includes photos from inside the building which 
appears to contain a number of features which are potentially suitable for roosting bats, along 
with a completely different internal structure than that described above.  The building appears 
to contain wooden boarding underneath the asbestos roofing sheets which could be utilised by 
roosting bats, and also stop the building from being fully surveyed internally.  
 
Based on the inaccuracies within the report, it is recommended that emergence surveys are 
undertaken to ensure that no bat roost is present and that the proposed development will not 
result in negative impacts to protected species.  In addition, there has still been no submission 
relating to common reptiles so it is still not possible to determine the impacts on these species 
or ensure that the proposed development will not result in an offence. 

Tudalen 131



 
Recommends that this application is rejected until such time that the bat and reptile surveys 
outlined above have been completed, and the results of these compiled with in appropriate 
reports and submitted to the local planning authority for review and approval.   

 
 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 

In support 
Representations received from: 
 
Helen Job, 2 Maes Garnedd, Peniel 
David Hall, 13, Valdene Drive, Worlsey 
Michael Grzegorzewski, Carreg-y-Fran 
Michael Skuse, Caenant, Llangynhafal 
 
Summary of planning based representations in support: 
- Proposals should be supported as the scheme allows for the renovation and retention of a 

Grade II listed building / It is Council policy to encourage owners to convert redundant 
buildings for holiday, tourism, residential use / The proposed conversion of the building into 
a residential property, carefully done, would improve and enhance the site.  

- The residential use has not been abandoned, Bwlch Du retains its roofs and walls and 
structural integrity, has been boarded up (indicating it was always intended to be restored)/ 
has had Council tax paid on it consistently  

- Bat survey undertaken was comprehensive and to ask the applicant to undertake another 
seems excessive / dry heathland is unlikely to support protected reptile species 

- History of the house is significant / its survival should be cherished / failure to allow this 
sympathetic and modest proposal to extend and restore would amount to cultural 
vandalism 

 
In objection 
Representations received from: 
 

          Natural Power, by letter dated 9 May 2019 which reads as follows: 
 
“Our comments do not focus on the design detail of the application but the more basic point 
that the applicant relies on the assumption that Bwlch Du is a dwelling that they are seeking to 
alter and extend, whereas we consider the property to be a derelict building that would require 
change of use to be reinstated as a dwelling. 
 
Brenig Wind Farm is an operational wind farm adjacent to the property which was consented by 
Denbighshire County Council in 2009. A further consent was granted on appeal for an 
increased tip height in 2016, though this consent was not implemented. 
 
At the time of the grant of the 2009 planning permission, the related application was supported 
by an Environmental Statement. That Environmental Statement included an assessment of 
noise impacts at nearby sensitive receptors (i.e. residential properties) to demonstrate that 
appropriate noise limits could be met at those properties. This was accepted by DCC, Dick 
Bowdler (the external noise consultant appointed by DCC), and other consultees. The list of 
properties assessed was scrutinised by DCC, an independent noise consultant acting on behalf 
of DCC, DCC’s environmental health officer and was publicly available to the community and 
interested parties. It was not challenged. 
 
The then owner of Bwlch Du, a Mr Hebblethwaite who lived in Chester, attended a public 
consultation event at Nantglyn and I remember speaking to him and his daughter. He told me 
that the property was used occasionally for summer picnics but had not been lived in for a long 
time. It would seem reasonable to think that he would have raised the issue of its use as a 
dwelling had it been the case. 
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The local ward member, Cllr Richard Walsh was opposed to the wind farm and would surely 
have raised the issue of Bwlch Du being a dwelling had he considered it to be the case. 

 
Subsequently there was a second planning application for a wind farm with an increased tip 
height at Brenig. This was refused by DCC but granted on appeal in 2016. Again there was no 
dispute by any consultee, local representative or other party that Bwlch Du should be 
considered as a noise sensitive party. Once again the local ward member, Cllr Joe Walsh on 
this occasion, opposed the application but did not flag up any deficiency in the noise 
assessment due to the omission of Bwlch Du. Once again Dick Bowdler acted for DCC in 
advising them on the noise assessment. 
 
In both instances the scope of the noise assessment was agreed with DCC, was scrutinised by 
an external expert acting on their behalf, and it appears that no issue was raised with it either 
during the application or the appeal process. Further scrutiny was added by the planning 
inspector who attended a site visit prior to granting the appeal. It is reasonable therefore to 
conclude that all parties regarded it as a robust assessment of the impacts of the proposed 
Brenig Wind Farm on all relevant noise receptors at the time at which planning permission was 
granted. 
 
The Coflein website https://www.coflein.gov.uk/en/site/26899/details/bwlch-du describes Bwlch 
Du as “now derelict”. Photos on the page clearly show the property as derelict, having no door 
or windows and with sheep freely entering the building. 
 
In summary, this was because both the applicant, DCC, its advisors and other consultees 
considered that Bwlch Du was not a residential property. To the extent that it may have been in 
the past, it appears to have been common ground between the applicant and the Council that 
such use had been abandoned in planning law terms. 
 
In support of my client’s position I would ask you to consider the conclusions of the Court of 
Appeal in Hughes v Secretary of State for the Environment Transport and the Regions (see 
attached – and in particular the criteria at paragraph 4 to 8 and paragraph 23). 

 
Any application for residential use should cover both the “existing” dwelling and the proposed 
extension and therefore that the application in its current form should be refused or amended.” 
 

EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION: 12/03/2019    
 
EXTENSION OF TIME AGREED: 21/06/2019 
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION (where applicable):  
 

• delay in receipt of key consultation responses 

• 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 planning consent for a number of developments at the property 
Bwlch Du: 
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a) Alterations and rear extension to existing building 

b) Demolition of curtilage structure 

c) Erection of ancillary building 

d) Retention of log cabin (for temporary period) 

e) Boundary fencing and gates 

f) Provision of on-site parking and turning area 

 
1.1.2 The location of the above elements is shown on the site plan extract provided below 

for ease of reference.  The applicants confirmed in May 2019 that the proposals for 
dog kennels were to be removed from the application: 

 

 
 
 

1.1.3 The alterations to the existing building were revised by amended plans on 8 April 
2019 following discussions with Council officers, to limit impact on the internal 
features of the existing building, primarily the central fireplace.  The works now 
proposed would add a single-storey extension to the rear (north) of the building to 
accommodate a kitchen/living area with the remainder of the building being laid out to 
provide two bedrooms, a bathroom and a dining room.  The extension would utilise 
stonework/render and a painted corrugated iron roof to match the host building. 

 
1.1.4 The rear extension would have a footprint of 6.0 metres by 4.8 metres, adding a floor 

area of 29 sq m to the existing structure which has an existing floor area of 64 sq m, 
thereby representing an increase in floor area of 45%. 

 
1.1.5 The existing building has the remains of a former barn located to its southern side 

which is proposed to be demolished as part of the scheme.  During discussions with 
the agent and at a case officer site visit on 5 March 2019 it was confirmed that it was 
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feasible to retain the base element of this former structure as some form of patio area 
should it be considered prudent to do so by the Council, although no plans or details 
of how this could be achieved have been provided. 

 
1.1.6 The proposed ancillary storage building would be located adjacent to the northern 

boundary of the site with a footprint of 3.0 metres by 3.65 metres with a hipped roof 
over up to a height of 3.5 metres.  The structure would utilise a slate roof and 
stonework for its walls, salvaged from the remains of the ruined barn to be 
demolished.  

 
1.1.7 The log cabin which is currently in place at the site has a footprint of 7.0 metres by 3.6 

metres with a ridge of 3.1 metres, and is located adjacent to the northern boundary as 
indicated on the site plan extract earlier in this report.  It is proposed to be retained for 
a maximum period of five years until works on the main building have been 
completed. The log cabin is being utilised without the benefit of planning consent as a 
dwelling by the applicant and her partner, and has been subject to enforcement action 
requiring its removal. 

 
1.1.8 The extent of the boundary fencing which has been put in place around the perimeter 

of the site including the road frontage is indicated on the site plan and takes the form 
of post and wire fencing.  Two gates have been provided on the south eastern side, 
one of which leads into a parking/turning area which has been created within the 
north eastern corner of the site and will be laid out as a reinforced grid system to 
allow grass to grow and provide a natural appearance.  The extent of this 
parking/turning area is indicated on the site plan.  As the fencing and gates have 
already been put in place, permission for this element of the scheme is sought 
retrospectively. 

 
1.1.9 When initially submitted, the application also proposed the retention of a substantial 

dog kennel building standing in the adjacent field.  This element was confirmed by the 
agent for the scheme on 7 May 2019 as being no longer included and has been 
omitted from the description of development. 

 
1.1.10 The main points of the applicants / agents submissions in relation to key elements of 

the proposals are referred to in the main planning considerations sections of the 
report. 

 
1.1.11 The plans at the front of the report illustrate the different elements of the scheme. 

 
1.2 Description of site and surroundings 

1.2.1 The application site is located 4km south west of Nantglyn, adjacent to a road junction 
on the B4501, to the east of which lie the Brenig and Tir Mostyn wind farms.  Llyn 
Brenig lies around 700m to the south west of the site, as indicated on the location 
plan provided below. The site location is denoted by a red circle: 
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1.2.2 The site slopes from the southern boundary up to the north where it abuts a ribbon of 
tree planting, with a farm building across the minor road to the east and an open field 
to the south west which slopes down towards Llyn Brenig. 

  
1.2.3 The main existing building at Bwlch Du appeared to be in use for storage purposes at 

the time of the case officer site visit on 5 March 2019. It is a single-storey building with 
stonework walls and a pitched corrugated asbestos roof.  The interior of the building 
was sub-divided into two main rooms (one at each end) either side of a central 
fireplace/oven feature.   

 
1.2.4 Photographs taken on 5 March 2019 of the interior of the building and the site are 

shown below: 
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1.2.5  The recently constructed Brenig windfarm is located on land to the east / south east of 

Bwlch Du, with the turbines at Tir Mostyn further to the east. 
 
 

1.3 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 

1.3.1 The existing building is a Grade II Listed property, described within the official Cadw 
listing as follows: 

 
History: 
Late C18 or early C19 encroachment smallholding farmstead, built on the edge of the 
moors. 
 
Exterior: 
Long, single-storey small farmhouse of whitened rubble construction with corrugated 
asbestos roof, probably formerly thatched; modern purlins visible at the gable ends. 
The farmhouse is in two sections, a 2-window living section to the R and a 2-window 
brewhouse section to the L; a large central chimney divides the two. The latter has 
weather-coursing and C20 brick cornicing. C20 boarded doors, the brewhouse 
section flanked by small, plain late C19/early C20 sliding sashes and the main section 
with similar sash to the R and a larger 12-pane sliding sash to the L; projecting slate 
sills throughout. 
 
Interior: 
The interior was not inspected at the time of survey. 
 
Reasons for Listing: 
Listed for its special interest as a small late C18 or early C19 encroachment 
homestead in an isolated moorland location. 
 

1.3.2 The site lies outside of any development boundary and is adjacent to an SSSI 
designation as shown in the Denbighshire Local Development Plan. For planning 
policy purposes it is in open countryside. 
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1.3.3 The site lies within the boundary of Strategic Search Area A – Clocaenog Forest in 
Welsh Government’s Technical Advice Note 8: Planning for Renewable Energy. This 
is one of seven areas designated as suitable for large scale onshore wind 
developments, to assist achievement of Welsh Government’s targets for onshore 
wind production.  
 

1.4 Relevant planning history at the site 

1.4.1 The Development Management Section’s recent records reveal the submission of 
applications in 2017 in relation to developments at Bwlch Du, which were not 
considered valid, and have not been pursued by the applicants. 

 
1.4.2 The current planning and listed building submissions were received in late December 

2018. 

 
1.4.3 An Enforcement Notice was served in 2018 in relation to breaches of planning control 

at the site including the siting of the timber cabin, the boundary fencing and gates, a 
wind turbine, an electrical plant storage shed, solar panels, a poultry shed and the 
kennel building. The Notice was the subject of an appeal in early 2019. This appeal 
was dismissed by the Planning Inspectorate in May 2019 and the enforcement notice 
upheld. 

 
1.5 Developments/changes since the original submission 

1.5.1 The application has been subject to extensive discussions with the original agent 
(Nicholson Price Associates) and the latest agents (Richard Buxton Solicitors, who 
were appointed on 15 May 2019), along with the applicant Ashley Trengove and her 
partner Dean Turner, who has also been authorised by the applicant to correspond on 
the case. 

  
1.5.2 These discussions have led to the submission of revised plans on 8 April 2019 which 

showed the repositioning of the extension to allow the central fireplace to be retained, 
the provision of further bat information on 23 April 2019, and the removal of the dog 
kennels from the scheme as confirmed on 7 May 2019 by the original agent and on 
13 May 2019 by Mr Turner.   

 
1.5.3 Further information has been received throughout the period of the consideration of 

the case by the Council, and is referred to later in the report. 
 

1.6 Other relevant background information 

1.6.1 The proposals relating to the extension and alterations of the listed building and the 
demolition of the curtilage structure are the subject of a separate listed building 
consent application, which is presented in the following report on the agenda, 
application reference 25/2018/1217/LB.  

 
2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 

2.1 25/2018/1217/LB – Alterations and rear extension to existing building and demolition of 
curtilage structure: Undetermined at the time of this report. 

  
2.2 Enforcement Appeal ref APP/R6830/C/18/3203539: dismissed on 23 May 2019. 
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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) 

 Policy RD3 – Extensions and alterations to existing dwellings 
Policy PSE4 – Re-use and adaptation of rural buildings in open countryside 
Policy VOE1 – Key areas of importance 
Policy VOE5 – Conservation of natural resources 
Policy VOE9 – On-shore wind energy 
Policy VOE 10 – Renewable energy technologies 
Policy ASA3 – Parking standards 
 
 
Supplementary Planning Guidance 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Access For All 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Conservation and Enhancement of Biodiversity  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Listed Buildings 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Parking Requirements In New Developments 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Renewable Energy 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Development  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Development Design Guide 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Space Standards  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Re-use and adaptation of rural buildings 
 
 
3.2 Government Policy / Guidance 

Planning Policy Wales (Edition 10) December 2018 
Development Control Manual November 2016 

Technical Advice Notes 
TAN 5 Nature Conservation and Planning (2009) 
TAN 8 Renewable Energy (2005) 
TAN 12 Design (2016) 
TAN 24 The Historic Environment (2017) 
 
Circulars 
 

3.3 Other material considerations 
 

 

4. MAIN PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS: 

 
In terms of general guidance on matters relevant to the consideration of a planning application, 
Section 9.1.2 of the Development Management Manual (DMM) confirms the requirement that 
planning applications ‘must be determined in accordance with the approved or adopted 
development plan for the area, unless material considerations indicate otherwise'.  This guidance 
is consistent with the statutory requirement to determine planning applications in accordance with 
the development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise (s.38(6) Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). It 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.  
 
The DMM further states that material considerations 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 (Section 9.4).  
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The DMM has to be considered in conjunction with Planning Policy Wales, Edition 10 (December 
2018) and other relevant legislation. 
 
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 Lawful use of the property 

4.1.2 Principle 

4.1.3 Visual amenity and landscape impact 

4.1.4 Residential amenity 

4.1.5 Ecology and the SSSI 

4.1.6 Drainage  

4.1.7 Highways 

4.1.8 Impact on the Listed Building 

4.1.9 Implications on Brenig Wind Farm / TAN 8 Strategic Search Area 

 
 

4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 

 
4.2.1 Lawful use of the property 

Officers consider the critical starting point for the assessment of the application is 
inevitably the lawful use of the existing main building, as this dictates the key planning 
policies at local and national level that should be applied. 

 
The applicant’s position 
A summary of the applicant’s view is that the heritage listing for the property 
estimates that the cottage was erected in the late 18th or early 19th century and the 
agent contends that it has been utilised for the majority of its lifetime as a dwelling 
connected to the wider farmstead.   

 
It is stated in paragraph 7.2 of the submitted ‘Revised Heritage Impact Statement and 
Supplementary Information’ dated 7 April 2019 that occupation of the cottage ‘may 
well have continued until the recent past’ but paragraph 7.3 accepts that the cottage 
is currently unoccupied although this period of vacancy was ‘always intended by the 
previous owners to be temporary’.  No evidence has been provided to endorse this 
assertion.   
 
Paragraph 7.4 asserts that comparatively minor extensions, alterations and repairs 
are needed for the building to continue to function for modern habitable living.  
Paragraph 7.6 concludes that ‘the residential use has not been substantively 
abandoned and the site still possesses an authorised use as a dwelling and curtilage’. 
 
 
Individual representations 
Comments received on the application contend the residential use has not been 
abandoned, and refer to the fact that Bwlch Du retains its roofs and walls and 
structural integrity, it has been boarded up, suggesting it was always intended to be 
restored, and has had Council tax paid on it consistently. 
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The Council’s position 
The Council’s evidence in relation to the recent enforcement appeal notes that there 
is no history of planning permissions at the property. The main stone building is a 
derelict and uninhabitable farmstead, with no evidence of occupation or renovation 
works for a number of decades.   
 
There is useful archive information on Bwlch Du on the Coflein online mapping 
service, which records built heritage in Wales. This contains an entry for the building 
from an inspection in July 2007 of: 
‘Now derelict. This is reported to have remained roofed with heather until the mid-19th 
century’.  The Coflein site contains the following photographs taken in 1954 and 2008.  
 

                                  

 
Bwlch Du 1954- Coflein 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bwlch Du -September 2008- Coflein  
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Other 2008 photographs on the Coflein record show the interior of the property as 
having an earth floor and with all windows and doors having been removed. 
 
By way of background, a request for submission of a lawful use certificate to assist 
consideration of the residential use status was made to the applicant in May 2017 but 
as no application was submitted, the status of the land and the building remains at 
issue.  The Inspector in the recent enforcement appeal decision letter made no 
definitive comments in regard to the lawful use of the building. 
 
Officers have no grounds to dispute that the building was originally constructed as a 
dwelling and was utilised as such for much of its long lifespan.  It is however unclear 
as to exactly when permanent occupation ceased and this is considered to be a 
critical matter in relation to the current application.   
 
It was evident from the internal inspection of the building made by the case officer on 
5 March 2019 that it had not been lived in for some time, with the photograph from 
1998 provided above further evidencing this fact. 
 
Marketing particulars dating from 2016 from Rightmove, after which the applicant 
purchased the site, describe the building as being a ‘detached house for sale’, but this 
sheds no useful light on the issue as the description is purely informative and not 
evidenced within the particulars. 
 
The Council Tax section have records that payments were made by the previous 
owner from 1996 to 2016, but this was stopped once the applicant purchased the 
property.  Payment of Council tax does not confirm occupation or use of a property or 
the lawfulness of its use in planning terms. 
 
Available water supply records refer to the property as a holiday cottage in 1976 with 
a further record in 2005 stating the building was derelict and used as a sheep shelter, 
which lends weight to the view that it was not occupied, or capable of being occupied.    

 
Abandonment 
Through case law, Officers are aware that the relevant factors to be taken into 
account when considering whether the use of a dwelling has been abandoned are: 
 
1) Physical condition of the building; 

2) Length of time for which the building has not been utilised for residential 
purposes; 

3) Whether the building has been utilised for any other purposes; 

4) The intentions of the owners. 

 
The above factors are assessed below. It should be recognised that none of these 
factors are in themselves determinative. They should be considered in the round and 
in light of the overarching question: whether a reasonable man with knowledge of all 
the relevant circumstances would conclude that the house had been abandoned. 
 
-  Physical condition of the building 

The main building is in a poor condition and has suffered from neglect over a long 
period of time, having no door or window frames and no internal fittings. It is in a 
clearly uninhabitable state. However, whilst a structural survey has not been provided 
as part of the application package and the building has not been inspected by any 
qualified surveyor, it is the opinion of the case officer and the conservation officer 
from an internal and external inspection of the property that the building is not in a 
dangerous condition.  There was no readily apparent visual evidence of structural 
instability in the main walls or roof at the time of the site visit on 5 March 2019, which 
is apparent from the photographs provided elsewhere in the report.  
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It is not considered that the physical condition of the building provides conclusive 
evidence either way on the matter of abandonment of the residential use.  
 
- Length of time for which the building has not been utilised for residential purposes 

The Council’s proof of evidence for the recent enforcement appeal confirmed that 
there is no history of planning permissions at the site. It refers to the property being a 
derelict and unoccupied farmstead dating from the late 18th or early 19th Century, 
and that the main building has not benefitted from any renovation works for a number 
of decades.   
 
The photograph provided earlier in the report dating from 1954 depicts the building 
with a thatched roof, and containing windows and doors but provides no firm evidence 
as to the use of the building at that time with no internal views being available. 
 
When the issue of the lawful use was raised with the current applicant, a response 
was lodged which included the following information: 
 
“The council is in possession of evidence, including full council tax records, proving 
Bwlch Du's residential status, therefore, again, I find it unreasonable that officers are 
again questioning this, and asking my planning agent to provide a statement. 
 
There have been no intervening uses of Bwlch Du, no previous applications for a 
change of use since it was last lived in, the state of the building, even according to 
CADW, is well preserved and the intentions of the previous owner were to retain its 
residential status – why else would the previous owner pay tens of thousands of 
pounds in council tax and even travel a two hour round trip from his home in Chester 
to attend a community meeting regarding the Brenig Windfarm (admission from the 
previous Brenig project manager at Natural Power). Bwlch Du was also purchased as 
a residential property. 
 
To be clear, the residential status of Bwlch Du has not been abandoned. Should the 
council wish to challenge this further, they should apply the four tests of abandonment 
and formally challenge this through the judicial system. Holding our property 
informally “in limbo” and saying the residential status remains “unresolved” without 
even, according to Chief Executive, Judith Greenhalgh, formally challenging this, is 
both unreasonable and unlawful.” 
 
In regard to Council Tax payments, it is confirmed by the Council tax section that this 
was paid by the previous owner from 1996 to 2016, but payments were stopped 
following challenge from the current owners and now applicant. E-mail 
correspondence from the owners in support of the challenge included the following 
dated 15 April 2016: 
 
“On 3 November 2015 we purchased the above property in the knowledge that it has 
been derelict for decades and requires major structural repair, therefore rendering it 
unfit for human habitation… With the property being so dilapidated and unfit for 
human habitation, I queried with council tax bill in the first place, and have now 
applied to the Valuation Office Agency to have the property deleted from the banding 
system while in its current state.” 
 
Information on water supplies for the property held by the Council’s Public Protection 
section is also of assistance in regard to establishing the length of time for which the 
building has not been occupied. The 1976 file describes the building as a ‘weekend 
cottage’ without any bathroom or toilet.  A further note in 1992 reiterates the lack of 
bathroom facilities, with a note in 2005 describing the building as being derelict and 
used as a sheep shelter. 
 
The Electoral Services Officer has confirmed that an application was received in 2017 
for registration on the electoral roll at the property, but that historical paper registers 
dating back to 1974 have no-one registered at Bwlch Du.  
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Taking all the above available evidence into account, it would appear that the building 
has not been utilised as a permanent residential property since at least the 1950s, its 
deteriorating physical condition since this time rendering it uninhabitable as a 
dwelling. 

 
The applicant/agent have been requested to put forward their own evidence to 
endorse their opinion that the property remains a lawful dwelling, but have not 
provided any documentary evidence to contradict the Council’s records and overall 
opinion that the building ceased to be utilised as a permanent dwelling more than 60 
years ago. 

 
On this basis, it is Officers’ view that the property has not been used for residential 
purposes for a considerable period of time, and consideration of this factor points 
strongly to the conclusion that the use of the building as a dwelling house has been 
abandoned. 
 
- Whether the building has been utilised for any other purposes 

There is no clear evidence to show there has been any ‘intervening’ use of Bwlch Du 
since its last use as a dwelling.  Whilst it has been noted in the past that animals have 
been seen using it as a shelter, Officers would not consider this would constitute a 
‘positive’ alternative use established over time.  
  
Officers’ conclusions are that consideration of this factor is neutral in the overall 
judgment as to whether the dwellinghouse use has been abandoned.  
 
- The intentions of the owners 

It seems from the information in front of the Council that prior to the most recent 
change of ownership in 2016, the owner of Bwlch Du had no clear intention to utilise 
the building as a permanent dwelling, evidenced by the fact that little or no efforts 
were made over a considerable period of time to maintain the basic structure, and by 
the time of consideration of the windfarm application in 2007, it was in a dilapidated 
and totally uninhabitable condition.  
  
Whist it is recognised that the current applicant’s intentions are to renovate Bwlch Du 
as a dwelling, this is not considered of significance to consideration of the issue of 
abandonment, as the test has to be applied over the owner’s intentions over a period 
of time. Indeed, it could be argued that if a property’s use as a dwellinghouse has 
already been abandoned, the intentions of the current owners should be given limited, 
if any, weight. 

 
Taking into account the evidence of the intentions of previous owners of the property, 
Officers conclude that this particular factor supports a conclusion that the use of the 
building as a dwellinghouse has been abandoned.  
 
 
Conclusions on the planning status of the property 
The available evidence confirms that the property was originally constructed as a 
dwelling and appears to have remained in use as such until the 1950s, after which 
time it may have been utilised occasionally as a weekend cottage. Its physical 
condition has declined, and it has been evidenced in use as an animal shelter.  There 
is no evidence of any intention of the previous owner to use or maintain Bwlch Du as 
a dwelling over a considerable period of time.    

 
Having regard to the evidence available and the factors set out earlier in this report 
Officers conclude that a reasonable man with knowledge of all the relevant 
circumstances would conclude that the house has been abandoned. The property 
therefore has no lawful use. The proposals before the Council should therefore be 
considered to be for the adaptation of a redundant rural building for use as a 
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dwellinghouse. The remainder of this report therefore considers the other relevant 
issues on this basis. 

 
 
 
4.2.2 Principle 

In terms of the national planning policy context in respect of development in open 
countryside, Planning Policy Wales 10 (December 2018) paragraph 3.56 states that 
this should be located within and adjoining those settlements where it can be best be 
accommodated in terms of infrastructure, access and habitat and landscape 
conservation.  It also advises that new buildings in the open countryside away from 
existing settlements or areas allocated for development in development plans must 
continue to be strictly controlled.  All new development should be of a scale and 
design that respects the character of the surrounding area. 
 
Representations received on the application suggest the principle of the development 
should be supported as the scheme allows for the renovation and retention of a 
Grade II listed building, which is encouraged by planning policy and would improve 
and enhance the site. There is also reference to the significance of the history of the 
house which suggests its survival should be cherished.  
 
In Officers’ opinion, having regard to the background history, the proposal should 
properly be considered as one involving the conversion of a disused building in the 
open countryside to a dwelling, with the ancillary developments.  Local Development 
Plan Policy PSE 4, Re-use and adaptation of rural buildings in open countryside, 
allows for such conversions where the scheme of conversion makes a positive 
contribution to the landscape, any architectural features of merit are retained, and two 
tests are met : 
1) an employment use has been demonstrated not to be viable; and 

2) the dwelling is affordable to meet local needs.  

 
The development proposes conversion and extension works on the main building, 
with the extension as revised adjudged to retain the internal features of architectural 
merit of the structure 
 
Having regard to the tests of policy, there is no information in the submission to show 
that the re-use of the disused building is unviable for employment use or that the 
proposed dwelling would be affordable to meet local needs.  It is the view held by 
officers that the applicant has not submitted evidence on these criteria because she 
does not consider them to be relevant given her view that the dwellinghouse use has 
not been abandoned. 

 
Overall, the development is considered to be contrary to the requirements of LDP 
Policy PSE 4 and the advice of PPW10 in regard to development in the countryside.  

 
 
4.2.3 Visual amenity and landscape impact 

The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The visual amenity and landscape impacts 
of development should therefore be regarded as a material consideration. 
 
PPW 10 Section 6.3.3 states ‘All the landscapes of Wales are valued for their intrinsic 
contribution to a sense of place, and local authorities should protect and enhance 
their special characteristics, whilst paying due regard to the social, economic, 
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environmental and cultural benefits they provide, and to their role in creating valued 
places.’ 

 
Having regard purely to the physical impacts of the different elements of the 
proposals: 
 
The scale, siting and detailing of the proposed extension to the existing building is 
considered to be appropriate in respect of the character of that building, with the new 
post and rail fence and gates also relatively small-scale changes to the appearance of 
the site.   

 
If the existing building were held to be a lawful dwelling, the minor extension to the 
residential curtilage is also not considered unreasonable.   

 
However, the retention of the log cabin for any period of time and the siting and scale 
of the proposed ancillary building are adjudged to have a clear adverse visual impact 
as they are alien structures within the landscape which have no required relationship 
to the listed building or the wider open countryside.  

 
These elements of the development are therefore considered contrary to PPW10 in 
regard to harm to the landscape and also guidance in Paragraph 9.4.3 of the 
Development Management Manual. 

 
 
4.2.4 Residential amenity 

The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The residential amenity impacts of 
development should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
The works as proposed are not considered likely to give rise to harm to existing 
residential amenity of occupiers of any nearby dwellings, given the absence of any 
dwellings in the immediate locality. 
 
The matter of granting the permission sought in relation to the impact of the nearby 
wind farm on the amenity of any future residential occupiers of Bwlch Du is addressed 
later in this report. 

 
 
4.2.5 Ecology and the SSSI 

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 6.4), 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.  
 
Planning Policy Wales also draws attention to the contents of Section 6 of the 
Environment (Wales) Act 2016, which sets a duty on Local Planning Authorities to 
demonstrate they have taken all reasonable steps to maintain and enhance 
biodiversity in the exercise of their functions. 
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The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The ecological impacts of development 
should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
There is key guidance is provided in Technical Advice Note (TAN) 5: Nature 
Conservation and Planning on the consideration to be given to the presence of 
protected species. Paragraph 6.2.2 and 6.3.7. These include the following:  
 
“It is essential that the presence or otherwise of protected species, and the extent that 
they may be affected by the proposed development, is established before planning 
permission is granted”; “Planning permission should not be granted subject to a 
condition that protected species surveys are carried out and, in the event protected 
species are found to be present, mitigation measures are submitted for approval”; 
and “It is clearly essential that planning permission is not granted without the planning 
authority having satisfied itself that the proposed development either would not 
impact adversely on any European protected species on the site or that, in its opinion, 
all three tests for the eventual grant of a regulation 44 licence are likely to be 
satisfied”. 
The guidance also warns that “bearing in mind the delay and cost that may be 
involved, developers should not be required to undertake surveys for protected 
species unless there is a reasonable likelihood of them being present” 

 
 

There are individual representations on the application which contend that the bat 
survey undertaken was comprehensive and it is excessive to require the applicant to 
undertake further survey, and it is suggested the dry heathland is unlikely to support 
protected reptile species. 
 
The detailed comments of the Council’s ecologist set out earlier in this report highlight 
concerns over the adequacy of information in relation to reptiles and bats, in particular 
its lack of a robust analysis of bat habitat, roosts and emergence surveys. The 
ecologist points to parts of the building structure which could be utilised by roosting 
bats, and also stop the building from being fully surveyed internally. The clear 
conclusion is that emergence surveys need to be undertaken to ensure that no bat 
roost is present and that the proposed development will not result in negative impacts 
to protected species.  In relation to common reptiles, the absence of any survey 
means it is still not possible to determine the impacts on these species or ensure that 
the proposed development will not result in an offence. 
 
Prior to the receipt of the final comments from the Council’s Ecologist, the applicants 
expressed concerns at the suggestion that additional bat surveys may be necessary, 
pointing to their own Consultant’s findings and information in the Brenig Windfarm 
Environmental Statement in 2007 which indicated Bwlch Du was not a suitable habitat 
for bats. Their agents have been made aware of the Ecologist’s final comments in an 
email dated 1 July 2019 and have responded as below: 
 
‘We are hoping to obtain some further comments from Mr Bennett on the points 
raised by Mr Walley but he is currently away and we do not know when he will be able 
to respond.  If any further information is forthcoming from Mr Bennett in advance of 
the meeting, we trust that this will be accommodated given the very significant delay 
in Mr Walley’s response (which was provided well after the consultation period and in 
fact after the original date that the application was intended to be heard). In any event 
it seems clear that if there are any outstanding issues by the time of the hearing, 
these can be dealt with by conditions.’   
 
Any additional representations received from the agents between the drafting of this 
report and the day before the Planning Committee meeting will be referred to in the 
late information sheets. 
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In respecting the applicant’s previous comments, on the basis of the Ecologist’s clear  
response it is considered that insufficient information has been submitted to 
demonstrate that the proposed development would not adversely impact on protected 
species. In circumstances where it is not possible to be satisfied that a proposal 
would not adversely affect a protected species or that NRW would be able to grant a 
regulation 44 permit, the matter of impact on protected species is not something 
which can be conditioned as it requires resolution prior to any approval being issued. 
The grant of planning permission would risk breaching the requirements of the 
Habitats Regulations. The proposal is therefore considered to be contrary to the 
requirements of TAN 5, Policy VOE5, SPG18 and paragraph 9.4.3 of the 
Development Management Manual. 

 
 
4.2.6 Drainage  

The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The drainage and flood risk impacts of 
development should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10) Section 6.6.9 states ‘The adequacy of water supply 
and the sewage infrastructure should be fully considered when proposing 
development, both as a water service and because of the consequential 
environmental and amenity impacts associated with a lack of capacity’. 

 
On the basis of consultation responses, the scheme as a whole is not considered to 
raise any significant concerns in regard to drainage impacts or water supply. In the 
event of permission being granted, it would be necessary to include suitable 
conditions and notes to applicants requiring further details of the drainage proposals, 
to ensure impacts on a sensitive environment are mitigated to an acceptable level. 

 
 
4.2.7 Highways  

The Development Management Manual advises at paragraph 9.4.3 that material 
considerations must be fairly and reasonably related to the development concerned, 
and 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; and the effects of a development on, for 
example, health, public safety and crime. The highway impacts of development 
should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
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 (PPW) and TAN 18 – Transport, in support of 
sustainable development.  
 
The Parking Standards in New Developments SPG sets out the maximum parking 
standards for new developments. 

 
The highway officer raises no objections to the proposals, and it is not therefore 
considered that the proposals raise any negative highway related issues.   

 
 
4.2.8 Impact on the Listed Building 
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Local Development Plan Policy VOE1 seeks to protect sites of built heritage from 
development which would adversely affect them, and requires that development 
proposals should maintain and wherever possible enhance them for their 
characteristics, local distinctiveness and value to local communities.  
 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW 10) Section 6 ‘Distinctive and Natural Places’ refers 
specifically to the need to ensure the character of historic buildings is safeguarded 
from alterations, extensions, or demolition that would compromise their special 
architectural and historic interest.; and 6.1.10 indicates that where a development 
proposal affects a listed building or its setting, the primary material consideration is 
the statutory requirement to have special regard to the desirability of preserving the 
building or its setting, and any features of special architectural or historic interest 
which it possesses. 
 
Whilst it is concluded that the extension and alterations to the listed building are 
acceptable developments in terms of visual impacts and the character and 
appearance of the listed building, and are supported by the Conservation Officer, the 
impacts of the ancillary buildings on the setting of the listed building are not 
considered to be acceptable, and fail to preserve that setting, in conflict with policy 
and guidance on the historic environment, TAN 24, Planning Policy Wales, The 
Historic Environment Act, Policy VOE 1 of the Denbighshire Local Development Plan 
and Section 66 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.     

 
 
4.2.9 Implications on Brenig Wind Farm / TAN8 Strategic Search Area 

The presence of windfarms in close proximity to Bwlch Du raises separate 
considerations in relation to this application. These are outlined in the response 
submitted by Natural Power, which is included at the front of the report. 
 
The planning policy context is set in Technical Advice Note 8, which outlines 
considerations Welsh Government require to be given to proposals for and impacting 
on windfarms. Of particular interest is Paragraph 2.10, which encourages Local 
Planning Authorities to take an active approach to developing local policy for Strategic 
Search Areas in order to secure best outcomes. It refers to local issues which could 
be addressed, including: 
- ‘Safeguarding wind farm sites. Local Planning authorities should be aware that other 

developments could sterilise land for wind power proposals, and bear this in mind during 
policy formulation and decision making’. 

 
The TAN8 requirement is relevant to the application as the grant of permission for the 
proposals to reinstate a residential use at Bwlch Du has potential to impact on the 
Brenig windfarm, and potentially others in the vicinity as the introduction of sensitive 
developments such as residential properties in close proximity to operational and 
consented windfarms could prejudice the functioning of windfarms due to adverse 
effects from noise and shadow flicker. No information has been provided with the 
application to demonstrate the property is capable of achieving a satisfactory 
standard of amenity for future occupiers, and accordingly there is insufficient 
information to conclude that the future occupiers of the property would enjoy an 
adequate level of residential amenity, having regard to the proximity of the property to 
an operational wind farm.  Officers have concerns the proposal would not be 
compatible with windfarm developments on adjoining land.  

 
The Natural Power response explains the background to the grant of permission for 
the Brenig (and other) windfarms in this area, and the involvement of the County 
Council, the  Planning Inspectorate at appeal, and the Secretary of State in relation to 
the Clocaenog windfarm. In summary, the Environmental Impact Assessments (EIAs) 
submitted with the windfarm applications have included detailed noise assessments 
to establish impacts at identified sensitive receptors (i.e. residential properties), to 
demonstrate that appropriate noise limits could be met at those properties. Bwlch Du 
was not recognised in any of the windfarm applications as a sensitive residential 
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receptor as it was in a derelict and uninhabitable condition. This was public 
information open to challenge from any party with an interest in the applications 
(County Council, Community Council, consultees, private individuals, Councillors, and 
the property owner). There is no evidence this was ever challenged. Applications 
refused by the County Council which have been subject to appeal have been 
scrutinised by Planning Inspectors, and again there has been no reference to the 
need for inclusion of Bwlch Du as a sensitive residential receptor. This lack of any 
challenge is a relevant indicator of the abandonment of the property, although not 
determinative. 
 
The relevance of this is that Bwlch Du is within 2km of a number of operational and 
consented windfarms including Tir Mostyn / Foel Goch windfarm, the Brenig 
Windfarm, Clocaenog Forest windfarm and the Pant y Maen windfarm. The property 
was not considered to be a residential receptor in any of the EIAs for the windfarm 
planning applications, and at no point did the decision makers or any party expressing 
interest in the applications consider it to be residential. As noted, the decision makers 
on these applications have been the County Council, the Planning Inspectorate on 
appeal decisions, Welsh Ministers and the UK Secretary of State. 
 
The grant of permission would run contrary to the requirement in TAN8 that 
consideration has to be given to safeguarding windfarm sites in making planning 
decisions.  

 
 

Other matters 
 

Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 
The Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 imposes a duty on the 
Council not only to carry out sustainable development, but also to take reasonable 
steps in exercising its functions to meet its sustainable development (or well-being) 
objectives. The Act sets a requirement to demonstrate in relation to each application 
determined, how the development complies with the Act. 

 
The report on this application has taken into account the requirements of Section 3 
‘Well-being duties on public bodies’ and Section 5 ‘The Sustainable Development 
Principles’ of the Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015. The 
recommendation is made in accordance with the Act’s sustainable development 
principle through its contribution towards Welsh Governments well-being objective of 
supporting safe, cohesive and resilient communities. It is therefore considered that 
there would be no significant or unacceptable impact upon the achievement of well-
being objectives as a result of the proposed recommendation.  
 

 
5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 

5.1 The Bwlch Du proposals raise significant issues of principle. Officers do not consider the 
property has a lawful use as a dwelling, evidenced by the background history, hence it is 
contended that the proposals before the Council are for the re-use and adaptation of a 
redundant rural building for residential use, with ancillary developments. On this basis, the 
development is considered to be unacceptable in principle. The ancillary developments cause 
visual harm to the locality, impacting adversely on the setting of the listed building.  

 
5.2 Section 38 (6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 states that if regard is to 

be had to the development plan for the purpose of any determination to be made under the 
planning Acts, the determination must be made in accordance with the development plan 
unless material considerations indicate otherwise.  The subject case fails to comply with the 
development plan as a whole, having regard to its failure to comply with Policies PSE4, VOE1 
and VOE5.  
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5.3 Additionally, the grant of permission would not safeguard wind farm sites from a development 
which could negatively impact on them, and it has not been demonstrated that the dwelling 
would be capable of providing a satisfactory standard of amenity for future occupiers due to 
the proximity to operational and consented windfarms.  The submission also fails to provide 
sufficient details to allow for an adequate assessment of the potential impact on protected 
species. 

 
5.4 Whilst the benefits of the renovation and retention of the listed building are recognised, this is 

not in itself considered to be of sufficient strength to outweigh the harm caused when taken in 
the overall planning balance.  It is not considered that the use of conditions would be 
sufficient to make the development acceptable given the objections raised within this report 
regarding the matters of abandonment, the conversion of the building to a dwelling, adverse 
visual impact and impact on the setting of the listed building, lack of information regarding 
protected species, and the windfarm impact. Accordingly, there are insufficient material 
considerations that displace the presumption in favour of the development plan in this case. 

 
RECOMMENDATION: - REFUSE for the following reasons:- 
 

1. The existing building does not have a lawful use as a dwelling, having regard in particular to 
the length of time for which it has not been in use for residential purposes and the absence of 
any clear intention of the previous owner to use or maintain the building as a dwelling.  As the 
residential use of the property is considered to be abandoned, the proposal is therefore 
considered to be for the re-use and adaptation of a rural building in open countryside.  The 
proposal to re-use and adapt the buildings to use as a dwelling conflicts with the tests of 
Policy PSE4 of the Denbighshire Local Development Plan, as it has not been demonstrated 
that its use is unviable for employment purposes or that the proposed dwelling would be 
affordable to meet local needs. Additionally, it has not been demonstrated that the dwelling 
would be capable of providing a satisfactory standard of amenity for future occupiers due to 
the proximity to operational and consented windfarms, a factor which is a material planning 
consideration in line with the guidance in Section 9.4 of the Development Management 
Manual. 
 

2. The log cabin and the siting and scale of the proposed ancillary building have an adverse 
visual impact in an area of remote open countryside, and fail to preserve the setting of a listed 
building, contrary to Planning Policy Wales 10 with respect to harm to the landscape and also 
the guidance in Paragraph 9.4.3 of the Development Management Manual, TAN 24, Planning 
Policy Wales, The Historic Environment Act and Policy VOE 1 of the Denbighshire Local 
Development Plan and is contrary to Section 66 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 
Conservation Areas) Act 1990. 

 
3. There is insufficient information submitted to demonstrate that the proposed development 

would not adversely impact on protected species.  The proposal is therefore contrary to 
guidance in TAN5 paragraphs 6.2.2 and 6.3.7, Policy VOE5 of the Denbighshire Local 
Development Plan along with the guidance in the Council’s adopted Supplementary Planning 
Guidance note ‘Conservation and Enhancement of Biodiversity’ and paragraph 9.4.3 of the 
Development Management Manual. 

 
4. The site is located within Welsh Government’s Strategic Search Area A, as defined in TAN 8: 

Renewable Energy. As the grant of permission would in effect convey residential use status to 
Bwlch Du, this is considered to conflict with the requirement on Local Planning Authorities in 
TAN 8 paragraph 2.10 to safeguard wind farm sites from other developments which could 
sterilise them, and it has not been demonstrated that the dwelling would be capable of 
providing a satisfactory standard of amenity for future occupiers due to the proximity to 
operational and consented windfarms, a factor which is a material planning consideration in 
line with the guidance in Section 9.4 of the Development Management Manual. 
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