
 

 

PARISH LIAISON 
TUESDAY, 23RD JANUARY, 2007 

 
Present:-  Councillor Gerald Smith, Cabinet Member for Economic Regeneration 
and Development Services (in the Chair) 
Councillor Pickering, Vice-Chairman of the Planning Board 
Councillor Philip Wardle, Ward 4 and Dinnington Town Council 
 
Mr. M. Gazur, Anston Parish Council Representative 
Mr. A. Armitage, Aston Parish Council Representative 
Mr. A. Hodkin, Aston Parish Council Representative 
Mr. T. Kelsley, Bramley Parish Council Representative 
Mr. B. Jolly, Catcliffe Parish Council Representative 
Mr. G. McIntosh, Catcliffe Parish Council Representative 
Mrs. P. A. Davies, Dinnington Town Council Representative 
Mr. I. Lloyd, Harthill with Woodall Parish Council Representative 
Mr. D. Kiggin, Hooton Roberts Parish Council Representative 
Mr. C. Nash-Ruffell, Hooton Roberts Parish Council Representative 
Mr. T. Stanway, Laughton-en-le-Morthen Parish Council Representative 
Mr. D. Morton, Maltby Town Council Representative 
Mr. D. Rowley, Ravenfield Parish Council Representative 
Mr. B. Larcombe, Thrybergh Parish Council Representative 
Mr. A. Scholes, Thrybergh Parish Council Representative 
Mr. C. Pantry, Todwick Parish Council Representative 
Mr. R. Swann,Woodsetts Parish Council Representative 
 
Also in attendance:- 
Karl Battersby, Head of Planning and Transportation 
Phil Turnidge, Local Development Framework Manager 
 
Apologies were received from:-   
Orgreave Parish Council 
Wales Parish Council 
 
 
17. INTRODUCTION  

 
 The Chairman welcomed everyone to the meeting and explained its 

purpose, which was to discuss any areas of concern relating to the 
Planning and Transportation Service. 
 

18. MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING HELD ON 23RD MARCH, 
2006  
 

 The minutes of the meeting held on 23rd March, 2006 were agreed as a 
correct record. 
 

19. MATTERS ARISING  
 

 Minute No. 4 (6) (a) 
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Karl Battersby, Director of Planning and Transportation, confirmed he was 
happy to visit any Parish Council to discuss any generic planning issues 
or attend to do a specific presentation. 
 
Minute No. 4 (6) (b) 
 
The latest version of the guide to the planning system would be circulated 
to Parish Councils.  This had been delayed due to the changes in the 
planning regulations. 
 
Minute No. 4 (6) (c) 
 
The concerns raised by Parish Councils about their objections against 
certain planning applications being taken account of were noted.   
 
Minute No. 4 (7) (b) 
 
Parish Councils would, in future, be included as part of the consultation, 
on Traffic Regulation Orders. 
 
Minute No. 4 (7) (c) 
 
A number of options were being considered for improvements to 
Ravenfield crossroads, but the detail was yet to be decided. 
 
Minute No. 4 (7) (d) 
 
The details of the criteria for assessing the need for pedestrian crossings 
had been circulated to Parish Councils.  However, if any Parish Council 
had any particular issues in their area or were requesting a crossing the 
request would be considered.  It was noted that not all requests met the 
criteria and the Local Transport Plan only provided funds in the region of 
£100,000 for the full year. 
 

20. LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK CORE STRATEGY  
 

 Phil Turnidge, Local Development Framework Manager, gave a 
presentation on the Core Strategy Preferred Options.  The presentation 
drew specific attention to:- 
 
• The Local Development Framework. 
• Initial LDF Documents. 
• Core Strategy Stages. 
• PD1 Sustainable Communities. 
• Sustainable Settlement Hierarchy. 
• PD2 Housing. 
• Potential Housing Land Available to 2021. 
• PD3 Industry and Commerce. 
• Employment Land Potential to 2021. 



 

 

• PD4 Retail and Leisure. 
• Retail Centre Hierarchy. 
• PD5 Waste Management. 
• PD6 Transportation. 
• PD7 Local Heritage. 
• PD8 Efficient Use of Resources. 
• PD9 Community Safety and Well Being. 
• Spatial Planning Zones. 
• Dearne Settlements. 
• Rotherham Urban. 
• Urban Fringe. 
• Rotherham/Sheffield Corridor. 
• Outlying Settlements. 
• Evidence Base. 
• Consultation Arrangements. 
 
A discussion and question/answer session ensued and the following 
issues were raised:- 
 
- Infill developments and the impact on local heritage and village life. 
- Consultation with Parish Councils on green spaces, affordable 

housing and rural need. 
- Determination of housing need in Rotherham in sustainable and 

accessible locations, such as Waverley. 
- Housing requirement and allocation and risks to the Green Belt. 
- Demand for housing, regeneration of older housing areas and 

population increases. 
- Protection of the Green Belt from abuse and additions/deletions. 
- Concerns about the Barker Review. 
- Objectives of the Local Development Framework and its links to the 

Community Strategy and Corporate Plan. 
- Regional Assemblies and the authority they possessed. 
- Waste management in Rotherham and the recycling of plastic. 
- Research on current housing developments taking place in 

Rotherham, the use of derelict properties and their contribution to the 
indicated housing need. 

- Local Development Framework’s contribution to the regeneration of 
Rotherham. 

- Ease and simplicity of Parish Councils lobbying objections to some 
planning applications. 

- Any proposals for the recycling of batteries. 
- Renewable energy resources. 
 
Agreed:-  (1)  That Phil Turnidge be thanked for his very informative 
presentation. 
 
(2)  That the comments and discussion points be welcomed. 
 
(3)  That an update and options available on the recycling of plastic in 
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Rotherham be sought from the Waste Strategy Manager. 
 
(4)  That an update be sought on the contribution of derelict properties to 
the new dwellings figure required. 
 

21. LOCAL ISSUES REPORTED BY PARISH AND TOWN COUNCILS  
 

 Discussion took place on the following local issues, which were reported 
by representatives of the Parish and Town Councils:- 
 
(a) Reduction of the Speed Limit at Anston Burial Ground from 50 mph 

to 30 mph, or alternatively to provide adequate footpath – Submitted 
by Anston Parish Council. 

 
 A representative from Anston Parish Council explained about the 

problems experienced by the forty year old burial ground, which 
housed some six hundred graves.  It was located a quarter of a mile 
from the village with access down a narrow country lane. 

 
 Requests to assist with the problem of vehicle speed or for a 

footpath to be provided had been made to the Council, especially for 
people with pushchairs and the fact that this was a bus route.  The 
local landowner had offered to provide land for a footpath to be 
provided down this strip of road. 

 
 The Council representative agreed to take this issue back and 

reconsider what action, if any, could be taken.  There was an issue 
with the carriageway width to accommodate a footpath and this was 
the reason for a request being turned down previously on the 
grounds of cost and acquisition of land. 

 
 However, all avenues would be explored and the Parish Council 

would be informed of the outcome. 
 
(b) Bramley Traffic Management Scheme – Submitted by Bramley 

Parish Council. 
 
 A representative from Bramley Parish Council explained about the 

problems being experienced in Bramley and was led to believe that 
further consultation would now take place. 

 
 The Council representative explained the rationale behind the traffic 

management scheme, the consultation process, the reasons why it 
was established and the funding by Persimmon Homes. 

 
 A great deal of time and effort was put into making the scheme 

accommodate traffic and improve road safety issues. 
 
  Further information was also provided on the consultation process, 

the concerns and impact on trade, parking and the reasons for 



 

 

proposals for two way and one way traffic through Bramley. 
 
 The representative from Bramley Parish Council acknowledged the 

reasons for the scheme, but was expressed concern at the route that 
had to be taken enforced by the one way system and the narrow 
carriageway now used by heavy goods vehicles. 

 
 The representative from the Council explained about the zones for 

consultation and the questionnaires that would be sent out hopefully 
from mid-February.  It was hoped to involve the Parish Council to 
gain the most effective level of consultation and to consider whether 
a pilot area could be established initially. 

 
 The intention was to tweak the scheme and make it effective.  The 

publicity given by the press had created further problems, but it was 
hoped that following consultation the scheme would be amended to 
meet the needs of all the residents of Bramley. 

 
 A representative from Ravenfield Parish Council also suggested that 

consideration be given to extending the feeder lane a the junction of 
Cross Street to the traffic lights in Bramley as congestion often arose 
in this area. 

 
 The representative from the Council pointed out that changes had 

been made to the signal times and this should be analysed before 
any move to extending the feeder lane up the carriageway. 

 
22. PLANNING BOARD TRAINING PROGRAMME 2007  

 
 The Planning Board training programme was submitted for information 

and suggestions for training sessions were welcomed by Parish Councils. 
 
It was suggested that training sessions be arranged at various times 
during the day and evening. 
 
The representative from the Council welcomed this suggestion, but also 
pointed out that should any Parish Council wish to have specific training 
on any particular issue or if a few Parish Councils would like to get 
together for individual training sessions, this could be arranged. 
 
In the main Parish Councils found the training sessions beneficial, but 
expressed some concern at the cancellation of the some sessions at short 
notice. 
 

23. ANY OTHER BUSINESS  
 

 (a) A representative from Maltby Parish Council asked for a view, from a 
planning perspective, on the selling of a parish hall or the disposing 
of a valuable community asset. 
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 The representative from the Council pointed out that if the site was 
not allocated for a community use in the current Unitary Development 
Plan, then an application could be submitted for demolition of a 
building if was considered no longer of community use. 

 
 In terms of disposal this was up to the Parish Council if they owned it 

as long as they could demonstrate there was no longer a need. 
 
(b) A representative from Hooton Roberts Parish Council asked if a 

meeting could be arranged to consider the safety of traffic through 
the village and the location of a bollard obstructing the view for traffic 
users exiting The Wapping. 

 
 The representative from the Council confirmed that if the Parish 

Council made contact he would ensure that a meeting be arranged 
with a Traffic Engineer to consider the problems. 

 
24. CLOSING REMARKS  

 
 Councillor Smith thanked the Parish Councils’ representatives for their 

attendance and closed the meeting at 8.00 p.m. 
 

 


