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Breinton Parish Council – Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 

Meeting notes – Thursday 9 June 2016 – Liz Morawiecki’s House 7.30pm 

 

Present 

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

Anthony Powers. No members of the public 

 

Apologies  Graeme Adkin 

 

 

1. Notes of previous meetings – 9 May. These had been circulated and would go on the website 

along with all the others once agreed. Agreed. The only matters arising was under point 3 – 

Timescales - where it was noted that the end of May estimate of when an Examiner was to be 

appointed had now been passed. The appointment would be discussed tonight and it was 

hoped that the time could be recovered and progress towards a Referendum maintained, 

  

2. Consideration of the second round of Regulation 16 comments 

Tony had circulated a schedule of comments and possible responses to the Steering Group 

prior to the meeting. A number of amendments had been made to the schedule as a result of 

the comments he had received back from the Steering Group members. What was needed now 

was 

1) discussion of any of the responses where there was disagreement / dislike and 

2) confirmation that the ‘tone’ of the schedule was appropriate for a public document to be 

added to the website [It was noted that although the Parish Council did not have an opportunity 

to respond to the comments received during the second round of Regulation 16 consultations – 

unless the chosen Examiner did grant a public hearing that was unlikely – some of the 

comments were simply wrong (which needed challenging) and, more generally, various aspects 

of the NDP where there was still disagreement should be explained once again robustly] 

 

There were no areas of disagreement 

 

On ‘tone’ it was agreed to stick as far as was possible to a factual document although this was 

more difficult with matters of choice / opinion. Some additions were suggested. 

3) The detailed comments from Herefordshire’s Transportation section had actually been 

received after the consultation period expired 

4) The site advocated by Mr S Matthews for inclusion within the King’s Acre boundary was not in 

either the SHLAA or HELAA and this was the first the Parish Council had heard of its availability 

5) There was no consultation data that pointed to support for more housing along King’s Acre 

Road as one set of comments suggested as far as we could see. 

6) No sites had ever been promoted during the production of the NDP as another set of 

comments suggested. The Steering Group and the Parish Council had adopted a criteria based 

approach from an early stage. 

7) Site owners who were now objecting to the NDP’s policies had never previously dawn their 

sites to our attention despite being contacted during earlier. 

8) The comments needed updating to account for recent planning decisions / applications 

related to various of the sites highlighted in the comments received 

9) The response to the Environmental Health comments on contaminated land needed revising. 

Environment Agency maps showed one such site near Cranstone 

 

TG and NG would revise the schedule and circulate it. 

 

3.  Appointment of Examiner and Timescales  

The Cv’s of three potential examiners had been forwarded from NPIERS by Herefordshire Council 
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and circulated to the Steering Group in advance of this meeting. There was a detailed discussion 

of all three in turn. Each had points relevant to Brienton – private sector developer role, previous 

appointments in the low carbon energy and cycling campaigning sectors, more local local 

knowledge, strengths and knowledge of environmental designations, work over a number of years 

as a planning inspector etc. - although actual hands on experience in examining NDP’s varied 

quite markedly. 

 

Kirkwells had also considered the three candidates and highlighted the difference in experience 

between the candidates with one clearly ahead on this count. They also advised that we should 

continue to push for a hearing given the number and complexity of the comments received from a 

few of those who had responded to the consultation. It was pointed out that this could delay 

progress. Might be antagonistic and be costly if barristers were involved. Kirkwells had advised 

that this would be unusual. TG would check with Kirkwell’s again why they continued to suggest a 

hearing.   

 

There had been web searches about each candidate and copies of their previous examination 

reports were discussed. We had also read the Herefordshire advice note on Examinations of 

NDP’s. 

 

Sam B (Herefordshire) was now our contact given Gemma W’s new planning role. Gemma would 

be missed.SB had alerted us to the growing pressure on Examiner’s time prior to the summer 

holidays and was pushing for a quick decision. After further debate it was decided to appoint Mr 

High if he was still available and could begin as he had indicated at the end of the month. He was 

the most experienced of the candidates and would scrutinise our Plan’s compliance with the Basic 

Conditions very thoroughly, The Steering Group preferred a robust approach from someone who 

had no local connections. 

 

There was a discussion of the process from now onwards. The fact that ‘an Examiners report is 

not binding’ and that it was Herefordshire’s decision finally was puzzling given Examiners said if a 

NDP went to Referendum or not. As far as we could see no Council had actually contested any 

significant recommendation from an Examiner. The Examiner would make an unannounced visit 

to Breinton at some point but would be unlikely to contact anyone. The prime point of contact was 

now Herefordshire Council but BPC needed to appoint someone toact as our contact during GA’s 

absence on work. This would be TG    

 

TG would confirm our preference with SB and ask her what papers would be sent to the 

Examiner. Our website would need updating which NG, TG and GA would do. The capacity study 

would also be updated to account for planning decisions since February.  

 

It was hoped that if the appointment could be confirmed speedily then the timetable outlined at the 

previous meeting with a Referendum potentially in October might still be achieved. 

 

4. Grant funding  

TG asked that anyone who had incurred expenses and kept the invoices should send the 

information to him so that claims could be made against the new grant. He would be arranging 

for 10 copies of the final submission NDP to be printed for the Steering Group and Parish 

Councillors.  

 

5. Future meetings 

The need and timing of these were difficult to predict as much depended on when Mr High’s 

report was available – end of July?. A report would be made to the Parish Council at the end of 

June and the Fete on 3
rd

 July ws an opportunity to update local people, A card to hand out to 

those attending was a possibility. 
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6. Other business 

Inspectors’ reports on other Herefordshire Neighbourhood Plans were beginning to be 

published. There had been a considerable number of amendments to Callow and Haywood’s 

NDP. This might reflect advice to all examiners to be more rigorous which would be to our 

advantage. The NDP preparation process was supposed to be ‘planning light’ to accommodate 

volunteers but the examination process was, quite rightly, robust.   

 

Meeting closed at 9.25pm 


