
TUTBURY PARISH COUNCIL 

A parish meeting was held in the Richard Wakefield School, Burton Street, Tutbury on 

Wednesday 22 June 2011. 

Those present were:  Cllrs P Steadman (Chairman), D Morris, Ms M Guest, Mrs S 

Adams, G Wright, W Crossley, A Allen, F Crossley, Ms M Guest, T Spencer-Smith, 

Borough Cllrs Ms E Staples and S Smith.  In attendance S Powell (Clerk). 

Apologies were received from Cllr Mrs J Taylor. 

1.0  CONSIDERATION OF THE PARISH COUNCIL’S RESPONSE TO THE 

CONSULTATION FROM ESBC FRO THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT BY 

PEVERIL HOMES OFF BURTON ROAD 

1.1 The chairman began the meeting by reviewing the parish council’s reaction to 

the Burton Road application thus far.  He reiterated the council’s opposition to 

the development and stated that an objection to it was to be lodged with the 

borough council. 

1.2 Cllr Ms Staples informed the meeting that a ‘drop in’ facility at the Village Hall on 

Saturday 9 July had been arranged to enable parishioners to view the proposals 

and to comment on them if they so wished. 

1.3 Cllr W Crossley explained that parish council objection to the development had 

been drafted and it contained 3 sections. 

• ESBC’s planning policies 

• The effect of the proposals on Tutbury 

• Some observations on the documents deposited 

1.4 Extracts from the draft document were read out to the meeting 

1.5 Cllr W Crossley that there were issues about the availability of brown field sites; 

that no public enquiries were held to scrutinise the policy making process and a 

lack of understanding why Tutbury had been designated as ‘strategic’ by ESBC.  

Such matters together with concerns about development affecting villages were 

to be discussed at the meeting of parish councils with the borough council’s 

Chief Executive.  

1.6 A parishioner asked about the suitability of the drainage system.  It was 

explained that it would be pumped into the existing system that served Tutbury. 

1.7 Cllr W Crossley stated that the housing market was depressed and that the 

houses were not needed.  New figures for household formation also suggested 

fewer houses were needed in the west midlands. 



1.8 There was some concern about the involvement of ESBC officers in the 

preparation of the application.  Cllr Ms Staples stated that officers did discuss the 

application with the developers prior to its submission; this was not unusual and 

did not imply tacit approval.  No decision had been taken on the application; it 

would ultimately be considered by the planning committee. 

1.9 Various aspects of the development and the planning application submitted to 

the council were raised.  Borough council officers would make a 

recommendation to the planning committee; there had been no prior consultation 

with the parish council. 

1.10 A parishioner asked if the parish council should appoint an advocate to put their 

case.  It was stated that there was not a specific budget available for this 

purpose. 

1.11 Another parishioner stated that the tree survey was out of date and the 

methodology used to compile it was flawed. 

1.12 Cllr Ms Staples was asked about ESBC’s growth point strategy.  Cllr Staples 

replied that it was forced on the borough council. 

1.13 Other issues/questions raised included: 

1 The development would only serve those that travelled to Burton and Derby 

and was not sustainable. 

2 Why was there no local development framework in place following the lapse         

of the local plan? 

3 There was no planning gain from the development. 

4 Concern was expressed about further land speculation. 

5 ESBC planning officers needed to assist parishioners ‘we pay them’. 

1.14 Cllr Ms Staples stated that proper planning process had to be adhered to or 

costs would be incurred. 

1.15 Cllr Morris asked borough councillors if there were for or against the 

development.  Cllr Staples was against it.  Cllr Smith could not comment 

otherwise it would prejudge his ability to take part in the deliberations of the 

planning committee when the application was considered. 

1.16 It was explained that the parish council would probably speak at the committee 

meeting where the application was to before the committee.  However, only 

three minutes were allowed. 



1.17 Cllr W Crossley recounted his experience in speaking to the planning committee 

on other occasions.  He didn’t consider the opportunity had any impact on the 

decision taken. 

1.18 Further parishioners commented that: 

• Ward councillors should vote against the application 

• All letters of objection should be considered by the planning committee 

• The impact of the development on NHS services had been overlooked 

1.19 Cllr W Crossley summed up by stating that the parish council would take on 

board all the comments made by parishioners and amend their objection 

accordingly. 

1.20 The chairman thanked everyone for coming and gave out the address of the 

borough council department to which parishioners should send their comments. 

 

The meeting closed at 10.15 pm. 


