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SAUGHALL AND SHOTWICK PARK PARISH COUNCIL 

MINUTES OF THE EXTRAORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 
FRIDAY 11TH JANUARY 2013 

7:00 PM 
THE VERNON INSTITUTE, CHURCH ROAD, SAUGHALL 

 
IN ATTENDANCE: 
Councillor Mrs K Ford 
Councillor H Jennings 
Councillor B Kerr 
Councillor Mrs J Knox 
Councillor R K Shukla 
Councillor Mrs JE Storrar 
Councillor RA Storrar 
Councillor A Warrington 
Cheshire West and Chester Councillor Brian Crowe 
 
NOMINATION OF A CLERK 
Cllr H Jennings nominated as Clerk to the meeting. 
 
ELECTION OF A CHAIRMAN 
Cllr Andrew Storrar nominated by Cllr K Ford and seconded by Cllr B Kerr. 
 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE: 
Cllr DF Holman, Cllr Mrs. J Johnson, Cllr Mrs. D Whitton, Cllr Mrs JM Young, Cllr PP Young. 
 
MEMBERS CODE OF CONDUCT – DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
None. 
 
ONE ITEM ONLY FOR DISCUSSION – THE FUTURE OF THE OLD RIDINGS SCHOOL SITE 
The Chairman suspended Standing Orders to allow Public Speaking Time. 
 
The Chairman invited CW&C Cllr Brian Crowe to give a general view of the planning situation. 
 
Cllr Crowe confirmed that the decision on planning is to take place at the Planning Committee at 4.00 
p.m. on 15th January, at CW&C HQ Building, Chester.  The Planning Officer’s recommendation was for 
approval. 
 
Mr Wicks questioned the sum of approx. £60,000 for education. 
 
Ross Jones said that Morris Homes has consulted 450 people with only 22 responses.  It was an 
unpopular development in the green belt and could cause a precedent to be set on development in 
the green belt.  The development should be stopped outright and then try and get the land. 
 



Mr Heathcote said he lived in a bungalow in Fairholme Close that will be closely affected. Parking at 
Wain Court is excessive.  There is serious damage to the verges on Rake Way and The Ridings 
caused by vehicles.  He questioned the legality of documents (could the Council ignore the planning 
restrictions?) and requested independent legal opinion as to whether they are right or wrong. The 
Council has a strong vested and legal financial obligation.  The Planning Officer’s report was stronger 
than previously. Was the withdrawal of the application used to put pressure on Planning Officers?  He 
requested to delay the decision on the application pending a thorough Police investigation. 
 
Colin Hardy emphasised the ongoing drainage problems.  Flooding could be increased by the 
increase in housing on the Ridings site.  Parking at Wain House was already a problem.  There was 
restricted passage for buses and verges were badly damaged. 
 
Judith Pym questioned if the plan goes ahead would there be a shortage of space for the extra 
children in school?  Is there sufficient access onto the proposed site for emergency vehicles? Is there 
sufficient water pressure on site to put out a fire? Lack of a fire hydrant. Can the proposed road carry 
the weight of emergency vehicles? The Fire Service should see the plans. 
 
Ben Elton (not sure of name) was concerned about the sewer at the back of the houses. 
 
John Hallas said there was no provision made for a drainage ditch alongside The Ridings School Site 
and was very concerned about further flooding problems. 
 
Stuart Kerns was concerned about the long existing problem of flooding.  
 
Vivien Cooper said it needs to be acknowledged that nobody in this area wants this development. 
 
Judith Pym asked why CW&C waited until the fire before putting in security.  The generator was very 
noisy and polluting the atmosphere. 
 
Elsa Kitson said the new development will cause serious traffic problems.  The density of the site is 
too high.  Why is a guard now on site? 
 
Colin Hardy – why wasn’t the school alarmed before? 
 
Cllr. Brian Crowe then addressed the queries raised.  He said that demolition of The Ridings building 
would take place in three weeks.  A guard needed to be on site as there was asbestos in the building. 
There was not enough water to fight the fire.  Water had to be ferried in.  The height and level of the 
site has been addressed by the developer. He is sure that the Planning Officer will have been out to the 
site. Flooding in Fairholme Close will have been taken into account.  The sewer should have been sorted with 
developers but he will check on Monday. On traffic congestion – there were garages for two cars for each 
property.  He said that CW&C has the legal obligation to take the development to planning. The local 
school being full is a serious problem but it is the first year this has happened.   The school is not full 
of local children. 
 
STANDING ORDERS WERE THEN RESUMED 
 
Cllr Brian Kerr.  Having listened to the views of the villagers present, it was necessary to be clever 
here and have to come up with sensible suggestions i.e. the village infrastructure does not support 
the application.  Saughall Hey is already a bottle neck and heavy vehicles will be accessing the site 
via Rake Way and maybe Greenway.  The road structure is not suitable now and will not be in the 
future.  The sewerage system which was put down in the 1950’s is at its maximum capacity.  We need to 
make the point that we are very concerned that we are going to have a potential sewerage problem. 
Natural water courses are insufficient.  The surface water drainage problems need careful attention.  
Planning consent should be withheld until these matters are addressed.  He questioned if the site was 



insured (insurance money is normally for a rebuild) and if so the insurance money should come to the 
community. 
 
Cllr Kathy Ford said the Ridings Site was declined for use as a Gypsy and Traveller site on the basis 
of it being green belt as there were no exceptional circumstances.  There was no need for housing in 
the area as affordable housing needs were covered by the development in Lodge Lane.  There was 
more need for a community facility. 
 
Cllr Andrew Warrington questioned the lack of security which resulted in the fire and thought that 
CW&C had been very negligent. 
 
Cllr Rakesh Shukla commented that The Ridings site is public land and should be assessed against 
the needs of the village, and that the needs of the village were more important than housing.  This 
would put pressure on the school, drains, highways, etc.  He said that money should be reinvested in 
the community.  Any development should be on the footprint of the school and not cover the whole 
area.  A community centre would be far more useful.  Maximum income was not going to be 
reinvested in the community. 
 
Cllr Jan Knox said that nobody wants the housing. 
 
Cllr Howard Jennings said there should be planning restrictions on the site and referred to the Local 
Plan. 
 
Cllr Andrew Storrar said it was a derelict site and nothing is worse.  For a community facility, the 
capital cost and maintenance costs to the village have to be taken into consideration. Would the 
village be prepared to see the precept rise vastly? It had been suggested the site should be handed over to 
the village for £1.  One has to be realistic as a village.  The local authority does own the land but 
everything has to be paid for.  If the present application is refused, the developer will go to appeal and 
any conditions suggested will be overruled.  He said he had raised the problem of drainage with Nick 
Smith who said that foul water would go into the existing system. Reference to washed over green 
belt, was down to their own interpretation. 
 
Cllr Jeanne Storrar reaffirmed the concern that should the present application which was 
recommended for approval be refused, the developers would inevitably go to appeal, and she knew of 
several cases where an Appeals Inspector had approved applications without any suggested 
conditions and objectors had had serious regrets. 
 
The Chairman then emphasised that if a Parish Councillor speaks at the Planning Committee, it will 
be necessary to be putting forward a corporate view. 
 
It was then proposed that the recommendation to the Planning Committee on the 15th January from 
the Saughall and Shotwick Park Parish Council should be for deferral until the infrastructure and other 
issues are clarified, with recommendation for approval with conditions concerning the local 
infrastructure and investment into the local community if deferral is not accepted. 
 
A vote was then taken on the recommendation and was passed with 7 votes for and 1 vote against. 
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