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THE VALE OF GLAMORGAN COUNCIL 
CYNGOR BRO MORGANNWG 

 

 

 
NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR PLANNING PERMISSION 

HYSBYSIAD O GAIS AM GANIATÂD CYNLLUNIO 
 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT PROCEDURE) (WALES) ORDER 2012 
GORCHYMYN CYNLLUNIO GWLAD A THREF (GWEITHDREFN RHEOLI DATBLYGU) (CYMRU) 2012 

 
NOTICE UNDER ARTICLE 8 

HYSBYSIAD O DAN ERTHYGL 8 
 
 

PLANNING REFERENCE / CYFEIRNOD CYNLLUNIO:  2014/01254/FUL 
 
NOTICE is given that an application has been made to The Vale of Glamorgan Council for planning 
permission: 
 
HYSBYSIR trwy hyn i gais am ganiatâd cynllunio gael ei wneud i Gyngor Bro Morgannwg: 
 
By/Gan: Mr. Paul Ringer, 
 
Proposal/Cynnig: Extension to second floor to form self contained one bedroom flat  
 
Location/Lleoliad: 88, Salop Street, Penarth  
 
Members of the public may inspect copies of: 
 
• the application 
• the plans 
• and other documents submitted with it 
 
at The Dock Office, Barry Docks during normal office 
hours (8.30 a.m. to 5.00 p.m. Monday to Thursday; 
8.30 a.m. to 4.30 p.m. Friday). 
 
The proposals can also be viewed on the Council’s 
Online Applications Register at http://vog.planning-
register.co.uk by searching for application number 
2014/01254/FUL.   
 
Anyone who wishes to make representations about 
this application should write to the Head of Planning 
and Transportation at The Vale of Glamorgan Council, 
Dock Office, Barry Docks, Barry. CF63 4RT, within 21 
days of the date of this notice, quoting reference 
2014/01254/FUL. 
 

Caiff aelodau o’r cyhoedd ddarllen copïau o’r: 
 
• cais 
• cynllun 
• dogfennau eraill a gyflwynwyd gyda’r cais 
 
yn Swyddfa’r Doc, Dociau’r Barri yn ystod oriau arferol 
swyddfa (8.30 a.m. - 5.00 p.m. rhwng dydd Llun a dydd 
Iau; 8.30 a.m. - 4.30 p.m. ar ddydd Gwener). 
 
Cewch hefyd weld y cynigion ar Gofrestr Ceisiadau Ar-
lein y Cyngor drwy fynd i http://vog.planning-
register.co.uk a chwilio am rif y cais 2014/01254/FUL.   
 
Dylai unrhyw un sydd am wneud sylwadau ar y cais 
ysgrifennu at Bennaeth Adran Cynllunio a Chludiant y 
cyngor, Cyngor Bro Morgannwg, Swyddfa’r Doc, 
Dociau’r Barri, y Barri, CF63 4RT, cyn pen 21 o 
ddiwrnodau ar ôl dyddiad yr hysbysiad hwn, gan 
ddyfynnu’r cyfeirnod «2014/01254/FUL 
 

Dated/Dyddiad:  5 November 2014 
 
 
 

Operational Manager Development & Building Control 
Rheolwr Gweithredol Datblygiad a Rheoli Adeiladu 

 

http://vog.planning-register.co.uk/
http://vog.planning-register.co.uk/
http://vog.planning-register.co.uk/
http://vog.planning-register.co.uk/
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2014/01254/FUL Received on 28 October 2014 
 
Mr. Paul Ringer, Homelands, 18, Augusta Road, Penarth, Vale of Glamorgan, 
CF64 5RJ 
 
88, Salop Street, Penarth  
 
Extension to second floor to form self contained one bedroom flat  
 
SITE AND CONTEXT 
 
The application relates to a site known as ‘Llys Dol May’ at 88 Salop Street, within 
the residential settlement boundary of Penarth.  The property is a two/three storey 
converted public house currently utilised for seven apartments. The site is 
situated on a corner plot bound by Salop Street and High Street, within a primarily 
residential area. The area is characterised by high density housing, including flats 
and terraced housing. The building is rendered with a slate roof. 
 
There is a courtyard for use by all the flats, which is accessed off a side lane that 
connects with Salop Street. There is no off-street parking available for existing 
flats. 
 
DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT 
 
The application seeks consent for the erection of an extension to be sited to the 
side of the property and the installation of a third storey to provide one additional 
apartment.  
 
The proposed third storey will accommodate an additional flat, resulting in a total 
of eight flats.  The proposed flat includes a lounge, kitchen, bathroom and one 
bedroom, accessed via a shared internal stairs connecting to a door off Salop 
Street.  In order to accommodate the additional storey the application includes 
raising the eaves level by approximately 1.1m with the proposed new flat partially 
within the roof void. The new flat would be to the section of the building fronting 
Salop Street. 
 
The proposal includes 4 new dormer windows to the front elevation, facing onto 
Salop Street, with a wide flat roof dormer (approximately 9m wide in total) to the 
rear elevation facing into the courtyard.   
 
The extension is to be painted rendered walls with slate roof.  
 
PLANNING HISTORY 
 
2008/01292/FUL: Llys Dol May, 88, Salop Street Penarth - Extension to side and 
installation of a third storey to provide one additional apartment - Refused 
25/11/2008 for the following reasons: 
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1. The proposed development represents overdevelopment of the application 
site, to the detriment of the character and appearance of the street scene 
and the visual amenities of the area. Thus, the proposal represents a form 
of development which is excessive in scale and significantly deficient on 
amenity space and parking. Therefore, the proposed development is 
contrary to Policies ENV27 'Design of New Developments', HOUS11 
'Residential Privacy and Space' and TRAN10 'Parking' of the Vale of 
Glamorgan Adopted Unitary Development Plan1996 - 2011 and 
Supplementary Planning Guidance 'Amenity Standards'. 

 
2. The proposed development will entail major alterations to the facade of the 

building to the detriment of the uniformity and character of the street scene 
and is an unacceptable design which would be contrary to Policy ENV27 
'Design of New Developments' of the Vale of Glamorgan Adopted Unitary 
Development Plan 1996 - 2011. 

 
2002/00760/FUL: The former Sportsman Public House, High Street, Penarth - 
Conversion into seven flats with a new courtyard created through the demolition 
of the existing skittle alley - Approved 06/02/2003 
 
2001/00670/FUL: The Plymouth (Sportsman) Public House, High Street, Penarth 
- Conversion of redundant public house into residential apartments - Approved 
24/08/2001  
 
1994/00301/ADV: The Sportsman, Salop Street, Penarth - Public house signage - 
Approved 13/05/1994  
 
1982/00960/FUL: Plymouth Arms, High Street, Penarth - Extension to lounge - 
Approved 03/08/1982  
 
CONSULTATIONS 
 
He following were consulted on the 4th November 2014 and the following 
responses were received: 
 
1. Penarth Town Council – That the application be approved  
2. Highway Development-   
 
‘Further to reviewing the above, it is noted that the development does not provide 
either car or cycle parking facilities within the boundary of the site for the use of 
residents or visitors.   
 
However, it is noted that the site is located within close proximity of Penarth Town 
Centre and within the recommended walking distances of all local amenities 
including bus stops/shelters and Penarth Rail station. 
 
While mindful of the previous planning application (ref: 2008/01292) at the site for 
a similar development, based on the limited scale of the proposals and the 
sustainable location of the site, it is considered that a highway objection could not 
be sustained in this instance.’  
 
3. Environmental Health (Pollution) – No adverse comment to make  
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4. Dwr Cymru/Welsh Water – No comment received 
5. St. Augustine Ward Members – No comments received  
 
REPRESENTATIONS 
 
The neighbouring properties were consulted on 4 November 2014. A site notice 
was also displayed on the 5th November 2014. There have been one objection 
received, citing issues such as overdevelopment and lack of on-street parking 
availability.  
 
REPORT 
 
Planning Policies and Guidance 
 
Unitary Development Plan: 
 
Section 38 of The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires that in 
determining a planning application the determination must be in accordance with 
the Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.  The 
Development Plan for the area comprises the Vale of Glamorgan Adopted Unitary 
Development Plan 1996-2011, which was formally adopted by the Council on 18th 
April 2005, and within which the following policies are of relevance: 
 
Strategic Policies: 
 

• POLICY 3 - HOUSING 
Policy: 
 

• POLICY ENV 27 – DESIGN OF NEW DEVELOPMENTS 
• POLICY HOUS 2 - ADDITIONAL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT 
• POLICY HOUS 8 - RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA – POLICY 

HOUS 2 SETTLEMENTS 
• POLICY TRAN 9 – CYCLING DEVELOPMENT 
• POLICY TRAN 10 – PARKING 

 

Whilst the UDP is the statutory development plan for the purposes of section 38 
of the 2004 Act, some elements of the adopted Vale of Glamorgan Unitary 
Development Plan 1996-2011 are time expired, however its general policies 
remain extant and it remains the statutory adopted development plan.  As such, 
chapter 2 of Planning Policy Wales (Edition 7, 2014) provides the following advice 
on the weight that should be given to policies contained with the adopted 
development plan:  

‘2.7.1 Where development plan policies are outdated or superseded local 
planning authorities should give them decreasing weight in favour of other 
material considerations, such as national planning policy, in the determination 
of individual applications. This will ensure that decisions are based on policies 
which have been written with the objective of contributing to the achievement 
of sustainable development (see 1.1.4 and section 4.2).  
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2.7.2 It is for the decision-maker, in the first instance, to determine through 
review of the development plan (see 2.1.6) whether policies in an adopted 
development plan are out of date or have been superseded by other material 
considerations for the purposes of making a decision on an individual 
planning application. This should be done in light of the presumption in favour 
of sustainable development (see section 4.2).’ 

 
With the above advice in mind, the policies relevant to the consideration of the 
application subject of this report are not considered to be outdated or 
superseded.  The following policy, guidance and documentation support the 
relevant UDP policies. 
 
Planning Policy Wales: 
 
National planning guidance in the form of Planning Policy Wales (Edition 7, 
July 2014) (PPW) is of relevance to the determination of this application:  
 

9.2.6 Local planning authorities should address the scope and potential for 
rehabilitation, conversion, clearance and redevelopment when considering 
suitable sites for housing development. Maximising the use of suitable previously 
developed land for housing development can assist regeneration and at the same 
time relieve pressure for development on greenfield sites. In particular, local 
authorities should consider the contribution to the overall provision of land for 
housing that can be made by reclaimable or reclaimed urban land and by disused 
or underused buildings. Sites which are no longer likely to be needed for office or 
industrial purposes may also be appropriate locations for housing. 

 
9.3.4 In determining applications for new housing, local planning authorities 
should ensure that the proposed development does not damage an area’s 
character and amenity. Increases in density help to conserve land resources, and 
good design can overcome adverse effects, but where high densities are 
proposed the amenity of the scheme and surrounding property should be carefully 
considered. High quality design and landscaping standards are particularly 
important to enable high density developments to fit into existing residential 
areas. 
 
9.3.1 Is also of relevance underlining the principles of planning including “putting 
people and their quality of life now and in the future, at the centre of decision 
making”   
 
Technical Advice Notes: 
 
The Welsh Government has provided additional guidance in the form of Technical 
Advice Notes.  The following are of relevance:   
 

• Technical Advice Note 12 – Design (2014) 

 
Supplementary Planning Guidance: 
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In addition to the adopted Unitary Development Plan, the Council has approved 
Supplementary Planning Guidance (SPG).  The following SPG are of relevance: 
 

• Amenity standards  
 
The Local Development Plan:  
 
The Vale of Glamorgan Deposit Local Development Plan (LDP) was published 
November 2013.  The Council is currently at Deposit Plan Stage having 
undertaken the public consultation from 8th November – 20th December 2013 on 
the Deposit Local Development Plan and the ‘Alternative Sites’ public consultation 
on the Site Allocation Representations from 20th March – 1st May 2014. The 
Council is in the process of considering all representations received and is 
timetabled to submit the Local Development Plan to the Welsh Government for 
Examination in April / May 2015.  
 
With regard to the weight that should be given to the deposit plan and its policies, 
the guidance provided in Paragraph 2.6.2 of Planning Policy Wales (edition 7 
July, 2014) is noted.  It states as follows: 
 

‘2.6.2 In development management decisions the weight to be attached to an 
emerging draft LDP will in general depend on the stage it has reached, but 
does not simply increase as the plan progresses towards adoption. When 
conducting the examination, the appointed Inspector is required to consider 
the soundness of the whole plan in the context of national policy and all other 
matters which are material to it. Consequently, policies could ultimately be 
amended or deleted from the plan even though they may not have been the 
subject of a representation at deposit stage (or be retained despite generating 
substantial objection). Certainty regarding the content of the plan will only be 
achieved when the Inspector publishes the binding report. Thus in 
considering what weight to give to the specific policies in an emerging LDP 
that apply to a particular proposal, local planning authorities will need to 
consider carefully the underlying evidence and background to the policies. 
National planning policy can also be a material consideration in these 
circumstances (see section 4.2).’ 

 
Issues 
 
Scale of Development – Amenity Provision 
 
The application site was granted consent for the conversion of the existing public 
house to seven apartments in 2002 and subsequently implemented.  The flats 
currently have no off-street car parking facilities and very limited amenity space, 
which will also be addressed as issues with this new application, along with 
issues of design and scale of the proposed development. It is noted that a similar 
application was refused in 2008 (2008/01292/FUL) due to objections regarding 
design and overdevelopment of the site. This proposal is for a smaller 
development, though would still result in an additional single flat to be built 
fronting onto Salop Street. 
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The application site is significantly built up, with extensive plot coverage, being a 
former corner plot public house.  A small courtyard is sited to the rear, which is 
the only amenity space provided within the application site. The introduction of an 
extension to form an additional flat will increase the amount of residents utilising 
this very limited amenity space, which is already considered insufficient, when 
considering the requirements of the Supplementary Planning Guidance ‘Amenity 
Standards’. The existing amenity space provided to the rear of the dwelling is 
approximately 56 square metres, while the Council’s amenity standards state that 
developers should aim to provide a minimum of 20 square metres of amenity 
space per person.  At present the development is capable of accommodating up 
to 16 residents approximately and is therefore already significantly deficient of 
amenity space to serve existing occupants when considered against the 
requirements of the Council’s standards. A further flat would further compound 
the issue by adding to this existing development.   
 
Whilst the approval of the conversion from a public house to apartments was 
granted planning consent, with insufficient amenity space, this was accepted on 
the basis of achieving a beneficial use for the otherwise redundant building. It 
served to create a reasonable, residential use in a residential area. To create the 
current unit the property requires a significant extension. This is at the expense of 
the living environment of the site and wider area.   
  
 
The proposed additional flat, resulting in 8 units in a relatively small plot with 
insufficient external amenity space is therefore considered an overdevelopment of 
the site contrary to policies HOUS 2 and HOUS 8 especially criteria (i0, (ii) and 
(iv) of the adopted Unitary Development Plan.  
 
Scale of Development - Parking Provision 
 
Another issue relating to the scale of development at this plot is parking provision. 
The application site is located within close proximity to Penarth town centre. 
Although the site is in close proximity to public transport facilities there are known 
to be existing parking problems within Salop Street and High Street. Therefore, to 
allow an extension and additional flat to the existing property will only exacerbate 
the existing parking problems.  
 
The Highway Authority has not objected to the principle of the application as this 
would be limited to an additional single dwelling in a relatively central location. 
However, it is considered that the additional flat would likely lead to an additional 
demand for parking provision, which would be on-street as this is the only 
provision available. As the situation is already problematic with high levels of on-
street parking in this dense residential area, it is considered that the additional flat 
would cause further increased parking pressures. On the grounds that there is no 
parking provision on-site for the existing apartments and the proposal will 
increase the on-street parking demand in an area that is already heavily parked, 
even during the day, it is not considered acceptable for an additional flat to be 
proposed with no off-street parking provision, thereby being contrary to policy 
TRAN 10 of the adopted Unitary Development Plan, and further indicates that the 
creation of an additional unit would be over-development of the site..  
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Scale of Development – Conclusion 
 
The proposed additional flat would result in 8 separate units in what is a small 
plot. This is made apparent by the lack of sufficient amenity space and no off-
street parking provision. The original approval for 7 flats was for a conversion of 
an existing building and could be considered a form of regeneration of a 
redundant building. However, this development would be a new-build addition 
which would overdevelop the site and result in a cramped form of development. 
As such the proposals are considered contrary to policies HOUS 2, HOUS 8 
(criteria i, ii and v), TRAN 10 and ENV 27 (Criteria i and ii) of the adopted Unitary 
Development Plan.  
 
Neighbour Impact 
 
The proposal would result in third floor windows to the front and rear elevations. 
Whilst this would potentially cause some overlooking impact it is considered that 
these additional windows should result in no significant increase in overlooking 
above existing levels, with there being upper floor windows already in these 
elevations.  
 
The additional height of the proposed extensions to this building would not result 
in any significant increase in overshadowing impact to neighbour amenities above 
existing levels, especially considering the gap created by the access lane 
between the site and the nearest neighbour at No 87 Salop Street. 
 
Design and Visual Impact 
 
Salop Street currently consists of two storey properties of primarily uniform design 
and two storey height. The proposed extension to allow for the additional flat 
would be to the section that forms part of the frontage to Salop Street. To install a 
third storey, with a blank wall plate above existing first floor windows as indicated  
would look out of place within the street scene, even with accommodationpartially 
being within the roof void. The street has uniformity of character and to create 
what is effectively a three storey section in this street scene would result in an 
incongruous development that would be at odds with the typical street frontage.  
 
The proposal would result in the raising of the eaves of the property and the ridge 
of the roof above existing heights, which would be higher than adjacent 
properties, including the nearest at 87 Salop Street (which is the end of a terrace 
row of uniform height). It is noted that the section of the building on the corner of 
Salop Street and High Street is three storey in height (with accommodation in the 
roof void with the use of dormers), though a taller section of building is common 
at the corners of streets. The section to be extended with additional height would 
be part of the Salop Street frontage which is predominantly two storey only and 
would not be considered as fronting the corner junction. As such, it is not 
considered appropriate in design terms to increase the height of the building 
fronting Salop Street with front dormers, as it would be out of context with the 
simple two storey arrangement of the rest of the street frontage. It is noted that 
there are examples of three storey buildings in the area, though these are not 
within the street context of the proposed development and do not directly relate to 
this proposal.  
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On this matter it is noted that the plans inaccurately illustrate the height 
relationship between the proposed development and the adjacent neighbour at 87 
Salop Street. The plans show the increased height of the proposed development 
to be in line with the ridge height of the neighbouring property. The existing height 
is roughly the same as this neighbouring house. As such, the increase in height of 
the wall plate as proposed would exceed both the eaves and ridge height of the 
adjacent dwelling and also most of the other dwellings in this section of Salop 
Street, where most buildings are of a uniform two storey height.  
 
Considering the above, the increase in height and the design of the proposed 
development would have an adverse impact on the visual amenities of the area 
and would be out of keeping with the existing uniform street scene along this 
section of Salop Street, therefore being contrary to policies ENV 27 (Criteria i), 
HOUS 2 and HOUS 8 (Criteria i) of the adopted Unitary Development Plan.  
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The decision to refuse planning permission has been taken in accordance with 
Section 38 of The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, which requires 
that, in determining a planning application the determination must be in 
accordance with the Development Plan unless material considerations indicate 
otherwise.  The Development Plan comprises the Vale of Glamorgan Adopted 
Unitary Development Plan 1996-2011. 
 
Taking into account the scale of development at the site already, the current 
parking congestion experienced within the vicinity and the limited amenity space 
provided, the proposals are considered to result in a cramped form of 
overdevelopment of the site with a design and scale that would have detrimental 
impacts to the street scene and visual character of the area. As such, the 
proposals are considered contrary to policies ENV27 'Design of New 
Developments', HOUS 2 (Additional residential development), HOUS 8 
(Residential Development Criteria) and TRAN10 (Parking) of the Vale of 
Glamorgan Adopted Unitary Development Plan 1996 - 2011 and Supplementary 
Planning Guidance 'Amenity Standards'. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
REFUSE (W.R.) 
 
1. The proposed development represents an unsympathetic development in 

terms of design and appearance and represents an overdevelopment of 
the application site, to the detriment of the character and appearance of 
the street scene and the visual amenities of the area. Thus, the proposal 
represents a form of development which is excessive in scale and 
significantly deficient on provision of amenity space and parking. 
Therefore, the proposed development is contrary to Policies ENV27 
'Design of New Developments', HOUS 2 (Additional residential 
development), HOUS 8 (Residential Development Criteria) and TRAN10 
(Parking) of the Vale of Glamorgan Adopted Unitary Development Plan 
1996 - 2011 and Supplementary Planning Guidance 'Amenity Standards'. 
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Rob Quick B.A. (Hons), Dip T.P., M.R.T.P.I.

Director of Environmental and 

Economic Regeneration

The Vale of Glamorgan
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Head of Planning and Transportation
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3.4.97

contamination/instability and indicate appropriate remedial measures. Planning

permission may not be granted unless the Council is satisfied that instability and

contamination may be over come safely and without undue impact upon the

environment.

This policy establishes a framework to achieve appropriate sensitive new

development that promotes creative and imaginative design within the Vale of

Glamorgan. In view of the wide variety of architectural styles and contrasting

identities of the Vale's towns, villages and open countryside, it would be

inappropriate to introduce rigid, over prescriptive design controls for new

development within the Plan. However, to further promote the above good design

principles and provide better advice to architects and their clients the Council will

prepare guidance and design briefs for specific topics or sites. Similarly advice on

plant species in landscaping schemes can help meet the criteria set out above. In

many circumstances the use of native provenance tree and shrub species in

landscaping schemes can provide benefits for bio-diversity as well. Volume Two of

ENVIRONMENT

POLICY ENV 27 - DESIGN OF NEW DEVELOPMENTS

PROPOSALS FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT MUST HAVE FULL REGARD TO

THE CONTEXT OF THE LOCAL NATURAL AND BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND

ITS SPECIAL FEATURES. NEW DEVELOPMENT WILL BE PERMITTED

WHERE IT:

(i)   COMPLEMENTS OR ENHANCES THE LOCAL CHARACTER OF 

BUILDINGS AND OPEN SPACES;

(ii)  MEETS THE COUNCIL'S APPROVED STANDARDS OF AMENITY

AND OPEN SPACE, ACCESS, CAR PARKING AND SERVICING;

(iii)  ENSURES ADEQUACY OR AVAILABILITY OF UTILITY SERVICES

AND ADEQUATE PROVISION FOR WASTE MANAGEMENT;

(iv)   MINIMISES ANY DETRIMENTAL IMPACT ON ADJACENT AREAS;

(v)   ENSURES EXISTING SOFT AND HARD LANDSCAPING 

FEATURES ARE PROTECTED AND COMPLEMENTED BY NEW 

PLANTING, SURFACE OR BOUNDARY FEATURES;

(vi)  ENSURES CLEAR DISTINCTION BETWEEN PUBLIC AND 

PRIVATE SPACES;

(vii)  PROVIDES A HIGH LEVEL OF ACCESSIBILITY, PARTICULARLY

FOR PUBLIC TRANSPORT, CYCLISTS, PEDESTRIANS AND 

PEOPLE WITH IMPAIRED MOBILITY;

(viii) HAS REGARD TO ENERGY EFFICIENCY IN DESIGN, LAYOUT, 

MATERIALS AND TECHNOLOGY; AND

(ix)  HAS REGARD TO MEASURES TO REDUCE THE RISK AND  

FEAR OF CRIME.
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3.4.98

3.4.99

3.4.100

3.4.101

3.4.102

“Landscapes Working for the Vale of Glamorgan” study provides some guidance on

this point. Supplementary Planning Guidance has been produced in respect of

amenity standards.

In an ideal world all people should be able to move freely around towns, cities and

villages and feel welcome. However, in practice the design of buildings and spaces

around those buildings can create insurmountable obstacles to people with limited

mobility. In addition, unsympathetic design can make people with special mobility

needs feel most unwelcome.

It is important to encourage those persons who design and manage the

environment to give equal importance to access and the provision of facilities for

people with limited mobility as they do to the appearance and functioning of

buildings and spaces. By doing this the environment can be improved for everyone

including people with disabilities, parents with small children and others with limited

mobility. Many of the benefits can be achieved with no additional or minimal extra

cost, simply by careful thought and imagination. Where additional money is

required, most people would agree that the investment is worthwhile financially and

socially.

The statutory framework with regard to the provision of access and facilities for

persons with disabilities is embodied in Section 76 of the Town and Country

Planning Act 1990 which requires Local Planning Authorities when granting

planning permission to draw the attention of the applicant to Sections 4 and 7 of

the Chronically Sick and Disabled Persons Act 1970. The Act requires developers

of specified types of building to provide suitable means of access, parking and toilet

facilities to meet the needs of people with disabilities, where practicable and

reasonable. The types of building to which the Act applies are buildings open to the

public (for example shops, restaurants, hotels, places of entertainment, leisure and

community buildings), places of employment, education buildings and most types

of buildings other than residential ones.

The “Codes of Practice for Access for the Disabled to Buildings”, British Standard

Institution code of practice BS 5810: 1979 sets out the minimum standards with

which access provision should comply. However, the BSI are currently reviewing

these standards in the light of developments in access design in the last 15 years.

Developers will therefore be encouraged to design to higher standards than

presently stated in BS 5810.

In the case of new building development the requirements of Part M of the Building

Regulations 1992 will apply. There will be very few instances where it is neither

ENVIRONMENT

POLICY ENV 28 - ACCESS FOR DISABLED PEOPLE

ALL NEW DEVELOPMENT (AND WHERE PREDICTABLE, THE CHANGE OF

USE OR ALTERATIONS TO BUILDINGS) OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AND

BUILDINGS USED FOR EMPLOYMENT AND EDUCATION PURPOSES WILL

BE REQUIRED TO PROVIDE SUITABLE ACCESS FOR CUSTOMERS,

VISITORS OR EMPLOYEES WITH MOBILITY DIFFICULTIES.
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4.4.61

4.4.62

The settlement boundaries for the villages contained in Policy HOUS 2 are

illustrated on the Proposals Map.

In Policy HOUS 1 above, sufficient land is allocated for new residential

development to meet the Vale's requirements to the year 2011. In order to prevent

the spread of new development outside the confines of these existing communities,

settlement boundaries have been drawn around the existing urban areas and

around the rural villages of the Vale. The aim of this policy is to protect the rural

areas around and between the existing settlements, to prevent urban sprawl and

HOUSING

POLICY HOUS 2 - ADDITIONAL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

HOUSING INFILL, SMALL-SCALE DEVELOPMENT AND REDEVELOPMENT

WHICH MEETS THE CRITERIA LISTED IN POLICY HOUS 8 WILL BE

PERMITTED WITHIN THE SETTLEMENT BOUNDARIES OF THE

FOLLOWING:

URBAN SETTLEMENTS OF:

BARRY

COWBRIDGE WITH LLANBLETHIAN

DINAS POWYS

LLANDOUGH (PENARTH)

LLANTWIT MAJOR

PENARTH

SULLY

RURAL SETTLEMENTS OF:

ABERTHIN LLANCARFAN ST. NICHOLAS

BONVILSTON LLANDOW SIGINGSTONE

BROUGHTON LLANMAES SOUTHERNDOWN

COLWINSTON LLYSWORNEY TREOES

CORNTOWN OGMORE BY SEA TRERHYNGYLL

EAST ABERTHAW PENLLYN WENVOE

EGLWYS BREWIS PETERSTON-SUPER-ELY WICK

EWENNY RHOOSE YSTRADOWEN

GRAIG PENLLYN ST. ATHAN 

LLANBETHERY ST. BRIDES MAJOR

FAVOURABLE CONSIDERATION WILL BE GIVEN, OTHER THAN WITHIN

AREAS IDENTIFIED AS GREEN WEDGES, TO SMALL-SCALE

DEVELOPMENT WHICH CONSTITUTES THE “ROUNDING OFF” OF THE

EDGE OF SETTLEMENT BOUNDARIES WHERE IT CAN BE SHOWN TO BE

CONSISTENT WITH THE PROVISIONS OF POLICY HOUS 8 AND

PARTICULARLY CRITERION (i).



VALE OF GLAMORGAN COUNCIL ADOPTED UNITARY DEVELOPMENT PLAN

102

4.4.63

4.4.64

4.4.65

4.4.66

to avoid the fusion of adjoining settlements. Other countryside protection policies

are contained within the Environment Chapter. Policies ENV 1 and ENV 3 are

particularly relevant. In respect of appropriate housing development in the rural

villages outlined in Policy HOUS 2, reference should be made to Policy HOUS 13

on Exception Sites for Affordable Housing in the Rural Vale.

The Council considers only those villages listed under Policy HOUS 2 to have

sufficient physical form and capacity to assimilate further infill development without

it having a detrimental impact on their existing character and environment. An infill

plot is defined as a site enclosed or surrounded by existing development in the

sense of the filling of a small gap within an otherwise built up frontage. All site

boundaries should be existing man made or natural physical features. Arbitrary

lines drawn for the convenience of plot size do not qualify as such. The fact that an

infill site exists, however, does not mean this will automatically receive planning

permission. Small scale rounding off, which for the purpose of this Plan is defined

as development which constitutes no more than five dwellings, may also be

permitted where the site lies within or immediately adjacent to the settlement

boundary and conforms to a logical site boundary. All site boundaries should be

existing man made or natural physical features. Arbitrary lines drawn for the

convenience of plot size do not qualify as such. Each proposal, if accepted as

infilling or rounding off will be assessed against the policy criteria and will need to

be considered in the context of the relationship to areas of attractive landscape,

high quality townscape and areas of historical, archaeological or ecological

importance. (See also HOUS 13 on Exception Sites for Affordable Housing in the

Rural Vale).

If the countryside is to remain undeveloped and its attractive appearance

protected, new residential development outside those rural settlements referred to

in Policy HOUS 2 must be strictly controlled. (See also Policy ENV 1).

New housing outside villages and towns often creates unacceptable intrusions into

the rural landscape. New dwellings in the countryside can also place an

unacceptable burden on local services.

Those rural villages not identified in Policy HOUS 2 are considered not to have

sufficient physical form or capacity to assimilate new residential development

without having a detrimental impact on their existing character and environment.

Additional residential development in certain villages will not be permitted in order

to protect their character and appearance. Consequently these have been

excluded from Policy HOUS 2. Furthermore, the many groups of scattered and

loose knit buildings in the Rural Vale cannot be regarded as settlements under the

terms of Policy HOUS 2. These are little more than pockets of dwellings and

farmsteads lying in isolation in the countryside. Additional dwellings would be

HOUSING

POLICY HOUS 3 - DWELLINGS IN THE COUNTRYSIDE

SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF POLICY HOUS 2 THE ERECTION OF NEW

DWELLINGS IN THE COUNTRYSIDE WILL BE RESTRICTED TO THOSE THAT

CAN BE JUSTIFIED IN THE INTERESTS OF AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY.
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4.4.75

4.4.76 

4.4.77  

The exterior design, materials, and scale of the new dwelling shall have due regard

to its own location as well as any neighbouring developments. Proposals for

replacement dwellings will only be permitted where it can be demonstrated that the

development will be of a scale and character compatible with its local environment. 

Extensions to dwellings in the countryside can also appear incongruous and these

will be strictly controlled in terms of their scale, design and appearance to reflect

their rural location.

Where planning permission has been granted for the replacement, or extension of

an existing dwelling in the countryside, planning conditions may be imposed

restricting permitted development rights in respect of additional extensions and

alterations. This is intended to prevent the subsequent erosion of the rural

character of the countryside.

HOUSING

POLICY HOUS 8 - RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA - POLICY

HOUS 2 SETTLEMENTS

SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF POLICY HOUS 2, DEVELOPMENT WILL

BE PERMITTED WHICH IS WITHIN OR CLOSELY RELATED TO THE DEFINED

SETTLEMENT BOUNDARIES PROVIDED THAT IT MEETS ALL THE

FOLLOWING CRITERIA:

(i)  THE SCALE, FORM AND CHARACTER OF THE PROPOSED 

DEVELOPMENT IS SYMPATHETIC TO THE ENVIRONS OF THE 

SITE;

(ii)  THE PROPOSAL HAS NO UNACCEPTABLE EFFECT ON THE 

AMENITY AND CHARACTER OF EXISTING OR NEIGHBOURING 

ENVIRONMENTS OF NOISE, TRAFFIC CONGESTION, 

EXACERBATION OF PARKING PROBLEMS OR VISUAL

INTRUSION;

(iii) THE PROPOSAL DOES NOT HAVE AN UNACCEPTABLE IMPACT 

ON GOOD QUALITY AGRICULTURAL LAND (GRADES 1, 2 AND 

3A), ON AREAS OF ATTRACTIVE LANDSCAPE OR HIGH  

QUALITY TOWNSCAPE OR ON AREAS OF HISTORICAL, 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL OR ECOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE;

(iv) WHEN APPROPRIATE AND FEASIBLE THE PROVISIONS OF 

POLICY REC 3 ARE MET;

(v) THE PROVISION OF CAR PARKING AND AMENITY SPACE IS IN 

ACCORDANCE WITH THE COUNCIL'S APPROVED GUIDELINES;

(vi) ADEQUATE COMMUNITY AND UTILITY SERVICES EXIST, ARE 

REASONABLY ACCESSIBLE OR CAN BE READILY AND 

ECONOMICALLY PROVIDED.
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4.4.78

4.4.79

The aim of this policy is to stop inappropriate development within urban areas and

town cramming. For the purpose of this policy town cramming is defined as

insensitive infilling or development which through its cumulative effects will damage

the character or amenity of an area. Infill/rounding off development may be

permitted in accordance with Policy HOUS 2 subject to compliance with the above

criteria. Proposals which result in over development of existing residential areas

and/or loss of open space which provide an important setting for towns or villages

or has public amenity nature conservation or recreational value will be resisted.

The Council's requirements for the provision of open space are set out in Policy

REC 3.

Particularly within the larger settlements there are a number of large older houses

which may no longer be appropriate for today's needs. This policy favours the

renovation of the existing house stock, subject to certain criteria, thereby helping to

reduce the level of under-occupation of dwellings.

HOUSING

POLICY HOUS 9 - CONVERSION OF LARGE DWELLINGS

THE CONVERSION OF LARGE DWELLINGS INTO SMALL SELF-CONTAINED

DWELLING UNITS WILL BE PERMITTED IF:

(i)   THE SCALE AND FORM OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT IS 

IN KEEPING WITH SURROUNDING USES;

(ii)  THE PROPOSAL HAS NO UNACCEPTABLE EFFECT ON THE 

AMENITY AND CHARACTER OF EXISTING OR NEIGHBOURING 

ENVIRONMENTS BY VIRTUE OF NOISE, TRAFFIC CONGESTION, 

EXACERBATION OF PARKING PROBLEMS OR VISUAL

INTRUSION; AND 

(iii) THE PROVISION OF CAR PARKING AND AMENITY SPACE IS IN 

ACCORDANCE WITH THE COUNCIL'S APPROVED GUIDELINES.
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106  Policy HOUS 8 – Residential Development Criteria – Policy 

HOUS 2 settlements should read: 
 

SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF POLICY HOUS 2, 
DEVELOPMENT WILL BE PERMITTED WHICH IS WITHIN 
OR CLOSELY RELATED TO THE DEFINED SETTLEMENT 
BOUNDARIES PROVIDED THAT IT MEETS ALL THE 
FOLLOWING CRITERIA: 
 
(i) THE SCALE, FORM AND CHARACTER OF THE 

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT IS SYMPATHETIC TO 
THE ENVIRONS OF THE SITE; 

(ii) THE PROPOSAL HAS NO UNACCEPTABLE 
EFFECT ON THE AMENITY AND CHARACTER OF 
EXISTING OR NEIGHBOURING ENVIRONMENTS 
BY VIRTUE OF NOISE, TRAFFIC CONGESTION, 
EXACERBATION OF PARKING PROBLEMS OR 
VISUAL INTRUSION; 

(iii) THE PROPOSAL DOES NOT HAVE AN 
UNNACCPTABLE IMPACT ON GOOD QUALITY 
AGRICULTURAL LAND (GRADES 1, 2 AND 3A), 
ON AREAS OF ATTRACTIVE LANDSCAPE OR 
HIGH QUALITY TOWNSCAPE OR ON AREAS OF 
HISTORICAL, ARCHAEOLOGICAL OR 
ECOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE; 

(iv) WHEN APPROPRIATE AND FEASIBLE THE 
PROVISIONS OF POLICY REC 3 ARE MET; 

(v) THE PROVISION OF CAR PARKING AND AMENITY 
SPACE IS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 
COUNCIL’S APPROVED GUIDELINES; 

(vi) ADEQUATE COMMUNITY AND UTILITY SERVICES 
EXIST, ARE REASONABLY ACCESSIBLE OR CAN 
BE READILY AND ECONOMICALLY PROVIDED. 
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