
 

MINUTES OF MEETING HELD IN THE VILLAGE HALL SHERFORD 
On 20 JANUARY 2020 at 19.00hrs   

  
Present Cllr Nigel Smith  NS In the Chair 
 Cllr Ravi Balasingam RB  
 Cllr Su Beswick SB  
 Cllr Paul Harding PJH  
 Cllr Ben Johnson BJ  
 County Cllr Julian Brazil JB  
 District Cllr Richard Foss  RF  
 Peter Javes  Clerk 
Apologies Cllr Peter Hadley APH  
 Cllr Steve Hart SH  
Members of the public present   7 
 

01/20 OPEN FORUM  
01.01 Flood Prevention  
 A question was asked about the current status of the flood prevention            

scheme. NS explained that it was checked regularly and there had been            
no water in the bund for two years now. A meeting was planned for the               
Spring with all interested parties to review the works and the success of             
the scheme. 

 

   
02.01 Planning application 3941/10   
 A parishioner raised concerns about this application – see minute 05.01           

below for the full discussion. 
 

   
03.01 Electronic speed sign  
 See minute 04/20 below for further discussion.  
   
02/20 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST:  
 SB re planning, minute 05/20  
   
03/20 MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING  
 The minutes of the meeting held on the 19 November 2019 were            

accepted as a correct record of proceedings and signed by the Chairman. 
 

   
04/20 MATTERS ARISING  
04.01 Electronic speed sign: JB agreed to raise this issue again with DCC            

Highways but felt that the PC would be asked to pay the costs, however              
grant monies might be available. 

 
JB 

   
04.02 Pontoon: RB reported that a pontoon might be available from Batson           

Creek, but it needed to be assessed for suitability. 
RB 

   
04.03 Apple Tree Close Play Park, Frogmore  
 PJH reported on a meeting with the SHDC officer responsible but the PC             

would need to match fund the cost of any works. PJH was awaiting a              
quote from a local supplier of play equipment.  

 

   

 



 

05/20 PLANNING  
05.01 Current applications  
 3941/10/PDM Barn at Hill Farm, Sherford, TQ7 2AX 

Notification for prior approval for proposed change of use of agricultural           
building to dwellinghouse (Class C3) and for associated operational         
development (Class Q (a+b)). 
Several objections were raised in respect of this application, principally it           
would seem to be an inappropriate development for that area and that            
access would be along Footpath 1 which also served as Byway Open to             
all Traffic (BOAT). The BOAT was now in disrepair and it was unclear as              
to who would be liable to maintain it. NS proposed that he would write to               
the applicant setting out concerns. 
It was agreed to arrange a site visit by councillors in early February. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NS 

   
 4016/19/HHO Hill Brook, Sherford, TQ7 2AX 

Householder application for proposed new garage -         SUPPORTED 
 

   
 0869/19/FUL Old Stone Barn, Frogmore, conversion to a café 

Lack of determination of this application by SHDC. Since the PC           
registered its objection to the Applicant’s Appeal Case on 15th November          
2019, a Rebuttal Statement was made to the Inspector by same applicant            
on the 9th December 2019. The PC planning sub-group proposed a          
focussed statement on behalf of its community that strongly contradicted          
the lengthy rebuttal case argued. This was circulated to members and it            
was agreed at the meeting to submit this to the Inspector. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Clerk 

   
05.02 Decisions by SHDC:  
 2483/19/FUL Barn at Malston Barton, Sherford TQ7 2BB:  

Provision of new access with associated track and extension to curtilage           
following Class Q approval 0907/19/PDM         Conditional Approval 

 

   
 3318/19/VAR Eastern Field Barn, Homefield Park Farm Sherford TQ7 

2AT: Variation or Removal of Condition 2 (approved plans) following 
grant of planning consent 1861/18/FUL (Demolition of existing barn and 
construction of replacement dwelling (following approval 0338/17/PDM) 
with associated access and landscaping) DECISION: Refusal 

 

   
 3065/19/FUL St Martins Church Sherford  

Surfacing of footpath          Conditional Approval 
 

  
 

 

06/20 FINANCE  
 Bank balances as at  20 January                                        £  
 Current account 4,690.67  

 Deposit account 15,248.46  

 TOTAL 19,939.13  

   

 



 

 Payments since November meeting  
30 SVCA Rent of hall 17.00 
31 Information Commissioner Subscription 35.00 
32 Peter Javes (November) Clerk’s remuneration  202.60 
33 Lee Bray Neighbourhood Plan 500.00 
34 HMRC (account in credit) Clerks income tax 0 
35 Peter Javes (December) Clerk’s remuneration  212.50 
 TOTAL PAYMENTS  967.10 
Receipts since November  
 Lloyds Bank Interest 2.54 
   
07/20 PRECEPT 2020-21  
 The clerk had circulated a draft proposal for the level of precept for             

2020-21. After some discussion it was felt that the parish would still face             
significant demands in maintaining facilities in the parish. Thus 
IT WAS RESOLVED to apply for a precept of £8,000 (2019-20 £7,750))            
giving a Band D precept of £35.61, an increase of 1.7% over 2019-20. 
The Clerk was instructed to file the necessary submission to SHDC. 

 
 
 
 
 
Clerk 

   
08/20 NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN  
 BJ reported that the plan was nearly ready for the public consultation            

process which would start on 14 February. The plan was being printed            
and would also be available on-line. Drop-in sessions were planned for           
both Frogmore and Sherford. The consultation period would last for six           
weeks and any comments would be incorporated into the final version of            
the plan.  
It was noted that the plan was a community project and was not solely an               
issue for the PC. The tremendous amount of work done by all concerned             
was much appreciated. 

 

   
09/20 CO-OPTION OF A COUNCILLOR  
 IT WAS RESOLVED UNANIMOUSLY THAT Antony Marshall (AM) be 

co-opted as councillor for the Sherford ward with immediate effect. 
 

   
10/20 CHILLINGTON AIR AMBULANCE NIGHT LANDING SITE  
 PJH reported that that all funding for the project was now in place and 

SHDC planning approval was awaited. 
 

   
11/20 FROGMORE STEPS  
 It would be necessary to erect a guard rail in front of the benches and 

then the work could start. 
 

   
12/20 SHERFORD WAR MEMORIAL  
 AM had agreed to become responsible for this project.  
   
13/20 COUNTY COUNCILLOR  
 JB reported that DCC was now in the budget process for 2020-21. 

DCC was looking for local involvement in climate change initiatives. 
 

   

 



 

14/20 DISTRICT COUNCILLOR  
 RF echoed JB’s comments on climate change and reported that SHDC 

would encourage parish councils to work together in groups. 
 

   
15/20 ANY OTHER BUSINESS  
15.01 Maintenance of ditches, gullies and buddle holes  
 SB reported on a proposed voluntary scheme to help clear and maintain 

lane drains and buddle holes free of debris to avoid localised flooding. 
This would be independent of the PC. 

 

   
15.02 Road Salt  
 PJH would check salt levels in the grit bins in the parish. PJH 
   
16/20 TOPICS FOR THE NEXT MEETING  
 Meetings calendar 20-21  
   
 DATE OF NEXT MEETING: Monday 17 February in Frogmore.  
 

ANNEX A: APPEAL REFERENCE: APP/K1128/W/19/3235270 

Location: Old Stone Barn with land at SX778426, Frogmore, Devon TQ7 

Proposal: Associated operational development to allow for conversion of stone barn to flexible             
use (café) as consented under prior approval 0189/19/PAU, including change of use of land              
to provide extended curtilage for associated access, parking, turning and landscaping. 
The Parish Council registered its OBJECTION to the Appellant’s Appeal Case on 15th             
November 2019. Since then a Rebuttal Statement has been made to the Inspector on the 9th                
December 2019 by the Appellant. In view of this, the Parish Council feels duly obliged on                
behalf of its community to issue a focussed statement that strongly contradicts the lengthy              
case argued. 
PARISH COUNCIL STATEMENT v REBUTTAL  
To be read as an addition to the Parish Council’s Appeal Submission. 
The key questions asked: 
● Why so much car parking for so limited a café facility and  
● Why deny car parking and servicing located (like Springfield Farm Shop) adjacent to the              

A379 by ‘inventing’ a spurious new /longer road access deep into the AONB. 
 
Rebuttal Issues: 
 
1. Number of Covers 
The appellant states “‘it is disappointing that the LPA has come to same conclusion as the                

parish council by only considering a very modest number of internal covers/seats in order to               
come to that conclusion, when in fact, the proposed café would utilise two external              
seating/dining areas (one utilising the paved courtyard area and the other on a grassed              
area to the east of the barn/courtyard). These combined areas would create a considerably              
high (sic) number of covers, especially during the more popular tourist seasons in the              
Spring, Summer and Autumn months.” 

 
 
 
 
 

 



 

PC Comment in response: 
18 covers are shown within the courtyard on the application drawings which is an enclosed               

area adjacent to the café. This is managed space within the café curtilage. 
The ‘grassed area’ sits outside the café walled boundary and is not operationally visible from               

the café. 
The Café has a limited sized kitchen (9 sq. m. approx.) This serves the internal and courtyard                 

seating amounting to 34 covers.  
No seating / dining layout is shown for the grassed area which we note has the following                 

shortcomings: 
▪ It is beyond the café / courtyard walled boundary- a 1.6 m (approx.) stone wall and is not                  

inter-visible with the café in management / service terms. 
▪ By virtue of the appellant’s proposed vehicular access layout, the grassed area is             

bounded on two sides by road, including access to an agricultural transfer depot, and is               
unlikely to offer an environment compatible with a pleasurable café experience. 

▪ The café preparation, service and staffing facilities are not of a scale to cater for any                
substantial extra seating. 

We conclude that the reference to an unsubstantiated ‘considerably higher number of            
covers’ has no weight to justify the excessive infrastructure and parking proposals.  

2. The appellant car parking examples: 
The Ring Feeder Café 
This, we understand, is a seasonal farm ‘trailer’ initiative placed in a field at Colmer Farm                

View, California Cross. We are not aware of its planning status. We would need              
considerably more knowledge of its usage before commenting on a single photograph of             
cars parked in a field in August. It has no bearing on the application at appeal. 

Application ref: 2672/13/AGFPA, Harbertonford 
This appears to be a commercial farm barn conversion for warehouse and office use              

providing a total floor area of 281 sq. m. The building is approximately 5 times the size of                  
the proposed Frogmore café. It this case 19 car park spaces may well be realistic. We note                 
in particular that the car parking is held adjacent to the building, giving both environmental               
and economic advantages and avoiding encroachment on the natural countryside.  

3. Proposed Access 
It is noted that the Appellant reasons that the new road access ‘will bring considerable visual,                

landscape and biodiversity benefits over the approved access.’ The approved access was            
designed by engineers and agreed with the Highway Authority.  

The need for the new configuration is not explained. It appears that it increases the length /                 
extent of road, introducing a ‘sweeping curve’ This will remove more of the natural              
landscape and only appears to serve as a justification to ‘open up’ the lower field for car                 
parking in the AONB by limiting the opportunity for car parking close to the A379 north on                 
the proposed café building. We contend that that the appellant’s benefit statement is             
erroneous and the road layout amendment, a future development gambit.  

CONCLUSION 
The Parish Council’s Statement v Rebuttal above endorses its original Appeal Submission            

Conclusion that referred to concerns of: Unwarranted encroachment of infrastructure into           
the protected AONB; aggressive parking plan and Associated Operational Development          
not supportable; the lack of segregation of visitor and HGV vehicles in the proposed access;               
‘planning creep’ leading to further applications for road extensions into surrounding fields            
and south through the proposed car parking area to connect with Mill Lane; neither the               
consented agricultural corral nor the transfer barn have been built; construction costs            
associated with the extensive infrastructure are not considered sustainable within the café            
business.  

The Parish Council view remains that car parking and servicing should be contained             
on land between the stone barn and the A379 without harmful encroachment deeper             
into the South Devon AONB. 

Nigel Smith, Chair, Frogmore and Sherford Parish Council. 20th January 2020 

 


