
Hampton Lucy Parish Council Planning Sub-committee 
	  

(Minutes of meeting held on November 23rd 2016 in the village hall – meeting opened at 17.01pm) 

Present –  Councillors Schroeder, Whyman, Rayment, Heron and 14 members of the public. 

1. Apologies – none 
 
2. Declarations of interest – none. 

 
3. Minutes of meeting Nov 9th. Councillor Whyman proposed that these be accepted. This was seconded by 

Councillor Heron. 
It was resolved that: The minutes of Nov 9th are accepted. 

 
4. 16/02357/FUL - Old Pastures Farm – erection of seasonal agricultural worker’s accommodation, 

retrospective (continuation of discussion).  Four members of the public wished to speak.  
 
o There are two distinct parts to this application, i) the extension of the office and ii), the extension of 

the building itself. Is this a new development? This is in the open countryside and there seems to be no 
explanation of the size of the building. There are no statistics on how many people are actually 
employed in the summer. Polytunnels are mentioned in extending the growing season for 10 months. 
This is more than the seasonal months mentioned. There seems to be a lack of information justifying 
the new development. 
 

o An email has already been sent to the Parish Council. This development is not sustainable and is not in 
the right area. There is no public transport, it is served by a rural road and there are no facilities. Is 
this actually needed? It would be easier to transport the people in. This is industrialisation and 
‘planning creep’. How does a settlement in the middle of a field benefit the local community? What 
opportunities are there for local people? 
 

Councillor Schroeder responded by asking what evidence was there that it was harming the community. 
The response was that cyclists had been put off and that 72 people would cause extra traffic. The people 
could be bussed in instead of living there but they would still need a social life and go to the shops. 

 
o It was suggested that one of the councillors was friendly with Mr Mauro and would never disagree with 

Valefresco plans. He should not be allowed to vote. 
 

o This has to sit under agricultural use in that 400 acres are here in Hampton Lucy but the development 
should not be for other land owned elsewhere. The 72 people are being bussed to the other locations 
and this increases the traffic. There is a lack of public transport and yet the people have to integrate 
socially, thus increasing the traffic. This is not sustainable. Have Valefresco changed the use of the site 
because of the existence of the ‘packing house’? 

 
Councillor Rayment pointed out that the farm is actually part of the community and there are concerns 
over some of the points raised, such as the living conditions. He asked why would anyone come over here 
and live in these conditions. Councillor Rayment has visited the block and did see lights on and people 
about. 
 
Councillor Dobson said that there seems to be a reaction against Valefresco and that they are a major 
employer. They have advertised locally for local people but cannot get anyone. This is why they employ 
people from other countries.  
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Councillor Schroeder said that he found the development difficult because of the conflicts within the 
application. Some elements are supported by the NPPF yet others are not. He felt that he did not have 
enough expertise to make a decision one way or the other.  
 
Councillor Dobson suggested a response of ‘no representation’ and this was seconded by Councillor 
Whyman. When voting, three councillors were in favour of this response and two were against.  
It was resolved that: A response of ‘no representation’ should be recorded. 
 

5. 16/03395/FUL – Mount Pleasant - conversion of existing roof space of garage into office/ WC. One 
member of the public asked to speak, suggesting that for 16/02357/FUL, the councillors should have 
declared an interest.  The chair pointed out that this was agenda item 2 and had already been covered. 
There were no comments from the councillors regarding this application.  
Councillor Schroeder proposed that this application be supported and this was seconded by Councillor 
Whyman.  
It was resolved that: The plans are supported unanimously.  
 

6. 16/03550/FUL - Fairfax House - new dormer windows to front. One member of the public asked to speak, 
suggesting that the windows did not line up the other ones. Councillor Heron proposed that the plans be 
accepted and this was seconded by Councillor Dobson. 
It was resolved that: The plans are supported unanimously.  

 

 

John Dunkerton (Dec 6th 2016)  


