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Breinton Parish Council – Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 

Meeting notes – Tuesday 12 January 2016 – Village Hall 7.30pm 

 

Present 

Tony Geeson, Nicky Geeson, Lorraine Lewis, Jackie Morris & Anthony Powers,. No members of the 

public 

 

Apologies 

Graeme Adkin, Elwyn Pensom & Liz Morawecka 

 

 

1. Notes of previous meetings – 15 December. Agreed. Any outstanding issues came up on 

tonight’s agenda 

  

2. Feedback on 7
th

 January Meeting with Herefordshire Council 

The meeting had been attended by TG, NG, AP and MW from Kirkwells, Herefordshire were 

represented by SB, GW and AN. It lasted 90 minutes approximately 

The mood was a lot more positive than in October and the Council seemed to accept that we 

had been diligent in addressing the R16 criticisms.  

AP, NG and TG took the others present through the main items of discussion. These were:- 

 

a) how much capacity did our study show?. Michael Wellock said more than half of the 72 

calculated. Herefordshire were keen to see the capacity study which would be finalised and sent 

to them after the meeting. They had to be convinced that we were making our best efforts to 

meet the 18% HMA indicative target. The draft NDP that they had considered simply said that 

capacity study text would be inserted so they needed to see the study and the revised 

background / justification including the missing text. We said it would be good to know if they 

were happy with the study and no further work was required.   

 

b) It was suggested that Kings Acre Road numbers could be counted towards the Hereford total. 

AP said no, it was part of Breinton. TG pointed out that the Core Strategy simply defined the 

whole of Breinton as a rural settlement and did not distinguish between its various parts 

 

c) There were lingering concerns about the treatment of ‘best and most versatile’ land in B7 and 

also referenced in B1c – these would need to be changed 

 

d) There were similar concerns about brownfield sites and their use before any greenfield / pre-

used ones. These would also be changed 

 

e) A map of the proposed local green spaces would help – they were already mapped but 

combined with other environmental assets which meant the picture was not totally clear, 

 

f) Milestones etc. in B8 were community assets but of a different nature from the village hall etc. 

and this needed to be made clear. 

 

g) TG raised the reworded sentence on environmental mitigation which was a response to 

previous comments. Herefordshire would check this with their ecologist – subsequent to the 

meeting it was conformed that our wording was deemed suitable 

 

h) The Wyevale business park should be shaded on the map to make its extent clear. TG 

questioned if the whole of the nursery area could be classed as employment land and shown on 

the map. This followed discussions with board members of the company. Herefordshire said it 

could not; no other agricultural business e.g. S&A with productive fields would be treated this 
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way. 

 

i) MW went through the logic of our housing policies. Lower Breinton and Breinton Common 

defined RA2 along with their adjacent areas. The rest of the parish was RA3 excluding built up 

KAR. Herefordshire understood this 

 

j) The capacity study spreadsheet was shown to Herefordshire who seemed impressed with the 

amount of work involved 

 

k) It was agreed that we should all work towards being ready for submission on Friday 29
th
 

January 

 

3.  Capacity Study  

TG went through the final version of the study in particular the final calculation which was agreed by 

the group as 96% of the 72 indicative target. Subsequent to the meeting GW queried the assumptions 

about the whole of the rest of Cherry Orchard being available and so the percentage was revised.  

 

4. Timescales and consultations 

TG went through a further revision to the timetable based on an early February submission. 

Herefordshire has tasks to complete – posting adverts, completing the SEA etc. which we would need 

to approve prior to submission – but the six statutory minimum weeks could last to mid-March. On this 

basis we might tentatively have an Examiner towards the end of April and their report by the end of 

May. The Plan might be subject to a referendum in June / July and finally made after that. 

 

We had two dates for local (non-statutory and not mandatory) consultation events of 13
th
 March and 

5
th
 Feb, The first could be a full presentation and displays while the second could just be a ‘drop in’ 

session, People were available to help with these events. A Teamtalk item had been produced for the 

February edition and a poster. This was approved for use. We could discuss the detailed content of 

each day at a future meeting. TG was prepared to make a presentation. 

 

5. Dates of next meeting  

TG would check the availability of the village hall / church on 27
th
  

 

Meeting closed at 9.05pm 


