
MINCHINHAMPTON PARISH COUNCIL 

Minutes of the planning meeting held on Monday, 10th June, 2019, 

at 7pm at The Trap House 

 

The Meeting was Chaired by Cllr Hurst, the Minutes were taken by the Assistant to the Clerk. There were no 

Minutes to approve as the previous Planning Meeting had taken place as part of the Annual Meeting on 

Monday, 20th May, 2019, the Minutes of which will be discussed at the next Full Council Meeting. 

 

113/19: Present: Cllrs P. Callaghan-Wright, G. Ford, S. Hemmings, N. Hurst, J. Molyneux, A. Nicholls, L. Reid, 

P. Schwartz, S. Waddington; Assistant to the Clerk. 

 

114/19: Apologies: Cllrs C. Morriss, A. Mylechreest, J. Williams. Absent: Cllrs M. Beard, A. Cipriani. 

 

115/19: Introductions: Cllr Hurst introduced the new Assistant to the Clerk, Mr Dmytro Bojaniwskyj, to the 

Meeting. 

 

116/19: Public questions/participation: None. 

 

117/19: Declarations of interest: None. 

 

118/19: Consideration of planning applications: 

 

NORTH Ward: 

 

S. 19/0845/HHOLD The West House, Cirencester Road, proposed two-storey side extension – SUPPORT. 

 

S.19/0997/HHOLD 7 Dr Brown’s Close, resubmission of permitted planning due to structural reasons – 

SUPPORT. 

 

S.19/1000/HHOLD 4 Hiatt Road, modifications to extension and roofs – SUPPORT. 

 

S.19/1065/HHOLD 32 Besbury Park, single-storey garden room – SUPPORT. 

 

S.19/1072/HHOLD Brocklesby, Tobacconist Road, side elevation flat roof raised – COMMENT: The Parish 

Council has no problem with the general design, however the site is sufficiently close to the scheduled ancient 

monument known as the Bulwarks that the foundations must be subject to an archaeological investigation 

(County Archaeologist to advise). 

 

S.19/0557/HHOLD High Dale, The Knapp, Besbury, single-storey extension – SUPPORT. 

 

S.19/0675/FUL Holy Trinity Church, Bell Lane, revised plans for works to porch and roof – OBJECT: The Parish 

Council acknowledges that its ability to make useful comments is somewhat limited given Diocesan overview. 

However, the Parish Council feels that the potential loss of the plinth of the buttress can be mitigated by 



relocating the sliding doors away from the outside wall, which will additionally usefully create a shadow line 

within the doorway recess. The fully glazed doors will look out of keeping, and should perhaps be redesigned, 

perhaps with vertically glazed apertures and a more solid appearance. We continue to feel the roof light is too 

obtrusive. 

 

SOUTH Ward: 

 

S.19/1104/HHOLD and S.19/1105/LBC 6 Tetbury Street, refurbishment of existing private house – SUPPORT. 

 

Works To Trees: 

 

S.19/0980/TCA Piggery Cottage, West End, reduce and lift crown of trees (light and electric cables) – NO 

COMMENT. 

 

S.19/1007/TCA 3 Almond Cottages, Box, reduce yew to height of hedge – NO COMMENT 

 

119/19: Planning correspondence/notifications, including appeals and decisions at variance with 

Council’s recommendations: (a) SDC has permitted applications 0597 and 0598, retrospective dormer 

structure, Beehive Cottage, Box, to which MPC objected. 

 

120/19: The Lemon Field, Tetbury Street, Minchinhampton: There was a wide-ranging debate covering both 

the Field’s strategic and community roles within Minchinhampton (with reference to the NDP), and the detail of 

how it might be used by MPC, and how those uses might accord with the Field’s neighbours. 

 

Debate was informed by observations made by Council on a recent site visit, and by the results of a small-scale 

consultation with immediate neighbours. 

 

It was stressed that purchasing the Field was a time-limited, possibly one-off, opportunity, and that the 

purchasing and any subsequent use(s) of the Field required consideration in the round of other potential 

projects within the town and larger parish. It was felt that the impact of purchase on the precept would not in 

context be significant, and that there were ways to offset that cost. Also that purchase of the Field and its 

subsequent use(s) were separate issues, and that its ultimate use(s) should be arrived at through a process 

including Public Consultation. 

 

Issues discussed and points made during the debate included: The site was potentially vulnerable to purchase 

for housing or land-banking, neither of which outcomes were desirable; Access to and into and through the site; 

Public warmth towards the Field as a green space, particularly its mature trees; Wildlife assessment may be 

necessary; Traffic and parking on the roads bounding the Field were already a problem and any future use(s) of 

the Field should act to reduce rather than exacerbate this (including parking rights for the Field’s neighbours); 

The great desirability of the Field being used by the community, but not necessarily as a car park; An 

archaeological survey has already taken place; Any other existing consents affecting the Field would be 

considered; Land-swaps (eg with the adjoining allotments) may be a possibility. 

 



DECISION: It was AGREED to investigate the purchase of The Lemon Field with the strong intention of 

securing its long-term status as green-space amenity land essential to the character and identity of 

Minchinhampton. The cost implications of doing this (professional fees) were accepted. Council would involve 

the District Valuer. Cllr Hurst would immediately make the necessary approaches. 

 

121/19: Implementation of the MPC Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP): Cllr Hurst reported that SDC 

would imminently complete the process of recognising the MPC NDP. The Meeting recognised the impact a live 

NDP would have, and resolved to include consideration of its effects and implementation in all subsequent MPC 

agendas until further notice. 

 

As part of this process, Council would consider appropriate routes to a dedicated mechanism for ongoing 

implementation, including strategy, prioritisation and plan formation. It was acknowledged that debate over The 

Lemon Field (Item 120/19) represented way-finding in this regard. TPAC had already referenced the NDP in its 

deliberations. 

 

The proposed relocation of Minchinhampton Surgery to Vosper Field was discussed in this context, and 

recognised as a project crossing the Parish’s boundaries and involving its own feasibility considerations. 

 

Cllr Hurst reported that the NDP process has so far used circa £6.1k of the £10k total allocated to it. Council 

suggested that the residue be used towards actions in support of NDP implementation, such as Public 

Consultation. 

 

The Meeting closed at 8.28pm. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Signed: …………………………………………………………………    Date: ………………………………………… 

 


