B  a  i  n  t  o  n     P  a  r  i  s  h     C  o  u  n  c  i  l

  
MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON MONDAY 16th MARCH 2026 AT 7.00PM
IN BAINTON TOWER ROOM, ST. ANDREWS CHURCH.

1. Present
Cllr D Walford Chairman (DW), Cllr P Brierley Vice Chair (PB), Cllr P Metcalf (PM), Cllr C Bays (CB), Cllr A Dodgson (AD), Cllr S Brown (SB), Mr L Conneally (Clerk to the Council) & 1 member of the public. 

Chairman Cllr D Walford chaired the meeting. DW formally opened the meeting, welcoming everyone and thanked all present. 

2. Apologies for absence 
Cllr S Lowes (SL), Cllr G Johnson (GJ).

3. [bookmark: _GoBack]Declarations of interest 
None.
	
4. Planning application  26/00111/PLF 
DW confirmed that all members had been given the opportunity to review the application in advance of the meeting, and all present agreed that they had done so. He then opened the discussion to the floor for comments and questions. 
PB began by stating that he was supportive of the planning application. The homeowner submitting the application was present and so received some direct questioning. PB sought clarification regarding the extent of the proposed works, specifically whether the property would be demolished and rebuilt entirely. In response, the homeowner confirmed they must demolish the existing property before work can commence on the new house, (they intend to use a static home during this period).
PB also queried whether the existing hedgerow would be extended as part of the proposal. The homeowner explained that, while his preference would be to install a wall, this would not be permitted, and therefore a hedge was the preferred and acceptable option. It was noted, however, that from a floodwater management perspective, a wall may offer greater protection. The possibility of incorporating a wall positioned behind the hedge was discussed as a potential compromise.
DW raised a question regarding the nominal percentage risk of flooding referenced within the report. It was clarified that this figure related to a generalised risk of river flooding; however, as there are no nearby rivers posing a direct threat to the site, the percentage was considered to be a site-specific concern.
DW asked for clarification regarding the proposed base foundation levels, noting that the existing property sits approximately 300mm below road level. It was confirmed that the proposal indicates raising the foundation to approximately 600mm above the current level, with a requirement that the finished floor level be at least 600mm above road level, but not exceeding the height of the neighbouring property.
SB enquired whether any stipulation had been made regarding the height of the hedgerow. The homeowner advised that no specific height condition had been imposed at this stage.
PM commented that the landowner has consistently been helpful and cooperative in ongoing discussions relating to flood prevention within the parish. In light of this, he expressed the view that the Parish Council should offer its support for the application.
Following discussion, DW dictated the following statement to be submitted on the planning portal in response to the application: ‘The Parish Council considers this application to be positive for the village. It represents an opportunity to improve an area that is currently unsightly, contributing to a more attractive and well-maintained environment for residents and visitors alike. In addition, the proposal takes meaningful steps toward enhancing local flood defences, which is an important consideration for the long-term resilience of the community. Overall, the Council is supportive of the application and welcomes the benefits it is expected to bring to the village.’ Motion proposed by PB and Seconded by PM; unanimous vote, all in favour.				
5. Any other business
DW provided a brief update regarding the ongoing Yorkshire Water works on Church Street. It was noted that work had commenced as scheduled but has since temporarily ceased. Members were informed that further works are still required to complete the project, and it is expected that activity will resume in due course. The Council will continue to monitor progress and await confirmation of the revised timeline for completion.

6. Close of meeting 
19:12
