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Reason for referral: 

 
This application is to be determined by the Plans Committee in accordance with the terms of the 
Council’s Constitution as the land is owned by Torridge District Council. 
 

Relevant History: 

 

Application No. Description Status Closed 
     

 
 

Site Description & Proposal 

 
Site Description: 
The application site relates to an existing park and open space located centrally within a group of 
residential dwellings to Kingsmead Drive and Fairfax Way.  The western boundary of the existing park 
is formed by Kingsmead Drive with the boundaries of residential properties forming the remaining 
boundaries to the site.  There is an existing footpath which extends through the park from north to 
south linking properties in Kingsmead Drive to the north and dwellings on Fairfax Way.  The existing 
park includes an equipped play area to the western side of the footpath.  There are a number of trees 
throughout the park.  
 
Proposed Development: 
This application seeks the addition of play equipment to the eastern side of the park to form an 
adventure trail for children. 
 
The proposed development includes a number of separate pieces of equipment, namely: 
- Inclined balance beam extending from a height of 0.2 metres to 0.5 metres (length of 2.5 metres); 
- Burma bridge with the bridge height to be set 0.5 metres above ground level (2.4 metres in length); 
- Chain walk with the chain to be set at 0.5 metres above ground level and the supporting posts 
having a height of 1.6 metres (2.4 metres long); 
- Jump bars x 6 within a maximum height of 0.5 metres above the ground; 
- Rubber stepping stones x 10 at either 0.2 metres or 0.4 metres in height; 
- Overhead rings to be set at a height of 1 metre above the ground with the supporting posts (1.8 
metres long).  Overall structure to be a maximum of 2.4 metres in height ; 
- Wobble log with a maximum height of 0.4 metres above the ground (length 2.5 metres); 
- Tyre crossing with the tyres set at a height of 0.75 metres (length 2.4 metres). Overall structure to be 
a maximum of 2.4 metres in height; 
- Balance beam to be set 0.2 metres above ground level (length 2.5 metres); 
- Climbing wall with a maximum height of 1.5 metres above ground level (length 2.24 metres); 
- Curved beam to be set at a height of 0.2 metres above ground level (length 2.5 metres). 
 
Grass matting is proposed to be added to the ground around the climbing wall and overhead rings. 
 

Consultee representations: 

 
Great Torrington Parish/Town Council:  
Item adjourned pending clarification on Plans. The Chair confirmed that the item would be adjourned 
to another meeting as the Town Council could only consider plans set before them and there were 
clearly anomalies. 
 
The Town Council therefore confirmed that the item was adjourned and to be heard on the 9th 
October 2019 once Torridge District Council clarified correct documents and application to be 
considered. Great Torrington Town Council formally requites an extension of consultation time from 
29th September to 10th October 2019. 



 
Further Response dated 9th October 2019: 
Following a Planning Committee Meeting at Great Torrington Town Council this morning, I am writing 
to confirm that Members had no objections to the above referenced planning application. Upon voting, 
4 Members voted 'no objections' and 2 Members abstained. Following a Planning Committee Meeting 
at Great Torrington Town Council this morning, I am writing to confirm that Members had no 
objections to the above referenced planning application. Upon voting, 4 Members voted 'no 
objections' and 2 Members abstained. 
 
Designing Out Crime Officer - DC&D Police:  
Initial response: 19th September 2019: 
 
Thank you for this application. 
Having visited the location, spoken with local residents and sought the views of local officers I have 
no objections in principle from a crime, disorder and anti-social behaviour (ASB) perspective to the 
proposal. However, given the lack of natural surveillance across the site, should the Local Authority 
be minded to approve the application, care must be taken with regard to placing any equipment as to 
ensure that a single or group of dwellings is not be adversely affected by all or part of the installation. 
 
Consideration must also be given to the careful placement of any climbing type structures and the 
potential loss of privacy into and increased vulnerability of rear gardens. Additional defensive planting 
should therefore also be considered to further protect rear / side boundaries. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if any clarification is sought or I can assist further. 
 
Further response received 25th September 2019: 
Thank you for this amended application. 
 
The revised layout (removal of equipment adjacent to existing play park) is noted. Given the intended 
user group, age 1-12 years, I would suggest for reasons of safety and security, consideration should 
be given to keeping the adventure trail in the space adjacent to the existing play equipment. This 
would improve surveillance of the site, both natural and casual and assist parents with more than one 
child to supervise who want to use different equipment simultaneously. The remaining open space 
would then continue to be available to other users, for example dog walkers, whilst reducing the 
opportunity for 
community conflict.  
 
TDC - Corporate Property Manager:  
Further to our conversation this morning with regard to the proposal to install play equipment on TDC 
amenity land at Kingsmead Drive Torrington. 
 
In principle we would have no objection to the proposals,  subject to a number of ongoing 
management and maintenance considerations being confirmed and verified; 
- We would require a full management and maintenance schedule, along with a full risk assessment 
put forward before Estates and Legal Services could grant permission for any installation on TDC 
land. 
- Any cost implications relating to ongoing maintenance and management would need to be 
addressed.  Including any repair and maintenance to adjoining grassed areas surrounding the 
proposed equipment. 
- The project would need to demonstrate that there is compliance with all relevant Health and Safety 
and Play Area regulations and advise.  
 
Environmental Protection Officer: 
I have reviewed the information provided by the applicant, the comments on the application (both for 
an against) and have visited the application site.  
 
The application is an irregular shaped area of green space in a central location of this housing 
development, with a variety of young but established trees around the site, bordered on all sides by 



residential property. The area has a number of accesses to various parts of the estate. The proposal 
is for a play park ‘adventure trail’ which consists of a variety of play equipment arranged in series, 
running approximately east to west across the site.  
 
The location and nature of the equipment suggests that the aim is for the catchment for the play area 
to be localised. There is no dedicated parking associated with the site, so it is not a facility that is 
being promoted as a resource for the wider village. There is an existing play and picnic area close to 
the application site which we have no record of giving rise to any complaints or issues.  
 
A number of residents have raised concerns around potential noise and antisocial behaviour from the 
use of the equipment, and the impacts of this on homes immediately surrounding the area. However, 
having regard to a number of factors, it is the conclusion of the environmental protection team that 
there are insufficient grounds to raise an objection to the proposals.  
 
I am aware of the separation distances given in the Fields in Trust guidance and the recommended 
buffer zones for play equipment provided by them.  These are not statutory separation distances, but 
recommendations to reduce conflict between local residents and those at play. It should be noted that 
the dimensions of the play areas used in the guidance fall well below the proposals under 
consideration so we would need to caution against the use of these buffer zones for a smaller 
development such as this. In addition, rather than a concentrated area of activity, the play zone will be 
elongated along the site, further mitigating the impacts. Finally, the types of equipment proposed are 
not associated with older youths who can give rise to anti social behaviour: this tends to be equipment 
that encourages congregation, such as around large swings and structures, or those structures 
themselves providing shelter. No additional lighting is proposed, this will be limited to the existing 
street light on the adjacent path. Finally, consideration has to be given to the existing use of the site 
as a public green space. Given the allocation of this public space within the estate and existing play 
facilities, I don’t think that this proposal is out of place, and the scale and nature of the facilities 
appear to have given consideration the wider residential amenity. As such, the environmental 
protection team do not raise objections to this application.  
 
 

Representations: 

 
Number of neighbours consulted:  14  Number of letters of support:  35 
Number of representations received:  60 Number of neutral representations: 1 
Number of objection letters:  24  

 
Objections raised can be summarised as follows: 
- Additional noise and disturbance for neighbouring residents; 
- Unclear whether additional lighting is proposed; 
- Existing drainage issues to application site; 
- Sufficient space should be retained for dog walkers; 
- Play area has previously been enlarged and money should be spent elsewhere; 
- Development would change the character and established use of the area; 
- Lack of public discussion or opinion prior to planning application; 
- No site notice and limited public consultation; 
- Adverse impact on wildlife and birds; 
- Additional on street parking could block emergency vehicles; 
- lack of demand for additional play area; 
- Increased litter and potential of graffiti and vandalism; 
- Adverse impact on road safety; 
- Impact on house prices; 
- Existing play area is sufficient for surrounding dwellings; 
- Overlooking and overshadowing of neighbouring properties due to height of some of the equipment; 
- Potential loss of trees; 
- Lack of information relating to the maintenance and insurance of the play equipment; 
- Potential appeal of play area to general public, not just local residents; 



- Location inappropriate for this type of development; 
- Inadequate protection for children in case of accidents. 
 
Letters of support received can be summarised as follows: 
- Additional play equipment in close proximity to the homes of local children; 
- Use and enjoy existing play area; 
- Existing large open area; 
- Community fundraising to regenerate the park; 
- Addition of play equipment for older children would be an asset; 
- Additional traffic generated due to 'cut through' within the estate; 
- Considered design which enhances the natural green area within the estate; 
- Lack of alternative facilities for children in surrounding area; 
- Equipment will develop social and motor skills and keep children active; 
- Development will enhance and add value to the estate; 
- Enhancement to health, well-being and social interaction; 
- Area is already a park. 
 

Policy Context: 

 
Government Guidance: 
 
NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework); NPPG (National Planning Practice Guidance); NERC 
(Natural Environment & Rural Communities); WACA (Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981);  
 
North Devon and Torridge Local Plan 2011-2031:  
 
ST06 (Spatial Development Strategy for Northern Devon's Strategic and Main Centres); ST22 
(Community Services and Facilities); DM01 (Amenity Considerations); DM04 (Design Principles); 
DM05 (Highways); DM08 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity); DM10 (Green Infrastructure Provision);  
 
Draft Neighbourhood Plan: 
 
ENV1 (Landscape Protection); ENV2 (Wildlife Enhancement); ENV3 (Enhance The Green 
Infrastructure Of The Parish); CF1 (Community Facilities);  
 

Planning Considerations 

 
Main Planning Considerations: 
1. Principle of Development  
2. Impact on Character and Appearance 
3. Impact on Residential Amenities 
4. Access 
5. Ecology 
6. Maintenance. 
 
1. Principle of Development: 
The application site is located within the settlement of Great Torrington as identified on the Proposals 
Maps to the North Devon and Torridge Local Plan (2018).  Great Torrington is identified as a Main 
Centre within the Local Plan and Policy ST06 notes that development will be supported in principle 
within the development boundaries of Main Centres noting that they should support appropriate levels 
of growth to increase the town's capacity to increase self-containment, to meet its own needs and 
those of surrounding communities. 
 
Policy ST22 relates to community services and facilities and notes that the development of new or 
extensions and improvements to existing community facilities to meet the needs of local communities 
will be supported within settlements where: 
'(a) it does not harm the character of the area and the amenities of the surrounding uses; 



(b) it is well related to public transport infrastructure, where possible, and is accessible by walking or 
cycling; and 
(c) it can be accessed without generating unacceptable levels of traffic on the local road network 
and/or reducing highway safety.' 
 
Policy DM10 further seeks the provision of green infrastructure to meet the needs of local residents. 
 
The Great Torrington Neighbourhood Plan has been the subject of public consultation and the 
Inspector's Report is awaited.  As a result, limited weight can be attributed to the policies of the 
Neighbourhood Plan at this stage.  Policy CR1 supports the principle of improved recreational 
facilities with one of the objectives of the Plan being for priority to be given to providing appropriate 
facilities for young people: 
'Policy CF1: Community Facilities 
Proposals for new and/or enhanced sporting and recreational facilities, including allotments, will be 
supported so as to enhance the range and quality of facilities within the town, providing any such 
development would not be detrimental to the character of the area or the amenity of any nearby 
residents'. 
 
The principle of additional play equipment within the existing park would therefore be supported in 
principle. 
 
2. Impact on Character and Appearance: 
Policy DM04 of the Local Plan notes that development proposals should be appropriate and 
sympathetic to their setting in terms of their scale, density, massing, height, layout appearance, 
materials and their relationship to buildings and landscape features in the local neighbourhood.  
Further, part (g) of Policy DM04 notes that development proposals should provide public and private 
spaces which are well designed, safe, attractive and complement the built form, designed to minimise 
anti-social behaviour.   
 
The proposed play equipment would be located within the existing park area, to the eastern side of 
the public footpath which extends north-south through the park.  The proposed equipment would be 
located centrally within this side of the park with all of the existing trees to be retained.   
 
The proposed equipment would be of various heights and designs to provide an adventure trail 
extending south-west to the north-east part of the existing open space.  The applicant has provided 
details of each piece of equipment and the heights at which the children using the equipment would 
be above the ground.  The highest pieces of equipment would be the frame of the overhead rings, the 
climbing wall and frame of the tyre crossing.  These would extend to a maximum height of 2.4 metres. 
 
The proposed play equipment would be seen within the context of the surrounding dwellings which 
extend to two storeys in height, the existing trees to the site which would be retained and the 
boundary features to neighbouring properties which include walls, fencing and hedgerows.  The 
boundary walls and fencing to the southern boundary of the site adjacent to the play equipment (the 
rear boundary of dwellings on Fairfax Way) would extend to approximately 2 metres in height.  The 
hedgerow to part of the northern boundary with no. 54 Kingsmead Drive similarly extends to around 2 
metres in height with areas of fencing and brick wall to a similar height to the remainder of the 
northern boundary.  The eastern boundary of the site wraps around no. 56 Kingsmead Drive and this 
boundary includes a hedgerow and fence to a lower level.  The existing open area to the eastern side 
of the park is therefore already significantly enclosed by the boundaries of neighbouring properties 
and these, together with the trees on site provide the main character of the existing site.   
 
The proposed play equipment would be located centrally within the existing open space to the eastern 
side of the park and within the existing trees which are to a greater height than the proposed 
equipment.  The proposed design of the equipment would be formed of steel frames to be coloured 
green. 
 



Due to the nature and scale of the proposed equipment, together with the existing enclosed nature of 
this part of the park, the proposed development is not considered to result in a harmful impact on the 
character and appearance of the existing park. 
 
3. Impact on Residential Amenities: 
Policy DM01 of the Local Plan relates to residential amenities and notes that development will be 
supported where it would not significantly harm the amenities of any neighbouring or future 
occupants. 
 
As noted above, the existing park area is enclosed to the northern, eastern and southern sides by the 
boundaries of neighbouring dwellings, with properties to Fairfax Way located to the south of the 
application site and those to Kingsmead Drive located to the north and east.  The various pieces of 
equipment have different heights and vary in terms of the height to which the children using them 
would reach.  In addition, the design of the adventure trail extending across the site means that the 
relationship of the equipment to neighbouring properties varies. 
 
The nearest neighbouring properties on Fairfax Way to the south of the application site (nos. 7, 9, 11, 
15) include a brick and fence rear boundary which extends to approximately 2 metres in height and 
forms most of the southern boundary of the site.  The nearest piece of equipment to this rear 
boundary would be inclined beam (marked A on the submitted plans) which would extend to a 
maximum height of 0.5 metres above existing ground level.  This would be located at a distance of 
approximately 5.8 metres.  The next nearest piece of equipment would be the jumping bars, which 
would be located at a distance of 7.7 metres from the rear boundary of the neighbouring properties 
and would extend to a maximum height of 0.5 metres above ground level.  Given the existing 
boundary treatment, the distance to the proposed equipment and the nature of the nearest pieces of 
equipment, a detrimental impact on the amenities of neighbouring occupiers is not considered to 
result.   
 
The south-eastern boundary of the site is adjacent to the side elevation of no. 17 Fairfax Way 
however this is located some distance from the proposed equipment, a minimum of 13 metres to the 
boundary, with the dwellinghouse itself set further away from the equipment.   
 
The existing north-eastern boundary is located immediately adjacent to no. 56 Kingsmead Drive and 
includes the lowest level boundary treatment.  The nearest part of the equipment would be located 
some 5.8 metres from this boundary and this would relate to a curved beam (marked L on the 
submitted plans) which extends to a maximum height of 0.2 metres above ground level.  There are 
clear views from the first floor windows of no. 56 Kingsmead Drive over the park as existing.   
 
The northern boundary of the site is located adjacent to no. 54 is formed of an existing mature 
hedgerow and this neighbouring dwelling is a bungalow with limited views of the side elevation (with 
the exception of the roofline) from the park as existing.  The nearest piece of equipment proposed to 
this boundary would be over 8 metres away. 
 
As noted above, the heights of the frames of two of the pieces of equipment extend to 2.4 metres in 
height although this would not be the height that users of the adventure trail would be climbing to.  
The applicant has confirmed the maximum height that children would reach above ground level on 
each piece of play equipment and the highest would be the climbing wall (marked as K on the 
submitted block plan) at 1.5 metres above ground level).  The climbing wall would be located over 10 
metres from the northern boundary with no. 54 Kingsmead Drive, approximately 10 metres from the 
boundary with no. 56 Kingsmead Drive and over 19.5 metres from properties on Fairfax Way.  Due to 
the location, design and nature of the proposed equipment together with its relationship to 
neighbouring properties, it is not considered that the proposal would result in any loss of amenities for 
neighbouring occupiers in terms of overlooking or a loss of privacy. 
 
Guidance on buffer zones between residential dwellings and play spaces is provided by Fields in 
Trust and this notes that a minimum of a 20 metre separation should be provided between the 
proposed activity area and the habitable room facade of neighbouring dwellings for a Locally 
Equipped Area of Play.  The positions of the proposed equipment would not meet this minimum buffer 



zone to neighbouring properties, particularly those to Fairfax Way and no. 56 Kingsmead Drive, due 
to the orientation and layout of the existing park area.  There is an existing equipped play area to the 
western side of the park which has been installed with a similar proximity to neighbouring properties 
to that which is proposed as part of this application.  This equipped play space would also not meet 
the recommended buffer zone set out by the Fields In Trust. 
 
It is noted that the Fields in Trust guidance is intended as a recommendation and seeks the provision 
of play spaces of a sufficient size to enable effective use, in accessible locations and in close 
proximity to dwellings.  The guidance also seeks to maintain the longevity of equipped playspaces 
and ensure their continued use.  Within the National Planning Policy Framework, paragraph 96 
emphasises the need to access to a network of high quality open spaces and opportunities for sport 
and physical activity.  Within the Local Plan, Policy DM10 seeks the provision of new accessible 
green infrastructure and built facilities to meet the Council's accessibility standards, which include the 
provision of children's play space within a close proximity of residential properties. The proposed play 
equipment is intended for use by children across a wide age range (1-12 years) and therefore 
accessibility for smaller children to such equipment being close to home is a key consideration, as 
with any proposed Local Area of Play (LAP) intended for smaller children.   
 
The Council’s Environmental Protection Officer has commented on the submitted proposals in terms 
of the potential noise impacts.  This notes that there is no record of any complaints associated with 
the existing play area of picnic bench although notes the concerns raised in representations about the 
potential for noise and antisocial behaviour. 
 
The Environmental Protection Officer makes specific reference to the Fields In Trust guidance and 
recommended buffer zones noting that the proposal would be elongated across the site, rather than 
resulting in a concentrated area of activity and that the types of  equipment proposed would not be 
associated with older youths who can give rise to antisocial behaviour as the equipment would not 
naturally give rise to congregation such as around large swings or shelters and other structures.  In 
addition, the Environmental Protection Officer has noted that no additional lighting is proposed and 
therefore this will remain limited to the footpath which extends through the centre of the park.  The 
Environmental Protection Officer has not raised an objection to the proposed development in terms of 
the potential noise impact and comments that the scale and nature of the proposed facilities would not 
be out of place in this location. 
 
Due to the existing use of the application site as a park area for use by local residents which would 
not preclude children playing within this area, the likely noise impacts are not considered to be 
significantly increased as a result of the proposed development.  The existing dwellings surrounding 
the application site (with the exception of 54 Kingsmead Drive) have a views over this area of the park 
as existing and an element of noise and disturbance is likely to result from this proximity to the public 
open space.  Due to the nature of the proposed adventure trail equipment which is spread over a 
wider area than a traditional play area (such as that to the opposite side of the park), it is not 
considered that a harmful impact on neighbouring residents, above and beyond any existing noise 
and disturbance, would result from the proposed development. 
 
The proposed development is not therefore considered to result in a harmful impact on residential 
amenities and would be in keeping with the provisions of Policy DM01 of the Local Plan. 
 
4. Access: 
The access arrangements to the site, with the pedestrian footpath running north-south through the 
wider park and the footpath along the roadside of Kingsmead Drive in the west would all be retained 
as a result of the proposed development.  The proposal is not considered to result in a harmful impact 
on the existing access arrangements into the park. 
 
5. Ecology: 
Local Planning Authorities have a statutory duty to ensure that the impact of development on wildlife 
is fully considered during the determination of a planning application under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006, the 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (Habitats Regulations 2010).  This is further 



reinforced within the adopted North Devon and Torridge Local Plan through Policy DM08 which states 
that development proposals should conserve and, where possible, enhance biodiversity interests. 
 
A completed Wildlife Trigger List has been submitted in support of the application which does not 
highlight any proposed impact on protected species.  Given the nature and scale of the proposed 
development, it is not considered that the proposed amendments sought would result in a harmful 
impact on protected species or their habitats.   
 
6. Maintenance: 
The application site is owned by the District Council although this application has been submitted by a 
third party as a representative of a local community group. 
 
The Council's Property Services team who manage and maintain the existing park area have been 
consulted on the development and have raised no objections to the proposed development in 
principle subject to a number of ongoing management and maintenance considerations being 
confirmed by the applicant.   
 
The submitted details from the applicant note that the existing park is maintained by the Council with 
the grass around the proposed equipment being mown by the Council.  The Property Services team 
have confirmed that this is undertaken by a contractor on behalf of the Council on a periodic basis.  
No specific details have been provided by the applicant in relation to the ongoing and long term 
management and maintenance of the proposed play equipment.  It is therefore considered 
reasonable to include a condition as part of any planning permission granted to ensure that a detailed 
management and maintenance agreement is submitted and approved by the Council prior to the 
commencement of works on site. 
 
7. Other Matters: 
A number of other concerns have been raised in letters of objection.  The proposed development is 
not indicated to include any lighting to this part of the park and should any be proposed this would be 
the subject of a separate planning application.  Concerns regarding existing drainage issues on the 
site are noted, however the proposed development would not result in the creation of a significant 
impermeable area around the equipment, with only small areas of grass matting being proposed 
adjacent to the higher pieces of equipment and no other resurfacing being proposed.   
 
Further, concerns in relation to anti-social behaviour are noted.  The Police Designing Out Crime 
Officer has visited the site and provided comments on the proposed scheme and confirms that there 
are no objections in principle to the development in terms of crime, disorder and anti-social behaviour 
perspective.  It is recommended by the Police that the play equipment be located closer to the other 
play area in the park, however following pre-application discussions the siting of the proposed 
adventure trail to the western side of the park was considered to be located too close to the highway 
on Kingsmead Drive as it was initially proposed to immediately adjacent to the western boundary of 
the site.  The Police comments notes that the siting of the proposed equipment should ensure that 
one dwelling or specific group of dwellings should not be adversely affected by all or part of the 
installation.  The layout of the proposed trail in a linear arrangement would retain the equipment as 
centrally as possible within this part of the park and would spread any impacts in terms of noise 
across this part of the site rather than concentrated adjacent to one particular dwelling.   
 
Conclusion: 
The proposed development is considered to be in keeping with the character and appearance of the 
existing park area and is not considered to result in a harmful impact on the amenities of neighbouring 
occupiers or protected species.  Consideration can be given to the ongoing maintenance and 
management of the site via a condition to ensure a detailed management plan. 
 

Human rights 

 
Consideration has been given to the Human Rights Act 1998. 
 



Conclusion 

 
It is therefore considered that subject to the compliance with the attached conditions and taking into 
account all other material planning considerations, including the development plan the proposal would 
be acceptable.  
 

Recommendation 

 
GRANT subject to the following conditions 
 
 1         The development to which this permission relates must be begun no later than the expiration 

of three years beginning with the date on which this permission is granted. 
            
 Reason: The time limit condition is imposed in order to comply with the time requirements of 

Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended). 
 
 2         The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the approved plans 

listed in the Plans Schedule. 
            
           Reason: To ensure the development is carried out in accordance with the approved plans. 
 
 3         Prior to the commencement of any works in relation to the approved development, a detailed 

Management and Maintenance Plan shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.  The development shall be subsequently carried out in accordance with 
such approved details.  The Management and Maintenance Plan should be prepared in 
consultation with the Torridge District Council Property Services team and include long term 
arrangements for the ongoing maintenance of the equipment. 

            
           Reason: In the interests of the amenities of neighbouring occupiers and the character and 

appearance of the existing park. 
 This is a pre-commencement condition which is imposed to ensure that the Local Planning 

Authority is satisfied of the proposed management and maintenance details prior to works 
commencing on site. Failure to provide this information prior to works commencing on site 
could lead to the risk of the play equipment not being properly maintained and managed in the 
long term.  

 
 

Plans Schedule 

 
Reference Received 

  

MAN102 R6-2 Revision 5  20.09.2019 
   

 MAN102 R6-1  04.09.2019 
     

MAN102 R6-3 Revision 6  04.09.2019 
   

TT01  19.08.2019 
   

TT02  19.08.2019 
   

TT03  19.08.2019 
   

TT04  19.08.2019 
   

TT05  19.08.2019 
   

TT07  19.08.2019 
   

TT10  19.08.2019 
   

TT12  19.08.2019 
   

TT13  19.08.2019 
   

TT14  19.08.2019 
  

 



  

Statement of Engagement 

 
The National Planning Policy Framework (paragraphs 38) requires local planning authorities to work 
positively and proactively with applicants to achieve sustainable development. Throughout the 
application process guidance has been given to the applicants and all outstanding issues have been 
identified. 
In this instance the Council required additional information following the consultation process. The 
need for additional information was addressed with the applicant and submitted for further 
consideration.  
The Council has therefore demonstrated a positive and proactive manner in seeking solutions to 
problems arising in relation to the planning application. 
 


