
 

 

Aymestrey Parish Council 

 

Minutes of scheduled meeting Wednesday 22 July 2020 via GoToMeeting software 

 

Present  

Cllrs Ian Banks, Ian Goddard (Chairman), Helen Hamilton, Mike Snoswell, Eleanor Waldron.   
 

In attendance 

The Footpaths Officer, Ward Cllr Carole Gandy, Maggie Brown (Clerk). 

 
1. Apologies accepted from Cllr John Probert.   

 

2. Declarations of Interest 

2.1. No declarations of interest received. 
2.2. No requests for dispensations. 
 

3. Open Discussion 

3.1. Ward Cllr Carole Gandy’s report circulated to Cllrs prior to the meeting. See Appendix 2. Also reported: 
COVID-19 cases in Mathon increased to 120, 73 of whom have returned to work. This raised the % of 
new cases, putting Herefordshire in top 10 at most risk of local shutdown. No reports of these cases 
spreading into the community.  
 

3.2. Views of local residents on parish matters. Query raised by email: Could the parish council provide an 
update on traffic calming measures including the build out at the lychgate at Aymestrey Church.  
Agreed: The Chairman will contact the resident to update them. 
 

3.3. Update on parish matters from Chairman. 
3.3.1. Footpath AY7 at Beech Grove.  Resident informed that as path on ground matches Definitive 

Plan, Aymestrey Parish Council would not take further action, and that a private individual may 
apply for Definitive Map to be changed.  Reported: 2026 deadline to add historic Public Rights of 
Way that should have been recorded on Definitive Plan. Requests for amendments, or usage 
rights may still be applied for after 2026. 

3.3.2. Corner House Drainage. (a) Substantial works undertaken between pond and river. Balfour Beatty 
desilted the pit, removed numerous blockages and piped stone culvert, creating new outfall.  
Undertaken under supervision of ecological watching brief as work within Site of Special Scientific 
Interest (SSSI). (b) Culvert by telegraph pole and surrounding area cleared by Balfour Beatty. The 
pole had not been the cause of drainage issues, and had not damaged stone culvert. 

3.3.3. Yatton Lane ditch has been cleared by a local resident whilst using machinery for private 
landscaping.   

3.3.4. Speed Indicator Device. Not in place yet due to software issues. Distance from Yatton Court to 
30mph signs to be checked, and radar adjusted.  Noted: software will not work on a tablet. 
 

3.4. No reports received from Councillors. Potholes were debated at this point, see item 12.1.3. 
 

4. Minutes 

RESOLVED: Minutes of the scheduled meeting held on 24 June 2020 be signed as a true record at the next 

available opportunity.   

 

5. Planning  

P200114/F - Planning Permission Aymestrey, Mortimer, Hill Barn Farm Aymestrey Leominster 

Herefordshire HR6 9SR, Hill Barn Farm Aymestrey Leominster Herefordshire HR6 9SR, Proposed livestock 

building.  Additional documents.  

RESOLVED: To object to this application.  See Appendix 1.  

 

https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/info/200142/planning_services/planning_application_search/details?id=200114&search-service=parish&search-source=Parish&search-item=Aymestrey&search-term=E04000692


 

 

6. Financial Matters 

 

6.1. Noted: Payment to One Stop Print Shop £248.40, no VAT, for printing Aymestrey Matters. Direct 
Debit due 22/07/20 £20.40, including VAT, to PlusNet for broadband.  

6.2. Quarterly report from Responsible Financial Officer (RFO) read out.  No questions raised. 
6.3. RESOLVED Cllr Mike Snoswell be appointed as third member of Financial Working Group with Cllrs 

Goddard & Banks. Noted: The importance of having a member who is not a signatory, to check bank 
reconciliation prepared by RFO. 

6.4. RESOLVED To renew GoToMeeting subscription after 6-month grant runs out on a monthly basis.  
6.5. RESOLVED to approve Training for clerk, £15.00 net, Creating Accessible Word & PDF Documents 

Webinar with Society of Local Council Clerks. 
 

6.6. Balances noted and payment approved: 
 
Balance at 15 July 2020 Lloyds Bank   £16,770.38   
 
Ringfenced funds:          
For Traffic Calming Schemes   £ 3,360.98   
Parish Initiatives    £    936.00   
Election Fund   £    660.78   
Reserve Fund   £ 5,306.26   
General Revenue Reserve   £ 2,000.00   
TOTAL ringfenced    £12,264.02   
Un-ringfenced funds available:    £ 4,506.36    
 
Payments for approval   Amount     
Clerk's pay for Months 3 & 4   £    536.60   
6 months Home Working Allowance   £      50.00  
Jim Rogers Computer Repairs techsyst.co.uk   £      40.00  
Total Payments   £    626.60   
  
Un-ringfenced balance after July Payments:  £ 3,879.76  

 

7. Donations 

Application from Aymestrey Parochial Church Council (PCC) for donation towards upkeep of churchyards in 

Aymestrey and Leinthall Earls. RESOLVED to award £575.00 for calendar year 2020, being 50% of last year’s 

costs. 

 

8. Consultation  

From Herefordshire Council on the Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning Document. RESOLVED Cllr 

Hamilton to respond on behalf of the Parish Council. Noted: Councillors may respond as individuals if they wish. 

 

9. Broadband / Fibre to the premises 

RESOLVED To consider upgrading connection at Aymestrey Parish Hall at the end of existing contract with 

PlusNet. 

 

10. Parish Council / Community Websites  

Progress on alterations to websites due to accessibility regulations noted. Clerk and Cllrs Banks and Snoswell 

encouraged to continue.   

 

11. Aymestrey Good Neighbour Scheme 

Reported: One request for assistance this month; a prescription to be collected as a matter of urgency.  Cllr 

Waldron responded to this request.  

 



 

 

12. Highways.  To consider the following 

12.1.1. A discussion took place on how to encourage drivers to slow down on Yatton Lane. No decision 
was recorded.  

12.1.2. Hedge between Aymestrey Parish Hall and the Church, restricting visibility when exiting the 
 Parish Hall car park. RESOLVED The Chairman and Clerk will contact the owner and Balfour 
Beatty.  Noted: Hedges may be cut after 1 August. 

12.1.3. Pot hole repairs. Cllr Duggan reported his dissatisfaction that despite some potholes being 
filled, others in the same location had been ignored, and left-over asphalt dumped on the side of 
the road. 

12.1.4. Condition of the road between Upper Lye and Lower Lye. Cllr Duggan reported: Balfour Beatty 
had been told about this issue over 12 months ago. Condition is particularly bad when entering 
Upper Lye.  RESOLVED Clerk to write to Lee Fishwick and John Harrington to ask why this 
problem has not been resolved.  

12.1.5. Replacement of sign at Lingen Lane. Noted: The sign is being repaired by a resident; Cllr 
Duggan will help put it back in place.  Clerk to write and thank the resident. 
 

13. Footpaths 

13.1.1. The Footpaths Officer (FPO) reported: AY5, AY18,17,16,15 and 14 have been cleared entailing 
10 hrs work strimming, clearing trees and upgrading stiles. 

13.1.2. Expenses incurred by FPO.  Noted: Receipts received totalling £102, checked by the Chairman 
and Clerk.  RESOLVED To reimburse FPO for his expenses. 
 

14. Lengthsman 

14.1.1. Noted: no works completed by the Lengthsman.  
14.1.2. Noted: grant application submitted for works at Pyon Lane. No update received. Clerk to 

contact Herefordshire Council.   
14.1.3. No works reported to be undertaken by the Lengthsman. 

 

15. Information Sheet and Postbag   

Contents noted.  

16. Date of next meeting   

Scheduled for Wednesday 23 September 2020, there being no scheduled meeting in August.  

 
 
Meeting closed at 20:53 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Signed ……Ian Goddard……….                                 DATE   23 September 2020 
Cllr Ian Goddard 
Chairman, Aymestrey Parish Council.  

 
Original to be signed at a later date, and placed on file. 

  



 

 

Appendix 1   

Objection to Planning Application P200114/F Aymestrey, Mortimer, Hill Barn Farm, 

Aymestrey Leominster. 
 

Aymestrey Parish Council wishes to register its OBJECTION to this application, which has been altered from a 

building for livestock, to a building for storage. The applicant appears to be seeking to evade the assessments 

required by the ecologist for the previously proposed livestock building. 

The original application, dated 14 January 2020, explained that the building for which planning permission is 

sought was intended for additional accommodation of livestock.  While it is theoretically possible that the 

business need has changed between January and June, this is not suggested in the amended Design and 

Access statement, which details the same farming activity as in January.  It is reasonable therefore to assume 

that the needs of the business have not changed materially since January and that additional livestock 

accommodation is still required. 

An application for a building for general storage would not trigger a need for the same Habitats Regulations 

assessments as would be required for a livestock shed in this location.  Since the need identified in January 

was for additional livestock accommodation, it is reasonable to suggest that either the new shed would in fact 

be used for that livestock accommodation in breach of planning requirements, or that the new building is indeed 

used for general storage thereby allowing another building or buildings  at the farm to be re-purposed for 

additional livestock accommodation, being the business need identified in January.  What is not reasonable is 

to suggest, nor does the applicant seek to explain, that a significant building (61m x 15m, 900 sq m) needed for 

livestock accommodation in January is now needed for general storage, a need not identified in January; and 

that the need for 900 sq m of additional livestock accommodation has disappeared at the same time as a vast 

increase in the need to store machinery and other dry goods. 

The use of the new shed for livestock accommodation will require ecological assessment in any event, let alone 

in the River Lugg catchment area; and the repurposing of another building for additional livestock 

accommodation will also require planning consent and environmental assessment. 

In detail: 

The planning authority must consider the full impacts of the proposed development, including the change of use 

of another building. The applicant (or his agent) may think that because agricultural storage and the keeping of 

livestock fall under the same definition in  s.336 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, they will be able 

to change the use of this building after it is built or move livestock into an existing building currently used for 

storage, without planning permission. This is incorrect. While the use of agricultural buildings for storage and for 

the keeping of livestock are both agricultural in planning terms, a change in activities will amount to a material 

change of use of the land requiring planning permission if the new activity has altered the character of the use, 

giving rise to different impacts. (Lilo Blum v SSE [1987] JPL 27127, also RB Kensington and Chelsea v SSE 

and Mia Carla [1981] JPL 50). There is a clear difference in impacts between an agricultural storage building 

and a livestock building. 

Herefordshire Council’s ecologist said that an assessment under the Conservation of Habitats and Species 

Regulations 2017 was required for the livestock building because: 

"The site lies under 1km from the River Lugg (SAC and SSSI)  - air and dirty/foul water and manure 

management considerations; and falls within the air emission ‘trigger’ areas for Downton Gorge SAC (SSSI) 

and so a Habitat Regulations Assessment process is triggered. Air emission impact assessments on Fishpool 

Valley SSSI are also triggered; by this application for a new livestock shed with a floor area of approx. 915m2 at 

this location.” 

The ecologist also asked for the following information/assessment: 

Confirmation on whether this stock shed will lead to any intensification of stock numbers held on this farm 

holding. 

 

A detailed ‘in combination’ air emissions modelling report clearly showing a pre-development result and a post 

proposed development result. No additional nitrogen/ammonia deposition on the Downton Gorge SACs will be 

acceptable as these are already above their baseline conservation levels. If the report does demonstrate any 

increased deposition a fully detailed mitigation scheme must be proposed and the assessment run again on this 



 

 

mitigated scheme such as to demonstrate no increase in deposition on these European sites of nature 

conservation interest. 

 

A detailed scheme of how surface water will be managed 

 

A detailed scheme of how any ‘dirty’ water will be managed – to ensure no phosphate or contaminant pathways 

in to the hydrological network of the River Lugg SAC 

 

A detailed manure management scheme and plan clearly demonstrating that no spreading within 50m of any 

local watercourse, stream or ditch will take place – so as to ensure there are no phosphate-nutrient pathways in 

to the River Lugg SAC hydrological catchment. 

The ecologist also asked for the submission of details of external lighting. 

If the proposal would entail an increase in livestock numbers either using this building or another building freed 

up by this development, it would be hard to argue that there had not been a material change of use, because: 

a) The fact that an agricultural storage building would not give rise to the range of potential impacts identified 

by the ecologist as likely to arise from a livestock building demonstrates that there is a material difference 

between the two uses. 

b) The building falls within a SSSI/SAC impact risk zone and a livestock building triggers the requirement for 

Habitats Regulations Assessment, whereas a storage building does not. This is especially important 

because water quality in the River Lugg, a SSSI and part of the River Wye SAC catchment, is failing to 

meet its Water Framework Directive targets. 

c) An intensive livestock building falls under Schedule 2 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental 

Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017. A storage building does not. (Schedule 2, 1 (c) intensive 

livestock installations with floorspace exceeding 500 sq m). Where development falls within Schedule 2, the 

planning authority must screen the proposed (or retrospective) development to determine whether there are 

likely to be significant impacts and if there are, then it should ask for an Environmental Impact Assessment 

(EIA). The fact that the development is within a SSSI/SAC impact risk zone indicates that the proposal for a 

livestock building should have been screened in as EIA development requiring Assessment. 

d) The adaptation of the buildings to accommodate livestock (by installing feeding equipment etc) is not 

permitted development. Under the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) 

Order 2015 (GPDO), such development is not permitted within 400 m of any sensitive receptor (eg. 

dwellings/schools/workplaces). Planning permission is required so that impacts may be assessed.  It should 

be noted that there are sensitive receptors well within 400m of the farm; Hill Barn Cottage is about 170m 

away.  

The relevant section of the GPDO is Schedule 2, Part 6, A.1 (i): 

Development not permitted 

“...the erection or construction of, or the carrying out of any works to, a building, structure or an excavation used 

or to be used for the accommodation of livestock or for the storage of slurry or sewage sludge where 

the building, structure or excavation is, or would be, within 400 metres of the curtilage of a protected building;”  

 

Aymestrey Parish Council 

26 July 2020 

 

  



 

 

 
 

Appendix 2   Ward Councillor Report July 2020 - Aymestrey Parish Council  

 
I have been contacted recently by a resident about the horrendous state of the road from Aymestrey to the 

Lingen road and I have asked Lee Fishwick to take a look and deal with the potholes.  Ultimately the road is so 

bad that only major works will do much to improve it.  

As you will be aware there has been a major outbreak of Covid-19 at a vegetable picking and packing farm in 

Mathon.  At the time of writing this report there were 93 confirmed cases and whilst everything possible was 

done to keep all employees isolated within the farm boundary, 4 did leave, 1 of whom was a positive case. Those 

4 have all been traced and are self-isolating. It is understood that those from abroad, which make up the 

majority, did not mix with the local population but were taken by mini bus to both Worcester and Malvern to 

shop. It is believed that the outbreak is as a result of a flight and a coach bringing seasonal workers into the 

country was probably how the outbreak began and the implications of that are that Public Health is working 

with other LAs in both England and Scotland.   

The grant to local businesses which do not pay business rates such as B & Bs has been extended for a further 

two weeks to try to ensure that all those entitled to the grant do get it.   

Following a briefing from Balfour Beatty I wanted to provide you with some information from it.  

Across Herefordshire there was £10 million of flood damage and that involved 146 schemes where work needed 

to be carried out.  So far 61 schemes have been completed and the largest at Fownhope is nearing completion 

although the road is unlikely to be open before November. 

Working with HNT, Plant Life and Verging on Wild BB have identified 36 verges on C & U roads which due to 

their potential natural beauty have had a sign erected stating DO NOT CUT YET and these will be cut just once 

when the wild flowers have seeded. These areas are not in places where there would be issues of safety. This is 

a trial and is in operation across the country. 

Balfour Beatty are looking at a Cut and Collect trial taking place which they know is something parish council’s 

want to see.  They do have to however to look at the cost of providing extra equipment which would be required 

to collect the grass up. 

At our briefing on 26th June there had been up to that date 15 applications totalling approximately £100K for 

lengthsman drainage schemes.  

Paul Shipton left the Herefordshire section of BB on 10th July and Paul Raynor is replacing him.  Paul Raynor was 

a little while ago the manager of the Kingsland Depot. 

Molly Walker is the new Locality Liaison Co-ordinator. 

The Council has received money from the Government for Active Travel Schemes in the Market Towns and I 

have sent you the schemes for Leominster and Kington.  At this time, I do not know how long these will continue.  

I now understand that the Kington scheme will not go ahead due to objections from the local fire service.  There 

is also an issue with regard to the temporary 20 mph zones as the police do not recognise them and therefore, 

they are not enforceable.  

 

 


