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NEWBOLD PACEY AND ASHORNE PARISH COUNCIL 

 
MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON 

25th May 2011 

 

  PRESENT:    Councillors:  S Bolton, P Cook, M Boardman 

J Cooper, C Pate  

    District Cllrs:  R Wright 

    Clerk:   P Routly 

    and 6 members of the public. 

 

Cllr Pate opened the meeting, as Cllr Thornton had resigned as Chairman. 

 

1. Public Participation  

 

None. 

 

1. Declarations of interest in items on the agenda 

 

Cllr Bolton declared a prejudicial interest in item 4aiv) as he has worked for the applicant. 

 

2. Apologies for absence 

 

Apologies were received from Cllr Thornton and Cllr Kendall. 

 

3. Election of Parish Council Chairperson 

 

The Clerk has received 2 nominations prior to the meeting, both for Cllr Bolton. No further 

nominations were forthcoming at the meeting therefore Cllr Bolton was elected as Chairman.  

 

At this point Cllr Bolton accepted and took over the chairmanship of the meeting 

 

4. Planning 

 

a. New Applications 
i) 11/00634/ADV Erection of one advertisement board (retrospective).Flint Hall, Newbold Pacey, 

CV35 9DY. 

 

This application was discussed and it was unanimously resolved to object and send the 

following response:- 
 

The amended application was discussed and it was agreed unanimously to object and send the 

following comments:- 

  

The Parish council has 2 objections 

1) The sign stands too tall - its over the 2.8m stated  

2) The sign is not only advertising the site but also asks for more land , this element should be 

removed 

 

Also there should be a time limit on the sign say 6 months maximum , otherwise it could be 
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there for years. It is believed the Community and Local Government Outdoor Advertising 

policy states in class 11 that 2 years is the maximum from the date or erection, as this a 

retrospective application and in a very rural location the time should be reduced , hence the 6 

months proposal. 

 

Clerk to send response. 

 

ii) 11/00991/TREE - T1 Ash - Remove- T2 Ash – Remove. Elms Farm Cottage, Newbold 

Pacey, Warwick, CV35 9DP. 

 

After discussion it was resolved unanimously to make no representations. 

 

Clerk to send response. 

 

iii)  11/00788/FUL – 10/00790/LBC Conversion of existing stables into a four bedroom 

house. Newbold Pacey Hall, Newbold Pacey, Warwick, CV35 9DP. 

 

After discussion it was resolved unanimously to make the following comments:- 

 

The Parish Council has no objections and supports the sympathetic conversation. However it 

would like to recommend that the exit to the road immediately adjacent to the stables is 

permanently closed as a condition, as it would be very dangerous if re-opened in the future.  

 

Clerk to send response. 

 

iv) 10/02766/FUL Proposed demolition of existing dwelling and agricultural buildings and 

erection of replacement dwelling and detached garage. Change of use of part of the 

farmyard from agricultural to domestic curtilage (amendment to previously approved 

application ref: 09/00166/FUL).F lint Hall, Newbold Pacey, CV35 9DY. 

 

This application was discussed and it was unanimously resolved to object and send the 

following response:- 

 

Parish Council raises an objection to both the amendment and the prior applications for 

the following reasons. 

  

1)    A second dwelling at Flint Hall was given lawfulness under application 

08/00604/LDE, the accommodation was a very small annex to the main house of approx 

450 metres cubed maximum. Application 09/00166/FUL was approved for a building (4 

bed detached ) with integral car port approx size 1196 metres cubed ( 8 metres high ) 

within another part of the farmyard site, in the Parish Council’s opinion this application 

was granted in error as it was against policy COM 12, which states a replacement 

dwelling should be within the existing curtilage unless significant environmental 

benefits would accrue. There are no benefits other than financial to the applicant. This 

amended application still seeks to further increase the volume and adds a 3 car garage 

with studio.   

  

2)    The amended application uses curtilage that was designated paddock in the 

previous application, in other words it encroaches into land the applicant had planned to 
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turn into useful grassland. Again against policy, the old farmyard could be returned to 

farmland if the applicant intention is to approve the visual amenity. 

  

3)    Application 10/01809/FUL was recently refused at Committee , this refers to the 

main Flint Hall dwelling due to Bulk and Mass.This application for the second dwelling 

is no different and seeks to demolish further farm buildings that were previously to be 

retained as stables. 

  

5)    Bulk and mass of the proposed is to large and out of character both as a replacement 

to the original semi-detached unit and the setting it now located in. It over 4 times 

larger! 

  

6)    Proposals of this application are in conflict with planning policies of District 

Council in that it does not respect or enhance the quality and character of the area, 

would be prominent within the Feldon Special Landscape Area and fails to accord with 

Policies PR.1, EF.2 and specifically DEV.1 (d) in terms of position, size and height. 

   

In conclusion the Parish Council is raising an objection which is supported by at least 

one District Cllr and requests this application be referred to Planning Committee for 

determination. 

 

 

Clerk to send response. 

 

The meeting closed at 8.30pm 

 
 


