
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 Parish Council Meeting  

held as a consultative virtual meeting via Zoom software on   
Tuesday 30th June 2020 at 7.15pm 

 

Councillors Present (remotely): 
 Jim Shannon (Chairman)   Martin Roberts (Vice Chairman)    
 Sydney Francis   David Harrison    
 Mark Main   Ross Perkins     
 Marie-Helene Robinson  Vivien Stanley 
 Martin Trott    Andrew Wake    
 
In attendance (remotely):  C.Cllr Mike Lewis, the Clerk and seven members of the public.  
 
Public Session 
The Chairman advised that residents wishing to comment on planning applications would be 
invited to speak at the relevant agenda item.  No additional comments.     
 
Reports from County and District Councillors 
District and County Councillors may give short verbal reports on matters affecting the Parish. 
C.Cllr Lewis advised that both Somerset County and District Council websites were regularly 
updated with guidance and news on Coronavirus for residents to access.  He also advised that 
South Somerset District Council (SSDC) were due to consider the Accelerated Housing Delivery 
Report, produced by Three Dragons with Bespoke Property Consultants, at its Executive meeting 
on 2nd July 2020.  The report set out a way ahead to achieve a faster delivery of houses, which is 
a priority project identified in the Council Plan.  Cllr Lewis expressed his concerns that the report 
implied councillors were a hinderance and should be removed from the planning process.  He 
advised that the document should be studied carefully as it may be a sign that in the future 
councillors could be side-lined and development imposed on communities.   
C.Cllr Lewis reported that Somerset County Council (SCC) continued to work virtually, however, 
this had not affected output and all areas of work were covered.  He wished to remind all that 
meetings were held virtually and accessible by the public.   
Cllr Perkins wished to thank both SSDC and SCC for their exemplary response in providing 
support for his business, that provided domiciliary care, during the Coronavirus pandemic.    
 
20/32.  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:  None. 
 
20/33.  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. 
  
20/34.   Minutes 
To approve the Minutes of the Virtual Meeting held on Tuesday 21st April 2020.  
RESOLVED:  The minutes were approved and would be duly signed.   
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20/35.  Planning 
a.   To consider the following planning applications (PA). 

i. PA 20/01465/FUL.   Change of use of land and the siting of 4 no. two bedroom 
holiday lodges for farm diversification project on land at Firtree Farm, North Barrow Road, 
North Barrow. 
The Applicant was present remotely and gave a brief outline of his farm diversification 
project. He explained that the holiday lodges would be of high quality and his main target 
market were walkers, rather than families. The project would sustain their life at Firtree 
Farm and enable the family to continue to run the business in the future. 
Councillors read out comments submitted by residents and the Steering Group for Protect 
North Barrow, which would be taken into consideration when forming their 
recommendation. A resident present at the meeting also expressed his objections. 
Following a full discussion councillors expressed the following concerns: 
• The proposal does not meet the criteria of SSDC Local Plan Policy EP5 for farm 
diversification within an established agricultural holding, Fir Tree Farm being an equine 
livery business and hence a farm in name only and not an established agricultural holding. 
The existing buildings are not available for conversion for holiday lets as they are 
occupied by the equine business and the proposed buildings are not well related to any 
existing buildings on the site. 
• The development site is in a prominent location, on high moor ground, in extremely 
attractive countryside with far reaching views to Glastonbury Tor, King Alfred’s Tower, 
Cadbury Castle and Lodge Hill. The implications of which mean that the four holiday 
lodges would also be highly visible from a considerable distance and not in keeping with 
the agricultural landscape. 
• The style of the lodges, constructed in plastic timber and clay tile ‘lookalike’ materials, 
with hard landscaping and lighting, would be incongruous to the sensitive nature of the 
agricultural landscape and rural lanes. More environmentally suitable/friendly materials 
would be preferable and should include the provision of electric car charging points. 
• Although the lodges would be located behind a tall [deciduous] hedge, once installed on 
hardstanding/plinths, they would be clearly visible from the rural lane. 
• SSDC Local Plan Policy EP8 specifies that there must be an identified need for tourist 
facilities in the open countryside, which is not met by existing facilities. There is no 
identified need within this application and within less than half a mile in South Barrow 
there are three holiday lets at Midknowle Farm and camping is already available at 
Woodland Escape Glamping Holidays. In addition, in Lydford on Fosse, there is a large 
camp site and four other holiday lets, which are far more sustainable, having a pub and 
supermarket within easy walking distance. 
• The project is car centric and does not promote sustainable tourism. There are no 
financial benefits for the parish as there are no facilities or services within walking distance 
of the site, except for North Barrow Community Hall, playground and church, nor would it 
create any employment opportunities. 
• Tourists would most likely be unfamiliar with negotiating the narrow lanes and hazards 
such as horses from the various equine facilities, cyclists (Sustrans route) and agricultural 
vehicles. Vehicles frequently speed past the site entrance, due to its location on this 
straight section of road on the hill; sixteen additional vehicle movements from the site 
each day would increase the hazard. 
• The Design and Access statement is mis-leading. Although the holidays would be 
promoted as park lodges, they are essentially static caravans covered by the Caravan 
Sites and Control of Development Act 1960. 
• No pre-application advice had been sought. 
• Clarification was required on sewage and water dispersal from the site and the 
storage/collection of refuse and recycling. 
• Impact of noise from the site. 
• If permission were to be granted, restrictions on site usage should be limited to non-
permanent residential (i.e. to only holiday) accommodation, where the lodges are not 
occupied by the same person(s) for more than 28 days in any one 36 day consecutive 



period and restricted to a specified period e.g. 11 months of the year, and the total number 
of lodges should be conditioned. 
The PC were advised that the site’s closest neighbours remain ‘neutral’ and reasonably 
unconcerned when asked for their comments on the project. Several residents canvassed 
were also ‘neutral’, however, the majority shared the above concerns. 
RESOLVED:  The PC agreed by a majority vote to recommend that the application be 
REFUSED. 
ii.    PA 19/03228/FUL.  Amended application for the erection of one dwelling – revised 
drawing No. GMA-20501F, together with a Design & Access Statement, which shows 
amendments to the siting, design and orientation of the proposed dwelling. 
The owner of Glebe House, which adjoins the site, was also present remotely at the 
meeting and read out his letter of objection submitted recently to SSDC.   
Councillors agreed unanimously that, despite the plans being considered by the Council 
twice previously, there were only a modest degree of alterations, such as the change of 
material from Cary to Keinton Stone, the degree of glazing reduced and the flat roof area 
replaced with a pitched roof.  The dwelling had also been moved slightly more from The 
Pilgrims Development towards the houses on Lovington Lane.  However, the amended 
plan did not address the Council’s objection that the design of the proposed dwelling does 
not reflect local character and would be harmful to local distinctiveness.  Neither could it 
address the Council’s objection to the principle of erecting a dwelling here, 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. 
The accuracy and quality of the plans are a concern.  There is a clear discrepancy 
between the old and new plans and land ownership regarding the east site boundary with 
Glebe House and Lea house, which the owner of Glebe House verified.  The Holm Oak 
tree on the site between Glebe House and the proposed dwelling has also been removed 
from the plans.  This tree should still be shown as it provides screening between the 
properties as well as being a fine, healthy tree.  In addition, the Applicants’ Biodiversity 
survey/assessment posted on the planning portal on 4 May 2020 stated in paragraphs ‘2.4 
Description of proposal’ and ‘4.5.2 Bats/Daytime survey trees’ that: “The silver birch, 
willow and holm oak trees and hedgerows will be retained”.  In spite of these statements, it 
was also noted that the substantial hedge on the west site boundary had subsequently 
been cut back to ground level, opening up the site to full view from the adjoining public 
footpath.     
Councillors commented that the Applicants are required to commission a Preliminary 
Ecological Appraisal as the site is classed as a Traditional Orchard, which public 
authorities have a duty to conserve.   However, the document provided and the submitted 
plans do not reflect the site accurately.    
Following a full discussion, the PC agreed unanimously to re-emphasise its planning 
observations submitted to SSDC dated 14th February 2020 that include the following 
resolution:   
RESOLVED:  The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the amended 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 recently completed 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. 

b. South Somerset District Council (SSDC) Decisions. 
i. PA 20/00921/FUL.  Change of use of small strip of land lying on NW corner of 
churchyard to form part of existing trackway known as Burrell Lane to obtain access to 
churchyard and Beckets Barn and to re-erect fence and gate on amended line (Re-
submission of 16/04811/FUL) at St Thomas A Beckets Church, Lovington Road, 
Lovington – APPROVED. 
ii. PA 20/00762/HOU & 20/00763/LBC. Conversion of gazebo into ancillary 
accommodation at Church Farm, Lovington Road, Lovington – APPROVED.  
iii. PA 20/01014/S73.  Section 73 application for the removal of condition 2 (agricultural 
tie) of permission 882203 at Riverside Stables, Hornblotton Green Road, Lovington – 
REFUSED. 
iv. PA 20/00769/FUL.  Application for the erection of 7 no. light industrial business units 
(use class B1, B2, B8 ) with associated parking and access on land and Buildings At Brue 
Farm, Hornblotton Green Road, Lovington – APPROVED. 
v. PA 20/00362/OUT.  Outline application with all matters reserved for the conversion of 
existing public house, restaurant and letting accommodation into 5no. dwelling houses 
(Re-submission of 18/03943/OUT) at The Pilgrims Rest Inn, Lovington – APPROVED. 
 

20/37.   Annual Receipts & Payments and Internal Auditor Report 2019/20. 
To agree the Annual Receipts and Payments accounts and receive the Annual Internal Audit 
Report for 2018/19. 
RESOLVED:  The Annual Receipts and Payment account was agreed.  The Annual Internal Audit 
Report, carried out by Mr S Pritchard, was received with observations noted and agreed.  
 
20/38.  Section 1 – Annual Governance Statement 2019/20. 
To consider and approve Section 1 – Annual Governance Statement 2019/20. 
RESOLVED:  The Annual Governance Statement was considered and approved. 
 
20/39.   Section 2 – Accounting Statements 2019/20. 
To consider and approve Section 2 – Accounting Statements 2019/20. 
RESOLVED:  The Accounting Statements were considered and approved.   
 
20/40.  Signing of the Annual Governance and Accounting Statements 2019/20. 
Following approval, Chairman and Clerk to sign the Annual Governance Statements and 
Chairman to sign the Accounting Statements for 2018/19.  
RESOLVED:  Following approval at items 20/38 and 20/39 the Chairman and Clerk would duly 
sign the respective Governance and Accounting Statements.   
 
20/41.   To set the commencement date for the exercise of public rights 2019/20.  
Responsible Financial Officer (RFO) to set the date and publish with details of the arrangements 
for the exercise of public rights. 
RESOLVED:  The Clerk, as RFO, set the date for the exercise of public rights to commence on 6th 
July 2020, which would be published on the parish website.   
 
20/42.   Certificate of Exemption from a Limited Assurance Review 2019/20. 
To consider if the Council meets the qualifying criteria to certify itself as exempt from a limited 
assurance review under section 9 of the Local Audit (Smaller Authorities) Regulations 2015, and 
completion of the certificate of exemption by Chairman and RFO. 
The Clerk previously circulated to all councillors the statements that qualified the Council to certify 
as exempt from a limited assurance review.   
RESOLVED:  The PC confirmed that the statements applied and that neither income or 
expenditure exceeded £25,000.  The Certificate of Exemption would be duly signed by the Clerk 
and Chairman.   
 



 
20/43.   Finance 

a. Balance of the Councils Bank Account & Bank reconciliation 
To report on Councils Bank Account. 
The Clerk previously circulated the PC Accounts.   
RESOLVED:  The Accounts were agreed and the Chairman would duly sign the bank 
reconciliation 

b. Accounts for payment 
To review and approve a schedule of items of expenditure. 

Community Action Suffolk PC Insurance    £207.48 
Mr S Pritchard – Internal Auditor Fees        £56.60 
Clerk’s Expenses July to November 2019     £59.81 

RESOLVED:  Approved. 
c. Risk Analysis 

To review the current Risk Assessment. 
RESOLVED:  Approved. 

d. Assets Register 
To review the current Assets Register. 
RESOLVED:  Approved. 

 
20/44.   Local Government Reorganisation (LGR) in Somerset.  
To consider the seven recommendations in the LGR report commissioned by Somerset 
Association of Local Councils (SALC) and the Society of Local Council Clerks (SLCC) in order to 
form a response to be sent to the Leader of SCC, David Fothergill, Leader of SSDC, Val Ketich 
and copy to Mr J Robinson, SALC. 
The Chairman advised that LGR was a topic of discussion at a recent virtual Chairman discussion 
group meeting with SALC.  He advised that views were being sought on the seven 
recommendations only at this stage, not views on LGR.  Following a brief discussion, the 
consensus of the Council was that the timing of the exercise was concerning.  The world was 
currently severely limited by Covid 19, however, SCC continued to progress LGR with relatively 
short timescales, which would affect all facets of local government.  Councillors agreed however, 
that the LGR report drafted by Mel Usher was a well written document.   
RESOLVED:  The Council agreed unanimously to write in support of the seven recommendations, 
however, would state its concerns regarding the timing of the review.   

 
Date and time of next meeting.   
Virtual Meeting to be held on Tuesday 28th July, commencing at 7.15 pm.   
 
There being no further business the meeting closed at 8.55.pm. 

 
 


