


where he expressed that the Cabinet had put into the Draft Local Plan that Bramley should not have any 
more houses.  He wanted support from the Parish Council that we would support the draft as it stood 
but agree that the Bas sites down Cufaude lane stood.  He helped compose the response to cabinet as 
you can see.  
What was the Council stand on this?  What was the count as regards throwing out the draft with the 
input from cabinet?  He throws the emphasis on Independents for throwing out? 
 
As you are aware, Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council’s (BDBC) actions in generating the then 
existing Local Plan were challenged in the High Court and the Local Plan was subsequently ruled as 
unlawful.  The Parish Council is sure that Mr Jayawardena does not need reminding of the facts 
surrounding that situation as he was Chairman of the Manydown Executive Committee at the time. This 
necessitated a new Local Plan having to be created, approved and adopted. 
 
The Parish Council became involved in the consultation on the SHLAA required to develop a new lawful 
Local Plan.  At this point in time (and Mr Jayawardena knows that) there was no lawful Local Plan in 
place and certainly no Neighbourhood Plan under way. 
 
This situation, created by BDBC’s unlawful action, left a “window of opportunity” for landowners and 
developers to put forward planning applications with little chance of refusal.  The version of an emerging 
Local Plan referred to by Mr Jayawardena, was just that - “a version” and nothing more.  It bore little, if 
any relation regarding Bramley, to the final adopted plan.  
 
The above situation resulted in BDBC putting forward two sites, totaling approximately 700 dwellings 
in Bramley Parish, into the detail of the emerging draft Local Plan, which remained in the final version.  
These sites (Razors Farm and Upper Cufaude Farm) were designated by BDBC as strategic sites and 
not considered as a contribution by Bramley.  It is recalled that Mr Jayawardena strongly promoted the 
strategic sites in the SHLAA.  Cllr Durrant also recalls Mr Jayawardena communicating with yourself 
and , as , on the subject of the Parish Council giving their support 
to these strategic sites in return for his commitment for no other development in Bramley.  Interestingly, 
whilst strongly implying his influence as a Borough Councillor he communicated using his 

@nehc  email address.  The rescinding of a BDBC decision notice not to include 200 homes 
in Bramley Parish was an internal BDBC decision and Mr Jayawardena knows that to be true. 
 
Cllr Durrant was, as you know, on holiday and not party to the original exchanges; however, he did 
receive copies of the email and was opposed to such an agreement with Mr Jayawardena.  The Parish 
Council then went on to oppose inclusion of these two sites in the Local Plan and have subsequently 
opposed any planning applications on these two “strategic” sites.  Interestingly these were designated 
as “BAS” sites during the plan adoption but have since been redesignated as BRAM sites by BDBC.   
Mr Jayawardena knows full well that without a lawful Local Plan in place landowners and developers 
could and would come forward with applications anywhere and at any time.  
    
 
You reference the Neighbourhood Plan and that you write as a local resident - I assume that this is 
you seeking to draw a separation from being a Parish Councillor. Accordingly, I trust that you will 
agree with me chat it was disappointing that the Parish Council supported the 200 home 
development at Minchens Lane, which you refer to as "enormous", which was contrary to the 
Neighbourhood Plan that said developments should be of up to 50 homes. 
 
Further, I am sure you were as disappointed as I was that the Parish Council Chairman, Tony 
Durrant -   and the then " Independent" Borough Councillor for Bramley, Chris Tomblin - both 
supported this development. Cllr Chris Tomblin even voted for it himself, at the Development 
Control Committee of the Borough Council. 
 
What was the reasoning behind voting for, and did Ranil vote against? 
 
Mr Jayawardena knows that the Parish Council then in place was a democratic council and no one 
Councillor made the decision.  It was a majority decision to approve the application and Cllr Durrant was 



elected to represent the Parish Council’s view at BDBC’s Development Control Committee (DCC) 
meeting.  Cllr Tomblin was the only one of our two Borough ward Councillors to get involved with the 
Parish Council and its discussions with the developer and the community consultation.  Cllr Tomblin 
formed his own opinion.  You will have to ask him for him to respond to this question. Further facts are 
as follows: 
 
Persimmon/Charles Church came forward with an application for 200 homes on “Minchens field”.  That 
was surely no surprise to anyone.  The Parish Council, chaired initially by Cllr Holland, engaged with 
the developer to understand their plans.  Given that there was no defense against such an application the 
Parish Council consulted with the community rather than take a unilateral decision.  We asked the 
community where they wanted development to take place given the inevitability of a successful 
application somewhere in Bramley.  There was a clear majority in favour of the Parish Council engaging 
further with the developer as Minchens Lane was their preferred site.  This the Parish Council did and 
negotiated a much-needed extension to the GP surgery, a walking and cycle path link with the village 
and the Frith, and improvements to the Clift Meadow facility.  It is worth noting that whilst Mr 
Jayawardena says he objected, he did so at the DCC meeting only as a resident with a pecuniary interest 
and not publicly as our Borough ward Councillor.  It is noted by the Parish Council that his footbridge 
project may have benefitted from £200,000 of S106 money being secured for improvements in the level 
crossing area “which may or may not involve a footbridge”!  Based upon the consultation and the 
inevitability of a successful application the Parish Council had the remit to support the development.  
Mr Jayawardena may need to be reminded that there was still no lawful Local Plan in place nor was the 
Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) in existence. 
 
 
I know that you will recall chat[that], unlike them, I spoke against the development - this is a matter 
of record at: bit.ly/minchenslane - so residents will have seen that I have a track record of seeking 
to defend Bramley's interests, in the face of the opposition from within our own village, including 
those holding public office. 
 
Is this true? 
 
The Parish Council cannot say if all of the implications of Mr Jayawardena statement are true, but at the 
DCC meeting he only objected as a resident with a pecuniary interest.  Given that he actively promoted 
the Razors Farm and Upper Cufaude Farm sites, both in Bramley, and attempted to coerce the Parish 
Council into supporting them as well, then as far as the current Local Plan is concerned, he clearly did 
not always defend Bramley.  The Parish Council can find no record of Mr Jayawardena presenting his 
findings on bit.ly/minchenslane to the full Parish Council during these discussions.  
  
My views on planning matters have not changed between my being your Borough Councillor and 
your Member of Parliament, though the role that I had in planning matters obviously has. It has 
long been my view that we ought to build on brownfield first, in line with the National Planning 
Policy Framework (NPPF). That said, individual planning applications - such as solar farms and 
housing - remain matters for local Councillors to opine and decide on, as with Minchens Lane 
above, which Cllr Tomblin voted in favour of 
 
What support did he give to objections to Green field sites in Bramley? 
 
The Parish Council believes that certainly Mr Jayawardena has not overtly involved himself in planning 
matters in Bramley since becoming our MP.  Given the truth of our answer to the above question, then as 
a Borough ward Councillor Mr Jayawardena did not demonstrate his support for Bramley’s greenfield 
sites but rather the opposite by promoting Parish sites at Razors Farm and Upper Cufaude Farm as 
“strategic sites” for Basingstoke. 
 
North East Hampshire is a large constituency. It is home to almost 100,000 people and covers parts 
of both Hart District and the Borough of Basingstoke and Deane. If you agree with me, that local 
people in North East Hampshire do not want ever more large greenfield developments, I would 
urge you to sign my Constituency Conservation Charter online at: ranil.uk/ charter and share it with 
your friends, family, and neighbours so that, as the Borough Council develop their next Local Plan, 



the strength of feeling on this matter is fully recognised. · I will use the number of signatories in 
Bramley as evidence of the village's views. 
 
Is the Parish Council going to support this charter? 
 
The Parish Council has not yet had the opportunity to discuss the charter but we are concerned that he 
makes no reference to Bramley that we can see in the document.  It will be put on the April agenda. 
 
You referred to the need for a footbridge to cross the railway line, helping people get to and from 
work, catch their train, or even just get to the shops. The Neighbourhood Plan showed that there 
was significant support from around the village for such a bridge and I have no doubt from my 
" postbag" that it would be well used. Given this, it is bizarre that the Parish Council has not sought 
to make it happen. 
 
Why has the Parish Council not sought to have the footbridge Happen?? 
 
There has actually never been any detailed viable proposal put forward, by anyone, least of all Mr 
Jayawardena.  Does the NDP show significant support for a bridge?  We would question that Mr 
Jayawardena’s much publicised proposal for what, in reality, is an “able bodied and unencumbered 
persons only, steep stepped up and over footbridge”.  The Parish Council found it unacceptable to 
discriminate against less able and encumbered users in contravention of the Equalities Act 2010.  We 
also objected on the grounds of using tax payers money to fund a bridge that would mainly benefit some 
of Network Rail’s customers and the adverse visual impact of a footbridge.  Network Rail have stated 
that there is no safety issue, that there is no room at the crossing site and they will not fund a bridge and 
a plan for a steep stepped bridge would be against their Equalities statement.  
 
It was the Borough Council’s decision to withdraw LIF funds as Mr Jayawardena provided no viable 
plan, no evidence of matched funding from anywhere, and his case was scant on data, fact and evidence 
that a footbridge was necessary.  Whilst the Parish Council opposed his appropriation of LIF funds we 
were not the decision makers.  Mr Jayawardena is aware of all these facts; he clearly chooses not to 
acknowledge them.  Bramley Parish Council does not understand why he persists in blaming the Parish 
Council for there being no footbridge.  Mr Jayawardena overstates the power of the Parish Council in 
this matter.  Perhaps it makes sense to him to make the Parish Council a scapegoat for his failure to 
deliver a footbridge, but the reality is clearly that there has never been the vast support, nor funds nor 
justification for such a project that he claims.  It is doubtful the truth will ever make him change his 
opinion as he has repeated these accusations a number of times before.  However, in February 2019 the 
Parish Council posted on its website the facts about this topic for all to see which was well received by 
residents and never challenged. 
 
Further, whilst I appreciate you were writing as a resident, I wonder if you can share your insight 
as a Parish Councillor with me, as you suggest that the Council has a " Vision for Bramley". You 
raised a number of issues where an answer would be helpful: 
 

1) What is the Parish Council' s considered solution to the queues of traffic at the level 
crossing? Building a bridge? Building a bypass? Something else? 

 
Is there a solution from the Parish Council? 
 
It is not in the remit of the Parish Council to solve traffic problems created by the level crossing.  
However, the PC did propose that vehicle weight and size restrictions be implemented on the C32 to 
reduce traffic.  We also proposed and had approved a plan to make the area safer; work has finally 
begun on this project.  We commissioned very reliable and respected air quality monitoring equipment 
in addition to independent traffic studies in order to provide facts to the Borough and County 
Councils.  The results were ignored as were the requests for vehicle weight and size restrictions.  Mr 
Jayawardena, we are sure, is aware of these facts. 
 

2) What is the Parish Council's considered solution to the pub being a " drinking pub"? 
Are the Parish Council going to buy it? Support the building of another one in the 



village (and, if so, where)? Something else? 
 
The criteria for sustainability is that there has to be a pub, but the one in the village is not conducive 
to family, evening out? What is the Parish Council comment? 
 
The Parish Council has no remit to act in this matter.  We believe a new pub was mooted once for the 
Farriers Field site.  Mr Jayawardena may know more as we believe that he was involved in retaining the 
green space for the community.  No one has proposed building a new pub on any of the new 
developments, and the Parish Council is not going to buy the existing pub nor build a new one.  The pub 
has struggled financially and poor maintenance has not helped its image.  We are sure Mr Jayawardena 
would not expect the Parish Council to get into huge debt regarding the pub when he clearly has 
“concerns” over how we justifiably spend the precept on trying to defend the community against yet 
more unsustainable development when we have, in the Inspectors view, more than met our Local Plan 
responsibilities.  
 

3) What is the Parish Council's considered solution to the shop being around 150 yards 
from the level crossing? Close the shop? Close the crossing? Move the shop (and, if so, 
where)? 

 
The village shop is close to the crossing causing dangerous area with the traffic. Does the Parish 
Council have a solution? 
 
No, the Parish Council does not have a solution – why would anyone think that it is our 
responsibility?  The shop is only in the “wrong” place because the NE of the Borough has been 
seen significant developments creating more traffic.  Network Rail routed freight through 
Bramley station generating more and longer delays.  We do not see how Mr Jayawardena, with all 
his experience, can justifiably ask such a question.  With his long-standing relationship with 
NWR he is perhaps better placed to find a solution.  He also knows that developers and BDBC 
wants houses rather than shops to meet Government targets. 
 
The Parish Council as currently constituted has sadly - unlike any other Parish Council in my 
constituency - preferred to raise problems, rather than secure solutions. Instead of seeking to work 
closely with all Borough and County Councillors (and, dare I say, your very local Member of 
Parliament), the Parish Council has sought to operate entirely separately - and, rather too often, in 
opposition.  Given you wrote as a resident, I am sure you will agree that this is a great shame for 
the people of Bramley. 
 
Comment on the make up? Why does the MP not talk with the Parish Council? 
 
There is no logical reason as to why he does not engage with us.  We note he offers nothing by way 
of substantive facts to support his assertions and accusations.  Mr Jayawardena stopped attending 
Parish Council meetings almost 2 years before he moved on from his Borough ward Councillor role, 
and as our MP we cannot recall him ever attending a meeting.  Cllr Durrant repeatedly asked him 
for a meeting and despite written promises he failed to give a date. 
 
His accusation that the Parish Council prefer to raise problems rather than secure solutions is 
unsubstantiated, and frankly we can only surmise that this may be based upon his personal dislike 
of some or all Parish Council members, rather than evidenced based fact.  Perhaps he just feels we 
should always agree with and do his bidding and the fact that that is not the case may just upset 
him?  He appears to see “no merit” in working with the Parish Council.  As he has never truly 
engaged with us it is difficult to make an assessment of his thinking.  We feel that if he has not 
answered this question from you then perhaps he has no justifiable reason.  The Parish Council 
remains transparent in its actions, always able to justify its decisions and actions and has always 
been willing to speak with him. 
 
The work that the Parish Council has undertaken seems to be misguided too.  For instance, though 
traffic and highway matters are for Hampshire County Council, I believe that the Parish Council 



allocated £10,000 for a traffic survey in Bramley. In addition, I am given to understand that the 
Parish Council spent in the order of £8,000 on an air quality sensor. Is this correct? Has this work 
completed? What has it led to? And would it not have been better to ask the County Council to 
undertake the traffic survey and air quality work, at a lower cost? 
 
Comment from the Parish Council?  
 
Again, the same old tired unsubstantiated rhetoric. 
The Parish Council has certainly spent money to provide independent accurate data to assist BDBC and 
HCC Highways in understanding Bramley’s position and hopefully make more justifiable decisions.  
Officers have in the main followed the NPPF and chosen to ignore facts and ignore local conditions.  
The horse and water analogy would seem to apply here.  We would love the Borough and County 
Councils to undertake an objective study of Bramley and provide accurate and timely data, but sadly 
they do not.  Quite often they state a shortage of funds, perhaps a consequence of the Government 
decisions to reduce local Government funding, which Mr Jayawardena supports.  This is the reason why 
the Parish has to do things.  It is the same with litter picking, leaf clearing, some fly tipping instances 
where insufficient funds are available; so in the interests of the community the Parish Council picks up 
the slack.  Why Mr Jayawardena always thinks the Parish Council do not ask the right questions and try 
due process astounds us.  Why would we not ask the relevant authorities to do their jobs as our first port 
of call?  
 
 
Whilst the Parish Council collects a significant amount of Council Tax - and has proven willing to 
stray into others' briefs, rather than working with them - residents have told me that they are 
disappointed not to have seen mor e action from the Parish Council. For instance, though the Parish 
Council has repeatedly stepped into traffic and highways matters when it wished to, it declined to 
do anything for the residents of Coopers Lane (opposite the pub), where all that was needed to stop 
a triangle of land being used inappropriately by horses and carts was a small fence. I know that 
local residents are delighted that the Borough and County Councils worked together to take action 
and deliver what was needed. 
 
What did the Parish Council do? Has it spent the money wisely? 
 
Prior to 2012 the then Parish Council raised the precept to create a fund for the possible Village Hall 
relocation and we believe the footbridge proposal was in the thinking.  Neither of these projects 
have proven to be practical and financially viable. 
 
The 2013 precept was significantly reduced, and there have been only two small increases since 
then, the largest being to pay for security against unlawful encampments.  Bramley Parish Council 
supported the Borough and County authorities financially in delivering “defences” that neither 
authorities would fund even though they were on their land.  We are aware that encampments are 
on Mr Jayawardena’s agenda and that he recognises the residents’ concerns, but clearly not that the 
Parish Council helped to reduce concerns and that we received the thanks of the community. 
     
Mr Jayawardena often refers to this significant body of residents that are disgruntled with the Parish 
Council, but never provides evidence.  Those residents never approach us.  Of course, no authority 
pleases everyone all of the time, and Mr Jayawardena is in the same boat as an MP.  However, we 
as a Council have never sought to undermine him as an MP.  We have in the main always received 
thanks and praise for our efforts to support the community.  The Parish Council’s practical help 
given to the many volunteer organisations is recognised by the community.  At our recent Annual 
Parish Meeting we received thanks from Rev. John Lenton and the Parochial Parish Council, the 
Clift Meadow Trust, and the Bramley Youth Club.  These are in addition to thanks regularly 
received from the School’s various organisations, the Village Hall Trust, the W.I., the Royal British 
Legion, the Citizens Advice Bureau, and many, many individual residents for our efforts with the 
food banks, opposition to unsustainable development over and above the Local Plan requirement, 
and our activities to support the community. 
 
The Parish Council finds Mr Jayawardena’s comments on the green space at the end of Coopers 
Lane to be an example of his determination to undermine us. When Mr Jayawardena became 



involved in this matter the Parish Council had already made representations to the landowner and 
offered financial assistance in constructing a “defense” which were declined by the authorities.   
Cllr Durrant/The Parish Council wrote to him after his first contact explaining what had been done 
and how our offers of assistance had been refused.  We wrote a second time with an update for Mr 
Jayawardena.  So, he has the facts but it would appear he chooses to ignore them in favour of 
unjustifiably criticizing the Parish Council.  We also communicated the facts to residents that had 
contacted the Parish Council directly.  We are delighted that HCC and BDBC finally met their 
responsibilities and that residents feel more at ease.  It is not logical that he says we should stop 
independent necessary activity and insist that we demand the appropriate authority do their jobs 
and then criticise when we do just that just.  We are sorry to say that this is another example of 
scrabbling around to try and justify his irrational dislike of Bramley Parish Council. 
 
Contrary to your letter, I trust that this reply will not leave you - nor any other resident - in any 
doubt of my passion in representing and defending the interests of my constituents, whether here 
in Bramley or beyond. 
 
Further, I am sure that you will want to challenge those in the Parish Council on their inaction on 
the major issues you raise. You have been a Parish Councillor for some years now and I am sure that 
these matters will have been weighing on your mind. You will be in no doubt now that many 
residents do not believe that the Parish Council has been representing them nor their priorities for 
the village. 
Comment? Do these matters weigh on your mind?  
 
Bramley Parish Council sees these words to you as yet another attempt to undermine it, and frankly 
it is unworthy of an MP to continue this unwarranted prejudice and harassment.  They are saddening 
and disappointing words but we cannot say it impacts our support of the community.  They are 
words without justification and we have heard them all before. 
 
·I am sure that this letter will spur you into action, reforming the culture and focus of the Parish 
Council, in order to get it delivering for residents. Less talk, more action. After all, isn't that 
precisely what a Parish Council is meant to be for? To not just talk about problems, but actually   
solve    them   for   residents?   I   know you   appreciate    honesty.   Being   honest, Councils -   
including Parish Councils -   have a raft of powers that Members of Parliament simply do not. I 
know you would never wish to mislead local people into thinking otherwise. 
 
What action am I supposed to take?  
 
We cannot answer that as it is a matter for you as a resident.  Parish Councillors do not believe you need 
spurring on.  Do you think you do?  You have worked tirelessly for the community and embody the 
effort put in by the Parish Council to benefit the community.  Do you feel the Parish Council has mis-
lead anyone or been dishonest in any way?  We believe the tone of Mr Jayawardena’s words could be 
construed as divisive, but that is up to you to decide.  Mr Jayawardena is entitled to his opinion and we 
are sorry to say that we feel that he will be saying the same things over and over again. irrespective of 
the facts.   
 
Nonetheless: I will continue to work hard for the whole of North East Hampshire - including 
Bramley - and I will continue to work with those who I believe to be working in the village's 
genuine interests, just as I have gladly worked with various Parish, District, Borough and County 
Councillors for many years across our constituency. 
Thank you, once again, for contacting me. 
Yours sincerely, 
RANI L JAYAWARDENA 
 
 
 
 



Why are we not getting the support he suggests?  
 
It would appear he does not like the Parish Council and will never give it credit.  We do not always 
agree with him and we tend to base our views and decisions on transparency, supportable evidence and 
facts.  We would always give time to speak with him, but he declines to do so.  
 
The Parish Council do not understand why he keeps up this approach of undermining us at every 
opportunity.  Will it stop us working the way we do? Absolutely not, as he never explains why he feels 
the way he does.  
 
We hope this answers your questions and would appreciate you telling us what you intend to do with 
this but as a resident then it is up to you. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Maxta Thomas 
Clerk to Bramley Parish Council 
 




