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(Minutes of extraordinary meeting held on May 24th 2016 in the village hall – meeting opened at 18.00pm) 

Present –  Councillors Dobson, Schroeder, Whyman, Rayment, Heron and 10 members of the public. 

1. Apologies 
1.1 District Councillor Peter Richards. 

 
2. Declarations of interest. 

2.1 The clerk was asked if any councillors had ‘fettered their discretion’ by being at a previous 
meeting held on September 2nd 2015. 

2.2 The clerk confirmed that the previous meeting on 2/9/15 was an open public meeting with 32 
residents present and only two parish councillors. It was not a parish council meeting and the 
only vote taken was to decide the preferred location for any housing, not a vote on a planning 
application as such. Consequently, councillors would not have been influenced by any decisions 
taken. 

 
3. 16/01344/FUL - four houses west of Snitterfield Street. 

3.1 Councillor Schroeder reminded the public that they were entitled to speak for a maximum of 
three minutes on either of the two applications. 

3.2 A member of the public said how pleased he was that the Parish Council was discussing planning 
applications in public and allowing people to put forward their views. 

3.3 Three members of the public asked to speak and all were against the application. 
3.4 The first person questioned the need for the houses to be built at all, especially on good farming 

land. If the houses are built, it might be ‘the thin end of the wedge’ in that it may be extended 
over the years. This is quite unnecessary.  

3.5 The second person said that there is already a lot of extra traffic and noise, changing the 
atmosphere of the village. Hampton Lucy does not have facilities shops and doctor’s surgeries. It 
only has a pub and a school. There has to be a limit to this sort of housing. 

3.6 The third person said that they had a pleasant view of the church and this would now be blocked 
out. He reminded people of the safety aspect for traffic and cyclists in that access would be near 
a bend. They had not been notified by the district council. 

 It was resolved that: The clerk would find out the rules for notifying residents of any planning 
applications. 

 
Councillor responses 
3.7 Councillor Schroeder reminded the meeting that in planning, people had no right to a view and 

that traffic safety would be the responsibility of Warwickshire County Council highways as a 
statutory consultee. The original application had been withdrawn because it was too close to the 
village and considered unsafe. Hampton Lucy is a Category 4 Local Service Village and under the 
core strategy, must take an extra 32 houses. There have already been 25 houses built in Hampton 
Manor. The Neighbourhood Plan is looking at housing needs in the area and once adopted, this 
should make it more difficult for developers in future. 

3.8 Councillor Whyman was concerned about ‘strip’ development but reminded people that these 
four houses were for the four families of Valefresco. It is possible that only one or two will be 
built in the first few years. Although it is desirable to protect the countryside, these are farmers 
who are part of the Hampton Lucy community. 

3.9 Councillor Rayment had concerns about possible infill in the future and wondered what was 
stopping these houses being sold in the future. Councillor Schroeder reminded the meeting that 
there was nothing stopping this. Councillor Rayment agreed that the farm was part of the 
community but was it setting a precedent? If seven more houses have to be built, why not work 
with people that you know. This application was preferable to another Charles Church one where 
we would have less control. 
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3.10 Councillor Heron was concerned about access from the road which was sometimes full of cyclists 
and cars. This application may make things worse. 

3.11 Councillor Dobson agreed with everything that had been said and reminded the meeting that the 
application had to be considered on planning reasons. He was concerned about the houses being 
in a straight line, contrary to the layout of neighbouring properties. 

3.12 Councillor Schroeder said that this was the third application for housing from Valefresco. The first 
had been rejected and the second withdrawn. The current location was the preferred location at 
the public meeting on September 2nd 2015 by 20 votes to 12. There was no objection in principle 
to this application according to the NPPF or Core Strategy 9 but there could be some objection 
due to the layout, proximity to listed buildings and the design. It could be argued that the design 
is not compatible with CS 9 criteria, i.e. the design is not exceptional. 

3.13 Voting: No councillor would propose supporting the application. Councillor Schroeder proposed 
that the application be rejected but there was not a seconder. Councillor Dobson proposed ‘No 
objection’ and this was seconded by Councillor Whyman. The idea of ‘no objection with 
conditions attached’ was then agreed by 3 votes to 2. 

 
4. 16/01417/AGNOT - Deerbarn, Grove Fields, Grove Field Farm 

4.1 Councillor Schroeder reminded the meeting that this application had come in late and the 
response had to be in by tomorrow. 

4.2 Derrick Clark explained that his plan was extend the existing barn by 40% for storage of 
machinery and animals. It would be at the same level as the existing barn and should not affect 
anyone. 

4.3 Voting: Councillor Whyman proposed supporting this application and this was seconded by 
Councillor Schroeder. The Parish Council voted unanimously to support the application. 
 

5. School extension 
5.1 Councillor Schroeder informed the meeting that the school was building another classroom and 

converting an existing classroom into a kitchen for hot meals. The council had only just heard 
about these plans and there may be some problems with traffic in the centre of the village. 

 
Meeting closed at 18.38pm 
 

 

John Dunkerton (May 30th 2016) 


