
 
 

TUTBURY PARISH COUNCIL 

 

A meeting of the Parish Council was held in the Charity Office, Duke Street, Tutbury 
on Thursday 20 September 2012. 
 
Those present were Cllrs P Steadman (Chairman), Ms M Guest, A Burdis, W 
Crossley, Mrs J Taylor, F Crossley, A Allen, G Wright, Borough Cllr S Smith, Mr A 
Tipper parishioner.  In attendance S Powell (Clerk). 
 
94/1.0  APOLOGIES 

 

1.1 Apologies were received from, and Borough Cllr Ms E Staples 
 
95/2.0  A MEETING WITH THE DEVELOPERS OF THE BURTON ROAD        

DEVELOPMENT 
 
2.1   The chairman opened the meeting by proposing that it be held in two parts, the 

first part open to the public and the second where the public and press would 
be excluded due to the confidential nature of the matters to be discussed.  The 
proposal was seconded by Cllr Ms Guest and opened for debate. 

 
2.2 Cllr W Crossley stated that the Council had never held a closed session, that 

any matters discussed should be open to the public and that the item should 
have placed on the agenda.  Cllr Ms Guest felt that it would be more 
appropriate for certain matters to be discussed in a closed session. 

 
2.3 In the absence of prior notification, the precise protocols necessary for the 

Council to exclude members of the public and press were not available namely, 
the wording for the appropriate resolution and the recommended list of 
categories of confidential matters; the latter being necessary for a judgement to 
be made on the necessity or otherwise for a confidential discussion.  The clerk 
informed the meeting that in these circumstances, to proceed could lead to a 
challenge that proper procedures had not been followed.  In view of this, the 
motion was withdrawn and the chairman invited the representatives from 
Peveril Homes to join the meeting in open session. 

 
2.4 James Smith Director at Peveril Homes and Paul Stone Regional Director at 

Signet Planning joined the meeting.  Mr Smith stated that the discussion would 
be limited to matters of a non-commercially sensitive nature.  Questions on the 
section 106 agreement and planning conditions for the development were 
raised; these were in the process of being fulfilled.  Mr Stone described the site, 
the phasing of the development and stated that interest had already been 
shown in the self build plots.  Cllr Ms Guest felt that the allotments were 
exposed and needed re-siting or protecting. 

 
2.5 The chairman asked to what uses the industrial units would be put; Mr Stone 

stated that it was envisaged that they would be used mainly offices not heavy 
industrial units.  Cllr Burdis expressed concern about potential traffic hazards 
on Green Lane.  Mr Stone stated that the County Council were happy with the 
proposals and any concerns needed to be taken up with Mr Jeff Evenson the 



 
 

County Council Officer involved with the development.  Mr Smith stated that the 
length of the build would depend upon sales.  Cllr W Crossley asked about the 
affordable housing in the development; Mr Stone stated that the company was 
obliged to build them.  Cllr Ms Guest referred to the excess of industrial units in 
the area and suggested that there could be more housing.  Cllr Wright enquired 
if the trees alongside the A515 would be retained.  Mr Stone replied that they 
were on County Council highway land and would remain. 

 
2.6 At the chairman’s invitation, Mr A Tipper a parishioner, asked if support for the 

Tutbury Eco project could be considered by the developers, this was because 
water powered generation at the Mill site was not proving practical and 
attention was turning to solar panels.  Mr Smith indicated that solar panels and 
other measures were to be considered for the development. 

 
2.7 Further queries on landscaping, street lighting and off site traffic calming were 

discussed.  Mr Stone indicated that the company could not go beyond what had 
been agreed in the Section 106 agreement.  Mr Smith Stated that Peveril 
Homes were part of the Considerate Constructors Scheme and that they would 
liaise directly with the local community on any issues that arose during the 
course of the development. 

 
2.8 Cllr Crossley referred to the Parish Council’s previous stance on the 

development and stated that the council’s principle concerns were not with the 
Peveril Homes but with the way the Borough Council had handled the planning 
application. 

 
2.9 The chairman thanked Mr Smith and Mr Stone for coming to talk to the Parish 

Council stating that any future discussions needed to look to the future and 
closed the meeting.  
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