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Breinton Parish Council – Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 

Meeting notes – Monday 9 May 2016 – Anthony Power’s House 7.30pm 

 

Present 

Tony Geeson, Nicky Geeson, Lorraine Lewis, Jackie Morris, Liz Morawiecki, Elwyn Pensom, Graeme 

Adkin & Anthony Powers. No members of the public 

 

No Apologies 

 

 

1. Notes of previous meetings – 27 January. These had been circulated and would go on the 

website along with all the others once agreed. Agreed, there were no matters arising that could 

not be covered by tonight’s agenda, 

  

2. Regulation 16 comments 

These had only been received on Friday from Herefordshire Council. There were over fifty 

pages although some of these were repeats of previous comments or notes of a conference. 

There were only two objections, both from local land owners with interests in developing land 

close to Kings Acre Road. Noted that the decision on Kings Acre Halt was expected in about a 

month and might have some bearing on the examination of the Plan. 

 

Herefordshire Council had made six responses from various departments, some for the first 

time. Neither Gladmans nor Cranford Developments had responded this time but there were 18 

new comments mainly from local residents. The vast majority of which were supportive. Official 

support for the Plan came from Natural England, Historic England and Welsh Water as well as 

Herefordshire Council.  

 

Importantly, Herefordshire had now agreed that the Plan should proceed to Examination.  

 

It was noted that the Transportation comments were late – outside the consultation period – that 

one objector incorrectly asserted that the Parish Council had previously supported housing on 

their preferred site while the other claimed that consultation data  showed significant support for 

their case – again incorrectly. 

 

The Group really wanted to respond to some of the points made especially drawing those that 

were simply incorrect to the Examiners attention. However the advice was that no further 

comments could be made and the whole set would now be sent to the chosen Examiner 

including previous R16 comments from the first consultation.  

 

A number of other points were made during discussions 

1. The agents for the Church Commissioners would like to meet parish representatives. 

The Parish Council would consider this at its next meeting 

2. Unless advised otherwise we would agree to all the suggested wording changes if the 

Examiner supported them 

3. The Veldifer boundary was still in dispute despite the line being drawn by those 

concerned and some land lying outside the Parish 

4. The cross referencing suggested in some comments ran contrary to previous advice 

that the Plan would be evaluated as a whole by development management staff who 

would see that policies were linked. 

5. The choice of the boundary for Kings Acre Road was consistent with the existing built 

up area and did not favour any or all of the recent approvals. Some of these had only 

been given since the Plan reached R16.  

6. Herefordshire’s comments did not object to the Kings Acre boundary or the policy 
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wording that did not include adjoining land 

7. We had been required to have boundaries but the Core Strategy did not have them 

8. The examination would most likely proceed on the basis of the written representations 

not a hearing. Herefordshire’s decision sheet did not suggest a hearing. We recognised 

that hearings were extremely unusual and completely at the Examiners discretion 

9. EP had spoken to some residents around Breinton Lane. The local farmer had not 

objected to the boundary including his land despite what we had been told 

10. Herefordshire’s development team had asked for the Plan to be included in recent 

representations on one of the sites being suggested for inclusion within the Kings Acre 

boundary. It was not clear what, if any, weight this would add to the Parish Council’s 

objections. 

11. Generally the Plan now carried some weight in local decisions. The amount of weight 

was unclear but this would be reduced anyway as there was no 5 year housing land 

supply. However our capacity study might help the Examiners decision about the 

appropriate amount of weight to give.  

12. There were a number of questions for Kirkwells which TG would send off including how 

we could comply with a revised Core Strategy (within the next 5 years?) if there was no 

process for reviewing NDP’s themselves. 

 

TG would contact Gemma Webster (GW) to see what progress was being made with appointing 

an Examiner and the timescales. The Weston under Penyard examiner had done a thorough job 

for a parish with some similarities to Breinton. 

 

TG would also remind GW that we might ask for a hearing so that this could be drawn to the 

attention of potential Examiners if this was relevant to the NPIERS questionnaire. 

 

Although not needed at this stage, TG would produce a list of comments for circulation and 

comment while the R16 issues were clear in our minds 

 

3.  Timescales  

1. Herefordshire allowed six weeks to appoint / approve an Examiner from the close of 

consultations and this took us to the end of May 

2. The Examiner would then consider all the issues – 2/3 days work over a month? - 

including an unannounced site visit. This could mean that their report was available by 

the end of July. The length of time they would take was, however, uncertain 

3. Herefordshire’s SLA allowed four weeks to agree / produce the necessary decision 

statement taking us to the end of August 

4. 60 days then had to be allowed for Referendum arrangements to be made assuming 

the Examiner agreed that the Plan’s proposals should go to referendum. This made the 

end of October a potential referendum time  

5. The plan then would be ‘made’ by Herefordshire 

 

AP said that Herefordshire would shortly approve another NDP at a specially convened Council 

meeting. Also on the agenda was a process for speeding up the Plan making process which in 

future might involve a Cabinet member decision or be delegated to officers and not full Council. 

He also drew attention to the discussions about the governance of the process to produce the 

Hereford Area Plan. The HAP would have an impact on our NDP – not least because it would 

identify the HRR route more closely. More generally the maximum involvement of parishes 

adjoining the City in the HAP was highly desirable. 

  

4. Grant funding  

Groundwork had approved the latest grant application and TG/GA would complete the 

acceptance and due diligence processes as soon as they had the necessary passwords for 
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accessing the Grant website 

 

£3880 had been awarded covering all the future known work including an examination hearing 

if necessary. However Groundwork had pointed out that these were unusual and that any 

unspent money would need to be returned. This was understood. We had six months to spend 

the money which took us to the middle of November i.e. beyond the timescales outlined in 

paragraph 3 above.  

 

5. Future meetings 

The Village Hall had been booked for the 20
th
. Although this was impossible for some of the 

Group and difficult for others it was agreed to meet at 7.30pm to review the list of comments 

(Item 2 above) and check on progress with appointing our examiner. GA would advertise this 

public meeting widely 

   

6. Other business 

AP had a small invoice for printing leaflets etc. which he had circulated around Lower Breinton 

recently. This could be considered at the next parish council meeting 

TG handed out copies of Locality’s revised Neighbourhood Planning Roadmap to those who 

had not yet had a copy. This purple covered version replaced the green  edition but did not 

include the handouts that should be retained from the earlier version 

It was agreed that copies of the submission version of the Plan should be printed professionally 

as it was rather a long document for home printers to manage. 

  

 

Meeting closed at 9.10pm 


