
TUTBURY PARISH COUNCIL 

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

on Monday 19 September 2011. 

Those present were:  Cllrs P Steadman (Chairman), D Morris, A Burdis, Mrs S 

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

Mrs J Taylor, Borough Cllrs Ms E Staples and S Smith.  Approximately 50+ 

parishioners; in attendance S Powell (Clerk). 

1.0  THE BURTON ROAD DECISION 

1.1 The chairman opened the meeting by outlining the agenda items for debate. He 

stated that this had been overtaken by events with the decision taken by 

ESBC’s planning committee to permit the Burton Road development.  However 

the parish council still intended to respond to the ESBC’s core strategy 

proposals and wished to include parishioners’ views. 

1.2 He went on to describe the conduct of the planning meeting and the input of 

various speakers including the strong objections voiced by parish council and 

Tutbury ward cllrs.  Ultimately the planning officers’ recommendation to permit 

the development was agreed by the planning committee. 

1.3 Cllr W Crossley stated that the figures used by ESBC to justify the future 

number of houses in the borough were wrong; there was no need for the Burton 

Road development.  There were hundreds of objections lodged against the 

development and one email for it.  The committee were advised that if they  

refused the application and the applicant appealed and won, the borough 

council would have to meet costs of up to £7,000 per house.  Three committee 

members were absent, nine voted in favour and two against. 

1.4 Cllr W Crossley referred to recent meetings with ESBC members and officials 

where it was indicated that the boroughs housing figures could be reduced from 

13,000 to 11,000 over a 25 year period.  It had been suggested that legal 

advice might be taken to establish whether or not there was a case for 

misdirection by ESBC planning officers to the planning committee. If this was 

proved to be correct, it could lead to a judicial review of the decision.  Another 

alternative was for an aggrieved individual to take an ombudsman’s case 

against the borough council.  Both approaches needed to be checked before 

being embarked upon.  

1.5 The chairman felt that the process was flawed and that no pertinent questions 

had been asked by many of the members of the committee.  The chairman of 

the planning committee told members that they had to permit the development.  

Cllr Morris felt that the parish had been deceived, early indications had been 

that the development would be permitted long before it went to the planning 



committee.  He said that it would be a disaster for Tutbury and other villages in 

East Staffordshire and that Ward Cllrs needed to look again as the situation. 

1.6 A parishioner suggested obtaining advice to ascertain the best way to proceed 

and that contacting the Council for the Protection of Rural England (CPRE) 

might help.  Parishioners were informed that the CPRE were to hold a meeting 

on the broader impact of new planning policies on rural communities rather 

than focusing on individual applications.   A letter to the local MP was also 

suggested.  The chairman stated that these options would be considered by the 

Parish council at their next meeting.  Cllr Mrs Taylor asked about the nature of 

the Section 106 agreement which formed part of the approval conditions for the 

Burton road Development.  Ward cllrs explained how it was formulated and that 

it value was approximately £4.9m. 

2.0 ESBC’S PROPOSED CORE STRATEGY 2008 – 2031 

2.1 The chairman moved the meeting on to discuss the parish council’s response 

to ESBC’s core strategy.  Cllr W Crossley produced a graph of the moving 

average of house completions in the borough.  The graph along with other 

information indicated the over provision of houses in the strategy.  The 

breakdown of the figures indicated a larger figure for inward migration 

compared to the natural development of the population.  However, how the 

breakdown was arrived at was not apparent. 

2.2 Ward Cllrs had been advised by planning officers that the 13,000 house figure 

included a 20% addition to the 11,000 total to cater for market choice as 

identified in the Draft National Planning Policy Framework (DNPPF) currently 

out for consultation.  Cllr W Crossley explained that this was incorrect and that 

it stemmed from the DNPPF document which was not yet adopted and that the 

20% only applied to the required 5 year land supply.  This in turn referred to 

availability of deliverable houses within the 11,000 figure, producing in effect, a 

rolling 6 year land supply for the duration of the plan period.. 

2.3 Cllr Crossley drew the meetings attention to the amount of employment land 

suggested in the strategy, which because of it size could create bigger 

problems than those posed by housing developments.  He felt that the following 

points needed to be made: 

• Evidence to justify the amount of employment land 

• Sound information, reliably sourced for housing proposals should be 

provided 

2.4 The options for Tutbury in the strategy all proposed the Burton Road site now 

approved, but it was felt that other sites in the borough could still attract the 

attention of developers.  Borough Cllr Smith felt that the Redhill Lane site was 



unlikely to come forward.  Parishioners felt that the threat of further 

development in the village should be guarded against.   Another parishioner felt 

that the type of housing was important and that ESBC had built too many 

detached houses and not enough single person units to cater for the predicted 

change in the size of household formations.   Cllr Ms Guest felt that the parish 

council’s response should focus on Tutbury.  

2.5 The thrust of the parish council’s response was debated and suggestions made 

as to what should be included.  The meeting endorsed by a show of hands, that 

the prepared response be updated following the Burton Road decision, taking 

into account parishioners comments and submitted to the borough council. 

2.6 Cllr Ms Staples informed the meeting that Tutbury had won awards in the heart 

of England in bloom competition which was a very pleasing result. 

2.7 Other agenda items had been dealt with under the two main agenda items. 

The meeting closed at 10.20 pm. 


