
 

 

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 Parish Council Meeting 

held as a consultative informal meeting via Zoom software on   
Tuesday 3rd August 2021 at 7.15pm 

 

Councillors Present (remotely): 
 Jim Shannon (Chairman)  Martin Roberts (Vice-Chairman)   

 Norman Howard   Mark Main      
 Ross Perkins    Marie-Helene Robinson   
 Vivien Stanley   Martin Trott      
 Andrew Wake  
 

In attendance (remotely):  D.Cllr K Messenger, the Clerk and nine members of the public. 
 
Public Session 
No comments. 
 
Reports from County and District Councillors 
District and County Councillors may give short verbal reports on matters affecting the Parish. 
D.Cllr Messenger reported on the recent announcement from the Secretary of State for Local 
Government who approved a single unitary authority (UA) for the future structure of local 
government in Somerset.  Somerset district councils would consider going to judicial appeal to try 
to overturn the ruling.   
Uncertainty around phosphate mitigation solutions across the district on housing delivery continued.   
South Somerset District Council (SSDC) were trying to put pressure on parliament due to the knock 
on effect of housing delivery as SSDC were no longer able to evidence a five year housing land 
supply.   
The Covid vaccination site at the Bath and West Showground recently moved to Haynes Motor 
Museum, Sparkford.. 
Green waste collections have been suspended for six weeks, effective 2nd August, so staff can be 
redeployed to support rubbish and recycling collections due to the national driver shortage.  
 
21/72.  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 received. 
 
21/73.  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:  Cllr Main declared a personal interest at item 21/75.a.iii. as his son works for the 
Applicant and would not participate in the discussion or vote. 
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21/74.   Minutes 
To approve the minutes of the consultative virtual PC meeting held on Tuesday 13th July 2021.    
RESOLVED:  The minutes were approved unanimously and would be duly signed.    
 
21/75.  Planning 

a.  To consider the following planning applications (PA) and suggested comments 
and recommendations to be made to SSDC as the Local Planning Authority (LPA) it being 
agreed under Business Continuity Motion 21/47 approved by the PC on 8th June 2021 that 
authority to decide the Council’s response to planning applications be delegated to the Clerk, in 
consultation with the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Council: 

i.  PA 21/00426/FUL. Amendments to planning approvals 19/03228/FUL and 
20/02803/S73 for the erection of one dwelling to allow erection of detached double garage, 
use of second floor of dwelling for ancillary accommodation for dependent relative and 
carer, relocation of rooflights, installation of solar panels, and omission of chimney and first 
floor window on land adjacent to The Haven, Lovington Road, Lovington. 
Councillors noted that by relocating the rooflights this removes any overlooking of properties 
in Lovington and Mulberry Lanes.  Although the garage is slightly larger, it is preferable to 
the previously submitted plans.     
There had been no further comments from the community as the proposed amendments 
will no longer impose on them.  Councillors agreed that there was nothing contentious in 
the amended plans and were pleased that the Applicant had addressed the concerns raised 
by both the PC and residents.    
RESOLVED:  The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the amended application be 
APPROVED.  
ii. PA 21/00855/FUL.  Demolition of an existing residential dwelling and construction of a 
new replacement dwelling at The Old Reading Room, Cary Road, Alford. 
There have been a considerable number of representations from residents in opposition to 
the proposed dwelling, from both Alford and Lovington who have a great passion for The 
Old Reading Room (RR) and its history.   
The overriding concern is the significant change in the appearance and style of the 
replacement dwelling.  The RR is a visually pleasing thatched property, which is proposed 
to be replaced with an incongruous, ‘Art Deco’ style dwelling that would not match any of 
the varied village vernacular.  The RR is in an obvious, prominent part of the village, a 
‘waymarker’ for many who frequently travel along the B3153.  The proposed dwelling, which 
has been likened to a shipping container or caravan with a flat rubber roof, would be a 
carbuncle instead of a waymarker, highly visible from both the B3153 and Alford Well Lane.    
The proposed dwelling does not concur with South Somerset Local Plan Policy HG8: 
Replacement of Dwellings in the Countryside, which states that: 
The replacement of existing dwellings in the countryside will only be permitted where: 
• The development is compatible with and sympathetic in scale, design, materials, layout 
and siting to the character and setting of adjoining buildings, and to the landscape character 
of the location; and  
• The replacement is on a one for one basis and evidence is provided that the use of the 
existing dwelling has not been abandoned. 
Councillors are also required to take the information provided in The Design and Access 
Statement (DAS) at face value as a structural survey has not been carried out.  It was 
considered that old properties can be sympathetically renovated to the required standard of 
insulation and air-tightness, to accord with building regulations and to qualify for an EPC 
and, therefore, mortgageable.     
There is no mention in the DAS of the heritage of the RR.  The property is a non-designated 
heritage asset, locally listed in the Somerset Historic Environment Record under Alford, no. 
36272.  It has significant local history, sitting on the likely site of a Quaker burial ground; it 
is recorded that Quaker stones have been found in the property.  The property was given 



 

 

to the Parish in 1925 and has been a Sunday School, Reading Room, Village Shop before 
it became a private dwelling.  A resident, who has lived in the Alford for a considerable 
number of years, pointed out that the DAS is inaccurate as the RR has always had a 
thatched roof, having been initially purchased by a thatcher who re-thatched the RR.     
There is no Visual Impact Statement. The PC concurs fully with the content of CPRE’s letter 
in response to this application dated 29th July 2021, which encompasses many of the points 
expressed by the PC.    
There has been no pre-consultation with SSDC or the PC and little consultation with 
residents in Alford, who are dismayed at the proposal to demolish the RR.   
RESOLVED:   The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the application be 
REFUSED due to the severe detrimental effect on the visual amenity of all those who live 
in and pass through Alford arising from the incongruous design which is totally out of 
character with the local vernacular.  The PC believe the RR should instead be upgraded 
and refurbished, it being a prominent non-designated heritage asset that adds significantly 
to character and social history of Alford.    Rebuilding to match the current design of the RR 
should only be considered as a matter of last resort should expert reports evidence 
upgrading and refurbishment to be unviable.   (Cllr Main left the meeting at 7.45pm) 
iii. PA 21/01929/FUL.  Erection of two camping pods and associated works at Firtree Farm, 
North Barrow Road, North Barrow. 
The Applicant was present remotely and gave a brief outline of his proposal.  He confirmed 
that the title of ‘camping pods’ was misleading as the proposal was for the erection of two 
OmniPods, which are very similar to a wooden lodge.  The OmniPods would be single storey 
and at 3m high, would not be seen from the road.   The Applicant had taken on board the 
PC’s comments from his previous proposal 20/01465/FUL for the siting of 4 no. two 
bedroom holiday lodges, which he had withdrawn and hoped that his current application 
would be more appealing to the PC and residents.   
Councillors commented that the OmniPods had the same footprint as the previously 
submitted holiday lodges, being similar in size to a static caravan, whereas camping pods 
are much more in keeping with low carbon ‘glamping’.    However, the OmniPods were a 
much more attractive design than the original application and the number had been reduced 
from four to two.   
There were three main issues of concern.  The first is the proximity and impact on an 
ancient, precious oak tree, any associated wildlife, and its root zone beyond, which would 
most likely be affected by site works, installation of services and users of the OmniPods.  
The PC would like the OmniPods to be relocated further away from the tree.  The application 
is also inaccurate as it answers ‘No’ to the following questions on the Application Form and 
the Biodiversity Checklist and does not state that there is a tree within 50m of the site. 
Application Form 
10. Trees and Hedges 
Are there trees or hedges on the proposed development site? No 
And/or: Are there trees or hedges on land adjacent to the proposed development site that 
could influence the development or might be important as part of the local landscape 
character? No 
Biodiversity Checklist 
3. Will the proposal affect any of the following? No 
·         Old and veteran trees (on site or within 50m); 
·         Trees with holes, cracks, cavities or heavy vegetation; 
·         Trees with a girth greater than 1m at chest height 
In addition to the above, the following questions were answered ‘No’ on the Biodiversity 
Checklist: 
2. Will the proposals affect any areas of woodland, field hedgerows over 1m tall and over 
0.5m thick or scrub well-connected to woodland or hedgerows on or adjacent to the site? 
No 



 

 

This is inaccurate as the site and the proposed access way to the OmniPods both lie directly 
adjacent to the ancient field hedgerow to the north which is over 1m tall, over 0.5m thick 
and well connected to North Barrow covert lying directly to the west – see Google Earth 
Image attached.  
The second issue of concern is that the site is highly visible from the well-used public 
footpath WN 18/2 in a very attractive area; sensitive screening/landscaping should be 
considered.    
The third issue of concern is the potential for the numbers of OmniPods to increase if 
planning permission was granted.  The Applicant stated that he had no intention of 
increasing the number.   
RESOLVED:  The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the application be 
APPROVED with the caveat that the number of OmniPods is restricted to two and that they 
are sited further away from the ancient oak tree.  (Cllr Main returned to the meeting @ 
7.55pm) 
iv. PA 21/02080/FUL.  The demolition of ‘The Pilgrims Inn’ and erection of 6 dwellings 
(Plots 01-06) at The Pilgrims Inn, Lovington.   
The Applicant, who was present remotely, believed the proposed dwellings would be in 
keeping with those in Mulberry Lane.  Stone and tiles would be recycled from the 
demolished building and used on the new development.  As several residents in Mulberry 
Lane had expressed their concerns regarding overlooking, Mr Mitchison agreed to talk with 
his architect to prevent any overlooking by amending the design and planting trees as a 
screen.  
The PC and residents had no objection to Plots 01 - 05, however, there was unanimous 
objection to Plot 06.  The three upstairs bedroom windows in Plot 06 would overlook the 
back gardens of 1, 2 and 3 Mulberry Lane, resulting in loss of privacy, especially for No. 1 
Mulberry Lane.    
The site for Plot 06 is too small to insert a dwelling and provide adequate room for parking 
without imposing on the residents of Mulberry Lane.  It was considered that the plot would 
be better utilised for car parking bays with screening.  To build on this plot would provide an 
extremely unattractive urban street scene.  Councillors also commented that the plot could 
be a green space, planted with trees, which would be far more pleasing for the residents of 
Mulberry Lane.    
There are several technical issues that need to be addressed as detailed in the response 
from County Highways.  The three parking spaces for Plot 01 would intensify the use of the 
access onto the main road and the visibility splays appear to be substandard.  The parking 
spaces for Plot 06 are too close to the junction with the main road.  In addition, there is 
insufficient distance (12 feet on the ground between the end of the hammerhead and the 
adjoining hedge) to accommodate the two visitor parking spaces proposed at the end of the 
hammerhead to the north of No. 1 Mulberry Lane.  
It is apparent from the number of objections received, that there is also a Landowner issue.  
The Applicants’ location plan includes within its red line, land sold by the developers to each 
new property owner in Mulberry Lane with the ownership and management subsequently 
being transferred to the management company.  The PC considered, however, that this 
would be a matter for the residents to address and the Applicants should ensure that the 
requirement in planning law to serve notice on relevant landowners has been served 
correctly.   
Residents in the vicinity met the previous application with quiet resignation; however, they 
accepted five dwellings.  The consensus now is that the application in its current form is a 
step too far and they feel let down.     
RESOLVED:  The PC agreed unanimously to recommend that the application be REFUSED 
as the PC cannot support the application as presented.   
 
 



 

 

b. South Somerset District Council (SSDC) Decisions.  
The following applications have been determined:  
i. PA 21/01176/FUL.  Construction of an agricultural building to cover an open feed yard 
and the minor re-routing a bridleway on land at Church Farm, Lovington Road, Lovington – 
APPROVED.   
 

21/76.   Finance 
a. Balance of the Councils Bank Account & Bank reconciliation 
To report on Councils Bank Account. 
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.   
SALC & NALC Affiliation Fees 2021/22     £162.34 
Friends of Castle Cary Community Library Grant   £100.00 

RESOLVED:  All items of expenditure were approved unanimously. 
 
21/77.    Secretary for State Announcement – Proposal for a Single Unitary Council for 
Somerset. 
To discuss the above and discuss what further action to take in response. 
RESOLVED:  The Chairman and Vice-Chairman agreed to draft a response on behalf of the PC to 
be submitted to SSDC for circulation to members of the District Executive prior to their meeting on 
5th August.  A response would also be sent to the David Warburton, MP and the Secretary of State.   
 
21/78.   Items for Report and Future Business 
None. 

 
Next ordinary meeting: to be held on Tuesday 14th September 2021 at 7.15pm.  Following 
discussion it was agreed that the Clerk would email parish councillors in advance seeking views as 
to whether this should be held as a consultative informal meeting via Zoom software or an in person 
meeting in North Barrow Village Hall. 
 
There being no further business, the meeting closed at 8.50pm. 
 
 
 
Signed:  …………………………………………  Dated:  ……………………………… 
 
 


