
 

Bridstow Neighbourhood Plan Working Group 
 

Notes of the Meeting of the 

Bridstow Neighbourhood Plan Working Group 

held on Thursday 8
th

 March 2018 at 8.00pm 

at Bridstow Parish Hall 
 

 

 

Present:  Rachel Bushell (Chair), Eileen Cook (Sec), George Barrett, Robert Blackman, Eric Casstles, 

Nicola La Grue, Patrick Hughes (Cllr), Stephen Machin, Amanda Smith (Cllr), Julia Wilde 

Bill Bloxsome (Data Orchard) 

Local residents/parishioners 

 

01 Welcome 

 

Rachel welcomed members of the Working Group and local residents to the meeting – and 

reminded members of the need to listen to and be respectful of one another in order to avoid 

unnecessary upset and to make progress with the meeting. 

 

02 Apologies 

 

Apologies for absence had been received from Jonathan Davis. 

 

03 Adoption of Minutes 

 

The minutes/notes of the last meeting were approved and signed. 

 

04 Matters Arising 

 

Rachel asked Nicola if she could provide Eileen with copies of the previous minutes/notes of 

Working Group meetings. 

 

A local resident, David Kerwin, was invited to speak from the floor and requested the need for a 

weighting system to be introduced into the site scoring process.  Having seen the previous site 

scoring, he commented on the need for the scoring of sites to be done professionally and in an 

objective way.  The previous scoring had shown a wide variation in scores – e.g. scoring of between 

2 and 5 on a particular criterion – and this was too big a difference, too subjective and would not be 

seen to be acceptable by a government auditor/inspector.  He said that the scoring must stand up to 

scrutiny and that the implementation of weighting will improve the overall scoring system. 

 

Another local resident, Peter Brown, supported this comment and spoke of the need for the revised 

scoring system to be open and transparent and that local residents need to feel confident that the 

Working Group is acting in the public interest of the parish. 

 

In response, Nicola stated that the site assessment scoring is open to the public and that the 

Working Group has always worked in a transparent way.  She agreed that due to the complex issues 



within the parish the scoring system needed to be more detailed than in other neighbourhood plans.  

She noted that the latest scoring had not been circulated to the Working Group and asked for this to 

be done. 

 

George said that the proposed new scoring system will involve a moderation process and scores with 

a wide variance on particular criteria would be discussed in order to try to reach a consensus 

position.  

 

05 Chairman’s Address 

 

Rachel started by giving a brief introduction to the Neighbourhood Plan process and the need to 

make speedy progress with the Plan in order to reach Regulation 14 – with an Open Day for local 

residents/parishioners to make comments during a 6 week consultation period. 

 

Rachel reported that, as agreed at the previous Working Group meeting, she had asked George and 

Patrick to come up with a proposal to present to the Working Group for a revised site assessment 

scoring system with weighting.  This had been done and circulated to the Working Group to read and 

comment on at this meeting.  The emerging recommendations will then need to be confirmed by the 

Parish Council.  She stated that when assessing the sites landowners would be asked to provide 

outline drawings/plans if they had not already done so. 

 

Rachel then went on to report on the meeting with the Duchy on 23
rd

 February 2018 (see notes of 

meeting and Nick Pollock’s email).  She had contacted Nick Pollock regarding the possibility of 

housing for ex-service personnel and was invited to attend a meeting.  Rachel had attended the 

meeting and had asked Patrick as Parish Councillor and Amanda as Parish Councillor/note taker to 

also attend.  Andrew Bower of the Buchanan Trust had been at the meeting and had given details of 

the work of the Trust and had said that having looked at the Whitecross site he did not think it 

would be suitable for ex-service personnel.  Nick Pollock and David Curtis from the Duchy had said 

they were still happy to develop 3 dwellings on the site for sale on the open market.  A discussion 

took place on the Duchy site in Bannuttree Lane and the Duchy had said that they were aware of the 

feelings of residents and that they would be willing to withdraw the site (see Nick Pollock’s email).  A 

discussion took place on whether there were any other possible sites but none could be identified. 

 

For completeness, Rachel asked Nicola if she could obtain written confirmation from Mr Green that 

he did not wish his land to be considered for development (site east of the Claytons had previously 

been included in the SHLAA). 

 

At the end of the address, Nicola queried the fact that other members of the Working Group had not 

been invited to attend the meeting with the Duchy and did not recollect it actually being discussed 

at the previous Working Group meeting.  George stated that the Group had been properly informed 

and Rachel read out the relevant passage from her presentation confirming that this was the case.  

Patrick acknowledged her concerns but said that the meeting had taken place and that the notes of 

the meeting were accurate and a true record – and referred to the sentence of Nick Pollock’s email 

that stated that “the Duchy is willing to withdraw the site for consideration” – not “will withdraw the 

site”.  He confirmed that the Duchy site would still be included in the site assessment process as the 

Parish Council wished all sites to be assessed and proposed that the meeting moved onto the next 

agenda item.  

 

06 Parish Council report 

 

Amanda gave a report of the Parish Council meeting held on 19
th

 February 2018. 



She stated that the Parish Council are in favour of having small sites of up to 5 dwellings spread over 

the parish – including considering just 5 dwellings at Wilton Cottages. 

The Parish Council had acknowledged the concerns of residents who spoke at the Parish Council 

meeting about the fact that the Working Group is considering the site at Tanglewood – and also the 

concerns expressed by residents over the need for the Working Group to assess sites in a fair and 

objective way. 

Due to the delay caused by the need to review the site assessment process – rationalise the 

selection criteria and introduce weighting into the scoring system - the Parish Council wished the 

Working Group to comment on and make some form of recommendation on the discussion note 

that has been circulated so that it could be considered at the next Parish Council meeting on 19
th

 

March. 

The Working Group needs to work productively in order to make progress with the draft Plan – and 

anyone seen to obstruct the process will be asked to leave the Group – and no new members will be 

allowed to join the Group. 

After discussion of sites tonight, no further sites are to be considered in the draft Plan. 

Amanda confirmed she would discuss the latest on the grant application with Bill at the end of the 

meeting. 

 

07 Implication of Woodlands Appeal 

 

George reported on the implication of the Woodlands appeal by referring to the Inspector’s report 

and the implication for settlement boundaries.  This stated that the settlement was no longer just 

the land the other side of the A49 and the Claytons but that it was now a series of sustainable sub-

settlements.  The Inspector’s decision, and Herefordshire Council guidelines, state that settlement 

boundaries must reflect the form of settlement and that there is an expectation that sites with 

planning permission are included in the settlement boundary.   

 

Bill commented that Buckcastle Hill had always had a settlement boundary and that you can make 

exceptions if there is a strong reason for doing so and have development outside of the settlement 

boundary.  He explained that housing should be within or adjacent to the built up area of the 

settlement – but this this was not black and white/there are shades of grey in terms of the opinion 

of individual planning officers/planning committees. 

 

George commented on the fact that Herefordshire Council are currently unable to reach their 5 year 

housing target and that this therefore gives diminished weight to the Core Strategy housing supply 

policies (RA2 and RA3) in the decision process.  An Inspector can – as in this case he did – therefore 

go to paragraph 49 of the National Framework and approve an application if it meets the test of 

sustainable development and does not have other detrimental effects.  He went on to say that the 

new consultation draft for the National Planning Policy Framework proposes to increase the housing 

requirement by 10-15% and include a target of 20% for small sites. 

 

08 Site Scoring – Potential Approaches to the Site Assessment Process – (see Discussion Note) 

 

Patrick gave a briefing on the site scoring explaining that there is now a need to do the site 

assessment process in a more objective way and rationalise the 14 selection criteria down to a 

working number in order to introduce a weighting system.  The proposal is that the criteria are 

consolidated into 5 main groups/main areas for consideration and weighting introduced according 

to the importance of each criterion – totalling 100%. 

  



He asked for the views of group members on the proposed weighting figures and after a general 

discussion it was proposed that the weighting should be amended as follows (reducing A and B by 

5% and increasing D and E by 5% respectively): 

 

A  Impacts on Highway Safety       35% 

B  Impacts on Development of Footpath/Cycle Network    5%  

C  Impacts on the Immediate Environment and Amenity of Groups of Residents 30% 

D  Impacts on the Natural Environment of the Parish    17.5% 

E  Impacts on the Physical Environment of the Parish    12.5% 

 

It was agreed that some clarification of wording needed to be made and the scores from 1 to 5 for 

each criterion would need wording in order to explain the meaning of each individual score. 

 

A vote was taken and all members, with the exception of Nicola, who abstained, agreed on the 

amended site scoring proposal.  

 

Bill raised the issue that, although residents expressed a wish to have small sites in the 

questionnaire, this might not be sufficient evidence and that there might be a need to have a 

criterion for housing and to consider the “scale of housing development”.  He said that one could 

argue that a site has its own potential and that this cannot be restricted without good reason.  

Therefore it was agreed that the agreed objective of small scale development would be reflected in 

the wording of criterion D Impacts on the Natural Environment and criterion E Impacts on the 

Physical Environment of the Parish. 

 

George reminded the Group of the proposal to enforce the limit of 5 dwellings by including a policy 

of no new adopted highways in the parish, with sites only served by private driveways. 

 

The revised proposal would now be submitted to the Parish Council for approval, Jonathan would be 

asked to set up the modelling for the site scoring and members would assess all sites in order to 

discuss the scores at the next Working Group meeting in April.  Once completed the site assessment 

scores would be circulated.   

 

On the basis that the Parish Council were in favour of having smaller sites of up to 5 dwellings, the 

sites that had previously proposed more than 5 dwellings, e.g. Wilton Cottages, would be asked to 

now consider 5 dwellings.  Rachel would ask landowners for an outline drawing/plan of their sites. 

  

09 Date of next meeting 

 

The next meeting will be held on Thursday 19
th

 April starting at 8.00pm and finishing by 9.30pm. 

 

10 Any Other Business 

 

Julia raised the issue of the request from young people for a Clayton Swing Park.  Rachel said that 

she had spoken to Herefordshire Council and Herefordshire Housing regarding a meeting and would 

now follow this up. 

 

 

The meeting closed at 9.20pm. 

 

 

 


