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Dear Householder 
 
Please see below the Bramley Parish Council response to statements made by Mr C Shimell, Parish 
Council candidate for the Bramley West ward of Bramley Parish Council. 
 
 
‘Please allow me to introduce myself.  I am Tony Durrant, and I have been a Councillor on Bramley 
Parish Council since May 2012.  I am currently the Chairman of the Council. 

It is always good to see residents taking an interest in our community.  Your good work with the 
Bramley Volunteer Drivers and St Michaels Hospice does you credit.  Respecting those with difficulties 
be they due to health, age or circumstance is a great thing.  Sadly, not everyone is that caring, 
particularly if it conflicts with their agenda. 

I am writing to you because I have received a copy of your manifesto. 

Of course, it is your right to stand in the election and I personally would always defend that right. 

It is not your right, however, to make unsubstantiated criticisms and false accusations regarding the 
current Councillors, and to publish misleading statements about the current Council to the 
community. 

I have to say the Council are incensed by some of what you say and imply about the current Council 
and therefore the current Councillors.  All are good, honest, and hardworking volunteers who have 
given years of service to this community.  

I have a few questions for you in my capacity not only as a Parish Councillor but also as a resident of 
33 years.  

But first I would like to give you a summary of the ethos of the current Council which you may be 
joining, and I also reference the relevant words from your manifesto. 

The Parish Council, as a body, is not political, ie, neither for nor against any party. This enables the 
Council to reach decisions based upon a specific topic’s merit rather than political pressure and point 
scoring.  Obviously, Councillors have their personal politics but, and I can only speak for the period 
starting May 2012 to date, this has never been a factor in any decision during that time. 

Your words from your manifesto are in quotes and bold type. 

“Our side of the tracks…” 

Whilst there are two wards (West and East) it is lawfully treated as one Parish and thus one Parish 
Council.  Therefore, I will correct you immediately.  There is no East or West in the Council’s thinking 
at any time.  It is one Council standing for all of the Bramley community.  Divisiveness has no place in 
this Council’s approach or thinking.  Within the current Council I can confidently say you will find no 



  

 

evidence to support your comments.  In fact, the current Council has more west resident Councillors 
than the east.  However, that makes not a jot of difference, as impartiality is the only consideration.  
Your comment on east versus west is not only completely wrong and unfounded but also it 
deliberately misleads the community.  

“Putting Bramley First”  

It is a good intention and one the current Council has been carrying out for a number of years, as is 
evidenced by our actions and commitment to the demands of the Parish. 

“I’d seek to control development”  

Well, that is a worthy sentiment but impractical.  The best defence against unsustainable development 
is to have a Neighbourhood Development Plan, and we have one already.  Also, to surround oneself 
with facts relating to formal planning considerations.  Even then there are no guarantees.  The Parish 
Council has worked with developers, landowners and Borough Officers when necessary to secure 
benefits for the community when development is inevitable; for example, and after public 
consultation, Minchens Field/St James Park.  Regrettably, our MP’s stated policy is not to get involved 
in local planning matters; therefore, that resource is denied us as a community.  We have an excellent 
working relationship with both our Borough Ward Councillors, as they will testify.  Our regular 
attendance at Borough meetings to speak about Bramley and its difficulties is very time consuming. 
However, it is worth it because we defend Bramley at every opportunity and do not shy away from our 
responsibilities. 

The real cause of the over development of Bramley lies with the Government and its housing targets.  
The NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework) is determined by the Government and is the tool 
within which the local Borough and County Councils have to work.  I am sure you have read it and 
have seen that the document makes it very difficult for the Borough to refuse development.  However, 
the Parish Council has opposed all new development over and above that demanded by the 
Government endorsed Borough Local Plan.  We have opposed not because we are just NIMBYs, (Not 
In My Back Yard) as that cuts no ice with the planning authorities, but rather because there are 
quantifiable factors and evidence that prove the un-sustainability of building in Bramley.  We as a 
Parish Council have collected that evidence.  However, the Borough and County Councils are almost 
compelled to deny the issues so as to meet the NPPF demands; hence the Parish Council has had to 
gather independent evidence on the un-sustainability of Bramley.  A variety of independent studies 
across the west and east wards have been presented to the Borough Council and we are finally being 
listened to and making some progress.  We gather independent studies because we are a Council that 
never falsifies “facts” in order to argue the community’s case.  The Borough and County authorities 
will not produce the facts for us because it does not support their view of Bramley.  Budget issues are 
also a part of their reluctance, so we have had to do this for them.  

I would ask you to justify your statement “All of this should be in a cost-effective manner- which it 
hasn’t been in the past…..”  This is border-line slanderous.  There are rules as to how a Council can 
spend tax-payers money and defined processes we have to go through.  These are followed and 
certainly since I have been a Councillor, and I am sure before that, our annual independent audit 
results stand as testimony to our diligence.  Again, your comments mislead the community.  The 
Parish Council spend the precept for the benefit of the whole community via volunteer organisations 
such as the School Association, Little Apples, the Royal British Legion, St James’s Church PCC, the 
Community Speedwatch team, the Village Hall, and Clift Meadow amongst many community 
initiatives.  All of these are Parish wide in their activities.  We also spend the precept defending the 
community against development in both wards. 



  

 

An example of the frustration caused by Borough and County Council budgets is close to your heart 
and home - the triangle of green space at the bottom of Coopers Lane.  A number of residents 
contacted the Parish Clerk in July and August 2018 to complain about the gatherings on the site and 
asked what we could do.  As the Parish Council has no authority over that space, we contacted the 
landowner, which is HCC.  We offered to assist but this offer was refused.  Our MP contacted us in 
December 2018 telling us we should do something.  It was explained to him that we were not the 
landowner and as such had no authority but that we had already offered the assistance he was 
requesting but that it had been declined by HCC.  In July 2020 you and I communicated on the subject 
and around that time HCC/BDBC put up the current fence.  The end result was what residents 
requested and it matters not how it was achieved.  It is frustrating as it could have been carried out 
sooner. 

“Keeping the village tidy”  

This is indeed a problem and one that our part time Borough funded litter picker and countless 
volunteers, both on and off the Parish Council, work hard to keep on top of.  The Parish Council has 
fully supported the volunteer groups as much as we can within the strict rules which govern us by law.  
All ideas are welcome, and I would ask why you have not come forward with your ideas before?  

We have no recollection of your attending regularly the monthly Parish Council meetings; I may be 
wrong, but I believe you were at our meeting with the Borough Council leader in 2019, and also 
possibly at one of a very few high attendance meetings held on specific subjects some years ago.  

The footbridge – If you want the real truth about this subject then go to  

https://www.bramley-pc.gov.uk/statement-regarding-bramley-level-crossing-footbridge    

For the sake of clarity, the Borough Councillor referred to in Para 4 sub-section 3 is our current MP.  

The Parish Council’s role in there being NO footbridge is, as you can see, much over played by some as 
there has never been a formal viable and funded proposal put forward by anyone at any time.  If 
elected, you will find out for yourself how little power we have in larger matters. 

There have been many supporting comments from residents who, like the Parish Council, do not 
believe “less able and *encumbered” people should be left standing in the cold, rain and, as our MP 
admitted (for other reasons), “the miasma of toxic fumes” at the area around the station, whilst 
others could access a “steep stepped up and over” bridge.  By the way, the Parish Council has 
provided air quality monitoring data to the Borough Council but alas they deny the facts.  

NOTE * Encumbered means, for example, those with buggies, more than one toddler/ 
children, heavy cases or shopping. 

 

In May 2019 Parish Council members met with Network Rail who confirmed that there is no space at 
the crossing for a footbridge, there was no funding, and that the crossing was not considered unsafe.    

The Parish Council in February 2019 (if my memory serves me right) in discussion with our County 
Councillor at a Parish Council meeting said we would consider any formal proposal put forward by an 
appropriate body with authority to deliver, provided it was fully inclusive and was not at the tax-
payers expense.  

“But there’s more to do” you say. A truism, as indeed there always is.  

 What ways are you thinking of to reduce traffic on the main road and enhance facilities? 






