
 

 

Cary Moor Parish Council 
Clerk:  Mrs Rebecca Carter, Portman House, North Barrow, Somerset, BA22 7LZ   

Tel: 01963 240226 
e-mail:  carymoorclerk@gmail.com                  http://www.carymoorpc.org/   
“Draft” Minutes of the Extraordinary Parish Council (PC) Meeting held on 
Tuesday 11th February 2020 at 7.15pm in North Barrow Community Hall 

 
 
 

 
 Councillors Present: 
 Jim Shannon (Chairman)   Martin Roberts (Vice Chairman)    
 Sydney Francis   David Harrison    
 Mark Main   Marie-Helene Robinson   
 Vivien Stanley    Andrew Wake 
      
In attendance:  D.Cllr Henry Hobhouse, D.Cllr Kevin Messenger, the Clerk and seven members of 
the public.  
 
Public Session 
Public session to enable members of the public to make representations, answer questions and 
give evidence at a meeting which they are entitled to attend in respect of the business on the 
agenda, in accordance with Standing Order 3 (e).  Questions not answered at this meeting will be 
answered in writing to the person asking the question or may appear as an agenda item for the 
next meeting. Members of the public are asked to restrict their comments, and/or questions to 
three minutes, (at the Chairman’s discretion, may last up to 30 minutes).  None. 

20/13.  Apologies for Absence and to consider the reasons given 
Council to receive apologies for absence and, if appropriate, to resolve to approve the reasons 
given. 
RESOLVED:  Apologies for absence were received from Cllrs Martin Trott and Ross Perkins.   
 
20/14.  Declarations of Interest 
Members to declare any interests they may have in agenda items that accord with the 
requirements of the Local Authority (Model Code of Conduct) Order 2007 SI No. 1159. 
(NB this does not preclude any later declarations). 
RESOLVED:  None. 
 
20/15.  Planning 

a.   To consider the following planning applications (PA). 
i. PA 19/03228/FUL.   The erection of 1 dwelling at The Haven, Lovington Road, 
Lovington.  The Applicants were present and advised that they recently met on site with 
Mr W Habershon, who had already commenced the development of six dwellings on land 
adjoining the site, to the rear of The Pilgrims Rest, following permission granted under 
PA18/04074/FUL.  The meeting was held to ensure the proposed dwelling on The 
Haven’s paddock was sited appropriately within the plot.  Mr Habershon, who was also 
present, believed that his two semi-detached houses on plots 1 and 2, for which building 
had commenced, would still be overshadowed by the 28ft gable end of the proposed 
dwelling.  This would have a detrimental effect on the visual and residential amenity of the 
properties as the gable end of the proposed dwelling would be 11m away from the garden 
boundaries and, due to its scale, proximity and location, limit any morning sunlight.  Mr 
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Habershon considered that, in order to prevent overshadowing, the dwelling should be re-
positioned in a more balanced position within the substantial plot.   
Councillors expressed their disappointment that an agreement had not been reached 
between the Applicants and Mr Habershon regarding the positioning of the dwelling, as 
this was discussed at the previous PC meeting at which all were present; Councillors 
agreed that the approved development at the rear of the Pilgrims Rest must take 
precedence in being an implemented planning consent.   
The Vice Chairman gave a brief history of the plot, explaining that the landowner had 
given an assurance to retain the remaining paddock area to reinforce the character of the 
location, when approval was sought to erect two dwellings on the east side of The 
Haven’s paddock Ref: 16/02459/OUT. This factor had been recognised in the Planning 
Officer’s report recommending this application be approved stating: “Lovington has a very 
loose, dispersed grain of development that has resulted in several loose and sporadic 
building groups without any part forming a clear village nucleus. As a result of this pattern 
of development the village has a very undeveloped and rural character that has a sense of 
being directly connected to the surrounding countryside.   
The development of this site is in essence in-fill in nature, filling in between The Haven 
and the junction to the north, and as suggested by the indicative layout plan will accord 
with the linear pattern of development that prevails in the vicinity. Although the 
development will have the effect of consolidating built development along this side of 
Lovington Road the undeveloped nature of the field opposite and the gap that will be 
maintained between the site and the development at the Pilgrims Rest to the west (six 
houses have recently been approved to the rear of the pub) should mean that the 
prevailing sporadic nature of development rural characteristics will be preserved.” 
This development of two dwellings is nearing completion under Ref:18/01834/REM. 
Having been granted outline planning permission to erect two dwellings on the east side of 
the paddock, the landowner effectively reneged on his assurance that he would not 
develop the rest of the paddock in subsequently submitting an outline planning application 
Ref: 17/03248/OUT to erect five dwellings on the whole of the paddock.  This was 
opposed by the Parish Council and by Mr Robert Archer, SSDC’s Landscape Architect 
who stated “Lovington is a dispersed village that is characterised by pockets of housing 
interspersed by paddocks and farmland, and has no strong nucleus (other than the 
historic focus of the church). The agricultural open spaces that lay between the village’s 
residential areas are prime components of its dispersed character, and the wider context 
is emphatically rural. In this instance it is noted that the application site is one of those 
open spaces that contributes to the village’s dispersed character, in providing separation 
of existing development along the west side of Lovington lane, and that associated with 
the Pilgrims Rest to the west. Whilst this is eroded in part by the 2016 consent, that 
scheme retained the greater part of the paddock as pasture, to ensure the continued 
separation of the Pilgrims Rest site from Lovington Lane’s housing, to continue to 
contribute to Lovington’s distinctive character. Development of the whole of the paddock 
would not only lead to a consolidation of two distinct character areas (Pilgrims Rest, and 
Lovington Lane) into one greater residential area, which in this consolidation, and the loss 
of the intervening pasture, will erode local character and distinctiveness, contrary to the 
objectives of LP policy EQ2, it also would result in a cumulative residential mass which – 
like the suggested courtyard layout of this housing proposal - is similarly at variance with 
village character, to consolidate the basis for a refusal.”  There were also a number of 
objections from local residents; the landowner subsequently withdrawing this application.   
The Vice Chairman explained that planning permission had been granted for several 
housing developments in Lovington in the past few years. All that have been approved 
have been on appropriate infill or brownfield sites rather than on the paddocks and fields, 
between the clusters of housing that define Lovington’s character as a dispersed 



 

 

settlement. Planning permission has been refused (or withdrawn) for those applications 
situated on such paddocks and fields. 
The Vice-Chairman also commented, having been approached about this proposal by the 
applicants’ son-in-law, that he emailed him full details of the planning history of this site, 
the PC’s responses and recommended the applicants seek pre-application advice from 
SSDC before submitting an application, although he noted this hadn’t occurred. 
RESOLVED: The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the application be 
REFUSED for the reasons discussed by the PC, the final wording to be delegated for 
approval by the Clerk in consultation with the Chairman and Vice-Chairman, such 
subsequently being actioned as follows:  
RESOLVED:  The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the application be 
REFUSED as the proposed development is located in one of the open spaces that 
contributes to the village’s dispersed character, in providing separation of existing 
development along the west side of Lovington lane, and that associated with the Pilgrims 
Rest to the west. Whilst this is eroded in part by the two dwellings nearing completion on 
Lovington Road, that scheme retained the greater part of the paddock as pasture, to 
ensure the continued separation of the Pilgrims Rest site from Lovington Lane’s housing, 
to continue to contribute to Lovington’s distinctive character. Development of the whole of 
the paddock would not only lead to a consolidation of two distinct character areas 
(Pilgrims Rest, and Lovington Lane) into one greater residential area, which in this 
consolidation, and the loss of the intervening pasture, will erode local character and 
distinctiveness, contrary to the objectives of LP policy EQ2, it also would result in a 
cumulative residential mass which is similarly at variance with village character, to 
consolidate the basis for a refusal. The size, scale and position of the proposed dwelling 
would also be demonstrably harmful to the living standards of the occupants of the 
consented development currently being erected at the Pilgrims Rest site. Finally, the 
design of the proposed dwelling does not reflect local character and would be harmful to 
local distinctiveness. 
 
ii. PA 19/01190/FUL.  The conversion and extension to existing barn to form a dwelling 
on land OS 0088 Lovington Road, Lovington.  The PC was pleased to receive the 
amended application, which had addressed all the PC’s comments previously submitted 
and was a much more modest design.  The proposed single storey extension would now 
be the same height as the existing barn, to which it would be linked by a glass hallway.  
The amended plans also received the support from one of the neighbouring properties.  
Both the neighbours and the PC would be pleased to see the old barn sympathetically 
restored and given a new lease of life.   
RESOLVED:  The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the application be 
APPROVED.    
 
iii.  PA 19/02815/S73.  Amended Section 73 application to vary conditions 2 and 5 or 
permission 18/00783/FUL to enable the living accommodation of Barn C to be extended 
into the adjacent barn to the north and to allow the respective domestic curtilage areas 
serving Barns A and C to be slightly enlarged at Fosters Farm, Fosters Lane, South 
Barrow.  The PC considered that the application would make only very minor changes to 
the curtilage.   
RESOLVED:  The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the application be 
APPROVED.   

 
b.  South Somerset District Council (SSDC) Decisions. 

i. PA 19/03115/HOU.  The erection of side extension to dwelling at The Old Cider 
House, Alford Well Farm Lane, Alford – APPROVED. 



 

 

ii. PA 19/03214/COL.  Application for a Lawful Development Certificate for the existing 
use of the dwelling without compliance with Condition 2 (occupancy) of approval 882203 
dated 14th September 1988 at Riverside Stables, Hornblotton Green Road, Lovington – 
APPROVED. 
iii. PA 19/03299/S73 & PA 19/03313/S19.  S19 & S73 application to vary condition 2 
(approved plans) of planning approval 18/02147/LBC to amend the design of the 
outbuilding conversion at Old Farm, Sparkford Road, South Barrow – APPROVED. 
iv. PA 19/03069/OUT.  Outline application for the erection of 2 single storey dwellings 
with all matters reserved except for access on Land OS 1712, north Of Barn Croft, 
Sparkford Road, South Barrow - APPROVED.  
v. PA 19/00796/REM.  Application for reserved matters following approval of 
17/03158/OUT (Erection of a detached dwelling and garage) to include details of access, 
appearance, landscaping, layout and scale on land OS 1394, Sparkford Road, South 
Barrow – APPROVED.  It was brought to the attention of the PC that the PA was recently 
granted approval, despite the PC’s resolution to recommend REFUSAL, to which the 
Ward Member Cllr Hobhouse also concurred.  However, of most concern, was the fact 
that the PC was not consulted on the revised application submitted in October 2019 and 
work had already commenced.   
RESOLVED:  The Clerk agreed to write to SSDC to ascertain whether there was a fault in 
its operational procedures and to elevate the case to the Local Government and Social 
Care Ombudsmen if an unsatisfactory response was received.   
There then followed a discussion on the voting record of the Vice Chairman to Area East, 
Cllr Tony Capozzoli.  Residents were advised that they could write to SSDC Democratic 
Services if they wished to record any concerns regarding Council Members.   

  
Next meeting: Ordinary Meeting to be held on Tuesday 10th March 2020, 7.15pm in North Barrow 
Village Hall. 
 
There being no further business, the meeting closed at 8.15pm. 
 
 
 
Signed:  …………………………………….  Dated:  …………………………………….. 
 
 
 


