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CHUDLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL 
PLANNING COMMITTEE 

Thursday 18 January 2018: 7.00 pm: 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
1) In attendance: Cllrs. Underwood (Chair), Phillips, Stanyon, Cox. Lillington, Frost and Webb. Also in 

attendance John Carlton (Town Clerk), Sam Hall (MDA), Colin Danks (Peter Brett Associates), Richard 
Harrison (Taylor Wimpey), Alex Wonzniczko (AWP), Rob Ward (AWP), District Councillor Keeling and 
43 members of the public.  

 
2) Apologies:  Councillors McCormick, Evans and Jackson.  

 
3) Declaration of members’ interests: None.  

 
4) Urgent matters brought forward by the Chair: None    

 
5) Application 16/02423/MAJ: Land at Colway Lane and Grovelands: Development of 65 residential 

dwellings together with associated landscaping, open space, access and infrastructure, plus outline 
planning permission for four self-build plots: The Mayor explained that there would first be a 
presentation by the agents of Taylor Wimpey. This would be followed by an opportunity for members 
of the public to ask questions and comment on the application. After that councillors would consider 
their stance on the application. 
Colin Danks advised the meeting of the amendments to the application since it was originally 
submitted. These changes were as a result of discussions on the application with the TDC planning 
team. The dwellings adjacent to Colway Lane were originally planned to back on to the Lane but were 
now front-facing. This was also the case with the plots adjacent to Exeter Road. This was because the 
planners were anxious to create a terrace effect to mirror housing elsewhere in the town. He advised 
that the drainage system for the site was designed to ensure that the impact of water flow into Kate 
Brook was regulated and that the presence of the site would not adversely impact on the current 
situation. He advised that all the dwellings had two parking spaces plus additional spaces for visitors. 
There would be 44 open market dwellings and 21 affordable units, plus the four self-build plots. The 
development would generate £525.000 in CIL.  
 The Chair then suspended standing orders to allow public comment and questions:- 
a) A number of speakers expressed concern about the on-road parking situation in Colway Lane. 

They believed that residents from the development would park on Colway Lane making the 
current situation even worse. Colin Danks advised that they had designed the development to be 
self-sufficient in terms of parking. 

b) There were a number of questions regarding the adequacy of the on-site drainage system and 
whether it would increase the flood risk for those houses alongside Kate Brook. Rob Ward advised 
that all rain water from the site would be directed into the attenuation pond which would allow 
the rate of flow into Kate Brook to be controlled. It was estimated that the current rate of flow 
from the site was 34 litres per second. With the flow controlled, that would be reduced to 23 
litres per second. In response to a question Rob Ward advised that the tank would be inspected 
on a regular basis. 

c) A resident residing in Underleat Close, whose property abuts the leat asked the following 
question. He sought confirmation that Taylor Wimpey, as the owner of the site on the other side 
of the leat, took responsibility for both sides of the leat and would be appointing a management 
company which would take responsibility for the maintenance of the leat and its associated 
hedge. Richard Harrison confirmed that was correct. 
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d) There was some comment about the suitability of the design of the houses and the use of 
coloured renders not being in keeping with the characteristics of house design in the town. 

e) Concern was expressed regarding the ability of the local road network to cope with the additional 
traffic volumes that the development would generate. 

f) District Councillor Keeling commented that there were a number of objections from statutory 
consultees. The Tree Officer had objected because he considered the plots on the southern 
boundary of Grovelands were situated too close to the hedge and tree boundary. The green 
spaces team considered the siting of the play area next to the SUDS to be potentially dangerous. 
They were also concerned about the mix of amenity land and the lack of a buffer zone between 
the play area and the SUDS. Housing services had objected to the housing mix proposed. He had 
requested an inspection of Kate Brook by a drainage engineer to identify the causes of flooding in 
the past and would continue to pursue this. 

 
The Chair re-imposed standing orders to allow councillors to consider the application. After lengthy 
debate Councillor Stanyon proposed lodging an objection on the grounds of lack of information, notably 
the lack of a response from the Flood and Coastal Risk Management Team, and the objections lodged by 
the statutory consultees. This was seconded by Councillor Webb before being unanimously agreed. 
(Action point 1) . The letter of objection is attached as appendix 1.       

 
6) Application 17/03040/FUL: Cleveland Cottage, Exeter Road, Chudleigh: Re-configuration of 

dwelling, including new gable-ended pitched roof to replace existing flat roof, demolition of garage 
and outbuildings and erection of a new double garage: After brief discussion councillors agreed that 
they had no objection to the application (Action point 2)  

 
7) Applications 18/00016/LBC & 18/00034/FUL: The Cottage, Parade, Chudleigh: New boundary wall, 

including railings: Standing orders were suspended to allow a member of the public to speak. They 
objected to the application because they felt that the wall should be built from the existing stone 
from a previous demolition that had been retained on site. Standing orders were re-imposed. 
Councillor Frost agreed with the speaker, adding that it should be ensured that appropriately 
coloured mortar should be used in the construction of the wall. Councillors unanimously agreed that 
they had no objection provided that the original stone was used and that the mortar would be 
appropriate. (Action point 3)  

 
8) Applications 17/03015/FUL & 17/03016/LBC: The Cottage, Parade. Chudleigh: Roof finish 

replacement and alterations to rear wing roof structure: After brief discussion councillors agreed 
that they had no objection to the application. (Action point 4)  

   
9)   Correspondence: None 
 
The meeting closed at 9.20 pm 

 

No Action Point By whom/when Cleared 

1 Application 16/02423/MAJ: Advise that the 
Town council objects to the proposal due to 
lack of information and the objections 
lodged by the statutory consultees 

The Clerk Yes 

2 Application 17/03040/FUL: Advise TDC that 
the council has no objections 

The Clerk Yes 

3 Applications 18/00016/LBC & 18/00034/FUL: 
Advise TDC that the council has no objection 
provided that appropriate stone and mortar 
is used. 

The Clerk Yes 

4 Applications 17/03015/FUL & 17/03016/LBC: 
Advise TDC that the town council has no 
objections 

The Clerk Yes 



 

312 
 

 
 
 
 
Signed: 
 
 
Name: Michael McCormick 
Chair of Planning Committee 
 
Dated: 5 February 2018 
 
 
Appendix 1 

Application 16/02423/MAJ:  Land at Colway Lane and Grovelands, 

Chudleigh:  Development of 65 residential dwellings together with 
associated landscaping, open space, access and infrastructure and outline 

planning permission for four self-build plots. 
 

Councillors considered this application at a meeting of the planning committee on 
18 January. 

 
Councillors noted that there are still a number of outstanding issues raised by the 

statutory consultees that need to be addressed. Consequently, at this point in time, 
the Town Council feel that they need to object to the application for the following 

reasons:- 
 

1) You will be aware from the number of objections from members of the public 
that there are real concerns in the town that the new development will 

increase the flood risk for properties lining Kate Brook. This stems from a 

number of flood incidents in the past. The applicants drainage consultant 
gave an impressive presentation which suggested that the proposed SUDS 

drainage system would reduce the flow of rainwater into Kate Brook from a 
current 34 litres per second to 23 litres per second. He suggested that this, 

coupled with improvements to the drainage gullies at the access to Colway 
Lane, would not only mean that the development would not increase the 

current flood risk but also have a positive impact on the current level of risk. 
However, we are not drainage experts. At the time of writing the County 

Council’s Flood & Coastal Risk Management Team have yet to submit their 
comments on the updated application. Councillors consider it essential that 

they indicate their content before planning consent is considered. 
 

2) The District Council’s Green Spaces & Active Leisure Team have lodged an 
objection because they consider there is a lack of a quality mix of public open 

space and there is no green buffer zone between the proposed play area and 

the SUDS. They also consider that it is potentially dangerous to situate the 
play area next to the SUDS as it could constitute a water hazard. Councillors 

would wish to see these issues addressed to the satisfaction of the Green 
Spaces team. 

 
3) We note that the District Council’s Tree Officer objects to the application 

because he considers that the plots on the southern boundary of Grovelands 
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to be too close to the tree and hedge boundary. We share this concern and 

would wish the plots to be repositioned so as to ensure that this green 
boundary has the best chance of surviving the development unscathed. 

Councillors also noted his concern about the amount of hedge to be lost to 

create an access onto Colway Lane. 
 

4) When this application was originally submitted the dwellings lining Colway 
Lane and Exeter Road were proposed to back onto the highway. Our 

understanding is that the developer was asked to change the layout so that 
these plots fronted onto the highway, the intention being to create a similar 

terraced effect to other areas of the town. We would not necessarily argue 
with this for the houses facing Exeter Road. This forms part of the main route 

through the town so the visual impact is more marked in that many more 
people will view it. However, Colway Lane is a residential street with low 

levels of through traffic. It does however, along with several parts of 
Chudleigh, have a major on-street parking problem. The simple fact is that 

those living in Colway Lane have rather more vehicle than there are on-street 
parking spaces. There is no simple solution to this but the Council does 

consider that we have a duty not to exacerbate the problem. We are 

concerned that if the dwellings on the development front on to Colway Lane 
there will be a temptation for the householders to park on Colway Lane rather 

than in their allocated spaces within the development. Whilst we understand 
the reasons for asking the developer to front on to Colway Lane we think it 

far better to have these dwellings backing on to Colway Lane. This will, in 
turn, allow the Tree Officer’s concerns regarding loss of hedgerow to be 

addressed. 
 

5) Councillors noted the objection posted by Housing Services regarding the lack 
of four bed affordable dwellings. Our understanding is that the Housing Team 

would be prepared to drop this objection if two of the one bed apartments 
were made suitable for disabled access. Councillors are supportive of that 

option. 
 

 

6)   We note the holding response for Devon County Highways. We share their 
concern regarding highway drainage and would wish to see them content 

before consent is granted. We also share their desire for there to be a 
pedestrian access from the development into Holly Close.   

 
 

 
Yours sincerely, 

 
 

 
 

 
John Carlton 

Town Clerk    
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