
 

 

 

 
At: Gadeirydd ac Aelodau’r  Pwyllgor 

Cynllunio 
Dyddiad: 

 
14 Chwefror 2024 
 

 Rhif Union: 
 

01824 712589 
 

 ebost: democrataidd@sirddinbych.gov.uk 
 

 
 
Annwyl Gynghorydd 
 
Fe’ch gwahoddir i fynychu cyfarfod y PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO, DYDD MERCHER, 21 
CHWEFROR 2024 am 9.30 AM YN SIAMBR Y CYNGOR, NEUADD Y SIR, RHUTHUN A 
THRWY GYNHADLEDD FIDEO 
 
Yn gywir iawn 
 
 
G Williams 
Swyddog Monitro 
 
 
AGENDA 
 
1 YMDDIHEURIADAU  (Tudalennau 3 - 4) 

 

2 DATGAN CYSYLLTIAD  (Tudalennau 5 - 6) 

 Yr Aelodau i ddatgan unrhyw gysylltiad personol neu gysylltiad sy’n rhagfarnu 

ag 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, gael eu hystyried yn y 

cyfarfod fel materion brys yn unol ag Adran 100B(4) o Ddeddf Llywodraeth 

Leol 1972. 

 

4 COFNODION  (Tudalennau 7 - 12) 

 Cadarnhau cywirdeb cofnodion cyfarfod y Pwyllgor Cynllunio a gynhaliwyd ar 

17 Ionawr 2024 (copi ynghlwm). 

 
 
 

Pecyn Dogfen Cyhoeddus



 

 

CEISIADAU AM GANIATÂD I DDATBLYGU (EITEM 5) - 
 
5 CAIS RHIF 23/2023/0468/ PF – BRYN GOLAU, SARON, DINBYCH  

(Tudalennau 13 - 44) 

 Ystyried cais i ddymchwel fferm ddofednod bresennol ac adeiladu uned 

ddofednod ar gyfer bridio tyrcwn, yn cynnwys 2 uned ddofednod cysylltiedig 

gyda biniau porthiant, sied tractor, lloriau caled, ffordd fynediad, mynedfa 

newydd i gerbydau a gwaith cysylltiedig ym Mryn Golau, Saron, Dinbych, 

LL16 4TH (copi ynghlwm).  

 

GWYBODAETH YCHWANEGOL 
 
 
6 GWRANDAWIAD APÊL CYNLLUNIO – KYNSAL HOUSE, FFORDD Y 

DYFFRYN, Y RHYL – CAIS RHIF 45/2021/0516/ PF  (Tudalennau 45 - 104) 

 I ofyn am gefnogaeth a rhan yr Aelodau i amddiffyn penderfyniad yr 

Awdurdodau Cynllunio Lleol i wrthod caniatâd cynllunio ar gyfer cais 

45/2021/0516/ PF – Kynsal House, Ffordd y Dyffryn, y Rhyl.  

 

 

 
AELODAETH 
 
Y Cynghorwyr 
 
Y Cynghorydd Mark John Young 
(Cadeirydd) 
 

  
 

Ellie Chard 
Karen Edwards 
Gwyneth Ellis 
James Elson 
Chris Evans 
Justine Evans 
Jon Harland 
Huw Hilditch-Roberts 
Alan James 
Delyth Jones 
 

Julie Matthews 
Terry Mendies 
Raj Metri 
Win Mullen-James 
Merfyn Parry 
Arwel Roberts 
Gareth Sandilands 
Andrea Tomlin 
Cheryl Williams 
Elfed Williams 
 

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



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, ble byddwn wedi cael ceisiadau 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 cyn dechrau’r cyfarfod, yn cynnwys sylwadau hwyr/taflenni crynhoi 
diwygiadau (‘Taflenni Hwyr’) ac unrhyw gynlluniau ategol neu ddiwygiedig yn ymwneud ag eitemau i’w 
hystyried. 
 
Mae’r ‘Taflenni Hwyr’ 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. 
 
Mewn perthynas â threfn eitemau, bydd disgwyl i unrhyw Aelodau sy'n ceisio symud eitem yn ei blaen i'w 
hystyried, wneud 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 yn cynnwys 21 Aelod etholedig ar hyn o bryd. Yn unol â phrotocol, rhaid i 11 Aelod 
fod yn bresennol ar ddechrau trafodaeth 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 drafodaeth dros yr eitem honno.  
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Lle bo’n berthnasol, bydd y Cadeirydd yn cynnig y cyfle i Aelodau ddarllen unrhyw wybodaeth hwyr am eitem 
ar y 'Taflenni Hwyr' cyn symud ymlaen. 
 
Cyn unrhyw drafodaeth, gall y Cadeirydd wahodd Swyddogion i roi cyflwyniad byr am eitem lle ystyrir hyn yn 
werthfawr o ran natur y 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 drafodaeth 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 
drafodaeth, ac yna dim ond wedi i bob Aelod arall gael y cyfle i siarad, gyda chytundeb y Cadeirydd. 
 
Ar gasgliad trafodaeth 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 pan fydd y drafodaeth yn cau, ac y bydd pleidleisio’n dilyn. 

 
Y drefn 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. 
 
Aelodau sy’n mynychu dros Zoom 
Bydd y bleidlais yn mynd yn ei blaen wrth i’r Cadeirydd fynd o amgylch pob aelod o’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio sy’n 
gymwys i bleidleisio i ofyn am eu pleidlais “O blaid”, “Yn erbyn” neu “Ymatal”. Bydd y pleidleisiau'n cael eu 
nodi.  
 
Aelodau sy’n mynychu’r Siambr 
Bydd yr Aelodau’n defnyddio’r system bleidleisio electronig a bydd y Cadeirydd yn darllen y canlyniad yn 
uchel. 
 
Canlyniad Terfynol 
Bydd y Cadeirydd yn cyfri’r pleidleisiau ac yn cyhoeddi a yw’r cais wedi cael ei gymeradwyo neu ei wrthod.  
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DEDDF LLYWODRAETH LEOL 2000 

 

 

 
Cod Ymddygiad Aelodau 
 

DATGELU A CHOFRESTRU BUDDIANNAU 
 
  

Rwyf i, 
(enw) 

  

  

*Aelod /Aelod cyfetholedig o 
(*dileuer un) 

Cyngor Sir Ddinbych   

 
 

 

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

Dyddiad Datgelu:   

   

Pwyllgor (nodwch):   

   

Agenda eitem   

   

Pwnc:   

   

Natur y Buddiant: 

(Gweler y nodyn isod)* 

 

 

 

 
 

 

   

Llofnod    

   

Dyddiad   

 

Noder: Rhowch ddigon o fanylion os gwelwch yn dda, e.e. 'Fi yw perchennog y tir sy’n gyfagos i'r cais 
ar gyfer caniatâd cynllunio a wnaed gan Mr Jones', neu 'Mae fy ngŵr / ngwraig yn un o weithwyr y 
cwmni sydd wedi gwneud cais am gymorth ariannol'. 
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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 
Ruthun a thrwy gynhadledd fideo, Dydd Mercher, 17 Ionawr 2024 am 9.30 am. 
 

YN BRESENNOL 
 

Y Cynghorwyr Ellie Chard, Karen Edwards, Gwyneth Ellis, James Elson, Chris Evans, 
Justine Evans, Jon Harland, Huw Hilditch-Roberts, Alan James, Delyth Jones, 
Julie Matthews, Terry Mendies, Win Mullen-James, Arwel Roberts, Gareth Sandilands, 
Andrea Tomlin, Cheryl Williams, Elfed Williams a/ac Mark Young (Cadeirydd) 
 

HEFYD YN BRESENNOL 

Paul Mead – Rheolwr Rheoli Datblygu, Paul Griffin – Prif Swyddog Cynllunio, Clare Lord 
– Swyddog Cyfreithiol, Sue Rees – Swyddog Cyfreithiol, Aelod Lleol – Cynghorydd Huw 
Williams, Gweinyddwr Zoom – Rhodri Tomos-Jones a Gweinyddwr Pwyllgorau – Nicola 
Hughes. 

 
1 YMDDIHEURIADAU  

 
Cafwyd ymddiheuriadau am absenoldeb gan y Cynghorydd Merfyn Parry. 
 

2 DATGAN CYSYLLTIAD  
 
Dim.  
 

3 MATERION BRYS FEL Y'U CYTUNWYD GAN Y CADEIRYDD  
 

Ni chodwyd unrhyw eitem frys gyda’r Cadeirydd cyn dechrau’r cyfarfod. 

 
4 COFNODION  

 

Cyflwynwyd cofnodion cyfarfod y Pwyllgor Cynllunio a gynhaliwyd ar 13 Rhagfyr 

2023.  

 

PENDERFYNWYD: derbyn a chymeradwyo cofnodion y cyfarfod a gynhaliwyd ar 

13 Rhagfyr 2023 fel cofnod cywir. 

Cyflwynwyd ceisiadau a oedd yn gofyn am benderfyniad y Pwyllgor ynghyd â’r 
dogfennau cysylltiedig. Cyfeiriwyd hefyd at y wybodaeth atodol a gyflwynwyd yn hwyr a 
dderbyniwyd ers cyhoeddi'r rhaglen ac a oedd yn cynnwys gwybodaeth ychwanegol a 
oedd yn ymwneud â’r ceisiadau hynny.  

 
5 CAIS RHIF 21/2021/0903/ PF - TIR GER THE PADDOCK, LLANFERRES, YR 

WYDDGRUG, CH7 5SH  
 
Cyflwynwyd cais i newid defnydd tir drwy osod 4 llety gwyliau, gosod gwaith trin 

bychan, creu mannau parcio, trac mewnol, pont droed i gerddwyr a gwaith 

cysylltiedig ar dir wrth ymyl Paddock, Llanferres yn yr Wyddgrug.  
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Siaradwr Cyhoeddus – 

 

Paul Dyson (YN ERBYN) – Dywedodd Mr Dyson wrth y Pwyllgor fod y cais wedi 

bod yn yr arfaeth ers dwy flynedd a hanner, gyda manylion y goleuadau tu allan 

ond ar gael ers 12 Ionawr 2024. Nid yw’r diwygiad diweddar wedi rhoi digon o 

amser i drigolion wrthwynebu neu wneud sylwadau. Felly gofynnodd Mr Dyson i’r 

Pwyllgor ohirio trafod y cais er mwyn rhoi amser i drigolion a phartïon eraill 

ymateb.  

 

Mae yna ddau safle llety gwyliau ar y lôn gul yn barod, Bryn Bowlio a Camp Alun. 

Nid oes galw am lety gwyliau ychwanegol yn yr ardal ac mae’r safleoedd sy’n bodoli 

eisoes yn wag am sawl mis. Byddai’r cais yn annog mwy o dwristiaeth i’r ardal, 

sydd eisoes wedi cyrraedd ei chapasiti. Nid yw lleoliad y safle yn addas gan nad 

oes siopau, tafarndai, llwybrau cerdded na goleuadau stryd ar y ffordd.  

 

Dylid cofio am fenter Awyr Dywyll yr Ardal o Harddwch Naturiol Eithriadol wrth 

ystyried cynllun goleuo arfaethedig y cais. Byddai sŵn ymwelwyr yn effeithio ar 

heddwch tirwedd yr AHNE. Mae’r cynlluniau sgrinio sŵn yn y cais yn mynd i gymryd 

blynyddoedd i’w sefydlu, ac ni fyddent yn atal sŵn. Mae’n bosibl y bydd y cais yn 

arwain at sŵn 24 awr y dydd, gyda phobl yn defnyddio twbâu poeth gyda’r nos ochr 

yn ochr ag yfed alcohol – a all arwain at wrthdaro rhwng ymwelwyr a thrigolion.  

 

Mae Polisi PSE12 y Cynllun Datblygu Lleol (CDLl) yn nodi na fydd unrhyw wersyll 

newydd yn agor yn Sir Ddinbych oni bai bod modd dangos y galw.  

 

Gofynnwyd i’r Pwyllgor ohirio trafod y cais. 

 

Siaradwr Cyhoeddus – 

 

Gethin Jones (Asiant) (O BLAID) – Mae’r cais yn ymwneud â gosod pedair uned 

llety gwyliau ar dir wrth ymyl cartref yr ymgeisydd. Y weledigaeth yw creu profiad 

gwyliau unigryw i ymwelwyr Bryniau Clwyd a’r AHNE. Fel teulu ifanc nod yr 

ymgeiswyr yw tyfu ac arallgyfeirio i greu rhywbeth arbennig yn y gymuned. 

 

Drwy gydol y broses gynllunio mae’r unedau wedi’u gosod yn strategol i fanteisio ar 

sgrinio ac i leihau’r effaith weledol ar yr ardal. Mae’r ymgeiswyr wedi canolbwyntio 

ar gadw a gwella’r ecoleg bresennol a chydnabod arwyddocâd diogelu 

bioamrywiaeth. Nid yw Ecolegydd y Sir na’r Swyddog Llwybrau Troed wedi mynegi 

unrhyw wrthwynebiad i’r cais. Yn ystod y broses gynllunio mae’r ymgeisydd wedi 

buddsoddi llawer o arian yn gweithio gyda’r Water Co Ltd, sy’n beirianwyr dŵr a 

draenio profiadol ac wedi ateb ymholiadau Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru ynglŷn â’r cais. 

Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru wedi cadarnhau eu parodrwydd i roi trwydded i fwrw 

ymlaen â’r gwaith trin bychan ar y safle unwaith y mae’r datblygiad wedi dechrau. 

Mae’r ymgeisydd yn rhagweld cynnydd yn refeniw busnesau lleol fel siopau, 

tafarndai a llefydd bwyta lleol. Byddai’r cais hefyd yn cyfrannu at yr economi 

ehangach gan greu cyfleoedd cyflogaeth.  
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Trafodaeth Gyffredinol –  

 

Gofynnodd y Cynghorydd James Elson am eglurhad ynghylch y gwrthdaro rhwng 

polisïau PSE5 a PSE12 y CDLl.  

 

Eglurodd y Prif Swyddog Cynllunio fod Polisi PSE5 yn ymwneud â datblygiad sy’n 

rhoi budd i’r economi wledig a bod PSE12 yn ymwneud â safleoedd gwersylla a 

charafanau statig a theithiol. Mae’r cais gerbron y Pwyllgor yn ymwneud â 

chabanau. Mae’r swyddogion wedi pwyso a mesur pethau’n gytbwys wrth 

benderfynu pa bolisi sy’n cefnogi’r cais. Mae’r swyddogion wedi dod i’r casgliad y 

gellir lleihau effaith weledol y cais ar y tirlun drwy amod tirlunio. O ran goleuadau 

arfaethedig y safle, mae amod wedi’i gynnwys yn y cais sy’n gofyn am gytundeb 

pellach cyn gosod unrhyw oleuadau. Mae ymateb gan y Swyddog Hawliau Tramwy 

wedi dod i law, ac yn cadarnhau eu bod yn cytuno â’r cais ar yr amod nad oes 

unrhyw niwed i amwynder yr ardal. Ar ôl pwyso a mesur mae’r adroddiad ar y cais 

yn dangos bod y swyddogion yn cefnogi polisi PSE5.  

 

Diolchodd y Cynghorydd Delyth Jones i’r swyddogion am gyflwyno adroddiad 

cynhwysfawr a’r sylwadau hwyr. Gan gyfeirio at y gwrthwynebiadau i’r cais, holodd 

y Cynghorydd Jones a oedd y broses ymgynghori gywir wedi’i dilyn. 

 

Dywedodd y Prif Swyddog Cynllunio fod y wybodaeth fwyaf diweddar yn ymwneud 

â goleuadau a chynllun draenio yn ymateb uniongyrchol i sylwadau ymgyngoreion 

statudol. Ym marn y swyddogion mae’r partïon perthnasol wedi cael cyfle i 

ymgynghori ynghylch y gwrthwynebiadau sydd wedi’u cyflwyno. Mae trigolion wedi 

cael cyfle i wneud sylwadau ac wedi’u hysbysu yn unol â’r ddeddfwriaeth ac felly, 

mae’r swyddogion yn fodlon eu bod wedi dilyn y broses gywir.  

 

Holodd y Cynghorydd Jones am yr amodau sydd yn eu lle i’r ymgeisydd ddangos y 

galw am y datblygiad yn yr AHNE.  

 

Eglurodd y Prif Swyddog Cynllunio, gan gyfeirio’n ôl at bolisïau PSE5 a PSE12, nad 

oes amod lle mae’n rhaid i ymgeiswyr ddangos y galw am y cais yn yr ardal ond 

mae ar yr ymgeisydd angen dangos y budd i’r economi wledig.  

 

Mynegodd y Cynghorydd Arwel Roberts ei syndod bod yr AHNE yn cytuno â’r cais 

o ystyried eu statws Awyr Dywyll. Cyfeiriodd y Prif Swyddog Cynllunio at amod 10 

yn yr adroddiad sy’n sicrhau bod unrhyw olau yn cael ei bylu i osgoi effeithiau 

negyddol ar ystlumod a bod hynny yn cael ei gydnabod yn statws Awyr Dywyll yr 

AHNE.  

 

Mynegodd y Cynghorydd Chris Evans bryderon ynghylch cadw cofnod o ymwelwyr 

i safleoedd gwyliau o’r fath a gofynnodd am wybodaeth ynglŷn â phwy sy’n gorfodi 

hyn. Dywedodd y Rheolwr Rheoli Datblygiadau fod Llywodraeth Cymru, fel rhan o’u 

polisïau cynllunio cenedlaethol, yn annog twristiaeth drwy gydol y flwyddyn. 

Cyfrifoldeb ymgeiswyr a gweithredwyr safleoedd gwyliau yw sicrhau bod ymwelwyr 

yn defnyddio’r safleoedd at ddibenion gwyliau yn unig, felly mae’n rhaid iddyn nhw 

wirio bod ymwelwyr yn talu treth y cyngor ar eiddo arall. Dyma’r drefn safonol ar 
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draws y sir gyfan. Mae hyn yn fater gorfodaeth cynllunio a chyfeiriwyd at amod 3 y 

cais a fydd gobeithio yn sicrhau aelodau bod hyn yn cael ei reoli.  

 

Dywedodd y Cynghorydd Huw Hilditch-Roberts fod llawer o ddiwydrwydd dyladwy 

wedi’i roi i’r cais ac roedd yn teimlo’n hyderus fod y swyddogion wedi ystyried yr 

hyn y mae’r cais yn ei gynnig a’r lleoliad. Mae Arolwg Busnes Sir Ddinbych wedi 

amlygu galw am lety i dwristiaid yn yr ardal, sy’n denu dros 250,000 o ymwelwyr 

bob blwyddyn.  

 

Cynnig – 

 

CYNIGIODD y Cynghorydd Huw Hilditch-Roberts fod y cais yn cael ei gymeradwyo. 

EILIODD y Cynghorydd Alan James. 

 

Mynegodd y Cynghorydd Williams (aelod lleol) ei gefnogaeth i’r cais gan ddweud 

bod y cabanau gwyliau a gynigir yn y cais yn boblogaidd iawn yn yr ardal a bod 

galw amdanynt. Byddai’r cais hwn yn dod ag arian i’r economi leol.  

 

Pleidlais – 

O blaid – 19 

Yn erbyn – 0 

Ymatal – 0 

 

PENDERFYNWYD: y dylid CYMERADWYO’R cais cynllunio yn unol ag 

argymhelliad y swyddog.  

 
6 CAIS RHIF 23/2023/0468/ PF - BRYN GOLAU, SARON, DINBYCH, LL16 4TH  

 
Cyflwynwyd cais i ddymchwel fferm ddofednod ac adeiladu uned ddofednod ar 

gyfer bridio tyrcwn, yn cynnwys 2 uned ddofednod cysylltiedig gyda biniau 

porthiant, sied tractor, lloriau caled, ffordd fynediad, mynediad newydd i gerbydau a 

gwaith cysylltiedig ym Mryn Golau, Saron, Dinbych. 

 

Siaradwr Cyhoeddus – 

 

Sam Harrison (Asiant) (O blaid) – mae gan y fferm ddofednod 7 tŷ dofednod ac yn 

gweithredu dan drwydded amgylcheddol wedi’i chyhoeddi a’i rheoli gan Gyfoeth 

Naturiol Cymru ar gyfer magu ieir brwylio; mae gan y safle le i 87,200 o adar, gydag 

oddeutu 7.5 haid y flwyddyn. Cynigir dymchwel y fferm bresennol a chodi uned 

fodern ar gyfer bridio tyrcwn a fydd yn cynnwys y technegau gorau, yn wahanol 

iawn i’r unedau presennol. Ar ôl y datblygiad byddai’r fferm yn gweithredu fel uned i 

dyrcwn ddodwy wyau ffrwythlon ar gyfer deori. Byddai lle i 6000 o adar ar y fferm 

newydd – 5,500 o dwrcennod a 500 o geiliogod tyrcwn, a byddai’r datblygiad 

newydd yn creu 5 swydd lawn amser ar y safle.  

 

Mae’r datblygiad arfaethedig yn llawer llai dwys na’r unedau brwylio presennol. 

Mae’r gylchred dyrcwn yn seiliedig ar gylchred fridio 36 wythnos, gyda’r adar yn 
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cael eu cadw am oddeutu 28 wythnos a’r safle wedyn yn cael ei wagio, ei lanhau a’i 

baratoi am 8 wythnos. Y cynnig yw bridio 1.6 haid y flwyddyn yn hytrach na 7.5 y 

flwyddyn.  

 

Mae effaith y datblygiad wedi’i asesu drwy amrywiaeth o adroddiadau technegol 

sy’n ymdrin ag arogl, sŵn, amonia, ecoleg, cludiant a rheoli gwastraff. Byddai’r 

datblygiad yn arwain at nifer o welliannau, yn cynnwys, ond nid yn gyfyngedig i: 

lleihau arogl ac amonia, lleihau gweithgareddau dal gyda’r nos a lleihau traffig yn 

ystod y dydd. Mae’r gwerthusiad wedi’i werthuso’n llawn o safbwynt technegol gan 

Gyfoeth Naturiol Cymru, Priffyrdd, Ecoleg ac Iechyd yr Amgylchedd, sydd heb 

fynegi gwrthwynebiad yn amodol ar amodau. 

 

Trafodaeth Gyffredinol –  

 

Mynegodd y Cynghorydd Elfed Williams (aelod lleol) bryderon ynghylch oriau 

gweithredu’r safle a lleoliad mynediad y safle. Gan gyfeirio at amod 10 – 

 

Er y cynlluniau a’r dogfennau i’w cymeradwyo wrth hyn, bydd yr holl ddanfoniadau, 

gweithgareddau cludo dofednod byw o’r safle (ac eithrio gweithgareddau cludo a 

ellir eu gwneud y tu allan i’r oriau hyn) yn digwydd rhwng 07.00 a 19.00 ddydd Llun 

i ddydd Gwener, rhwng 07.00 a 17.00 ddydd Sadwrn a rhwng 10.00 a 16.00 ddydd 

Sul a gwyliau banc.  

 

Roedd teimlad bod yr oriau gweithredu yn ystod yr wythnos yn rhy hwyr a chafwyd 

cais i’w newid nhw o 19.00 i 17.00 yn ystod yr wythnos oherwydd y niwsans sŵn 

posibl i drigolion lleol. Amlygwyd y gall loriau gyrraedd ar unrhyw adeg, ddydd neu 

nos, am 6 wythnos o’r flwyddyn. 

 

Pryder mwyaf y trigolion a Chyngor Cymuned Llanrhaeadr yng Nghinmeirch yw’r 

mynediad i’r safle. Mae’r mynediad newydd arfaethedig yn agos at set o 

groesffyrdd, nad ydynt yn addas i gerbydau mawr sy’n mynd i mewn ac allan o’r 

safle. Gofynnwyd bod y mynediad arfaethedig yn cael ei symud i le gwahanol draw 

oddi wrth y croesffyrdd ac eiddo cymdogion.  

 

Dywedodd y Rheolwr Rheoli Datblygiadau fod yr opsiynau fel a ganlyn:  

 Gall yr aelod lleol gynnig geiriad gwahanol i amod 10. Cymeradwyo’r cais yn 

amodol ar ddiwygio amod 10. 

 Mae’r pwynt mynediad yn rhan fawr o’r cais arfaethedig ac nid oes modd i’r 

Pwyllgor newid y lleoliad. Mae’n rhaid i’r Aelodau asesu’r wybodaeth sydd o’u 

blaenau gan y swyddogion a’r Peirianwyr Priffyrdd a phenderfynu a yw’r 

mynediad yn dderbyniol. Os yw’n annerbyniol, byddai’n rhaid i’r Aelodau wrthod 

y cais.  

 Gohirio’r cais i ganiatáu i swyddogion siarad efo’r ymgeisydd ynglŷn â newid 

lleoliad y mynediad a’r oriau gweithredu.  

 

Holodd y Cynghorydd Alan James ynghylch y pellter rhwng y mynediad presennol 

a’r mynediad arfaethedig. Cyfeiriodd y Prif Swyddog Cynllunio at y cynllun o’r awyr 

ac amlygodd ble’r oedd y mynediad arfaethedig a’r mynediad presennol.  

Tudalen 11



Holodd y Cynghorydd Huw Hilditch-Roberts ynghylch oriau gweithredu presennol y 

safle. Dywedodd y Prif Swyddog Cynllunio nad yw’r caniatâd presennol ar gyfer y 

safle yn cynnwys unrhyw reolaeth dros yr oriau gweithredu.  

 

Cynnig – 

 

CYNIGIODD y Cynghorydd Elfed Williams bod y cais yn cael ei ohirio tan y bydd y 

swyddogion wedi cysylltu â’r ymgeisydd ynglŷn â’r mynediad i’r safle a’r oriau 

gweithredol. EILIODD y Cynghorydd Delyth Jones y cynnig i ohirio.  

 

Pleidlais – 

O blaid – 14 

Yn erbyn – 4 

Ymatal – 1 

 

PENDERFYNWYD; GOHIRIO’R cais cynllunio. 

 
7 CAIS RHIF 43/2023/0549/ PF - 9 CADNANT AVENUE, PRESTATYN, LL19 7HW  

 
Cyflwynwyd cais i osod ffenestri to ar flaen a chefn yr annedd, a gwaith cysylltiedig, 

yn 9 Cadnant Avenue, Prestatyn.  

 

Dywedodd y Cynghorydd Andrea Tomlin (aelod lleol) fod y lluniau yn y cais yn 

dangos yn glir beth yw’r newidiadau arfaethedig i’r eiddo. Nid yw’r eiddo yn edrych 

drosodd i eiddo arall o’r tu blaen, ac mae newidiadau wedi’u gwneud gan yr 

ymgeisydd i gael gwydr aneglur yn y cefn yn dilyn pryderon trigolion. Ychydig iawn 

o effaith y bydd y newidiadau arfaethedig i’r eiddo yn ei chael ar yr ardal a’r 

cymdogion.  

 

CYNIGIODD y Cynghorydd Andrea Tomlin fod y cais yn cael ei gymeradwyo. 

EILIODD y Cynghorydd James Elson. 

 

Pleidlais – 

O blaid – 19 

Yn erbyn – 0 

Ymatal – 0 

 

PENDERFYNWYD: y dylid CYMERADWYO’R cais cynllunio yn unol ag 

argymhelliad y swyddog.  

Daeth y cyfarfod i ben am 10.30am 
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 Luci Mayall 
WARD: 
 

Llanrhaeadr yng Nghinmeirch 
 

AELOD / AELODAU’R 
WARD: 
 

Y Cynghorydd Elfed Williams (C) 
 

CAIS RHIF: 
 

23/2023/0468/ PF 

CYNNIG: 
 

Dymchwel fferm ddofednod bresennol ac adeiladu uned 
ddofednod ar gyfer bridio tyrcwn, yn cynnwys 2 uned ddofednod 
cysylltiedig gyda biniau porthiant, sied tractor, lloriau caled, ffordd 
fynediad, mynedfa newydd i gerbydau a gwaith cysylltiedig 
 

LLEOLIAD: Bryn Golau, Saron, Dinbych, LL16 4TH 
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23/2023/0648

Bryn Golau, Saron

Demolition of existing poultry farm and erection of a poultry unit for turkey breeding comprising 
2 no. linked poultry units with associated feed bins, tractor shed, hardstandings, access road, new 

vehicular access and associated works
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Location plan
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Existing and proposed site plan
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Proposed aerial view of  new sheds
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Proposed elevations
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View of existing sheds from the lane to 
the east

View from main road, new access 
within hedge to the right

Views within the 
site
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 Luci Mayall 
WARD : 
 

Llanrhaeadr Yng Nghinmeirch 
 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Elfed Williams (c) 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

23/2023/0468/ PF 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Demolition of existing poultry farm and erection of a poultry unit 
for turkey breeding comprising 2 no. linked poultry units with 
associated feed bins, tractor shed, hardstandings, access road, 
new vehicular access and associated works 
 

LOCATION:  Bryn Golau   Saron  Denbigh LL16 4TH 
 

APPLICANT: Mr Clay Burrows, Aviagen Turkeys Ltd. 
 

CONSTRAINTS: PROW 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

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

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

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

LLANRHAEADR YNG NGHINMEIRCH COMMUNITY COUNCIL 
Are of ‘the opinion that the new vehicular access to the planning application is too close to the 
highway bend and crossroads junction which is inviting road traffic accidents to the subject 
planning application and plans site’. 
 
NATURAL RESOURCES WALES 
Concerns as inadequate information has been provided in support of the proposal. Additional 
information is required on manure management and contaminated water.  
 
Management of manure and contaminated water 
Concerned that the proposed management of the manure and contaminated water could result 
in a third party spreading the exported material (or resulting digestate) within a river Special 
Area of Conservation (SAC) catchment. 
 
We are not satisfied that the regulatory regimes covering spreading of manures, or resultant 
digestate to land, are adequate in preventing discharge of phosphorus to the river environment. 
 
We are not satisfied that the CoAPR currently have adequate controls to protect rivers from the 
risk of phosphorus loss from land spreading of manures / slurries or agricultural digestate. 
 
We are also concerned that the disposal of contaminated water could result in an adverse 
effect on a river SAC. As it is proposed that the disposal of contaminated water is managed by 
a third party, we are not satisfied that the proposed agreement would be capable of exerting 
sufficient control over the fate of the contaminated water to avoid an adverse effect on an SAC.  
 
For us to support a conclusion of no adverse effect on site integrity, we would expect an 
applicant to demonstrate that a robust and enforceable chain of custody was in place for the 
fate of manures and contaminated water from the site, controlling the location, beneficial use 
and method of land spreading. 
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Protected species 
 Accept the conclusions of the report and recommendations around external lighting.  
 
 Protected Sites 

The submitted ammonia impact assessments predict the proposals will result in lower 
ammonia concentrations at habitat sites, than from the existing broiler operations. 
Therefore, the proposals represent an improvement on existing, and therefore an in-
combination assessment is not required.  
 
On this basis, we recognise that the proposed development will result in betterment in terms 
of the existing air quality and therefore we raise no further concerns with regard to air quality 
matters. 

 
Foul Drainage 
Raise no concerns. If a private drainage solution is progressed, an Environmental Permit 
will be required. 

 
DWR CYMRU / WELSH WATER 
No comments to make as the applicant does not proposed to connect to the public sewer. 
SAB approval may be required. 
 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
Traffic, Parking and Road Safety:  
- Highways Officer 

No objection subject to the attachment of a condition which ensures that any other access 
or egress is permanently closed and the highway verge reinstated should the new access 
come into use.  
 

- Footpaths Officer  
Public path 53 Llanrhaeadr (footpath) abuts the red line outlining the development area. We 
do not consider that the proposed development would have any physical impact on the 
path but would ask that during construction the applicant and developer are made aware 
that the public will be using these routes and ensure their safety is maintained throughout 
the works. The area also needs to be kept free of any building materials to avoid 
obstruction or any disturbance to the path surface. 

 
Public Protection Officer - 

          Lighting impact Assessment required. 
 
Ecology Officer-  
No objection subject to conditions around biodiversity enhancement measures, external lighting 
scheme, and ensuring all trees and hedges to be retained are protected from development. 
 
Recommend that should the existing access no longer be required, details of reinstating a 
section of native hedgerow in this location should be explored. Additional native hedgerow 
could be planted up to the gate on the new access point providing the visibility splays can be 
achieved.  
 
 
Drainage Officer-  
SAB Approval required 
 
RE-CONSULTATION RESPONSES:  
LLANRHAEADR YNG NGHINMEIRCH COMMUNITY COUNCIL 
Objection. 
‘We do not agree with the Highways statement and we are of the opinion that the proposed 
placement of the new vehicular entrance / exit so close to the crossroads with extremely poor 
sight lines will cause accidents between the large articulated delivery vehicles and the local 
traffic from the school bus, local forestry, farm or cars. There is insufficient distance between 
the new access and the crossroads’ 
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NATURAL RESOURCES WALES 
Satisfied concerns can be overcome if the Manure Management Plan and Preliminary 
Ecological Appraisal are included in the approved plans and documents condition on the 
decision notice. 
 
The Manure management Plan confirms that there are existing arrangements with regards to 
the export of manure and contaminated water. The Plan also confirms that the proposal would 
decrease the amount of manure produced from 936 tonnes of manure per annum (poultry) to 
421 tonnes of manure per annum (turkey). Therefore, as the proposal would result in a 
decrease in manure production and an improvement on the existing scenario, we raise no 
further concerns. 

 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
Public Protection Officer – 
In addition to my comments dated 17/11/2023 and following further discussions with the 
applicants’ agent and the professional odour consultant the proposed roof mounted fans meet 
the criteria of Best Available Technique for UK sites. The modern facility and husbandry 
standards should offer improvement over the existing poor quality poultry units. With the 
modern facility it may be possible that the odour modelling is over-predicting odour impact and 
under-estimating the impact of the current sub-standard poultry units. 
 
Recommend conditions are attached to control the transportation of live poultry to reduce 
impact on the nearest residential receptors, ensuring all deliveries take place between Mon-Fri 
7am to 7pm, and Sat 7am to 5pm and Sun/public holidays 10am to 4pm. The external lighting 
shall be carried out as described in the lighting assessment and an Odour Management Plan 
shall be submitted before  the poultry production cycle begins on site. 

 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 
 
In objection 
Representations received from: 
Robert Wynne, Bryn Glas, Saron, LL16 4TH  
David & Gillian Tyrer Cefn Maen Isaf Saron ,Denbigh  

 
Summary of planning based representations in objection: 
 
Residential amenity: 
Odour 
impacts likely to occur similar to previous use 
 
Noise 
Timing of deliveries impacting neighbours through noise– operation hours 7am to 4pm 
Engine noise and equipment noise filling silos. 
Site to operate 24 hours during 4 weeks of cull period- continuous disturbance 
Prevailing wind direction not taken into account in noise survey 
Continuous noise nuisance from fans operating 
New entrance closer to neighbouring properties 
 
Lighting 
Impacts and disturbance by movement of vehicles especially during 24 hours during cull period 
Impacts of external lighting on nearby properties. 
 
Pests 
Demolition of existing buildings causing issues with vermin and pollution 
 
Highways 
Site entrance is closer to the main road junction and few metres from a dwelling.  
Road condition is already poor and further HGV traffic will deteriorate it further 
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Ammonia impacts 
Concerns the nearby upland wet woodland has not been considered in relation to wind 
direction from units 
 
 

RECONSULTATION RESPONSES TO PUBLICITY 
In objection 
Representations received from: 
David & Gillian Tyrer Cefn Maen Isaf Saron ,Denbigh  
 
Summary of responses made in objection  
Previous movements occurred into the morning, require assurance that description of deliveries 
includes ‘exception of live bird transport’ as recommended by the agent. 
Concerns around noise output during the overnight removals 
Concerns around the light output during overnight removals 
Querying the number of removals 

 
EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION: 24/08/2023    
 
EXTENSION OF TIME AGREED? Yes 23/02/2024 
 
REASONS FOR DELAY IN DECISION (where applicable):  
 

• delay in receipt of key consultation response(s) 
• additional information required from applicant 
• re-consultations / further publicity necessary on amended plans and / or additional 

information 
• awaiting consideration by Committee 
• deferral by Committee  

 
 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT: 
1. THE PROPOSAL: 

1.1 Summary of proposals 
1.1.1 The application seeks permission for the demolition of existing poultry farm and 

erection of a poultry unit for turkey breeding comprising 2 no. linked poultry units with 
associated feed bins, tractor shed, hardstandings, access road, new vehicular access 
and associated works at Bryn Golau, Saron. 
 

1.1.2 The proposal invovles the demolition of 7 poultry sheds and the erection of 2 new 
linked poultry houses and associated infrastructure. The farm is proposed to operate 
as a turkey laying unit and would have a capacity of 6,000 birds. 
 

1.1.3 Poultry unit 1 is proposed to meausre 101m x 18m- 1818sqm. Poultry unit 2 is 
proposed to measure 111m x 18m – 1998sqm with a link measuring 7m x 3m – 
21sqm. The proposed tractor shed would measure 10m x 5m= 50sqm and the 4 feed 
bins in olive green to match the building would have a height of 8.6m and 3.75m 
diameter. The total floor area of the buildings proposed is 3887sqm. The buildings are 
proposed to be located on the same footpring as the existing buildings on the site. 
 

1.1.4 The proposed buildings are of a steel portal frame construction with external polyester 
coated cladding to the walls and roof in olive green. The buildings will be fitted with 
automatic feeders. Ventilation fans are mounted on the roof.  
 

1.1.5 Eggs are proposed to be collected 3 times per week for transport to the hatchery. All 
manure is proposed to be removed from the site under a contract with Gamber 
Logistics. 
 

1.1.6 Dirty water tanks will collect dirty water which will be removed from the site at the end 
of each flock by vacuum tanker under a waste management agreement. 
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1.1.7 Hardstanding areas are proposed with a new internal access road coming from closer 

to the main Saron road. Car parking is proposed for 7 vehicles with the access road 
and turning area located to the south of the buildings. 
 

1.1.8 The proposed redevelopment of the farm will create 5 full time jobs. 
 

1.1.9 A total of 6 vehicles will be required per 36 week cycle to move the birds during the 
night for welfare purposes. This is broken down to 1 lorry in week 25, 1 in week 26, 2 
in week 27 and 2 in week 28. The site is empty for preparation for the next batch of 
birds from week 28 to 36. 
 

1.1.10 Deliveries have been agreed to take place between Mon-Fri 7am to 7pm, and Sat 
7am to 5pm and Sun/public holidays 10am to 4pm. 

 
 

1.2 Other relevant information/supporting documents in the application 
1.2.1 • Odour Impact Assessment 

• Ammonia Impact Assessment 
• Noise Impact Assessment 
• Ecology Survey 
• Transport Statement 
• Foul Drainage Strategy 
• Manure and Dirty Water Management Plan 
• Pollution Prevention Plan 
• External lighting Assessment 
- Operational details  

 
 

1.3 Description of site and surroundings 
1.3.1 The current use of the site is based on the rearing of commercial broiler 

chickens and has been established for a number of years. The capacity of the existing 
site is 87,200 birds, with around 7.5 flocks of birds per annum. The sheds ae situated 
behind a mature hedge within the farm complex. The vents and roofs can be seen 
from the lane to the east. 
 

1.4 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.4.1 The site is located outside of any development boundary defined by the LDP. 
1.4.2 There is a public footpath along the boundary of the site. 

 
1.5 Relevant planning history 

1.5.1 Previous permissions relating to the poultry farm dating back to 1978. 
 

1.6 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.6.1 Submission of amended manure and dirty water management plan, further 

information on operations. 
 
       1.7 Other relevant background information 

1.7.1 Member’s will recall that the application was deferred by the January Planning 
Committee at the request of the Local Member. The request was made to allow 
Officers to go back to the applicants to re-consider the access arrangements and 
hours for deliveries to and from the site. Officers have done this, but the applicants 
are unwilling to change the access and the delivery times previously agreed. Officers 
reiterate that, in their opinion, and the opinion of technical consultees, the proposed 
access arrangements and delivery times are considered to be acceptable and do not 
constitute robust reasons to refuse the application. This reasoning is explained in the 
highways and residential amenity sections of the report. 
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2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 

2.1 34/2650 Erection of Poultry House, GRANTED 10/3/1978 
2.2 34/4677 Erection of single storey structure, GRANTED 10/07/1980 
2.3 34/14085 Construction of 7 additional bulk feed bins, GRANTED 12/05/1994 

 
 
3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 

The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
 

Local Policy/Guidance 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4th June 2013) 
 Policy PSE5 – Rural economy 
Policy VOE5 – Conservation of natural resources 
Policy VOE6 – Water management 
Policy ASA3 – Parking standards 

 
Supplementary Planning Guidance 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Conservation and Enhancement of Biodiversity  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Parking Requirements In New Developments 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Trees & Landscaping 
 
Government Policy / Guidance 
Planning Policy Wales (Edition 11) February 2021 
Development Control Manual November 2016 
Future Wales – The National Plan 2040 
 
Technical Advice Notes 

 
TAN 5 Nature Conservation and Planning (2009) 
TAN 6 Planning for Sustainable Rural Communities (2010) 
TAN 18 Transport (2007) 
TAN 23 Economic Development (2014) 
 

      
 
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 11 (February 
2021) and other relevant legislation. 
 
Denbighshire County Council declared a climate change and ecological emergency in July 2019. 
In October 2020 the Council approved an amendment of its Constitution so that all decisions of 
the Council now have regard to tackling climate and ecological change as well as having regard 
to the sustainable development principles and the well-being of future generations.  
 
The Council aims to become a Net Carbon Zero Council and an Ecologically Positive Council by 
31 March 2030. Its goal and priorities are set out in its Climate and Ecological Change Strategy 
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2021/22 to 2029/30. The actions, projects and priorities in the Strategy directly relate to council 
owned and controlled assets and services. One priority of the Strategy is to promote the existing 
policies within the Local Development Plan (LDP) 2006 to 2021 and Supplementary Planning 
Guidance (SPG) which contribute to environmentally responsible development. In preparing these 
reports to determine planning applications we therefore highlight the LDP 2006 to 2021 and 
appropriate SPG. Applications that are determined in accordance with the LDP 2006 to 2021 are 
environmentally responsible developments.  
 
Planning applications are assessed in accordance with statutory requirements including The 
Environment (Wales) Act 2016, national policy (Future Wales, PPW 11) and local policy (LDP 
2006 to 2021) and therefore they are assessed with regard to tackling climate and ecological 
change which is a material consideration. 
 
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to all statutory requirements, 
policies and material planning considerations which are considered to be of relevance to the 
proposal. 
 
4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 
 

4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Visual amenity 
4.1.3 Residential amenity 
4.1.4 Ecology 
4.1.5 Drainage (including flooding) 
4.1.6 Highways (including access and parking) 

 
 

4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 
4.2.1 Principle 

Paragraph 5.6 of PPW 11 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.   
 
TAN6 Appendix 1 sets out general matters for planning authorities to consider when 
dealing with agricultural prior notification applications, which are considered to be 
material to the determination of planning applications. TAN6 2.1.1 states the planning 
system must also protect and enhance the natural and historic environment and 
safeguard the countryside and open spaces. 
 
With regard to agricultural development, PPW11 states that diversification activities 
come in many forms and include both agricultural and non-agricultural activities. The 
examples given include livestock rearing. PPW11 goes on to state that diversification 
projects “should be supported where there is no detrimental impact on the 
environment and local amenity”. 

 
Policy PSE5 of the Local Development Plan states that development, including 
agricultural diversification, will be supported throughout the County subject to detailed 
criteria, which include making a significant contribution to sustainable development 
and recognising any special status of the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty/Area of 
Outstanding Beauty. 
 
The June 2018 Welsh Government ‘Dear Chief Planner’ letter states: 
 

“Strong rural economies are essential in creating and sustaining vibrant rural 
places and communities. The planning system should support economic and 
employment growth in the countryside wherever it is considered appropriate. 
In adopting a constructive approach towards agricultural development we 
need to ensure significant consideration is given to environmental protection 
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as well as the well-being of people and the impacts on natural and cultural 
resources.” 

 
It is evident that national and local planning policy offer general support for 
appropriate new agricultural development. It is therefore considered that a proposal 
for the demolition of existing poultry rearing buildings and the erection of modern 
sheds for breeding turkeys within the same footprint would be acceptable in principle, 
and that the key issues to address are the localised impacts, which are reviewed in 
the following sections of the report.  
 
 

4.2.2 Visual 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 visual amenity and landscape impacts 
of development should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
PPW 11 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.’ 

 
TAN6 A14 states the siting of a new agricultural building 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. 

 
 No representations have been received raising visual amenity concerns. 

 
The proposal is for the demolition of older poultry broiler units and the erection of a 
modern turkey rearing facility within the same footprint. The design of the proposed 
buildings are typical of agricultural development and are not dissimilar to the existing 
design and layout.  
 
The application site is visible from the lane, over the hedges. The new units however, 
would also be viewed in the context of the existing  site rather than appearing as new 
development in the open countryside. The buildings are proposed to be finished in 
olive green cladding. 
 
TAN6 A14 states new buildings should normally form part of a group rather than stand 
in isolation, and relate to existing buildings in size and colour. It is considered that the 
siting location, colour and size of the replacement buildings are in keeping with the 
existing complex. It is not considered the proposal would result in a detrimental impact 
to the character of the area, given the amount of development currently occupying the 
site.  
 
It is considered reasonable to ensure that an appropriate landscaping scheme is 
implemented for this development to help integrate the new buildings into the site and 
to provide a net benefit for biodiversity. It is also a requirement to close up the existing 
access and hedgerow planting will be required. 
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Having regard to the scale and form of the development proposed, Officers consider 
the proposal would be acceptable in this location having regard to the nature of the 
site and the existing development and are of the opinion the proposal would not cause 
adverse harm to visual amenity and landscape character subject to the imposition of a 
landscaping condition. 
 
 

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. 
 
Policy PSE5 (i) of the LDP states appropriate employment proposals outside of 
development boundaries will be supported providing the proposal is appropriate in 
scale and nature to its location. 
 
The June 2018 Welsh Government Dear Chief Planner letter states: 
 

“Intensive agricultural units particularly pig and poultry farms, can affect both 
sensitive habitats and the local population. This is largely through the release 
of pollutants, including: ammonia; nutrients from manure, litter and slurry; 
effluent discharges; dust; odour; and noise. 

 
There is the need to exercise particular care when considering developments 
which would bring livestock units within close proximity to sensitive land uses 
such as homes, schools, hospitals, office development or sensitive 
environmental areas. Importantly, while an individual intensive livestock 
development may be acceptable, the cumulative impacts resulting from 
similar developments nearby should also be taken into account.” 

 
“While environmental permitting and local controls, such as statutory 
nuisance, may manage the ongoing effects of development, the planning 
system should consider the relationship between neighbouring and potentially 
conflicting land uses in the first instance.” 

 
It is recognised that intensive livestock units therefore have the potential to impact on 
the living conditions of residents living nearby through a number of factors, in 
particular emissions of noise, odour and dust / airborne pollution. 
 
The nearest residential properties not related to the site are Bryn Glas located 
approximately 132m to the north and Cefn Maen Uchaf, 247m and Cefn Maen Isa, 
168m to the north west. 
 

 
In relation to Odour: 
Established practice requires odour assessment to take into account the impacts of 
the proposed unit, associated spreading range and associated manure storage 
facilities.  
 
In this instance, the submitted Manure Management Plan clarifies the method of 
disposing of and where necessary storing manure. It points out the farm is already an 
extensive operation which exports the manure and slurry off site to another location 
and outlines a contingency plan for the storage of manure when spreading to the land 
is not possible.  
 

Tudalen 36



The submitted Odour Assessment identifies relevant sensitive receptors including 
neighbouring dwellings within 400m of the site. The Assessment indicates that the 
overall risks are not significant if carefully managed.  
 
Based on the assessment and the responses received from NRW and the Public 
Protection Officer, it is not considered that the odour from the proposed replacement 
poultry unit would have an unacceptable impact on the closest residential receptor, 
over the existing poultry facility. The facility would decrease the amount of manure 
produced from 936 tonnes to 421 tonnes per year. In the event that there should be 
an issue, it is considered that sufficient control exists within the Environmental 
Protection regime to deal with the situation. The Public Protection Officer has 
recommended an Odour Management Plan is submitted for approval before the first 
poultry production cycle begins on site. 
 
In relation to Noise  
A Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment has been submitted in support of the 
application. 
 
Concerns have been raised by neighbours regarding the noise associated with the 
ventilation system. 
 
The Public Protection Officer has considered the noise and vibration impact 
assessment, and raised no concerns. It is considered that the level of noise generated 
from the ventilation equipment and other operational noise would not result in an 
unacceptable level of noise at the nearest residential properties.  

 
Having regard to the advice provided by the Public Protection Officer regarding noise,  
it is considered that the proposal is unlikely to result in an unacceptable noise impact 
on residential properties in the locality. In the event that there should be any issues, it 
is considered that sufficient control exists within the Environmental Protection regime 
to deal with them. 
 
In relation to vehicle movements 
 
Concerns have been raised by neighbours regarding the noise associated with the 
noise from HGV movements, particularly at night. 

 
The Public Protection Officer has advised that there is the potential for disturbance to 
neighbours by the frequency of vehicle movements to the site and has recommended 
that transport of live poultry shall be limited to 6 vehicles per 36 week production 
period. It will be required for the site operator to notify the nearest receptors in writing 
two weeks prior to the movement of the poultry. They have also requested that the 
deliveries and collections shall take place between specified times to reduce the 
impact on the potential for noise disturbance to the occupiers of adjacent properties. 
 
The proposed delivery times to and from the site were initially put forward by the 
Agent to be between 7am to 9pm (with the exception of live bird transport which can 
be undertaken outside of these hours). The Public Protection Officer raised concerns 
with the lateness of the delivery hours and recommended the delivery hours were 
conditioned to be 7am- 7pm Mon to Fri, 7am – 5pm Sat and Sun and 10am – 4pm on  
public holidays. This was discussed with the agent who accepted the proposed 
condition. 
 
As there is currently no restriction on delivery times on the existing poultry unit, 
Officers consider the delivery hours and frequency of vehicle movements to be 
reasonable. 
  
In relation to ammonia impacts 
The Public Health Board recommends that Local Planning Authorities and regulators 
ensure that, where there are sensitive receptors within 100m from the boundary of an 
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intensive farming operation, the applicant undertakes a detailed risk assessment that 
objectively considers how the operator will effectively manage and minimise 
emissions including ammonia, odour and bio-aerosols. 
 
There are dwellings within 100m of the site and an Ammonia Impact Assessment has 
been submitted with the application. The Public Protection Officer and NRW have 
raised no objections to the proposal in regard to ammonia or airborne pollutants. The 
proposals will result in lower concentrations at habitat sites than the existing broiler 
operations. The impacts of ammonia from the proposed development site are 
therefore predicted to be acceptable either alone or in-combination with other 
schemes according to NRW assessment criteria and the development is unlikely to 
adversely impact protected sites. 
 
In relation to external lighting  
Representations have been received regarding the impacts of external lighting from a 
neighbouring property.  
 
External lighting is proposed to the northern gable ends of the buildings for the 
pedestrian access and east elevation of the building for the delivering and collection 
of birds.  
 
The external lighting will all be on PIR sensors and will only operate when a presence 
is detected. No lighting will be directed upwards and will be installed to the east 
elevation. The nearest dwelling, Bryn Glas is located approximately 132m to the north 
of the site on the other side of the road. The design of the external lighting will ensure 
that external light spillage is kept to a minimum, see the extract below showing the 
lighting on the front gables. As there is over 100m and a mature hedge and road 
between the site and the property, Officers conclude that the external lighting scheme 
is not considered to impact unacceptably on residential amenity of the occupiers. 
There are other properties located to the north east of the northern most gables, 
approximately 247m and 168m away, however considering the Lighting Assessment 
and spill modelling, it is not considered the external lighting will impact unacceptably 
on the amenity of the occupiers of any neighbouring properties. 
 

 
Modelling eg. 
 
The Public Protection Officer has raised no concerns regarding the external lighting 
and has recommended the details in the Lighting Assessment are conditioned on any 
approval. 
 
To conclude, having taken the advice of NRW and the Council’s Public Protection 
Officer, Officers are of the opinion that the proposal is unlikely to result in an 
unacceptable impact on the amenity of neighbouring properties. 
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4.2.4 Ecology 
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 (PPW 11) which was 
updated in October 2023 by the publication of an amended Chapter 6 – Distinctive 
and Natural Places.  Section 6.4 ‘Biodiversity and Ecological Networks’, current 
legislation and the Conservation and Enhancement of Biodiversity SPG 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 11) sets out that “planning authorities must seek to 
maintain and enhance biodiversity in the exercise of their functions. This means 
development should not cause any significant loss of habitats or populations of 
species (not including non native invasive species), locally or nationally and must 
work alongside nature and it must provide a net benefit for biodiversity and improve, 
or enable the improvement, of the resilience of ecosystems” (Section 6.4.5).  
 
Planning Policy Wales (PPW 11) 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 (Section 6.4.4). 
 
The updated Chapter 6 of PPW 11 introduces policy changes relating to green 
infrastructure, net benefits for biodiversity and the Step-Wise Approach, protection for 
Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Trees and Woodlands.  
• Green Infrastructure 
A stronger emphasis on taking a proactive approach to green infrastructure covering 
cross boundary considerations, identifying key outputs of green infrastructure 
assessments and the submission of proportionate green infrastructure statements 
with planning applications.  
• Net Benefit for Biodiversity and the Step-wise Approach  
Further clarity is provided on securing net benefit for biodiversity through the 
application of the step-wise approach, including the acknowledgement of off-site 
compensation measures as a last resort, and, the need to consider enhancement and 
long-term management at each step. A number of factors will affect the 
implementation of the step-wise approach,  
pre-emptive site clearance works should not be undertaken however if this does occur 
its biodiversity value should be deemed to have been as it was before any site 
investigations or clearance took place and a net benefit for biodiversity must be 
achieved from that point.  
• Protection for Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) 
Protection is strengthened with increased clarity on the position for site management 
and exemptions for minor development necessary to maintain a ‘living landscape. 
• Trees and Woodlands 
A closer alignment with the stepwise approach, along with promoting new planting as 
part of development based on securing the right trees in the right place. 
 
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 
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example, health, public safety and crime. The ecological impacts of development 
should therefore be regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
Future Wales – The National Plan 2040 (2021) Policy 9 advises that 'In all cases, 
action towards securing the maintenance and enhancement of biodiversity (to provide 
a net benefit), the resilience of ecosystems and green infrastructure assets must be 
demonstrated as part of development proposals through innovative, nature based 
approaches to site planning and the design of the built environment'. It is therefore 
recommended that these are included and form part of any planning application. 
 
No representations have been received raising ecological concerns. 
 
The proposal is supported by an ecology survey which concludes that the site has a 
low intrinsic biodiversity value. Recommendations for biodiversity enhancement are 
included in the report including the creation of a new attenuation pond, hedgehog 
nesting boxes and the erection of bat roosting boxes. Providing these are 
implemented the scheme is not likely to result in a net loss to biodiversity. A Green 
Infrastructure Statement has been included with the application. 
 
The Ecology Officer has advised that they would require a more detailed biodiversity 
enhancement scheme and external lighting scheme to be submitted and would 
require a condition to ensure the development is carried out in line with the 
recommendations in the ecology report and that all planting is carried out no later 
than the first planting and seeding season.  
 
Regarding the recommendation for a further external lighting scheme, Officers 
consider the details contained in the Lighting Assessment and spillage modelling are 
sufficient which also include details on the specification of lighting proposed and the 
PIR sensors. The Public Protection Officer has also requested that the details 
contained in the lighting assessment are included as a condition. It is therefore 
considered reasonable to attach an appropriately worded condition of this nature to 
any decision to grant rather than request further details on external lighting. 

 
It is therefore considered subject to conditions, that the proposals are in line with the 
advice contained in PPW 11 and would provide enhancement measures to increase 
the biodiversity net gain at the site. 
 
 

4.2.5 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 11) 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’. 

 
There is no known flood risk at the site.  
 
An updated Manure and Dirty Water Management Plan confirms that there are 
existing contract arrangements with regards to the export of manure and 
contaminated water. The Plan also confirms that the proposal would decrease the 
amount of manure produced from 1233 tonnes of manure per annum (poultry) to 565 
tonnes of manure per annum (turkey). Therefore, as the proposal would result in a 
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decrease in manure production and an improvement on the existing scenario, NRW 
raised no objections to the proposal. 
 
In terms of foul drainage the Sewage Treatment Design was considered to be 
acceptable by NRW. As the development would be over 100sqm of construction area, 
SAB approval would be required from the SuDS Approval Body. A note to applicant 
will be included on any decision.  

 
In conclusion, having regard to the comments provided by NRW regarding the 
Drainage Plans, there are no objections to the proposal from a drainage and flooding 
perspective.  

 
 

4.2.6 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. 
 
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 11) 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 Community Council and neighbours have raised concerns regarding the 
proposed new access to the north of the site. They have concerns regarding the 
visibility splays and the proximity to a cross roads which could cause accidents. 
 
The proposal involves the creation of a new access to the north of the site, closer to 
the main road through Saron. The existing access is proposed to be closed up.  
 
The Highway Officer has raised no objection to the new access arrangements subject 
to a condition that the old access is closed. Having regard to the advice provided by a 
Highways Engineer on the arrangements, with respect to the comments received, it  
is concluded there would not be an unacceptable impact on the local highways 
network in terms of highway safety, taking into consideration the use of the existing 
site and the vehicle movements, to that which may be involved which are a reduction 
on the previous levels when the site operated as a broiler unit. 
 
The site layout, movement around the site by HGVs and proposed parking 
arrangements are not considered to be unacceptable. Given the background of the 
site and having regard to the advice provided by the Highway Engineer, Officers do 
not consider there would be unacceptable highway impacts arising in this instance.   
 
The PROW runs to the south of the site adjacent to Bryn Golau farmhouse and 
between the application site. This area of the site is not proposed to be impacted by 
the development. A note to applicant will be attached to any decision to ensure the 
applicant is aware that the footpath must not impacted during the construction phase,  
in the interests of the safety of users. 
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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.  

 
Equality Act  2010 
The Equality Act 2010 identifies a number of ‘protected characteristics’, namely age; 
disability; gender reassignment; pregnancy and maternity; race; religion or belief; sex; 
sexual orientation. A public authority must, in the exercise of its functions, have due 
regard to advancing equality. 

 
Having due regard to advancing equality involves: 
• removing or minimising disadvantages suffered by people due to their protected 
characteristics; 
• taking steps to meet the needs of people from protected groups where these differ 
from the need of other people; and 
• encouraging people from protected groups to participate in public life or in other 
activities where their participation is disproportionately low.  

 
The above duty has been given due consideration in the determination of this 
application. It is considered that the proposed development does not have any 
significant implications for, or effect on, persons who share a protected characteristic, 
over and above any other person.  

 
 
5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS: 

 
5.1 The application is considered to be acceptable and is recommended for grant subject to 

conditions.  
 

RECOMMENDATION: GRANT- subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. The development to which this permission relates shall be begun no later than 21st February 

2029 
 
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: 
Plans: 
(i) Location plan (Drawing No. 1) received 30 June 2023 
(ii) Existing site plan (Drawing No. 2) received 30 June 2023 
(iii) Proposed site plan (Drawing No. 3) received 30 June 2023 
(iv) Proposed elevations (Drawing No. 4) received 30 June 2023 
(v) Proposed floor plan (Drawing No. 5) received 30 June 2023 
(vi) Tractor shed (Drawing No. 6) received 30 June 2023 
(vii) Site drainage plan (Drawing No. 7) received 30 June 2023 
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Documents: 
(i) Pre-application consultation report received 30 June 2023 
(ii) Ammonia Emissions: Impact Assessment (Isopleth Ltd. dated April 2023 Ref: 01.0196.003 
v2) received 30 June 2023 
(iii) Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (Craig Emms and Linda Barnett dated June 2023 Ref 
346a) received 30 June 2023 
(iv) Foul Drainage Report (Caulmert Ref 5853-CAU-XX-XX-RP-C-0300) received 30 June 
2023 
(v) Manure and Dirty Water Management Plan Rev A received 17 August 2023 
(vi) Noise Impact Assessment (Matrix Acoustic Design Consultants dated 30th January 2023 
Ref: M2133/R01) received 30 June 2023 
(vii) Odour Impact Assessment (Isopleth Ltd. dated February 2023 Ref: 01.0196.003 OIA v1) 
received 30 June 2023 
(viii) Method Statement and Pollution Prevention Plan received 30 June 2023 
(ix) Transport Statement (DTA dated 4th May 2023 Ref: SJT/BM 25128-01) received 30 June 
2023 
(x) Lighting Assessment (Strenger, dated September 2023) received 21 September 2023 
(xi) Residential Receptor Location Plan (Drawing No. Sk-01) received 21 September 2023 
(xii) Assessed Scheme of Lighting (Drawing SK-02) received 21 September 2023 
(xiii) Light Spill (Drawing SK-03) received 21 September 2023 
(xiv) Additional Information email - operations - received 29 September 2023 
(xv) Green Infrastructure Statement- received 19 December 2023 

 
3. No new buildings shall be erected above slab level until a scheme for biodiversity 

enhancement has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
The scheme shall include an attenuation pond and a minimum of 2 hedgehog nesting boxes 
and 6 roosting bat boxes of mixed designs on suitable trees as detailed within the approved 
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (Craig Emms and Linda Barnett, dated June 2023). Full 
details shall be provided on the locations and specifications of each enhancement feature and 
shown on appropriate plans and shall include a timeframe for their implementation. The 
development shall be carried out strictly in accordance with the approved details. 

 
4. The development shall be carried out strictly in accordance with the 'Recommendations' 

section in the approved Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (Craig Emms and Linda Barnett, 
dated June 2023). 

 
5. The external lighting shall proceed strictly in accordance with the details contained in the 

Lighting Assessment (Strenger, dated September 2023) unless otherwise agreed in writing 
with the Local Planning Authority. 

 
6. Within three months of the commencement of development, a detailed scheme of hard and 

soft landscaping for the site, designed to deliver a net benefit for biodiversity shall be 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall 
include details of:  
(a) all existing trees, hedgerows and other vegetation on the land, details of any to be 
retained, and measures for their protection in the course of development.  
(b) proposed new trees, hedgerows, shrubs or vegetation, including confirmation of species, 
numbers, and location and the proposed timing of the planting and only feature species of 
known benefit to wildlife.  
(c) proposed hedgerow species, maturity, numbers, spacing and timing of planting to the 
former access to be closed up 
(d)  proposed materials to be used on the driveway(s), paths and other hard surfaced areas.  
(e)  proposed earthworks, grading and mounding of land and changes in levels, final contours 
and the relationship of proposed mounding to existing vegetation and surrounding landform. 
(f) proposed positions, design, materials and type of all boundary treatments.  
The development shall proceed in strict accordance with the details as approved. 
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7. All planting comprised in the approved details of biodiversity enhancement shall be carried 
out no later than the first planting and seeding season following the commencement of 
development. 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. 

 
8. All trees and hedges to be retained (including those adjacent to the site) as part of the 

development hereby permitted shall be protected during site clearance; no construction 
materials or articles of any description shall be burnt or placed on the ground that lies 
between a tree trunk or hedgerow and such fencing, nor within these areas shall the existing 
ground level be raised or lowered, or any trenches or pipe runs excavated, without prior 
written consent of the Local Planning Authority. 

 
9. Notwithstanding the hereby approved plans and documents, the transport of live poultry from 

the site shall be limited to 6 vehicles per 36 week production period. The site operator shall 
notify the closest residential receptors (identified as receptors A to C within the Noise Impact 
Assessment (Matrix Acoustic Design Consultants, dated 30th January 2023 Ref: 
M2133/R01)) in writing, a minimum of 2 weeks prior to the movement of poultry. 

 
10. . Notwithstanding the hereby approved plans and documents, all deliveries and collections to 

and from the site (with the exception of live bird transport which can be undertaken outside 
these hours) shall take place Monday to Friday 0700 -1900hrs, Saturday 0700- 1700 hrs and 
Sunday and Public Holidays 1000- 1600 hrs only 

 
11. An Odour Management Plan shall be submitted for approval in writing by the Local Planning 

Authority before the first poultry production cycle begins on site. The development shall 
proceed in strict accordance with the details as approved. 

 
12. Vehicular access to and egress from the adjoining highway shall be limited to the access 

shown. Any other access or egress shall be permanently closed, and the highway verge 
reinstated concurrently with the bringing into use of the new access 

 
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 order to maintain and enhance biodiversity 
4. To maintain the favourable conservation status of protected species 
5. In the interests of residential amenity and in order to maintain the favourable conservation 

status of protected bat species 
6. To ensure in the interests of visual amenity and enhancing the biodiversity of the area 
7. In the interest of visual amenity and enhancing the biodiversity of the area 
8. In the interest of visual amenity and enhancing the biodiversity of the area 
9. To protect the residential amenity of nearby occupiers. 
10. To protect the residential amenity of nearby occupiers 
11. To protect the residential amenity of nearby occupiers 
12. In the interests of the free and safe movement of all users of the highway and to ensure the 

formation of a safe and satisfactory access. 
 

Tudalen 44



 
 

1 

PWYLLGOR CYNLLUNIO 
21 Chwefror 2024 

RHIF YR EITEM 
 
 

ADRODDIAD GAN Y PENNAETH CYNLLUNIO, DIOGELU’R CYHOEDD A 
GWASANAETH CEFN GWLAD  

 

Cais am gyfraniad Aelod mewn  
Gwrandawiad Apêl Cynllunio 

45/2021/0516/ PF - KYNSAL HOUSE, VALE ROAD, Y RHYL 
 

 

 
1. PWRPAS YR ADRODDIAD 

 
I geisio cefnogaeth a chyfraniad Aelod(au) i amddiffyn penderfyniad yr Awdurdod 
Cynllunio Lleol i wrthod caniatâd cynllunio ar gyfer:  
 
“Newid defnydd o dir ac adeiladau ategol i ffurfio safle Teithwyr preswyl ar gyfer 6 
carafán, gyda’r annedd bresennol Kynsal House yn cael ei gadw ar gyfer llety 
perchenogion/ rheolwyr; yn cynnwys ffurfio llwybrau mewnol a maes parcio, tirlunio a 
gwaith cysylltiedig“ 
 
Bydd yr apêl yn cael ei gynnal fel Gwrandawiad Anffurfiol a bydd yn cael ei gynnal 
yn Nhŷ Russel, y Rhyl a chynhelir ar 30 Ebrill 2024.    
 

 
2. CEFNDIR 

 
Gofynnwyd am ganiatâd cynllunio yn 2022 ar gyfer:  
 
“Newid defnydd o dir ac adeiladau ategol i ffurfio safle Teithwyr preswyl ar gyfer 6 
carafán, gyda’r annedd bresennol Kynsal House yn cael ei gadw ar gyfer llety 
perchenogion/rheolwyr; yn cynnwys ffurfio llwybrau mewnol a maes parcio, tirlunio a 
gwaith cysylltiedig“ 

 
Roedd swyddogion yn argymell i’r Pwyllgor Cynllunio ym mis Mawrth 2022 y dylid 
ceisio caniatâd cynllunio ar gyfer y broses gynllunio uchod.   Yn dilyn trafodaeth faith 
a llawn, roedd Aelodau wedi penderfynu gwrthod caniatâd cynllunio yn erbyn 
argymhelliad Swyddog.   Roedd y diweddar Gynghorydd Peter Prendergast yn 
cynnig gwrthod y cais a’r Cynghorydd Ellie Chard yn eilio.   Y rheswm dros wrthod 
oedd: 
 
 
1. Roedd yr Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol o’r farn y byddai newid defnydd o safle’r 
tir yn arwain at orddwysau y defnydd o’r safle.   Byddai effaith cronnus creu safle 
Teithwyr preswyl safle 6 llain ar hyd yr annedd ar y safle 0.2 ha yn cynrychioli dull 
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2 

gorddwys o ddatblygiad yn agos at eiddo preswyl ar Rodfa Knowsley a fyddai’n 
cynyddu’r posibilrwydd o fwy o amhariad a gweithgaredd yn yr ardal ac yn arwain at 
effaith andwyol ar iechyd a lles preswylwyr.   O ganlyniad, ystyrir bod y cynnig yn 
gwrthdaro gyda meini prawf vi) polisi RD 1 a meini prawf iv) Polisi BSC10 Polisi 
Cynllun Datblygu Lleol BSC10, sydd angen i gynigion beidio bod yn andwyol i 
amwynder defnyddwyr eiddo cyfagos.   
 
2. Mae’r Awdurdod Cynllunio Lleol o’r farn y byddai’r cynnig yn ffurfioli’r defnydd 
cynyddol o fynediad ar Vale Road a ystyrir yn is na’r safon. Byddai’r defnydd o’r 
fynedfa ar gyfer graddfa a natur y datblygiad a gynigiwyd yn arwain at berygl i 
gerddwyr a defnyddwyr ffordd ar Vale Road yn groes i feini prawf vii) a viii) polisi RD 
1 y Cynllun Datblygu Lleol.  
 
Roedd y bleidlais yn cynnwys 13 i wrthod caniatâd cynllunio, 2 i roi caniatâd 
cynllunio a 2 yn ymatal.  
 
Wrth baratoi ar gyfer yr apêl, mae’r Swyddogion wedi sicrhau gwasanaethau 
Ymgynghorydd Cynllunio (Mr Philip Garner) i arwain achos y Cyngor.   I’r perwyl 
hwn, mae eisoes wedi paratoi Datganiad Achos a gytunwyd gyda’r diweddar 
Gynghorydd Peter Prendergast ac Aelod lleol y Cynghorydd Dianne King. Mae’r 
datganiad hwn wedi’i gyflwyno i PEDW.   
 
Yn dilyn marwolaeth drist y Cynghorydd Pete Prendergast, mae Swyddogion nawr 
yn gofyn i Aelodau enwebu aelod (neu aelodau o’r pwyllgor cynllunio i gynrychioli’r 
Cyngor yn yr apêl cynllunio gyda’r Ymgynghorydd Cynllunio.    
 
Mae copi o’r adroddiad Swyddog gwreiddiol ynghlwm fel Atodiad A, copi o gofnodion 
y cyfarfod fel Atodiad B a chopi o’r penderfyniad i wrthod ynghlwm fel Atodiad C.  
 

3. ARGYMHELLIAD 
 
Bod y Pwyllgor Cynllunio yn enwebu hyd at 2 Aelod i gynrychioli’r Awdurdod 
Cynllunio Lleol, gyda chefnogaeth Swyddog perthnasol yn yr Apêl Cynllunio a 
gynhelir. Bod yr Aelodau hynny yn mynychu gwrandawiad yr apêl ac yn rhoi 
mewnbwn perthnasol i amddiffyn penderfyniad y Pwyllgor Cynllunio.    
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Site location plan
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Proposed Site Plan
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Site entrance
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Existing arrangements within the site
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Existing arrangements within the site
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Existing arrangements within the site
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Entrance to site from Vale Road 
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Western boundary
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Western boundary
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Eastern boundary
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Eastern boundary
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 Emer O'Connor 
WARD : 
 

Rhyl South West 
 

WARD MEMBER(S): 
 

Cllr Peter Prendergast (c) 
Cllr Pat Jones 
 

APPLICATION NO: 
 

45/2021/0516/ PF 

PROPOSAL: 
 

Change of use of land and ancillary buildings to form residential 
Traveller site for 6 caravans, with the existing dwelling Kynsal 
House retained for owners / managers accommodation; including 
formation of internal pathways and parking, landscaping and 
associated works 
 

LOCATION:  Kynsal House  Vale Road   Rhyl LL18 2PG 
 

APPLICANT: Mr Phillip Purcell 
 

CONSTRAINTS: C1 Flood Zone   
Public Right Of Way 
Article 4 Direction 
 

PUBLICITY 
UNDERTAKEN: 
 

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

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

 Recommendation to grant / approve – 4 or more objections received 
 Recommendation to grant / approve – Town / Community Council objection 
 Member request for referral to Committee 

 
CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 

RHYL TOWN COUNCIL 
Objection  
“It is emphasised that this response is about the site and not the site users and these concerns 
raised would be the same for any change of use that had a similar impact. 
 
The reasons for the objection are as follows –  
• This application, in part is retrospective, in that there has been, since 2019, two static caravans 
have been sited on this land without any permission being sought at that time, so this application 
reflects this in addition to adding a further four static caravans, if you add in the point that Kynsal 
House is also occupied then this is clearly over intensification of the site.  
 
• There is also the point that in 2019, all hedges and shrubbery that was in existence was removed 
by the owner, without any permission, along with the installation of a dropped kerb to gain 
entrance from Knowsley Avenue, this in part has been rectified by the installation of a fence from 
Knowsley Avenue, however the dropped kerb remains which would suggest there is an option 
for the owner to reinstate access via Knowsley Avenue at some point in the future.  
 
• The justification statement for the site states that this application is to create a permanent site 
for the owners family, however the application and the statement both use the terminology of 
owner/manager, the latter of which would suggest the nature of some users to be more ‘transient’ 
than what is stated in the statement, It accept that this is a perception of wording but the Council 
feel that clarity is required, - does a site for family and extended family require a site manager?  
 
• It is clear from the plan that the spacing between caravans is not sufficient, a point that has 
been confirmed by the Fire and Rescue Service, who state in their response that they have noted 
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that the proposed layout does not conform with the model 2008 standards (2008) for caravan 
sites in Wales or the Welsh Governments document (Designing Gypsy and Traveller Sites).  
 
• Furthermore 3.26 of the document references that ‘if a site has a cul-de-sac layout there should 
be adequate turning space to accommodate large vehicles such as fire engines, ambulances, 
refuse lorries and large vehicles, whilst the plan reflects a turning area, this does not appear to 
be suitable.  
 
• Given the location of the site and the over intensification as mentioned earlier, this site is not 
suitable for the number of caravans being proposed, access in and out of the site (from Vale 
Road) is, in the view of the Council, dangerous for the increase in usage.  
 
• Since this development was created in 2019, there has been no attempt to engage with the 
immediate community located next to the site, any attempts by residents to address concerns 
around removal of tree/shrubs, changes to the boundary and creating access from Knowsley 
Avenue has been ignored or challenged.  
 
• Section 1.9 of the Designing Gypsy and Traveller Sites Guidance states ‘Local Authorities 
having regard to the Sites Guides will help to ensure that Gypsy and Traveller sites in Wales: 
1) are sustainable, well managed and maintenance is planned and not always reactive;  
2) are equivalent to the relevant parts of standards which would be expected on other types of 
mobile home sites and social housing; and,  
3) create the necessary conditions to encourage and develop good relations between Gypsies 
and Travellers and the settled community, and between site residents and owners / managers.  
 
• Residents have experienced anti-social behaviour and have been impacted by noise and light 
pollution that arises from the ‘ill placed’ siting of security lighting, the removal of hedges etc which 
has increased the impact of this.  
 
• Given the size (and location) of the site, the size of caravans proposed and including car parking 
and other buildings and the numbers of residents proposed then all of this could have an adverse 
impact on the health and wellbeing of the occupants, this would be the same considerations that 
would be expected to be considered should an applicant wish to develop housing on the plot.” 
 
NATURAL RESOURCES WALES 
No objection  
Recommend inclusion of a condition requiring occupancy restriction to Applicant and family, and 
condition to ensure the mitigation measures proposed (including preparation of a flood plan) are 
implemented.  
 
DWR CYMRU / WELSH WATER 
No objection 
Recommend inclusion of condition relating to drainage details if the Planning Authority are 
minded to grant (no surface water is permitted to connect to mains sewerage). 
 
DENBIGHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTEES – 
- Highways Officer 

No objection 
Recommend inclusion of condition relating to use of access being restricted to Vale Road 
only and no access to be gained from Knowsley Avenue.  
 

- Footpaths Officer  
No observations  
The proposal does not impact on any public path.  

 
 

Public Protection Officer  
No objection 
Recommends inclusion of conditions relating to restricting any commercial use on the site.   

 

Tudalen 72



County Ecologist 
No objection 
Recommends inclusion of conditions relating to Hedgehog access, landscaping/biodiversity 
enhancement and lighting if the Planning Authority are minded to grant.  
 
Flood Risk Engineer  
No objection 
Proposal will be subject to SAB approval. 
 
Strategic Housing & Policy Officer 
No objection 
The site is considered suitable and acceptable when assessed against adopted LDP Policy BSC 
10 and other relevant LDP policies. 
 
Other responses 
NORTH WALES POLICE DESIGNING OUT CRIME OFFICER 
No objection  
 
NORTH WALES POLICY DIVERSITY UNIT 
“From the perspective of North Wales Police, we confirm we have not received any significant 
concerns or tensions which would be relevant to any Planning Application decision. We will 
remain impartial to this process as with other planning applications.” 
 
NORTH WALES FIRE SERVICE  
Initial recommendations made in relation to access for fire appliances, water supply and site 
layout. *see “Re-Consultation Response” as updated plans provided to address Fire Officers 
concerns.  
 
 

RE-CONSULTATION RESPONSES (IF RELEVANT) 
RHYL TOWN COUNCIL 
To be reported on Addendum Report /Late Sheets 
 
NORTH WALES FIRE SERVICE  
The developers have addressed all previous concerns.  
The Fire Authority does not have any observations in regard to access for appliances and water 
supplies. 

 
 
RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY: 

In objection 
Representations received from: 
Chris Rich, 1 The Crescent, Rhyl 
Neil Griffiths, 11 Beech Avenue, Rhyl 
Phillip Roberts, 24 Knowsley Avenue, Rhyl 
Carmel Roberts, 24 Knowsley Avenue, Rhyl  
Scott Drummond, 14 Knowsley Avenue, Rhyl  
Stephen Williams, 21 Knowsley Avenue, Rhyl 
Tracey Lynn Jenkins, 22 Knowsley Avenue, Rhyl 
Patricia Treacy, 16 Knowsley Avenue, Rhyl 
 
Summary of planning based representations in objection: 
Proposal is contrary to Planning Policy- there is no identified need for the development.  
Access/Highway Safety- proposal will increase the use of the access which would be unsafe.  
Visual Amenity/ Landscape Impact - proposal would be out of keeping with the local area, 
existing trees/landscaping has been removed without permission. 
Residential Amenity - impacts of the development on residential amenity by virtue of increased 
activity on the site and the noise/disturbance associated with this. 
Fear of Crime / Antisocial behaviour - proposal may impact on crime and disorder/ ASB in the 
area. 
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Local Amenities - proposal would impact on local services.  
 
 

EXPIRY DATE OF APPLICATION: 03/02/2022    
 
EXTENSION OF TIME AGREED: 09/03/2022  
 
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 application description is the “Change of use of land and ancillary buildings to form 

residential Traveller site for 6 caravans, with the existing dwelling Kynsal House 
retained for owners / managers accommodation; including formation of internal 
pathways and parking, landscaping and associated works”.  
 

1.1.2 The application is described as partly retrospective as the site has been cleared and is 
currently occupied. The Applicant and his family reside in the dwelling, two static 
caravans, a touring caravan and motorhomes on the site. 
 

1.1.3 Factually, in relation to the individual elements of the application, the scheme involves 
the following:- 

 The application site comprises of the dwelling Kynsal House, its curtilage and 
a parcel of land to the north/rear of the house with a combined area of 0.21 
hectares. 

 
 The 3 bedroom dwelling Kynsal House would be retained as existing, with a 

patio area to the rear of the dwelling and a small garden area to the front. 
Opposite the dwelling a parking area and car-port would also be retained for 
the dwelling (used as existing).  

 
 To the north/rear of the dwelling a six plot static caravan development arranged 

in a ‘L’ shape is proposed. Each plot would comprise of gravel hard standing 
on which there would be one static caravan pitch, along with parking for one 
vehicle and two bicycles. There would be no formal demarcation between the 
pitches. The access/amenity space would be demarked by paving brick setts 
flush with the gravel finish, to provide visible definition between the site pitches, 
the access, and communal spaces.   

 
 An existing brick building is proposed to be retained as a store for refuse and 

recycling facilities for the site.  
 

 Two lawn / communal amenity space areas are proposed adjacent to the Store 
and communal parking area (measuring 67m² and 37m² respectively). 
Landscaping has been annotated on plan with trees specified in a landscaping 
schedule (Laurel on the north and west boundaries, other tree planting to 
include Oak and Holly).  

 
 Communal parking for 4 additional vehicles is shown on the western side of the 

site.  
 

 Low wattage solar lighting bollards are proposed around the site, with a capped 
top for side lighting only. 
 

 Boundaries to the site would be defined by the existing 2 metre high fencing to 
the north, east and west. An additional landscape buffer screen is shown to the 
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north and west boundaries, comprising of Laurels set behind the existing 2 
metre timber fence.  

 
 Drainage arrangements show foul connections from each pitch with a link to 

the mains sewer to the west of the site.  
 

 Surface water is referred to as soakaway (Surface Water drainage details 
would be subject to SAB approval). 

 
 The access to the site would be as existing, joining Vale Road between no. 97 

and no. 99.   

  See Site Layout Plan *not to scale  

 

 

1.2 Other relevant information/supporting documents in the application 
1.2.1 The application has been submitted by a Planning Agent on behalf of the Applicant who 

identifies as a Traveller. The Applicant is the site owner and has resided at Kynsal 
House since October 2019. His intention is to continue to reside in the dwelling with his 
family occupying the pitches on a permanent residential basis.  
 

1.2.3 The following documents have been submitted as part of the application: 
- Planning Statement  
- Limited FCA Richard Broughton  
- Flood Consequences Assessment Waterco 
- Landscaping Schedule  
- Additional Statement in Response to Planning Consultation Responses  
 

1.3 Description of site and surroundings 
1.3.1 The site is located off Vale Road on the approach to Rhyl town centre. The access lies 

between no. 97 and no. 99 Vale Road.  
 

1.3.2 The parcel of land is a relatively flat gravelled area on which the existing dwelling, car-
port and store are sited. As mentioned above, plans show there are two static caravans, 
a touring caravan and two motorhomes currently on site.  
 

1.3.3 Site boundaries are demarked by 2 metre panel fencing to the north, east and west, 
with metal fencing and a gate to the east (front).  
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1.3.4 The north of the site is bounded by the rear gardens of dwellings fronting Brookdale 
Road (a cul de sac to the north). The west of the site is bounded by Knowsley Avenue 
(a cul de sac to the west) and a footpath which cuts through from Knowsley Avenue to 
Brookdale Road. The east of the site is bounded by Rhyl Cut (Watercourse), with the 
access to Glan Aber Trading Estate beyond. To the south of the site abutting the 
entrance there are commercial buildings along the access and fronting Vale Road.
   

1.3.5 It is understood that the site was historically used for some form of commercial use 
alongside the residential use of Kynsal House. There is no planning history for the site, 
but historic aerial photographs show a large corrugated structure and other smaller  
outbuildings/sheds abutting the eastern boundary and grass and some form of external 
storage on the west side. 
 
See Site Location Plan and Historic google maps site image *not to scale 
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Site Photos:  
 
Entrance to site showing Kynsal House, Carport and Store  
 

 
 
Photos within site showing existing arrangements 
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Photos of Site Entrance/ Access between No. 97 and 99 Vale Road 
 

 
 

 
 
Photos of Western Boundary to Knowsley Avenue  
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Photo of Western Boundary to Knowsley Avenue & path to Brookdale Rd 

 

 
 
 
Photos from the Eastern Boundary across the Cut  
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1.4 Relevant planning constraints/considerations 
1.4.1 The site is located within the development boundary of Rhyl for the purposes of 

planning policy considerations.  It has no other specific allocation/designation in the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan. 
 

1.4.2 The site is located within a C1 Floodzone as defined by the Development Advice Maps 
of TAN 15 Development and Floodrisk.  

 
1.5 Relevant planning history 

1.5.1 There is no planning history on the site.  
 

1.5.2 An application was made in 2000 to create an access onto Knowsley Avenue from the 
site, however this was subsequently withdrawn and the access closed off.    
 

1.6 Developments/changes since the original submission 
1.6.1 On review of the initial consultation responses the Agent updated the Site Layout plan 

to address initial concerns raised by the Fire Officer regarding spacing/access to the 
site.  
 

1.6.2 A Statement was also submitted to address some queries raised in the consultation 
responses. The Statement also referred to the Applicants willingness to accept 
conditions (as specified by NRW) and their preference to enter into a Unilateral 
Undertaking to cover Planning Obligations (mentioned by the Policy Officer).   

 
       1.7 Other relevant background information 

1.6.3 In the interests of clarity, what is proposed is a private residential Travellers site with 
the dwelling Kynsal House encompassed into the use. The Applicant and his family 
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identify as members of the Travelling community. The application is made on the basis 
of policy BSC 10 – Gypsy and Traveller Sites. The Agent states that the proposal will 
therefore contribute to meeting an identified need in Denbighshire for Gypsy and 
Traveller Sites.  
 

1.6.4 The Agent advised in the initial justification statement and subsequent statement that 
the existing residential dwelling will be the permanent residence of the Applicant, 
enabling him to; implement the permission as planned, control the use, and manage 
and maintain it accordingly, albeit for his own family members only. The Agent clearly 
states that “the dwelling together with the 6 pitches will form the same entity with the 
applicants 6 children and their respective families residing in the proposed static 
caravans.”  
 

1.6.5 The definition of 'Gypsies and Travellers' is contained within section 108 of the Housing 
(Wales) Act 2014. The same definition is used in Welsh Government Circular 005/2018 
Planning for Gypsy, Traveller and Showpeople Sites and is applicable here.  
 
For reference this definition is as follows; 
(a) Persons of a nomadic habit of life, whatever their race or origin, including – 
  (i) Persons who, on grounds only of their own or their family’s or dependant’s 
  educational or health needs or old age, have ceased to travel temporarily or 
  permanently, and 
  (ii) Members of an organised group of travelling show people or circus people 
  (whether or not travelling together as such); and 
 
(b) All other persons with a cultural tradition of nomadism or of living in a mobile home. 
 
The intention of the above definition is to ensure that ethnic Romani Gypsies and Irish 
Travellers are included, as well as those from any ethnic group who follow a nomadic 
habit of life. Members of these communities do not necessarily need to demonstrate a 
continued nomadic habit of life to be considered to be Gypsies or Travellers. 
 
 

2. DETAILS OF PLANNING HISTORY: 
2.1 45/2020/0007 Construction of a new vehicular access and erection of wall to boundary of site. 

Application withdrawn 27/04/2020  
 
 
3. RELEVANT POLICIES AND GUIDANCE: 

The main planning policies and guidance are considered to be: 
 

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 BSC10 – Gypsy and traveller sites 
Policy BSC11 – Recreation and open space 
Policy VOE5 – Conservation of natural resources 
Policy VOE6 – Water management 
Policy ASA3 – Parking standards 
 
Supplementary Planning Guidance 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Access For All 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Planning Obligations  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Development  
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Development Design Guide 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Residential Space Standards  
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Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Trees & Landscaping 
 
 
Government Policy / Guidance 
Planning Policy Wales (Edition 11) February 2021 
Development Control Manual November 2016 
Future Wales – The National Plan 2040 
 
Welsh Government Circular 005/2018 Planning for Gypsy, Traveller and Showpeople Sites 
 
Technical Advice Notes 
TAN 15 Development and Flood Risk (2004) 
 
Other 
The Housing (Wales) Act 2014 
 
 

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 11 (February 
2021) and other relevant legislation. 
 
Denbighshire County Council declared a climate change and ecological emergency in July 2019. 
In October 2020 the Council approved an amendment of its Constitution so that all decisions of 
the Council now have regard to tackling climate and ecological change as well as having regard 
to the sustainable development principles and the well-being of future generations.  
 
The Council aims to become a Net Carbon Zero Council and an Ecologically Positive Council by 
31 March 2030. Its goal and priorities are set out in its Climate and Ecological Change Strategy 
2021/22 to 2029/30. The actions, projects and priorities in the Strategy directly relate to council 
owned and controlled assets and services. One priority of the Strategy is to promote the existing 
policies within the Local Development Plan (LDP) 2006 to 2021 and Supplementary Planning 
Guidance (SPG) which contribute to environmentally responsible development. In preparing these 
reports to determine planning applications we therefore highlight the LDP 2006 to 2021 and 
appropriate SPG. Applications that are determined in accordance with the LDP 2006 to 2021 are 
environmentally responsible developments.  
 
Planning applications are assessed in accordance with statutory requirements including The 
Environment (Wales) Act 2016, national policy (Future Wales, PPW 11) and local policy (LDP 
2006 to 2021) and therefore they are assessed with regard to tackling climate and ecological 
change which is a material consideration. 
 
The following paragraphs in Section 4 of the report therefore refer to all statutory requirements, 
policies and material planning considerations which are considered to be of relevance to the 
proposal. 
 
4.1 The main land use planning issues in relation to the application are considered to be: 
 

4.1.1 Principle 
4.1.2 Visual amenity 
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4.1.3 Residential amenity 
4.1.4 Ecology 
4.1.5 Drainage (including flooding) 
4.1.6 Highways (including access and parking) 
4.1.7 Open Space 
4.1.8 Density of development 
4.1.9 Fear of crime 
4.1.10 Impact on local services 

 
4.2 In relation to the main planning considerations: 

4.2.1 Principle 
The site is located within the development boundary of Rhyl. Within the BSC 1 
development boundary allocation, new development will, in principle be supported 
provided that it meets with the criteria of other policies in the Local plan and material 
planning considerations. This assists in working towards a sustainable pattern of 
development by directing most development to existing settlements thereby making the 
most effective use of existing infrastructure, facilities and services by reducing the need 
to travel.  
 
In terms of the specific justification put forward for the case, i.e. the provision of a 
Traveller site. By way of background the Housing (Wales) Act 2014 requires that an 
assessment of accommodation needs of Gypsies and Travellers must be undertaken 
and submitted to Welsh Government every 5 years. An assessment report was 
submitted to and approved by Welsh Government in 2017 and a new assessment 
(2021) has recently been approved by Denbighshire County Council and submitted to 
Welsh Government for approval. The 2017 and 2021 assessment reports both found a 
need for residential pitches for Gypsy and Traveller families in Denbighshire.  
 
The Housing Act 2014 requires that where a need is identified that the Council must 
take positive steps to meet this need. This could be through the provision of local 
authority sites or through the granting of planning permission on private land.  
 
The current need is assessed as being for 8 pitches. If permitted the proposal would 
assist in meeting this need and in the Council meeting its duty under the Housing Act 
(2014) Wales.  
 
Planning Policy Wales 2021 paragraph 4.2.35 reiterates the need to carry out an 
assessment of housing needs for Gypsy and Traveller families and to meet any 
identified unmet need. 
 
The detailed LDP policy to consider this application against is policy BSC 10 Gypsy 
and Traveller Sites. The policy is reproduced below, however the justification text has 
not been included as this has been superseded by more recent legislation and guidance 
including the Housing Act (2014) Wales and WG Circular 005/2018 Planning for Gypsy, 
Traveller and Showpeople Sites (2018) referred to above.  
 
Policy BSC 10 Gypsy and Traveller Sites states; 
Proposals for gypsy and traveller caravan sites (including mixed residential and 
business sites) will be permitted provided the following criteria are met: 

i. the site is situated outside the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, 
Green Barriers and the Pontcysyllte Canal and Aqueduct World 
Heritage site (including the buffer zone); and 

ii. the site is located within or on the outskirts of an established settlement 
boundary with access to a range of facilities/services (including 
schools), public transport and main transport routes; and,  

iii. the proposal makes suitable provision for on-site play space, storage 
and parking; and, 

iv. the proposal would not be detrimental to the amenity of occupiers of 
adjacent properties. 
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In relation to the detailed policy BSC 10 criteria as set out above, Officers views are as 
follows; 

i. the site is not situated within any of the designated areas; 
ii. the site is located within the development/settlement boundary of Rhyl, 

a principle town in the County. The site has access, within 10 to 15 
minutes walking distance, to the range of services and facilities 
specified in the policy. These facilities include Primary and Secondary 
schools, GP Surgery’s and Pharmacy’s, Rhyl town centre retail offer 
and local shops on Vale Road, Bus Stop on Vale Road and Rhyl train 
station, and Vale Road itself which is an A road.  

iii. the proposal makes suitable provision for on-site play space, 100 
metres² amenity space is proposed, storage would be accommodated 
in the existing brick outbuilding and parking is shown for each pitch 
and visitor spaces. The site is also a 255 metres walk from the gates 
of Coronation Gardens which has a full range of play and sporting 
opportunities in addition to informal recreation. 

iv. the proposal is not considered to be detrimental to the amenity of 
occupiers of adjacent properties; as discussed further below the 
impacts on adjacent occupiers are not consider to be so significant to 
warrant refusal of the application 

As set out above there are planning policies at local and national level specific to the 
consideration of Gypsy and Traveller site proposals whether submitted by the Local 
Authority or private individuals. Officer’s opinion is that in the context of Planning Policy 
Wales and the LDP, the principle of the development in this location is not precluded 
by policy and guidance and would be acceptable subject to assessment of relevant and 
more detailed planning considerations.  
 
The assessment of the detailed considerations are set out in the following sections of 
the report. 
 
 

4.2.2 Visual amenity 
Criteria i) of Policy RD 1 requires that development respects the site and surroundings 
in terms of siting, layout, scale, form, character, design, materials, aspect, micro-climate 
and intensity of use of land/buildings and spaces around and between buildings. 
 
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.  
The visual amenity and landscape impacts of development should therefore be 
regarded as a potential material consideration. 
 
There are objections to the proposal based on potential visual impact of the 
development from neighbours and the Town Council. There are no substantive 
objections from other specialist consultees on these grounds. 
 
The site is visible from Knowsley Avenue, Brookdale Road and across the Cut from 
Glan Aber Trading Estate. As the site is located to the rear of commercial premises 
fronting Vale Road, with Kynsal House itself located at the front of the site, there are 
limited views of the site from Vale Road. There is screening around the site boundaries 
in the form of a 2 metre high panel fence with supplementary laurel hedging proposed. 
The static caravans are set some .5 metres off ground level, with a total overall height 
of 3.5 metres, therefore they are visible from the adjacent residential and commercial 
areas.  
 
The site or wider area has no specific allocation or landscape designation in the 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan. It is located in an area where there is a mix of 
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development as described above. The residential development surrounding the site is 
varied and of no particular architectural significance. The design and character of 
housing ranges from 1970’s semi-detached dwellings and terraces on Knowsley 
Avenue to more the modern 2000’s terrace off Brookdale Road. There is commercial 
development to the south/front of the site which is of no particular merit and there is a 
range of industrial units on Glan Aber to the east.  
 
The loss of the screening/trees has been mentioned in representations, as the site was 
historically bounded by a mix of planting including substantial Leylandii hedging. This 
was removed when the site was cleared, however as the trees/landscaping was not 
protected, no permission would have been required for the site clearance.  
 
The fact the site is visible from surrounding roads in not in itself a reason to resist 
development, the question is whether the visual impact would be harmful. Officers 
consider that there is a sufficient mix of development in the locality to permit the 
continued use of the site without detriment to the visual amenity of the area. 
 
Subject to suitable control over the detailing and implementation of the proposed 
additional landscaping/planting, in time the visual impact of the site would be further 
improved. The mix of development the locality, combined with the scale of the proposal 
and potential for additional landscaping to supplement the screening, would not give 
rise to a level of harm sufficient to merit refusal. In Officers opinion, it is not considered 
that the proposal would result in an unacceptable impact on the visual amenity of the 
site, or surrounding area. 
 
 

4.2.3 Residential amenity 
Criteria vi) of Policy RD 1 requires that proposals do not unacceptably affect the 
amenity of local residents and land users and provide satisfactory amenity standards 
itself.  
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 impact of the proposals on visual amenity is therefore a basic test in the policies of 
the development plan. 
 
There are local concerns expressed at the potential for increased noise and disturbance 
from the development, and light pollution from the site. The Town Council raise similar 
issues as well as concerns over the potential amenity impacts on the proposed 
occupiers.  
 
The proposal has been considered by the Public Protection Officer, who has taken into 
account the concerns raised in relation to the potential impacts on residential amenity 
by way of noise, disturbance and light pollution. The Public Protection Officer does not 
consider that such concerns could be substantiated or defended at a planning appeal, 
and therefore raises no objection to the proposal.   
 
The application proposes a 6 pitch Traveller site with owner’s accommodation at Kynsal 
House. The Justification statement refers to the occupiers of the dwelling as the 
Applicant with his wife and elderly mother, 6 adult children, their partners and children.  
 
In relation to impacts on residential amenity, it is to be noted that there are residential 
dwellings in the vicinity of the site, the closest being the terrace on Brookdale Road 
which bounds the rear of the site. The pitches would be set 3 metres off the boundaries 
and as mentioned earlier there would be 2 metre screening around the site, 
supplemented by hedging. The specific detailing of each of the statics has not been 
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included but a typical elevation is provided which shows the main outlook from living 
space would be to the south and into the site rather than to the north into adjacent 
gardens. In terms of overall height the 3.5 metre height and low profile roof of the statics 
would be lower than that of an average bungalow.  
 
Details have been submitted of a proposed lighting scheme with low level solar power 
bollard lighting.  
 
Amenity space would be provided centrally on the site, with a circulation area and at 
least 6 metre spacing between the pitches.  
 
Officers consider that the assessment of relevant impacts of this proposal should be no 
different to a corresponding residential scheme. This means that relevant factors are 
distances to neighbouring properties, and potential for planning conditions to be 
imposed to mitigate impacts.  
 
In respecting the basis of concerns from residents, Officers consider that it would be 
difficult to justify a refusal based on the potential increased level of noise and 
disturbance associated with a 6 pitch residential Traveller site, and on the level of 
activity/traffic associated with such a residential use. There is a mix of uses in the wider 
area, including commercial and industrial uses to the south and east of the site. 
Furthermore the site is located off one of the main approach roads to Rhyl town centre. 
Given the relatively modest scale and nature of the proposed development, (which it is 
accepted could be comparable to a similar scale residential development  on the site), 
the separation distances between the site and existing residential properties and the 
imposition of conditions to mitigate impacts it is not considered there would be 
unacceptable impacts from noise, disturbance, overlooking or privacy in relation to local 
residents from the operation of the site.  
 
Details of low level lighting bollards have been submitted which downlight the site which 
are preferable to the temporary lighting which has resulted in concerns being raised by 
neighbours.  
 
Circulation space, amenity space and utility facilities have all been shown on the site 
for the occupiers which Officers consider would be adequate to cater for their amenity. 
 
Subject to controls over the residential use and occupancy, Officers the proposal 
acceptable in relation to the policies and guidance listed above. 
 
 

4.2.4 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 (PPW 11) Section 6.4 
‘Biodiversity and Ecological Networks’, current legislation and the Conservation and 
Enhancement of Biodiversity SPG, 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 11) 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” (Section 6.4.5). PPW 
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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 (Section 6.4.4). 
 
The Council’s Biodiversity Officer has raised no objection. He suggests inclusion of 
conditions relation to landscaping, native hedge planting as a biodiversity enhancement 
and the installation of Bat and Bird boxes. NRW have raised no objection to the 
proposed development in relation to the ecological issues. 
 
On the basis of the relevant technical advice, Officers conclusion is that there would be 
no unacceptable ecological impacts and that suitable conditions can be attached to 
ensure proper measures to mitigate / protect and enhance ecological interests if 
permission is granted. 
 
 

4.2.5 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 11) 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: 
• 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   
 
In terms of the Development Categories in TAN 15, the existing site falls within the 
‘highly vulnerable development’ category.  
Section 6.2 of TAN 15 states that development will only be justified if it can be 
demonstrated that: 
i. Its location in zone C is necessary to assist, or be part of, a local authority 
regeneration initiative or a local authority strategy required to sustain an existing 
settlement; or, 
ii Its location in zone C is necessary to contribute to key employment objectives 
supported by the local authority, and other key partners, to sustain an existing 
settlement or region; 
and, 
iii It concurs with the aims of PPW and meets the definition of previously developed 
land (PPW fig 2.1), and  
iv The potential consequences of a flooding event for the particular type of development 
have been considered, and in terms of the criteria contained in sections 5 and 7 and 
appendix 1 found to be acceptable. 
 
Having regard to the justification criteria in paragraph 6.2 of TAN15, Officers’ view is 
that:- 
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 The proposal complies with test i). The site is located within the development 
boundary of Rhyl. In accordance with the PPW, the GTAA acknowledges a 
need for the provision of 8 Residential Traveller pitches countywide. If 
permitted the proposal would assist in meeting this need and in the Council 
meeting its duty under the Housing Act (2014) Wales. The preference is for 
Traveller sites to be located within development boundaries.  

 The site is located within the development boundary of Rhyl on an established 
part residential site.  

 Development in existing settlements concurs with the aims of Planning Policy 
Wales, the new site would be located on a part brownfield site which meets the 
definition of ‘previously developed land’ in PPW 11, hence the proposal 
complies with test iii) 

 The potential consequences of a flooding event for the particular type of 
development have been considered, and are reviewed below. 

 
Officers’ conclusion is that the proposals meet the main justification criteria in section 
6 of TAN 15.  
 
A Flood Consequences Assessment (FCA) has been prepared in support of the 
application by Waterco. The FCA has assessed the risk of flooding from tidal and fluvial 
sources. NRW confirms that the primary source of flooding is tidal flood risk from the 
River Clwyd. NRW have assessed the FCA and concur with Waterco, that the proposal 
fails to comply with the requirements of TAN15. However they go on the state that they 
appreciate the nature of the application and it could be argued that the caravans are 
linked to the existing family use of the main dwelling. Based on the specific details of 
the application, NRW advise that appropriate controls should be imposed to ensure that 
the site is only used for the benefit of the applicant and their family who currently occupy 
the site, which would limit use of the site to the owner and their family only and prevent 
the static caravans from being sold on to other users (and potential future 
redevelopment).  
 
Subject to an appropriately worded planning condition limiting the use of the site to the 
applicants and their family only, and implementation of the mitigation measures 
proposed (including preparation of a flood plan) they consider that the consequences 
of flooding can be managed to a level acceptable for the type of development. 
 
Dwr Cymru Welsh Water have no objections to the proposal subject to the imposition 
of planning condition controlling drainage as details have not been provided of the 
specific surface water disposal.  
 
Having regard to the advice of NRW and Dwr Cymru, who are the relevant experts in 
relation to floodrisk and development, it is considered that the proposal is acceptable 
in relation to flood risk and drainage and are therefore considered to be compliant with 
the policies and guidance. 
 
 

4.2.6 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 11) and 
TAN 18 – Transport, in support of sustainable development. 
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There are objections to the application based on the potential highway impacts. These 
relate to the access to the site; potential for increased traffic movements owing to the 
nature of the site users and potential for access to Knowsley Avenue to be re-opened.  
 
The Highway Officer has assessed the proposal offered no objections to the 
application.  
 
The application proposes use of an existing access to Kynsal House to serve a 6 pitch 
Traveller site. The access serve the dwelling, its historic commercial use and the 
commercial used to the rear/fronting Vale Road.  
 
Once in situ, given a residential Traveller site is proposed there would be limited 
comings and goings of actual static caravans. The use of the site would be for the 
proposed occupiers of the Traveller site and the dwelling Kynsal House which would 
be comparable to a similar residential development on the site.  
The plans clearly show the access to Knowsley Avenue blocked up and the Highways 
Officers suggests a condition to ensure this remains the case.  
 
Having regard to the relevant factors in relation to the likely highways impact of the 
development, in the absence of clear evidence that the proposal would give rise to 
unacceptable road safety issues or would adversely affect the free movement of traffic 
on the adjacent highways, it is respectfully suggested there is no sound basis for 
resisting the grant of permission on highway grounds. 
 
 

4.2.7 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 new 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.  
 
Table 4 in the Open Space SPG (adopted March 2017) sets out thresholds for on-site 
provision and financial contributions. It specifies that for schemes of 1 – 30 dwellings, 
open space obligations should be met through financial contributions rather than onsite 
provision, however 5.4.9 of the SPG does state that the thresholds are indicative, and 
onsite provision for sites of less than 30 will be considered on their merits. 
 
An Open Space Assessment and Audit Report has been completed by the Council and 
provides the evidence base for Policy BSC 11. The report assesses the quantity, quality 
and accessibility of existing open spaces in the County on a community area basis with 
some additional information on an electoral ward basis. 
 
On the basis of the evidence within the Open Space Assessment and Audit Report, it 
is considered that the proposal, which would introduce 6 permanent residential pitches, 
should make a financial contribution to mitigate the increased usage on the existing 
open space and equipment within the area. The proposal is considered acceptable in 
relation to open space policy subject to the requisite contribution being secured through 
an appropriate agreement. 
 
 

4.2.8 Density of development 
Policy RD1 test ii) states that a minimum density of 35 dwellings per hectare (d/ha) 
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. 
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Concerns have been raised locally and by the Town Council that the proposal would 
represent and over intensification of use of the site.  
 
The site area is 0.2 hectares and the existing house plus the 6 static caravans would 
give a site density of 35/hectare. This is considered an appropriate density for the site 
which reflects both the density of housing in the surrounding area and the requirements 
of adopted planning policy. 
 
Having regard to the nature of the development, its location and proximity to services 
and public transport, Officers consider this density can be accommodated without 
unacceptable impacts, and would not be out of character with the nature of existing 
development and the locality.  
 
 

4.2.9 Fear of crime 
Local Development Plan Policy RD 1 test (xii) requires account to be taken of personal 
and community safety and security in the design and layout of development and public 
and private spaces, and to have regard to implications for crime and disorder.  
 
This reflects general advice in the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 and subsequent good 
practice guide that the effects of a development on crime is a potential material 
consideration a planning authority should address when exercising its functions. 
 
There are objections to the application based on the fear of crime and anti-social 
behaviour as a result of the development. The Town Council reiterated these concerns 
in their consultation response.  
Both North Wales Police Design Team and Diversity Unit have been consulted on the 
application. The Design Team raise no objection to the detail of the proposal. The 
Diversity Unit have advised they are not aware of any significant concerns or tensions 
which would be relevant to any planning application decision, adding that they remain 
impartial to this process as with other planning applications.  
 
In acknowledging the effects of development on public safety and crime is a material 
consideration, clear evidence needs to be provided to establish that a particular 
development / use would give rise to negative effects on an area sufficient to justify a 
refusal of permission. Consequently, whilst Officers note the representations received 
in relation to the fear of crime, having regard to the consultation response of North 
Wales Police, it is respectfully concluded that the evidence base for a refusal on 
grounds of fear of crime is limited, and is not a matter which should be accorded 
significant weight. 
 
 

4.2.10 Issues of potential impacts on local services 
Objective 12 in Chapter 4 of the Local Development Plan indicates that the Plan will 
ensure that an adequate level of community infrastructure (including schools) will, 
where relevant and required, be provided to mitigate the impact of certain new 
developments. 
 
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 service availability and the effects of a development on, for example, 
health, public safety and crime. Therefore it would not be unreasonable to have regard 
to the adequacy of existing public facilities and services when considering the 
application. 
 
There are objections to the application based on concerns over the capacity of local 
services to deal with demands arising from the users of the site. 
 

Tudalen 90



The Agent has advised that the site is currently occupied by the Applicants family who 
attend local schools and utilise local services. The application seeks to regularise the 
use and establish a permanent base for the four generations of the family. 
 
North Wales Police raise no objections or concerns relating to the impacts of the 
development on the capacity within their respective service. The Councils Education 
Section states there is capacity in local schools for prospective students.  
 
To justify a refusal of permission of the application it would be necessary to establish 
that the development proposed would give rise to demands which would prejudice the 
delivery of public services to an unacceptable degree. On the basis of the scale and 
nature of development actually involved and the specialist consultation responses there 
are limited grounds to suggest this is the case. 
 
 
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 application proposes the development of a private residential Traveller site with owner’s 

accommodation at Kynsal House. The site layout with 6 permanent pitches would 
accommodate four generations of a Traveller family who are currently resident in the dwelling 
and other accommodation on site.  
 

5.2 Officer’s assessment of local and national planning policy and guidance suggests there are no 
fundamental planning policy grounds to oppose the principle of the development of a residential 
Gypsy and Traveller site in this location.  
 

5.3 This report sets out what Officers believe to be the main issues of relevance to the consideration 
of the application. Having regard to the responses from key consultees and other 
representations, the planning policies and material considerations, Officers conclude there are 
limited land use planning grounds to justify a refusal of planning permission. Hence the 
recommendation is to grant planning permission.  
 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  
 
It is recommended to GRANT permission subject to the following conditions and: 
 

 Completion of an Unilateral Agreement or Agreement under Section 106 of the planning act to 
secure an open space contribution of £7423.30 (as per the ‘Open Space Calculator’) 

 
 In the event of failure to complete the Agreement within 12 months of the date of the 

resolution of the grant of permission, the application would be reported back to Committee for 
determination against the relevant policies and guidance at that time. 
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The Certificate of Decision would not be released until the completion of the Agreement. 
 
1. The development to which this permission relates shall be begun no later than 9th March 2027 

 
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) Location Plan - Received 29 October 2021 
(ii) Existing Site Plan (Drawing No. DG1) - Received 10 December 2021 
(iii) Proposed Site Plan (Drawing No. DG2 Rev B) - Received 9 February 2022 
(iv) Existing and Proposed Outbuilding Floor Plan (Drawing No. DG3) - Received 29 October 
2021 
(v) Justification Statement - Received 10 December 2021 
(vi) Limited Flood Consequences Assessment - Received 10 December 2021 
(vii) Landscaping Schedule - Received 17 May 2021 
(viii) Lighting Bollard Specification - Received 17 May 2021 
(ix) Waterco Flood Consequences Assessment (Dated 26/10/21) - Received 27 October 2021 
(x) Statement in Response to Consultation Responses - Received 9 February 2022 
 

3. The occupation of the site shall only be by Gypsies and Travellers as defined by paragraph 2 of 
Circular 005/2018: 'Planning for Gypsy & Traveller Caravan Sites'. 
 

4. There shall be no more than 6 permanent static caravan pitches on the site any time as defined 
in the Caravan Sites and Control of Development Act 1990 and the Caravan Sites Act 1968. 
 

5. The occupation of the main dwelling and 6 residential pitches shall be for a single G&T family 
only. 
 

6. No commercial or livery activities shall take place on the land, including the storage of materials. 
There shall be no loading or unloading of vans, open backed vehicles or lorries on the site at any 
time other than for domestic purposes. No more than one commercial vehicle per plot shall be 
kept on the land for use by the occupiers of the caravans hereby permitted, and commercial 
vehicles shall not exceed 3.5 tonnes in weight 

 
7. There shall be no burning on site except to provide a residential heat source so as not to cause a 

smoke nuisance. 
 

8. Access for hedgehogs (at least one 13cm x 13cm opening per boundary) should be made at 
ground level through any existing and proposed fencing used around the site boundary, to allow 
for the movement of hedgehogs. 
 

9. Notwithstanding the approved plans, an external lighting/internal light spillage scheme, designed 
to avoid negative impacts on bats, must be submitted and approved in writing by the LPA. This 
should follow the guidance set out in Guidance Note 08/18 Bats and artificial lighting in the UK 
(2018) Bat conservation Trust & The Institute for Lighting Professionals. A warm white spectrum 
(ideally <2700Kelvin) should be adopted to reduce blue light component. Luminaires should 
feature peak wavelengths higher than 550nm to avoid the component of light most disturbing to 
bats. The approved measures shall be implemented in full. 
 

10. Notwithstanding the approved plans, within 6 months of the date of this permission a scheme of 
hard and soft landscaping shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning 
authority. The scheme shall include full planting plans, with additional planting along the eastern 
boundary of the site (hedgerow using native species) and an implementation programme with 
appropriate future maintenance regime. The landscaping scheme should be designed to deliver 
a net benefit for biodiversity, must be submitted to, and approved in writing by, the Local 
Planning Authority. This must include a species list for the new planting, and only feature species 
of known benefit to wildlife. No species listed on schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
(1981), as amended, or species listed on the Invasive Alien Species of Union concern (EU 
Regulation 1143/2014 on invasive alien species) should be included in the planting list. The 
landscaping shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details within 6 months of their 
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approval. 
 

11. The development must contain provision for roosting bats and nesting birds. The number, 
location and specification of these features should be determined by a suitably qualified 
ecologist, and shown on appropriate plans and drawings. The updated plans should be 
submitted to the LPA for approval and the approved measures shall be implemented in full. 
 

12. Within 6 months of the date of this permission details of a scheme for the disposal surface water 
shall be been submitted to and agreed in writing by the local planning authority. The scheme 
shall be implemented in accordance with the approved details prior to the full residential use of 
the development and retained in perpetuity. 
 

13. The development shall be carried out in accordance with the recommendations contained in the 
Waterco Flood Consequences Assessment (Dated 26/10/21) - Received 27 October 2021 and 
Richard Broughton Limited Flood Consequences Assessment - Received 10 December 2021. 
 

14. The access shall be as shown on the approved plan, Proposed Site Plan (Drawing No. DG2 Rev 
B - Received 9 February 2022) onto Vale Road only, and access to Knowsley Avenue shall 
remain permanently closed. 

 
 
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. The residential use of this site has been allowed on the basis of the need for Gypsies and 

Travellers pitches and therefore the future occupation of the site accommodation must be 
controlled. 

4. In the interests of clarity to define the extent of the planning permission and prevent over-
development of the site. 

5. In order to address flood risk concerns arising from the creation of multiple unrelated 
households on the site. 

6. To ensure no commercial activities adversely affect the residential amenity of residents of 
nearby properties. 

7. To ensure no activities on the site adversely affect the residential amenity of residents of 
nearby properties. 

8. In the interest of maintaining the favourable conservation status of the species. 
9. To ensure that the development hereby permitted does not have a detrimental impact on the 

character and appearance of the area and nature conservation. 
10. To ensure that the development hereby permitted does not have a detrimental impact on the 

character and appearance of the area and nature conservation. 
11. To ensure that the development hereby permitted does not have a detrimental impact on the 

character and appearance of the area and nature conservation. 
12. To prevent pollution of the environment by ensuring the provision of adequate surface water 

drainage. 
13. To ensure relevant measures are undertaken to limit any risks arising from flooding. 
14. In the interests of clarity, as it is the opinion of Highways Officers that proposed access is 

adequate for the purpose of the proposed development. 
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MINUTES OF DEBATE ON APPLICATION NO. 45/2021/0516/ PF - KYNSAL 
HOUSE, VALE ROAD, RHYL 

An application was submitted for the change of use of land and ancillary buildings 
to form residential Traveller site for 6 caravans, with existing dwelling Kynsal 
House retained for owners / managers accommodation; including formation of 
internal pathways and parking, landscaping and associated works at Kynsal 
House, Vale Road, Rhyl. 
  
Public Speaker – 
Mr Scott Drummond (Against) confirmed the concerns he wished to put forward 
were regarding the site uses. He provided objections on behalf of some residents 
local to the site including the proposed plan did not offer suitable turning space 
for large vehicles. The plan was an over intensification of the site. Access to and 
from the site from Vale Road is and would be a danger to existing businesses and 
pedestrians. He stressed in his opinion that the change of use of the land to form 
residential gypsy and traveller site, in close proximity to existing residential 
properties would give rise to the potential for increased activity on site. Which 
was in conflict with the criteria within the Local Development Plan policy BSC10 
which required proposals for sites not to be detrimental to the amenity of 
occupiers of adjacent properties. It was his opinion that the size and location of 
the site proposed, the size of caravans proposed and including car parking and 
nearby buildings would have an adverse impact on the health and wellbeing of 
the occupants. The same considerations that would be expected to be considered 
should an applicant submit an application for a building on the plot. He informed 
members the application should be a retrospective application as two static 
caravans had been on site since 2019, with no planning permission. He also raised 
the removal of trees, shrubbery and hedges had taken place and a dropped curb 
installed all without planning permission. Since 2019 when the development was 
first established, no attempt to engage with the immediate community had taken 
place, with any concerns or engagement by local residents ignored or challenged 
by the occupants. He informed members some local residents had experienced 
anti-social behaviour, including noise and light pollution. It was felt that the many 
vehicles and noise produced at the site were from business activities and not 
purely residential.              
  
  
General Debate – The Chair informed members a site visit had taken place at the 
site on Friday 4th March. Councillor Christine Marston had been in attendance at 
the site visit. Councillor Marston concluded the visit had been to establish the 
setting and character of the area, the proximity of the neighbours and the access 
at the site and neighbouring properties. 
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Councillor Pete Prendergast (Local Member) urged planning committee members 
to object to the planning application. He stated since 2019 all hedging and 
shrubbery had been removed and a drop curb installed to gain access to the site, 
two static caravans had been installed on the land and all done without any 
planning permission from the authority. He confirmed the vehicular access off 
Knowlsley Avenue had been blocked up by fencing but the dropped kerb 
remained. He informed the committee that to date all local businesses and 
residents had all been subject to anti-social behaviour and had raised concerns 
about light and noise pollution. Councillor Pete Prendergast proposed the 
application be refused against officer recommendations for the following 
reasons, the siting of six static caravans and the occupied house on the site would 
be over intensification of the site. The proposed layout of the site did not conform 
with model 2008 standards for adequate turning space to accommodate large 
vehicles such as ambulances and fire engines. Access to the site, via Vale Road 
would be dangerous to both traffic and pedestrians. A change in use of this site in 
close proximity to residential buildings would give rise for the potential for 
increased disturbance and activity in the area which was in conflict of the criteria 
5 of the LDP Policy number BSC10. 
Councillor Prendergast further raised policies he felt relevant to the objection of 
the application, including Policy RO5 the Welsh language and the social and 
cultural fabric of communities, Policy BSC 3, Securing Infrastructure 
contributions from the development, Policy BSC 11, Recreation and Open Space, 
Policy VOE 5, Conservation of Natural Resources, Policy ASA3 Parking Standards 
and TAN 11 Noise 1997 and TAN 12 design 2016. He reminded members the 
application had been fully opposed by Rhyl Town Council. Councillor Ellie Chard 
Seconded the proposal to refuse the application. 
Local member Councillor Pat Jones confirmed that the local residents and 
businesses in the area had experienced, obstructions and noise issues since 2019. 
Councillor Jones echoed the thoughts of Councillor Prendergast. 
  
Councillor Ellie Chard asked if the proposal was successful would residents have 
to pay a higher rate of council tax. 
Councillor Joan Butterfield stated she was in full agreement with the ward 
members and the reasons for the object against the application. She confirmed 
the hedgerow had been removed and had reduced the quality of life at the area. It 
was confirmed the site was close to the town centre and would be detrimental to 
the residents. 
Councillor Christine Marston, confirmed at the site visit the attendees walked the 
plot, and informed members the applicant had planted trees at the rear of the 
site. Councillor Marston asked if lighting at the site could be controlled with a 
condition if granted. 
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In response to the questions and comments raised the Development Control Manager (DCM) confirmed        
been provided for members. The DCM provided further information on the application stating an amen        
the application process. The model standards for the siting of caravans had been met. Communication       
place and the fire officer had no objections with the spacing at the proposed site. He confirmed that th       
the proposal. 
Concerns raised on unacceptable noise and disturbance at the site had been raised by members the D       
noted from North Wales Police. It was also confirmed that no reported noise complaints from the publ      
received. 
The applicant was fully accepting and willing to comply with the authority’s policies in relation to open      
stressed that no objections had been received from any local businesses. It had only been residential o      
confirmed that if the proposal was successful the residents at the site would be required to pay any co        
Conditions could be imposed to soften the impact of the development via a landscaping and lightenin   
  
Councillor Brian Jones asked if a previous application for a change of use of the land had been refused        
recent planning history. The application presented to committee was within the development bounda       
housing was acceptable. 
  
Councillor Joan Butterfield suggested three conditions be imposed on the application if the proposal w    
Butterfield listed them as follows: 
Proper and adequate housing for gas bottles; electric cables are put into housing and correct and prot         
that had been installed was re installed at the site. 
In response to the proposed conditions suggested by Councillor Butterfield the DCM directed member      
already suggested for the application. It was the opinion of the DCM that the conditions suggested had      
conditions for the application detailed within the report. 
The DCM suggested if the application was successful officers would confirm with the local members th       
bring the amended conditions back to committee to agree. 
  
It was highlighted that the application was for a private application for 6 pitches to meet a need for the       
had been established to assess the need for Gypsy and Traveller needs. 
  

Proposal – Councillor Pete Prendergast proposed, seconded by Councillor Ellie 
Chard that the application be refused against officer recommendation, for the 
following reasons, over intensification in the use of the site, concerns about the 
impact on highway safety with the access at Vale Road and concerns on 
unacceptable impact on neighbours by reason of increased noise and 
disturbance. 
  
The DCM reminded members of a policy included in the Local Development Plan, 
around the provision of Gypsy and Traveller sites. The policy included a specific 
criterion was included in the policy, officers had consulted with a number of 
specialists and considered the criteria in the policy was met. 
  
  

VOTE: 
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FOR –  2 

AGAINST –  13 

ABSTAIN – 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF DECISION 
 
  
TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 
TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING (DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT PROCEDURE) (WALES) ORDER 2012 
_________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
In pursuance of their powers under the above Act and Order, the County Council as Local Planning 
Authority hereby 
 
REFUSE TO GRANT PLANNING PERMISSION FOR: 
 
PROPOSAL: Change of use of land and ancillary buildings to form residential Traveller site 

for 6 caravans, with the existing dwelling Kynsal House retained for owners / 
managers accommodation; including formation of internal pathways and 
parking, landscaping and associated works 

  
LOCATION :  Kynsal House  Vale Road   Rhyl 
 
 
PLANS AND DOCUMENTS SUBJECT TO THE DECISION:-  
 

(i) Location Plan - Received 29 October 2021 
(ii) Existing Site Plan (Drawing No. DG1) - Received 10 December 2021 
(iii) Proposed Site Plan (Drawing No. DG2 Rev B) - Received 9 February 2022 
(iv) Existing and Proposed Outbuilding Floor Plan (Drawing No. DG3) - Received 29 October 
2021 
(v) Justification Statement - Received 10 December 2021 
(vi) Limited Flood Consequences Assessment - Received 10 December 2021 
(vii) Landscaping Schedule - Received 17 May 2021 
(viii) Lighting Bollard Specification - Received 17 May 2021 
(ix) Waterco Flood Consequences Assessment (Dated 26/10/21) - Received 27 October 2021 
(x) Statement in Response to Consultation Responses - Received 9 February 2022 
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THE REASONs for the Council’s decision to refuse permission are:- 
 
1. It is the opinion of the Local Planning Authority that the change of use of land site would result 

in an over-intensification of the use of the site. The cumulative impact of the creation of a 6 pitch 
site residential Traveller site alongside the dwelling on the 0.2 ha site would represent an 
overintense form of development in close proximity to residential properties on Knowsley 
Avenue which would give rise to the potential for increased disturbance and activity in the area 
and resulting in a detrimental impact on the health and well being of residents. As such the 
proposal is considered to be  in conflict with criterion vi) of policy RD 1 and criterion iv) of Policy 
BSC10 of the Local Development Plan Policy BSC10, which require proposals not to be 
detrimental to the amenity of the occupiers of adjacent properties. 

 
2. It is the opinion of the Local Planning Authority that the proposal would formalise the increased 

use of an access onto Vale Road which is considered substandard. The use of the access for 
the scale and nature of the development proposed would result in a danger to pedestrians and 
road users on Vale Road contrary to criteria vii) and viii) of policy RD 1 of the Local 
Development Plan. 

 

PLANNING POLICIES RELEVANT TO THE DECISION 
Denbighshire Local Development Plan (adopted 4

th
 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 BSC10 – Gypsy and traveller sites 
Policy BSC11 – Recreation and open space 
Policy VOE5 – Conservation of natural resources 
Policy VOE6 – Water management 
Policy ASA3 – Parking standards 
 
Supplementary Planning Guidance 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Access For All 
Supplementary Planning Guidance Note: Planning Obligations  
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 
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Government Policy / Guidance 
Planning Policy Wales (Edition 11) February 2021 
Development Control Manual November 2016 
Future Wales – The National Plan 2040 
 
Welsh Government Circular 005/2018 Planning for Gypsy, Traveller and Showpeople Sites 
 
Technical Advice Notes 
TAN 15 Development and Flood Risk (2004) 
 
Other 
The Housing (Wales) Act 2014 

 
 
 
SPECIAL NOTES TO APPLICANT 
 
None 
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NOTES TO APPLICANT 
 
1. APPEALS AGAINST REFUSAL OF PLANNING PERMISSION, OR IMPOSED CONDITIONS 
 

1.1 If the applicant is aggrieved by the decision of the Local Planning Authority to refuse permission or 
approval of the proposed development, or to grant permission or approval subject to conditions he/she 
may by notice served, appeal to PEDW in accordance with Section 78 of the Town and Country Planning 
Act 1990.  In the case of a householder appeal or a minor commercial appeal, the notice must be served 
within twelve weeks from the date of the notice of the decision or determination giving rise to the appeal; in 
the case of any other appeal under section 78(1), six months from the date of the notice of the decision or 
determination giving rise to the appeal; or in a case in which the local planning authority have served a 
notice on the applicant in accordance with article 3(2) of the Town and Country Planning (Development 
Management Procedure) (Wales) Order 2015 that they require further information and the applicant has 
not provided the information, the date of service of that notice. 

 
1.2 If permission to develop land is refused or granted subject to conditions, whether by the Local Planning 

Authority or by PEDW, and the owner of the land claims that the land has become incapable of reasonably 
beneficial use in its existing state and cannot be rendered capable of reasonably beneficial use by the 
carrying out of any development which has been or would be permitted he may serve on the Council of the 
County in which the land is situated, as the case may be, a Purchase Notice requiring that Council to 
purchase his interest in the land in accordance with the provisions of Part VI of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990. 

 
1.3 In certain circumstances, a claim may be made against the Local Planning Authority for compensation, 

where permission is refused or granted subject to conditions by PEDW on appeal or on a reference of the 
application to him.  The circumstances in which such compensation is payable are set out in Part V of the 
Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 

 
2. THE CHOICE OF APPEAL PROCEDURES 
 

2.1 There is a choice of three appeal procedures and PEDW will co-operate with you, or your agent, in 
enabling your appeal to be processed in the way you would prefer.  But there may be a few occasions 
when PEDW has to use a procedure which is not your own preference, in order to ensure that all aspects 
of the appeal are thoroughly and fairly considered.  When this happens, PEDW will explain why. 

 
2.2 The available appeal procedures are: 
 
 i. by written representations which you and the Local Planning Authority make, followed by an 

accompanied or unaccompanied inspection of the appeal site by the appointed Inspector. 
 
 
 ii. by written representations which you and the Local Planning Authority make, followed by an 

Informal Hearing conducted by the appointed Inspector who hears oral representations from 
interested parties which may continue on an accompanied inspection of the appeal site. 
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 iii. by a formal Local Inquiry conducted by the appointed Inspector following submission of proofs of 

evidence/statements of case.  The Inspector hears representations from interested parties, 
allowing cross-examination of witnesses, and undertakes an accompanied inspection of the 
appeal site. 

 
 The procedures described in i. and ii. are likely to enable you to receive the quickest possible decision on 

your appeal, as the procedures for exchanging written representations are tightly timetabled.  Written 
representations or Hearings are not suitable for cases which have generated substantial third party 
representations, or which involve cases where it is desirable to cross-examine evidence. 

 
 The procedure described in iii. is usually the slowest and most expensive method of appealing and you 

should only opt for this procedure if you have good reason to ask for a local hearing of your appeal.  
Normally, local inquiries  are confined to those cases that require advocacy. 

 
2.3 Should the appellant wish PEDW to appoint a Welsh speaking Inspector to hear any appeal against the 

Local Planning Authority’s decision, the request should be made to PEDW when notice of the appeal is 
forwarded. 

 
 THE ADDRESS FOR APPEALS AND APPEAL FORMS 
 
2.4 All appeals have to be submitted to PEDW within the relevant period of the date of the Local Planning 

Authority’s decision against which you are appealing.  The best way to appeal is to complete PEDW’s 
official appeal form which may be obtained from: 

 
 PLANNING & ENVIRONMENT DECISIONS WALES, CROWN BUILDINGS, CATHAYS PARK, CARDIFF, 

CF10 3NQ. 
 
2.5 The telephone number is 0300 060 4400, if you need more information or advice from PEDW. 
 
3. COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED PLANS AND CONDITIONS 
 

3.1 You are reminded that any permission or consent must be carried out strictly in accordance with the 
approved plans, and any conditions attached to the certificate of decision.  If any amendments are 
proposed to the plans, you should not proceed without obtaining the written approval of the Local Planning 
Authority.  Any proposed amendments must be notified to the Head of Planning Services in writing with 
detailed plans suitably revised to illustrate the changes proposed.  The Head of Planning Services will 
advise in writing whether the amendments can be accepted within the terms of the permission granted, or 
whether a fresh application is required.  You are reminded in accordance with other Notices that it will also 
be necessary for you to ensure that amendments are acceptable to the other  County Council  
Departments and statutory bodies where separate legislation applies. 

 
3.2 Responsibility for the accuracy of the detailed plans and drawings forming part of the submission rests 

with the applicant, agent or developer. 
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3.3 Applications for compliance with conditions - If this Decision Certificate includes conditions requiring the 

further consent, agreement, or approval of the planning authority, you should submit the information 
required for consideration by way of a letter stating the reference number of the permission and the 
condition in question, and with a suitable description of the proposed details, and plans or drawings to a 
recognised metric scale.  No fee is required in connection with this type of application.  The planning 
authority has eight weeks to determine such an application. 

 
3.4 Proceeding without permission - Any development carried out prior to the grant of the relevant 

permission/consent, without compliance with the plans and particulars forming part of this permission, or 
without compliance with the conditions of this permission, is entirely at the owner/developer’s own risk, 
and may oblige the planning authority to take formal Enforcement Action. 

 
4. REQUIREMENT FOR SEPARATE CONSENTS 
 

4.1 It is important to appreciate that this decision certificate relates solely to an application submitted in 
accordance with the Acts/Regulations specified on the first sheet of this document.  The Certificate does 
not convey any approval which may be required under separate legislation or from other statutory bodies, 
and does not override any private legal restrictions which may prevent the implementation of the proposal.  
(e.g. development on land in third party ownership). 

 
4.2 Your particular attention is drawn to the possibility that the proposal MAY require Building Regulations 

Consent or oblige compliance with regulations under the control of the Council’s Public Protection Officer.  
The onus rests on the applicant, agent or developer to ensure all relevant consents are obtained BEFORE 
the commencement of any development. 

 
4.3 The erection of building extensions or other property alterations may give rise to important issues affecting 

the provision of gas, electricity, water and/or telephone services for an occupier and his/her neighbours.  In 
certain circumstances interference may contravene legislation and you are advised that if it is possible that 
the provision of any service to the premises is within the area of a proposed extension or alteration you 
should notify the appropriate authority prior to commencing the works. 

 
4.4 Where development involves works on or close to a boundary, including on shared internal walls, 

compliance may be necessary with the requirements of the Party Walls etc.. Act 1996, and you should 
obtain separate legal advice on this matter.  The Local Planning Authority is not responsible for the 
enforcement of The Party Walls etc.. Act, or for resolving private legal disputes arising therefrom. 
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