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LEINTWARDINE GROUP PARISH COUNCIL 
 

Minutes of the Leintwardine Group Parish Council Extraordinary Meeting held at the Leintwardine 
Community Centre, High Street, Leintwardine SY7 0LB on Wednesday 27th May 2015 
commencing at 7:30pm 
 
Attended by over 50 members of the public. 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Cllrs Kay (Chair), Woolley, Alker, Trumpess, Kirby, Evans, Collins. 
 
1. APOLOGIES 

Apologies were received and accepted from Cllrs Garner, Vera-Sanso & Gorbutt. 
 

2. ROSEMARY LANE PLANNING APPLICATION 
The Chair welcomed all those in attendance.  
 
Thanks were extended to Ward Cllr Gandy for attending. Cllr Gandy informed the meeting 
that she would be meeting the Planning Officers in the near future to discuss the 
application. 
 
The meeting had been called to discuss the best way for the Parish Council to respond to 
the Appeal Inquiry regarding the outline planning application for 45 houses at Rosemary 
Lane, Leintwardine. 
 
Since the Council had received notification of the appeal being lodged, two planning 
consultants had been contacted seeking initial advice on the most suitable way to proceed. 
 
Kirkwells, who had previously advised the Council, suggested that Council could consider 
applying for Rule 6 status which would give Council greater access to the Appeal but may 
leave it liable to costs if permission was granted. 
 
Les Stephans Planning Ltd recommended that the Council should focus on the reasons for 
refusal. Planning Officers had recommended approval but the application had been 
subsequently refused by Herefordshire Council’s Planning Committee. 
 
A new case officer, Andrew Banks, had been assigned to the application following the 
departure of the previous officer. Herefordshire Council had appointed an independent 
planning consultant to develop and present its case as the Planning Officers had 
recommended approval. 
 
It had been suggested that the Parish Council and Herefordshire Council submit a joint 
case but following discussion, Hereford Council declined to pursue this option. 
 
Council was encouraged to consider the possibility that the appeal may be granted. If this 
happened it was essential that a series of conditions were included in the Council’s 
objections to meet many of the concerns raised by the Council and local residents to try to 
reduce the adverse impact the development would have on the community. 
The two options available to Council were as follows: 

 Apply for Rule 6 status but expose the Council to potential costs; or 

 Request to appear at the Appeal hearing and use the opportunity to present its 
objections against the outline application. 
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Council was currently in financial straits and there was little room for manoeuvre. The 
Council had a fighting fund of £2,000 but this would not go very far. 
 
The deadline to register to attend the Appeal was 10th June 2015. The Council would 
register, standing by its objections and requesting to appear at the hearing. 
 
It was also understood that the date for the Hearing may have been postponed from 
September 2015 to January 2016. This had not as yet been confirmed. 
 
Council would focus its objections in the following areas: 

 Sustainability of the proposal; 

 Landscape & visual impact of the proposal; 

 Heritage of the site; 

 Transport and highway issues; 

 Drainage. 
 
Council was hoping to be able to have a wildlife and ecology report drawn up for it free of 
charge which would also be submitted. 
 
There was general support from the meeting to help support the appeal financially. 
 
Council would also be working to developing the Neighborhood Development Plan to 
referendum stage prior to the appeal to help provide additional support to its objections. It 
was also hoped that the Core Strategy would be adopted within the next few months. 
 
It was confirmed that Herefordshire Council was obliged to work to the report submitted to 
Committee and its subsequent reasons for objection which was based on the sustainability 
of the site. 
 
Confirmation would be sought that both the HC Planning Consultant and the Inspector 
would visit the site to understand the issues further. 
 
It was confirmed that prior to the application being refused, Bill Wiggin MP had requested 
the Secretary of State to call the application in if permission had been minded for approval. 
 
It was confirmed that the application was for outline permission to build 45 dwellings with 
reserved matters. Concern was expressed that were outline permission to be granted on 
appeal then when a full application was submitted it may well plan for many more than 45 
dwellings. 
 
It was suggested that when the County Councillor met with Planning Officers that she be 
accompanied by one or two local residents who knew the site well and could provide 
additional advice. The County Councillor advised that would not be allowed. 
It was confirmed that Herefordshire Council could only mount its case based on 
underpinning its reasons for refusal which were sustainability and no S106 agreement had 
been drawn up. It could not include any additional arguments or facts as these had not 
been cited in the refusal notice. 
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Concern was expressed that the original report submitted to the Herefordshire Planning 
Committee by their Highways Officer was factually incorrect with regard to the width of the 
highway in Rosemary Lane. The County Councillor advised in response that it was not her 
role to draw this to the attention of Herefordshire Council and stressed that the Parish 
Council should ensure that this was part of its submission. The measurements cited by the 
Planning Officer had been based on the applicant’s measurements and not on 
measurements taken by the Officer both at the site entrance and at other points along 
Rosemary Lane.  
 
A previous application for the site for a youth centre submitted approximately 20 years ago 
had been turned down as the site was considered unsuitable for development. Nothing had 
changed. The outline proposal would result in approximately 100 additional vehicles within 
the village which could not be supported by the existing highway infrastructure, there were 
no job opportunities in the local area which could result in the village becoming a dormitory 
village and there would be an unacceptable impact on the local school. 
 
Council was encouraged to use the evidence obtained through the Parish Plan which had 
had a very high response rate. Among the other issues of concern raised were: 

 No needs assessment had been carried out; 

 The social impact of the development on the village. 
 
There was an option to take the case to Judicial Review if Council considered that the 
Planning Committee had been misled but this was a costly exercise and a last resort. 
 
Thanks were extended to Cllr Kay and her team for all the effort they had put in so far 
fighting this application. 
 
There being no other business the Chair thanked everyone for attending and closed the 
meeting at 8.40pm. 
 
 
 
______________________________  ________________________ 
CHAIR:      DATE: 
 

 


