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Extraordinary Meeting of Brinsley Parish Council Monday 23rd October 2017 

 

BRINSLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

MINUTES OF AN EXTRAORDINARY PARISH COUNCIL MEETING  

HELD 

MONDAY 23rd OCTOBER  2017 AT THE PARISH BOWLS PAVILION, 

CORDY LANE, BRINSLEY COMMENCING AT 6.30 P.M. 

Present: Chairman Councillor Mrs. V. Wakeling 

Councillors D. Kerry, Mrs. E. Minnighan; Miss J. Sissons; Mrs. M. Topliss; Miss 

A. White & Mrs. E. Williamson. 

Two members of the public also present. 

185/2018 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

 

Apologies for absence received from Cllrs T. Egglestone (ill health); J. 

Handley (annual leave) R. Mitchell (annual leave); B. Sowerby (work 

commitment); Mrs. D. Sowerby (family commitment) 

RESOLVED:- 

Apologies noted. 

 

186/2018 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

Cllr Miss J. Sissons declared a non-pecuniary interest in item 7 to consider a 

formal response from Brinsley Parish Council to Broxtowe Borough Council 

Stage 2 Local Plan. The Member remained within the meeting room but did 

not discuss or vote on the matter.  

 

187/2018 TO CONSIDER ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION UNDER EXCLUSION OF 

PUBLIC ORDER 

Not relevant. 

 

 Non-confidential information  

188/2018 MINUTES FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL:- 

Minutes for the Parish Council meeting held Wednesday 4th October 2017 

received. 

RESOLVED:- 

That the Minutes of the Parish Council meeting held Wednesday 4th October 

2017 approved. The Chairman signed the document as a true record on behalf 

of the Parish Council. 
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Cllr J. Sissons recorded an objection to the approval.   

 

189/2018 

 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

No reports. 

 

190/2018 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TO CONSIDER BRINSLEY PARISH COUNCIL FORMAL 

RESPONSE TO PART 2 BROXTOWE BOROUGH COUNCIL LOCAL 

PLAN 

A copy of the draft response was circulated to the Council, previously prepared 

by Cllr Mrs. M. Topliss for consideration. 

APPROVED:- 

The document approved for submission to Broxtowe Borough Council in 

response to the Broxtowe Local Plan Part 2 as follows:- 

 

POLICY 5 BRINSLEY SITE ALLOCATION  PAGE 53 5.1 

Question 3 

We have strong doubts on the validity of the ownership of the land on Cordy 

Lane at the point of access to the Church Lane site. 

Does the Council have written proof of ownership? 

Also, is the access adequately wide enough for vehicles commuting to and 

from 110 houses. 

Question 4 Proof of ownership required. 

POLICY 5   SITE ALLOCATION  PAGE 53 5.1 

We do not believe the plan is justified as in our view the evidence base is 

neither robust or credible as claimed in the green belt review of 2015. 

This document was used to assess the need for the continued green belt 

protection for each site and a points system was used to determine this. We 

dispute the findings of this review which are described in detail under the 

heading of ‘evidence document’. 

Question 4 Correct assessment of site needed which should result in no 

development here. 

POLICY 5  SITE ALLOCATION  PAGE 53 5.1 

Although having consulted English Heritage, Broxtowe Borough Council has 

not complied with their response to the green belt review in which English 

Heritage maintain that building to the east of Church Lane would breach the 

green belt policy by causing encroachment into the countryside. English 
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Heritage also disagreed with Broxtowe Borough Council’s points system 

which they stated should be reassessed. 

In spite of these objections, Broxtowe still plan to build in this location. 

Question 4   Broxtowe Borough Council should comply with English 

Heritage’s findings and not build on the Church Lane site in order to comply 

with green belt policy. 

POLICY 5  SITE ALLOCATION  PAGE 53 5. 

Whilst we recognise the duty to co-operate with neighbouring authorities, we 

believe that Broxtowe have attached much greater importance to the views of 

Ashfield District Council than to the wishes of their own constituents in 

Brinsley.  

The site preferred by the village on Cordy Lane has been rejected by Broxtowe 

Borough Council on the grounds of ‘merging of settlements’. We strongly 

dispute this finding as from an overhead map it is clear that about six fields 

separate the Cordy Lane site from the town of Underwood. 

We also maintain that on numerous policies of the NPPF, Cordy Lane is by far 

the more appropriate site for development. 

In rejecting the village’s valid choice of site, it is felt that Broxtowe are not 

complying with the Government’s Locality Bill and are seeking to impose a 

large development in the centre of the village against the wishes of the 

residents. 

Question 4   Broxtowe should comply with residents’ valid choice of Cordy 

Lane instead of Church Lane. 

POLICY 5    SITE ALLOCATION   PAGE 53 5.1 

We believe that the inclusion of the Church Lane site is not consistent with 

national policy on the following counts: - 

• On green belt policies it:- 

• Encroaches into countryside in a previously undeveloped location 

• Damages the character of the last true village in Broxtowe 

• Creates a sprawl of land away from existing residential area, school and 

other amenities, thereby creating a new settlement which would have 

difficulty integrating with the rest of the village policies of NPPF 

statements. 

• Land of least environmental value should be chosen for development 

(Church Lane is the most environmentally valuable land with many rare 

species of plant and wildlife). 

• Heritage assets should be protected. Church Lane is home to the 

village’s valued links to D. H. Lawrence, mining history through The 

Headstocks site which is now a country park. 
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• Site should be in walking distance of amenities (from Church Lane site 

a busy main road would need to be crossed to shops and in particular for 

children to reach school). 

• A rural environment should be protected (a nature reserve and SINC site 

are adjacent to Church Lane site and would be irrevocably damaged by 

development here. 

Question 4 

 Replace Church Lane site with Cordy Lane in Part 2 Local Plan. 

 Cordy Lane complies with Government Policies as: - 

• Land is of least environmental value 

• The location is already residential 

• On same side of main road as school and amenities 

• Not intrusive to character of the village 

• No heritage assets on site 

• No nature reserve on site 

 

POLICY 25 CULTURE TOURISM AND SPORTS 

 

The D. H. Lawrence Heritage is a major factor in the culture and tourism in 

the county. The Headstocks Heritage site is a major element of this; its 

attraction to the numerous visitors it receives from all over the world has been 

dependent, to a large extent, on its open settings and surrounding countryside. 

To begin development on Church Lane, the whole of which has been requested 

for future development, would destroy both its attraction to tourists and its 

enjoyment by local people. 

After the care and money spent on improving the site, it would be unacceptable 

to destroy it by building over the fields and hiding The Headstocks behind a 

housing estate. It would be guaranteed to drive away both visitors and wildlife 

from the nature reserve.  

Question 4   Keep the fields green and the countryside open for the enjoyment 

of both visitors and local people, both now and in the future. 

GREEN BELT REVIEW 

We dispute the credibility of the Green Belt Review 2015 which was used to 

assess the value of the sites. We believe this review gave a misleading 

description of the sites, in particular, zone 4 Church Lane. The points system 

used was also unjustified as English Heritage agreed. We do not believe that 

any of Church Lane should be removed from the Green Belt on the findings of 

this review. 

We do not believe that the following descriptions are accurate: - 
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• The old spoil tip is prominent in the landscape 

• This is now an attractive wooded area, an integral part of The 

Headstocks Country Park, home to many species of birds and wildlife 

with footpaths running through. To refer to it as an old spoil tip is totally 

misleading. 

 

‘The site contains a small number of residential properties, a care home and 

resource centre, a few telegraph poles and The Headstocks’. 

The few residential properties are a part of the ribbon development on the side 

of the road and are not within the site. This is the case of the telegraph poles 

which are on the roadside as elsewhere through the village.  

The care home is on the opposite side of the road in the residential area and 

there is no resource centre. The only structure on the site is The Headstocks 

which is a part of the D. H. Lawrence heritage. 

No mention is made of the country park or the nature reserve and SINC site 

adjacent to the site which need green belt protection. 

The open landscape and its visibility throughout the village are not mentioned. 

In our view the green belt review was not a credible source of information on 

the Church Lane site which should not be removed from the green belt on these 

findings. 

POLICY 8   DEVELOPMENT IN THE GREEN BELT 

The plan states that several villages in Broxtowe have special historic character 

which need the protection of green belt policy. Brinsley is the last true village 

in Broxtowe with strong links to D. H. Lawrence and its mining past in the 

Headstocks area. 

The area of Church Lane defines the character of the village with its attractive 

open landscape and heritage assets. It is of vital importance that it retains green 

belt protection. 

Question 4     Remove Church Lane from the Part 2 Local Plan in order to 

retain the character of the village. If any land must be removed from the green 

belt it should be the site on Cordy Lane, which is less intrusive and would not 

destroy the character of the village. 

 

POLICY 23 HERITAGE ASSETS 

The Headstocks Heritage site is a non-designated heritage asset of particular 

importance as being a part of the D. H. Lawrence Heritage.  
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191/2018 

 

 

 

Question 4     In order to retain the character of the site it should remain 

surrounded by the green countryside which D. H. Lawrence referred to as ‘the 

country of my heart’. 

POLICY 3A  LANDSCAPE 

We are very concerned that the landscape of Church Lane with its beautiful 

fields which roll back to Moorgreen and Greasley is not assessed as ‘local 

landscape character area’ along with the four other named features of the 

Nottinghamshire Coalfield.  With the beautiful scenery, links to D. H. 

Lawrence and nature reserve, we feel this area’s landscape is equal to any other 

in Broxtowe and warrants equal protection. 

Question 4  Add to other Landscape Areas. 

 

POLICY 19 POLLUTION   PAGE 116 10.3 

The site of Church Lane is an area of rural countryside which is unpolluted by 

artificial lighting and enjoys the beauty of the night sky. The adjacent nature 

reserve is home to many species of wildlife and birds, where habitat would be 

destroyed by light pollution. Most importantly, there are three species of bats 

here who need a dark habitat. They are the Noctule bat, the Pippistrelle bat and 

the (brown) long-eared bat and they enjoy the protection of the U.K. law. 

Development on this site would bring artificial lighting from housing, vehicles 

and street lights. 

Question 4  Do not allow this development which would destroy these habitats.  

   

There being no further business, the Chairman closed the meeting. 

 


