
 

MINUTES OF 

YARKHILL PARISH COUNCIL MEETING 

Tuesday 12
th

 November 2019  

Present:  Councillor Jeff Hughes, Councillor Tom Misselbrook, Councillor Chrissie Dobson, Councillor Ian 

Carr, Councillor Sarah Daw, Councillor Matthew Kirby and Parish Clerk Sallyanne Lees.  There were 4 

members of the public present. 

 1. Apologies for absence were received from Ward Councillor Jonathan Lester.  

 2. There were no declarations of interest or written requests for dispensations 

 3. The minutes of Parish Council Meeting held Tuesday 10
th

 September and the Extraordinary Meeting 

held 22
nd

 October 2019 and the Extraordinary Meeting held 7
th

 November 2019 were adopted and 

signed. 

 4. Open Session  

4.1 Ward Councillor Jonathan Lester had submitted apologies for his absence due to family 

commitments but provided his report as follows:   

“The last main meeting of the administration was Cabinet on 24
th

 October. The meetings are now 

held in the evening to attract more people however it was poorly attended with only two or three 

members of the public.  The next cabinet will be held at 6.30 pm in Leominster. I made the point that 

Hereford, due to its central location is the best place to hold meetings. It make no odds to me to 

travel to Leominster, however, councillors having to travel all the way from the south of the county 

may have a different view, and vice versa when it is held in Ross for those in the north. They replied 

that they are trialling it.  On the cabinet agenda was items relating to corporate parenting, fostering 

and adoption and the use of reserves.  At the corporate parenting strategy report, where the council 

focuses on its responsibilities for looking after children in care some of the progress was listed by 

Cllr Norman. I politely reminded them that these were steps forward taken by the last administration. 

I also pointed out that the progress report wasn’t explicit enough about what steps staff are taking to 

recruit and retain social workers, which did sound encouraging once officers went into detail.   With 

regard to the Fostering report I praised staff and carers because we do have a good service. I stressed 

that councillors in the past had been keen to focus on a few bad things and did not focus on the many 

achievements, this service being one of them. However, I warned that if the Council does not tackle 

the high look after children numbers then it will only put too much pressure on the fostering and 

adoption service and so things needed to improve.  With the item on reserves I warned that these 

were funds that should be spent on unforeseen issues that arise from demand led services and the 

uncertainty around Brexit and funding from National Government. Our administration had been 

prudent and taken the prudent steps in increase reserves. I pointed out that the only way to replace 

them would be to burden the tax payer; also a penny saved is a penny earned.  In other news, with 

regard to the bypass I see it as a real positive that the Cabinet member for Infrastructure agreed with 

the wisdom of the Scrutiny committee to carry on with work concerning the bypass projects whilst 

they review the whole initiative. Whether that will continue remains to be seen.   Please let me know 

if anything transpires out of the meeting that you require my assistance with.”  

4.2 Footpath & Pond Officer.   The Parish Clerk confirmed that she had reported the problems 

with the Bridle Way at Ivy Cottage (YK1) and would chase up the outcome.  She also confirmed she 

would repair the footpath gate on the Monkhide Lane end of YK8.  It was reported that the spate of 

gates being left open seems to have come to an end but please stay vigilant and close any gates that 

have been left open.  The Parish Clerk also confirmed that the bridle way opposite the village hall 

(YK14) had been partially cleared by the land owner.  Councillor Tom Misselbrook commented that 

the small bridge and stile on YK6 (which runs from Yarkhill Court to the river) is now completely 

unusable but that the path has temporarily been diverted around the field.  Although an alternative 



route has been provided it is important for walkers that we do not lose rights of way.  To this end the 

Parish Clerk will approach the land owner with a view to restoring the bridge and stile. 

4.3 Tree Warden.  The Tree Warden was not at the meeting but Councillor Chrissie Dobson 

reported a dangerously overhanging tree on the A4103 opposite Castle Farm’s gate.  The Parish 

Clerk agreed to advise the locality steward.   

4.4 The Chairman had three items to mention.  Firstly he wished to thank those who have 

supported the “safe driving” exercise.  Many local drivers appear to taken heed but several instances 

of poor driving have been passed to the Chairman, including one local driver seen travelling at speed 

whilst texting on their mobile phone. The second item was that he had been made aware of a local 

hunt that appeared to be “cubbing” on our border with Stretton Grandison.  We cannot be sure that 

this was the case but should anyone see any evidence of this activity they should inform the 

Chairman, the Parish Clerk, or indeed the police as cubbing is illegal.  It may be that the hunt were 

simply running their hounds but if anyone sees any hunt activity which they are not sure about, do 

please let us know and we will investigate.  Finally, with regard to Broadband, the problem 

preventing Airband installing a new cabinet in Newtown has been resolved but this has required 

consultation with Western Power to provide the necessary electrical supply which has further held up 

progress.  Work should now commence in early December and complete the first quarter of 2020, 

after which there should not be a house in the parish unable to subscribe to fibre broadband through 

Airband, Gigaclear or BT.  Please let us know if this is not the case. 

5. NDP.   Neighbourhood Development Plans (NDP) were the subject of a recent meeting at 

Herefordshire Council (HC) which was attended by Councillor Jeff Hughes and Councillor Tom 

Misselbrook.  At the meeting it was explained that HC is planning to review its Core Strategy which 

defines its planning policy across the county and, as a result, this will have an impact on Parish 

NDPs.  NDPs are also being impacted by the two year policy which essentially means that once your 

NDP gets to two years old it might not have the same weighting as it would have had previously.  

Parishes which have not allocated settlement boundaries and are not meeting their housing 

requirements are particularly vulnerable; as far as Yarkhill is concerned, we have specified 

settlement boundaries and allocated sites while we are also meeting our housing targets.  If our NDP 

were to be reviewed next year there is a danger that, should the HC core strategy change, we would 

have to review it again the following year.  Given that a review is so time consuming and costly 

while also demanding significant commitment from volunteers within the community it would be 

senseless to put ourselves at risk of having to do 2 reviews so close together.  Both Councillor Jeff 

Hughes and Councillor Tom Misselbrook feel that we should defer any review until the outcome of 

the Core Strategy exercise is known. In the event that we found ourselves forced into a review in 

early to mid 2020 because of local or central government changes, then this could still be 

accomplished by September 2020. As it currently stands though, we are not under any such threat 

unlike other parishes where settlement boundaries have not been allocated and housing targets are 

not being met.  As to the cost of a review, HC has advised that all parishes should be able to access 

grant funding which is available as it was to create the NDP in the first place. A member of the 

public asked if there would be a review next April and Councillor Jeff Hughes replied that when we 

come to next April (2020) we will undertake a quick health check to ensure that the Plan continues to 

be fit for purpose as we did earlier this year, but this will not be a review. Unfortunately, any 

amendment to an NDP bar correcting typing errors (this is called a basic review) requires a full 

review to be undertaken which would involve us going through community consultations and a 

formal referendum. Changes to settlement boundaries for instance would fall under the full review 

category and this would require a number of months to conduct, but bearing in mind the public input 

and feedback on the original NDP, it is unlikely any changes to settlement boundaries would be 

acceptable.  Both Councillors Jeff Hughes and Tom Misselbrook feel that the best strategy is to wait 

to see what happens with the HC Core Strategy review and decide in April 2020 whether a review is 

necessary.  The member of the public explained that her current planning application has been 

conditionally approved, but because of the positioning of the settlement boundary, it is difficult to 

exactly measure the fit of houses within the boundary while she doesn’t wish to give up any of her 

garden. The land owner asked when would the optimum time to discuss this problem with the Parish 

Council and Councillor Jeff Hughes suggested this would be at the time of the NDP health check.  

He pointed out however that if any change to the settlement boundary was considered this would 

involve a complete review of the NDP and would require consultation and the approval of Parish 



residents at a further referendum which might not be forthcoming.  The member of the public asked 

if the Parish Council knew why the settlement boundary had been set across the middle of her land 

and one reason was that the settlement boundary reflected the previous existence of an orchard rather 

than a house and  

its garden and that the designation followed the rules for defining boundaries. This is not uncommon 

even within other areas of the parish. The member of the public also asked if the demand in the NDP 

for more 2 bedroomed houses rather than 4 bedroomed houses remains the view of the Parish 

Council.  Councillor Jeff Hughes pointed out that it was not the view of the Parish Council that 

defined this in the NDP, but rather the view and preferences of the Parish members as a whole.  He 

added that guidance in the NDP is for more 2 and 3 bedroom properties which would allow for 

dwellings that could be more easily affordable and that this was supported by the community in the 

NDP consultation process. The member of the public asked for the PC’s view on rural exception 

sites for affordable housing.  Councillor Jeff Hughes replied that the PC is supportive of affordable 

housing, but that any proposal should still follow the policies in the NDP including development 

within a settlement boundary as preferred by the whole community.  He further explained that the PC 

is not in agreement with unsolicited rural exceptions. Councillor Tom Misselbrook pointed out that 

the whole community was made aware of the NDP proposals and that there was extensive 

consultation with the community throughout. As such, representations on matters such as settlement 

boundaries should have been made early in the process and that it was now difficult to see how any 

change could be justified after the NDP had been through external examination and referendum.  

    6. Planning Matters.   Councillor Jeff Hughes told the meeting that it had been a very active period for 

planning matters.  Since the last PC Meeting two applications have been refused; one being the 

retrospective application for two caravans on Orchard View at Newtown Cross.  The landowner has 

been asked to remove the caravans.  The other application refused was for a development on land 

adjacent to Squirrels Nest at Newtown Cross, the main reasons being safety regarding access and the 

treatment of sewerage did not meet HC requirements.  There are four new applications since the last 

meeting; the first being for eight houses on land at Monkhide adjacent to the ex-council houses and 

the PC has objected strongly to this application and comments have been submitted to HC; the next 

application being for seven houses on land north of Monksbury Court Barns and again the PC 

comments will be submitted to HC; the next application is for the conversion of the dutch barn at 

Monksbury Court.  Both Monksbury Court applications were the subject of the Extraordinary 

Meeting at the beginning of the month and comments will be submitted to HC to reflect the feelings 

of the Parish as a whole.  The final application is for an indoor spa room at Twin Kilns at Yarkhill 

and following a site visit the PC was fully supportive of the application and comments will be 

submitted to HC in that vein.  Finally, the Newtown Inn Appeal to the Secretary of State was also 

discussed at the EM and it was agreed that the PC would submit its comments on the case made by 

the Agent basically reiterating our previous comments and asserting our objections.  Councillor Tom 

Misselbrook pointed out that there is currently a national concern over phosphates and this is holding 

up many planning applications.  People were again reminded that they should make their own 

comments on planning applications as all comments are taken into consideration.  A member of the 

public asked if individual planning applications required HRA (Habitat Risk Assessment) reports or 

could they refer to the NDP HRA report and Councillor Tom Misselbrook explained that the NDP 

HRA was a general document and that individual HRA s should be provided with individual 

planning applications. 

   7. Stokebridge Road Improvements.   It is hoped that the forthcoming closure of the Stokebridge Road 

is an indication that the long awaited safety improvements are to be implemented. 

   8. Litter Pick.    Councillor Matthew Kirby confirmed that the litter pick was in hand although he had 

not had a very promising response from volunteers.   The Parish Clerk advised him where to obtain 

the black bags from HC  

   9. Precept 2019/2020.  Parish Councillors had been asked to consider the precept prior to the meeting 

and to submit their opinions to the Parish Clerk before the meeting.  HC had made it clear that PC’s 

need to ensure they maintain adequate reserves.  It was noted that Parish Councils are increasingly 

expected to be self-funding as a result of the changes in Government funding of local county 

councils.  In light of this, and taking into account the necessary expenses of the PC to ensure we are 

able to act in the best interests of the community, it was agreed by a vote of 5 to 1 that we should 

increase the precept by 1/9% thus staying in line with inflation. 



 

This will enable the PC to continue to meet its obligations and invest in the Parish where needed.  

Some examples of the work the PC covers are; the supply of the sandbags and the purchase of new 

sand to place in them, the clearing of culverts and ditches where necessary, the upkeep of the PROW, 

the litter picking equipment, the representation of the community in matters that affect us all, the 

newsletter, the ability to create and maintain documents such as the NDP. 

  10. Smart Water Project.   Councillor Tom Misselbrook was asked to present this project to the PC when 

he attended a seminar at HC.  The Police have asked if the PC would subsidise a Smart Water Project 

for Yarkhill which is a very good crime prevention exercise.  The amount the PC has to fund is £6.20 

per household which works out at almost £700.  General feeling was that it was a very worthwhile 

expenditure and the Parish Clerk would include the article in the Newsletter to gauge the interest of 

the parish.  There would be no cost to householders but in order to facilitate the exercise at least 70% 

of the community needs to participate.   

11. Flood Warning signs.   Councillor Tom Misselbrook suggested the PC purchase some flood warning 

signs for our roads with a view to stopping the problems recently experienced when cars were getting 

stuck in Watery Lane.  Although the general feeling was that this was a good idea it was suggested 

by one member of the public that if the signs were not put out for any reason and someone got stuck 

in a flood, could the PC be held responsible for any damage because the PC had not put out the signs 

for some reason.  It was agreed to investigate the legalities and make a decision based on the 

outcome.  It was agreed not to put depth markers in pertinent places because this was detrimental to 

home owners living nearby. 

12. Questions from the Floor.   There were no questions from the floor. 

 The Open Session was Closed 
13. The following payment was approved: 

 13.1 K T Gooch    £16.08 

  

14. It was agreed that items for the next agenda, including a brief description of why this 

should be added to said agenda to enable all Parish Councillors to research the subject, be sent to the 

Parish Clerk no later than 30
th

 December 2019 

 

    Date of next meeting: Tuesday 14
th

 January 2020 


