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DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE 

 
25 October 2016 

 
6.00 pm – 11.20 pm 

Council Chamber, Ebley Mill, Stroud 
 

Minutes 

3 

 
Membership 
 

Councillor Tom Williams ** P Councillor Jim Dewey A 

Councillor John Marjoram * P Councillor Haydn Jones P 

Councillor Dorcas Binns P Councillor Jenny Miles A 

Councillor Chris Brine A Councillor David Mossman P 

Councillor Miranda Clifton P Councillor Gary Powell P 

Councillor Nigel Cooper P Councillor Mark Reeves P 

 
** = Chair         * = Vice Chair                     P = Present A = Absent 
 
Officers in Attendance 
 

Planning Manager Team Manager 
Planning Officer Solicitor 
Principal Planning Officer Democratic Services Officer 
 
Other Members in Attendance 
 
Councillors Steve Lydon, Norman Kay, Stephen Davies and John Jones. 
 
DC.026 APOLOGIES 
 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Chris Brine, Jim Dewey and Jenny 
Miles. 
 
DC.027 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
There were none. 
 
DC.028 MINUTES – 20 SEPTEMBER 2016 
 
RESOLVED That the Minutes of the meeting held on 20 September 2016 are 

accepted as a correct record. 
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DEVELOPMENT CONTROL PLANNING SCHEDULE 
 
Representations were received and taken into account by the Committee in respect of 
applications: 
 

1 S.16/1023/FUL 2 S.16/1272/REM 3   S.16/1697/FUL 4   S.16/1809/FUL 

5 S.16/1965/DISCON       

 
DC.029 BATH ROAD TRADING ESTATE, BATH ROAD, STROUD, GLOS 

(S.16/1023/FUL) 
 
The Team Manager updated Members on the application, including a response from 
Gloucestershire County Council (GCC) Highways Department in relation to highway 
matters. 
 
The Chair read out a statement from Councillor Prenter, the Ward Member for 
Rodborough, which raised concerns relating to traffic, noise and employment. 
 
Mr. Paul Gibson spoke on behalf of Rodborough Parish Council highlighting issues 
regarding the loss of a skilled workforce, problems with traffic and highway issues.   
 
Three people spoke in objection to the application: 
 
(a) James Griffin of Hunter Page Planning outlined reasons why this application was 

contrary to the Local Plan quoting Policy EI1.  Highlighting that there is an 
alternative better site.   

(b) Mrs. King, a resident who had lived in the area for 50 years, highlighted that there 
were enough supermarkets in the area, the traffic is already dangerous and raised 
concerns about employment in the surrounding area. 

(c) A representative of SMP Sheet metal explained that it would be very difficult to 
move the machinery and find somewhere else to accommodate this type of 
business, she also commented that there were enough supermarkets in Stroud. 

 
Councillor Norman Kay spoke on behalf of Nailsworth Town Council highlighting issues 
relating to highways, employment and the accumulative impact of downturn in trade in 
Nailsworth.  
 
A representative of Stonehouse Town Council highlighted issues with employment and 
struggling businesses in Stonehouse, also quoting Policy CP12 of the Local Plan.  
 
Mr. Alan Williams, the planning agent for the application outlined the reasons why the 
area would benefit from future investment if the application was approved, explaining that 
the application was in accordance with National and Local Planning policy.  
 
Members questioned issues in relation to highways, retail assessment, employment in 
the surrounding areas of Stroud, Nailsworth and Stonehouse, the amount of 
supermarkets within the vicinity of the application site and current businesses who would 
need to relocate.  Members also quoted paragraphs 24, 25 and 60 of the NPPF and 
Policies the CP14 and ES10 of the Local Plan which they considered related to this 
application. 
 
The Team Manager explained that officers were awaiting confirmation from GCC 
Highways in relation to the impact on the road network in the area.  The sequential test, 
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loss of employment land and policies EI1 and EK25 of the Local Plan, were important 
issues for Members to consider. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7.30 p.m. and resumed at 7.40 p.m. 
 
A motion was proposed by Councillor Haydn Jones and seconded by Councillor Dorcas 
Binns to DEFER the application to a future meeting to consider further information from 
GCC Highways and the impact on employment on the site. 
 
Members debated the application and discussed the impact on jobs in the surrounding 
area and traffic.   
 
On being put to the vote, it was unanimously 
 
RESOLVED To DEFER application S.16/1023/FUL to a future meeting. 
REASONS Committee was unable to make a decision without further information 

from GCC Highways, also needed clarification of the impact on 
businesses currently on the site. 

 
DC.030 LAND AT CHESTNUT PARK, KINGSWOOD (S.16/1272/REM) 
 
The Team Manager updated Members on the application, referring to the late and late 
late pages. 
 
Mr. David Rockey, Chair of Kingswood Parish Council spoke, highlighting concern over 
the density of houses per hectare, the risk of siting the cricket nets in the current position, 
shared space, maintenance of the drainage ditch and access to the playing field. 
 
An objector spoke and expressed concern over issues surrounding housing styles, 
density, layout, cricket nets, access, social housing, road safety, quoting paragraphs 32, 
64 and 70 of the NPPF. 
 
The Agent for the application spoke in support, explaining that there had been 
discussions with officers, Natural England and the Cricket Club regarding the cricket 
nets.  A Natural England Licence has been granted for newts using the land set aside 
mitigation.  
  
During Member questions, issues raised were over road safety of the shared space, 
particularly in relation to children walking to school and wheel chair users, issues with 
parking, access to the playing fields and the village hall, siting of the cricket nets, density 
and types of housing, open space, drainage, ecological mitigation, access to the site 
during construction and the impact of this on local residents. 
 
In reply to questions the Planning Manager and Team Manager explained that the appeal 
Inspector had granted outline permission and this application only focussed on several 
specific points including the cricket net, affordable housing siting. The layout was largely 
led by the extent and shape of the ecological area. The highway access into the site had 
been permitted by the appeal Inspector. The density needed to be considered in 
conjunction with the open space being provided.     
 
A motion was proposed by Councillor Dave Mossman and seconded by Councillor Nigel 
Cooper to positively DEFER the application to a future meeting for discussion to take 
place with the applicant and GCC Highways in relation to cricket nets, affordable housing 
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siting footpath access to the village hall, ecological mitigation in relation to drainage, play 
equipment and highway issues within the application site. Officers were asked to write to 
GCC expressing concern about the nature of Chestnut Park in the road adoption 
process.  
 
Members debated the application. 
 
On being put to the vote it was unanimously 
 
RESOLVED To positively DEFER the application S.16/1272/REM until a future 

meeting. 
REASONS  For officers to have discussions in relation to cricket nets, affordable 

housing siting, footpath access to the village hall, ecological 
mitigation in relation to drainage, play equipment and highway issues 
both within the application site and writing to GCC about the 
measures required in the adoption of the existing Chestnut Park. 

 
DC.031 LAND PARCEL ADJACENT TO 21 ROWLEY, CAM, GLOS. 

(S.16/1697/FUL) 
 
The Chair outlined the application.   
 
A representative of Cam Parish Council spoke explaining that this was a very narrow 
lane and parking is a concern. 
 
A representative from the local residents spoke expressing concern over flood risk, 
parking spaces, overbearing nature of the dwelling and access into the narrow lane. 
 
During Member questions issues were raised over the height of the building and 
overlooking of neighbouring properties, parking, flooding and access. 
 
The Team Manager explained that Members needed to consider whether the building 
would be overbearing for the surroundings. 
 
A motion was proposed by Councillor Tom Williams and seconded by Councillor Gary 
Powell to delegate consent to officers and to seek confirmation on parking 
implementation, suds scheme and site plan. 
 
On being put to the vote there were 4 in favour, 3 against and 2 abstentions. 
 
RESOLVED To DELEGATE CONSENT to officers for application S.16/1697/FUL. 
REASONS To seek confirmation and condition on the application for parking 

implementation, suds scheme and clarification on the site plan. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9.55 pm and resumed at 10.05 pm. 
 
DC.032 LAND ADJOINING GREENACRES, OLD COMMON, MINCHINHAMPTON 

(S.16/1809/FUL) 
 
The Planning Officer updated Members on the conditions relating to parking and 
manoeuvrability, explained that condition 3 had been reworded.  
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The applicant spoke in support of this application explaining that it had been a family 
home for 40 years.  This application satisfied all the planning policies and urged 
Members to approve it. 
 
During Member questions issues raised were relating to highways land just outside the 
application boundary and the dry stone wall.  Members were also concerned that this 
application had been brought to Committee.   
 
A motion was proposed by Councillor Dave Mossman and seconded by Councillor Gary 
Powell to GRANT PERMISSION for the proposal with an additional condition relating to 
the dry stone wall and access. 
 
On being put to the vote there were 7 in favour and 1 against. 
 
RESOLVED To GRANT PERMISSION for application S.16/1809/FUL, as set out in 

these Minutes. 
 
DC.033 LAND WEST OF STONEHOUSE, NASTEND LANE, NASTEND, 

STONEHOUSE (S.16/1965/DISCON) 
 
The Chair outlined the application. 
 
The Team Manager asked Members to consider changing the recommendation to 
resolve to grant, subject to the area master plan showing Nupend with a landscape 
buffer, which had been agreed with the developer and architect. 
 
The Principal Planning Officer explained that the outline application was granted in 
January 2016 and legal agreements concluded in March/April this year.  Condition 46 
requires submission of area master plans. These form a bridge between the outline 
consent and the detailed reserved matters submission.  This is the first phase of the 
development.   
 
Councillor Stephen Davies, Ward Member for the Severn Ward spoke in relation to the 
modification of the buffers around Nupend, these changes have been accepted and the 
houses set back, this has achieved a good result. 
 
Councillor John Jones, Ward Member for the Severn Ward read out a statement on 
behalf of Eastington Parish Council which explained that the application had been 
considered within the context of the evolving Neighbourhood Development Plan.  He also 
accepted that a lot of the issues raised by the Parish Council had been resolved. 
 
Members questioned whether refusal of the application would jeopardise the Council’s 
five year land supply.  Concern was also expressed over the assumptions made by the 
developer in relation to people with disabilities, affordable housing and parking. 
 
A motion was proposed by Councillor Tom Williams and seconded by Councillor Gary 
Power to DEFER the application to a future meeting. 
 
On being put to the vote there were 4 in favour and 5 against.  The motion was not 
carried. 
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A motion was put forward by Councillor Dave Mossman and seconded by Councillor 
Nigel Cooper to accept officer’s recommendation to GRANT PERMISSION subject to a 
condition being included regarding a landscape buffer at Nupend with no vehicle access. 
 
During debate Members recognised that this was a contentious application, some good 
work had been carried out on the application and it was important for the district as a 
whole. 
 
On being put to the vote there were 5 in favour and 4 against. 
 
RESOLVED To GRANT PERMISSION for application S.16/1965/DISCON, as set out 

in these Minutes. 
 
The meeting closed at 11.20 pm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Chair 


