
EMPINGHAM PARISH COUNCIL (EPC) 

Draft: Minutes of the Parish Council Meeting on Wednesday 31stAugust 2016 in the Audit Hall, Empingham. 

The meeting commenced from 7pm and concluded at 8.55pm. 

1) PRESENT:  Councillors: Mr V Pheasant (Chairman), Mr J Corby, Mr N Johannessen, Mr P Ecclestone, Mrs M Pollard,            

Mrs C Saunders, and the Clerk. 

Eighteen members of the public. 

2) APOLOGIES: (accepted): Councillor Mr D Duffin and Ward Councillor Mr K Bool 

3) PUBLIC QUESTIONS:   

The Chairman said for this item, this was an open public discussion, and invited members of the public to ask questions in 

an orderly way. 

Questions were raised concerning the following: 

a) The consultation period of 21 days. A member of the public felt this was not long a long enough period of time over the 

summer/winter holiday. 

b) Road Safety. There were concerns no response had been made by RCC to the traffic survey Dr White initiated. 

c) Access to Mollies Field. Members of the public would like to see paved pedestrian access to Mollies Field. 

d) Concerns regarding access to properties being obstructed by people parking outside their homes.  

e) Construction and site access. A member of the public enquired as to whether the developers could start with the 

garage site so that residents would have somewhere to park while to rest of the development takes place. 

f) The adequacy of drainage/sewage systems. 

g) Water pressure. Residents complained this was already inadequate. 

h) A member of public would like to see the empty properties demolished as soon as possible. 

i) There is concern existing residents may potentially be overlooked by adjacent properties. 

j) The Loves Lane/Main Street junction. Concerns about the width of the Lane and lack of visibility. What measures will be 

taken for increased traffic at this junction? 

k) Beckworth Court. The loss of the community resource of sheltered accommodation. 

l) The residents at Beckworth Court. 

4) DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST:  

Councillor M Pollard-Neighbour 

5) PLANNING APPLICATION: 

2015/1075/MAJ: Bayleys Close/Beckworth Court 

The above points were discussed and EPC comments issued to Rutland County Council on 1 September, (Appendix A) are 

attached. 

6)  DATE OF THE NEXT MEETING:  

       Wednesday 7 September 2016 from 7pm in the Audit Hall  

 

Date: 

Signed: 

Chairman of Empingham Parish Council  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix A 

EMPINGHAM PARISH COUNCIL (EPC) 

 
Planning Application 2015/1075/MAJ             

                                                          
Comments on revised 29-Dwelling application 

(July 2016) 

 
Empingham Parish Council (EPC) welcomes the opportunity to comment on this modification to the proposed 

development. Our comments below should be read in conjunction with those made at previous stages in the planning 

process, most notably on 13th January and 7th March 2016. These additional comments are informed by representations by 

local residents, both made individually and at a special meeting of EPC on 31st August. 

 

Throughout and still, EPC supports in principle the objective of improving the housing stock and expanding the social 

and affordable housing in Empingham village. Our position continues to be one of seeking to improve the proposed 

development, such that it has a positive impact on the Parish without undue adverse impact on the existing 

infrastructure and residents. 

 

The modified proposals for this brownfield site to demolish a total of 39 dwellings and erect 29 two and three 

bedroomed properties for sale, shared ownership and rent is a significant improvement to the initial application. The 

proposed development would improve the housing stock and encourage the development of Empingham village as a 

thriving local service centre. 

 

 

Loss of the community resource of sheltered accommodation at Beckworth Court. 

 

Whilst continuing to recognise that social and elderly care are not matters for a Parish Council, both individually and 

collectively we remain concerned at the potential permanent loss of a once highly prized facility. EPC suggested in 

January that those at RCC involved in planning for such needs, community resources and Adult Social Care should 

make their own input to this planning application, but there is no public evidence of any such input. This issue needs 

to be addressed, and be seen to be addressed, by RCC. 

 

It is a simple enough request. Is there really no possible future need for such a centre? If it is no longer fit for purpose, 

can it really not be made so? Surely the applicant is working as supplier to RCC, in which case what is it that they are 

being asked to provide? And, perhaps most importantly, just who is it that ‘owns’ this issue and is accountable for it to 

the people of Rutland?  

 

EPC remains concerned for the remaining residents of Beckworth Court. It is their home and  their individual 

circumstances should be handled with the utmost care and dignity.   

 

Density of housing. 

 

The reduction of 13 (31%) to 29 dwellings is welcomed. The proposed density of housing is acceptable to EPC. It 

would complement both the older established properties in the area and the more recent additions to the north of 

Beckworth Court. The improved design and layout in the modified proposals is in keeping with other housing in the 

village – e.g. the use of Ancaster-style metal railings – and should provide some symmetry with other areas of the 

village. 

 

EPC notes the cross subsidy from the sale of 8 houses to assist provision of social housing (15 shared ownership and 6 

rented) and that all dwellings will be built to enable as necessary retro fixing of stair lifts and facilities for 

handicapped residents. 

 

Overall, the modified scheme seems appropriate to this area of the village, and is welcomed by EPC.  

 

The access road and the impact on traffic and road safety 

 

Many views have been expressed – both subjective and quantitative. They may have differed in detail, but all seem to 

agree that there would be an increase in the level of traffic into, out of and along the access road, Loves Lane. It is 



generally acknowledged that the traffic mix would also change. 

 

EPC has raised this issue several times, the applicant has submitted a revised assessment, and an independent report 

commissioned by residents has been produced. These public discussions are though incomplete without a similarly 

open input from by RCC. 

 

EPC would welcome a public statement by RCC about whether the roads and junction meet statutory requirements, 

and whether they can reasonably be expected to safely carry the level and composition of traffic (including 

pedestrians and cyclists) that would follow the proposed development. If the roads and junctions need improving, now 

seems to be the appropriate time to acknowledge this and to make provision for such works.  

 

Impact on the village, listed buildings and Conservation Area 

 

Some residents have expressed concern about potential overlooking of the adjacent properties, in particular proposed 

new housing overlooking houses to the north in Beckworth Grove. Some have questioned the materials that are 

proposed.  

 

EPC expects these will be given due regard by officers when making their recommendation to RCC. 

 

Off-street parking and general pedestrian access 
 

EPC believes that the future of the existing parking and access at the rear of the south side of Beckworth Grove is a 

matter that must remain between the applicant and the residents concerned. We do though consider that there is still 

work to be done in terms of casual parking along Loves Lane itself and improvements to pedestrian access to the Play 

Field. 

 

These may not be directly linked to the proposed development, but the need for them is most certainly going to 

increase. We look to RCC and the applicant for an extended pavement through to the Play Field’s Loves Lane 

entrance, and for a long-term solution to the on-road parking along the upper part of Loves Lane.  

 

 

  

Other Issues 

 

EPC's previous responses drew attention to various specific issues. Of these, we are satisfied that both the School and 

the Medical Centre will be able to handle any resulting increase in demand, but we are told of continuing issues with 

the existing foul sewer and of low mains water pressures. Both of these raise the question of adequacy of provision for 

any increase in residency. For the issue of surface water run-off, we note that the applicant has specified measures to 

deal with surface water within the site.  

 

EPC would welcome assurance that the services are and will remain adequate, and that the planned soakaways will 

not further exacerbate the existing problem of surface water flooding along Main Street, east of the Surgery.   

 

Implementation 

 

Any such large development will involve significant movements of materials, as well as noise and some disturbance to 

services.  

 

EPC notes that RCC Highways has insisted that a Delivery Schedule is agreed. EPC believes there should be a 

properly structured Implementation Plan for the complete development to demonstrate to all interested parties how the 

applicant will minimise and mitigate any short-term negative impact on the residents and the village as a whole, 

including ensuring continuity of services.  

 

EPC also supports a request by residents that the already empty properties on the site be demolished and the site 

cleared as soon as possible.   

 

 

Date of Issue: 01/09/2016 

 


