
Minutes of the meeting of Stawell Parish Council held on Monday 13th September 2021 in 
the village hall at 7.00 pm. 
 
 
Present: - Cllrs. Penny Badcock, Rod Conaway, Brian Lishman (Chairman). 
 
In attendance: - The Clerk (Chris Fry).and four member of the public. 
 
1471 Apologies: - Cllrs Hugh Gange-Harris, Linda Osborne and Simon Thomas. 
 
1472 Declarations of Interest. – None.  
 
1473 Minutes of the previous regular meeting of 5th July and the special planning meeting of 
19th July were taken as read, agreed and signed. 
 
1474 Matters arising from the minutes. – None. 
 
1475 County/District councillors’ reports. – None. 
 
David Huxtable has submitted the September 2021 County Council briefing sheet. 
 
1476 Financial matters. 
 
Four cheques to issue: - 
 
No 497 £173.27 payee CN Fry (September net salary). 
No 498 £ 72.12       “          “      (expenses). 
No 499 £ 47.50        “    DM Payroll Servs (Payroll! 1st half 2021/2022). 
No 500 £ 240.00     “    PKF Littlejohn (external audit fee). 
 
The Clerk reported the completion of the external audit, with no queries raised,  and said the 
statutory public notices would be published by the end of the month. 
 
At 7.08 pm the Chairman suspended the meeting and opened up public discussion. 
 
There were no issues raised. 
 
At 7.09 pm he reconvened the meeting. 
 
1477 Planning. 
 

a. Application number: 46/21/00009. 
Applicants: Mr and Mrs Bearman. 
Location: Rose Cottage, Stawell Road, Stawell Bridgwater TA7 9AA. 
Proposal: Change of use of a craft studio and bed and breakfast facility to a 
dwelling. 
 
The Clerk outlined the position faced at the public meeting of 6th September, when a 
planned PC meeting could not go ahead as there were insufficient councillors to form a 
quorum. 
 
Bearing in mind the SDC planning department has granted a short extension to the 
comments period, thereby negating the need for a special planning meeting, also the fact 
that several parishioners were in attendance specifically to air their views on the 
application, the Chairman agreed to conduct a public meeting to hear the views of all 
present. 



 
In order to regularise matters, a motion was put to tonight’s meeting as follows: 
 
“The Parish Council of Stawell agrees to endorse the comments drawn up following the 
public meeting of 6th September 2021, thereby empowering the Chairman to submit 
comments on planning application reference 46/21/00009.” 
 
This motion was proposed by Penny Badcock and seconded by Rod Conaway, with all in 
favour. 
 
The following comments were submitted to SDC planners: 
 
“The Parish Council of Stawell objects to application 46/21/00009 following very many 
objections and adverse comments from the parishioners, and discussions held at a 
recent public meeting. 
 
Our objections are as follows: 
 
1. This proposal represents a gross overdevelopment of the site and would result in a 

dwelling that is out of keeping with the rest of the properties in the lane and the wider 
village. It is not a building that is suitable for conversion into a house, being arguably 
built as a non-domestic building for the processing of animals and an associated craft 
workshop. If it were built, to meet domestic requirements it would suggest that the 
application to convert an existing cattery into its new use (46/11/00017) had ulterior 
long term plans and would have been disingenuous. Its conversion into a bed and 
breakfast facility, by way of a retrospective application, would already question the 
need for such a large building (46/17/00007) with only roof lights and very little room, 
we express concerns that it would meet current minimum requirements for a dwelling 
and not appropriate as housing stock in the village. 
 
More than one version of this application under the same reference has been made, 
with totally different end purposes, in a short space of time. As the final application 
has had a large input from consultees, we question the validity of these first 
applications. One of these was to create an ancillary room for the cottage, but it is 
also stated elsewhere that tasks undertaken in the craft studio would now be possible 
within Rose Cottage itself. These statements would seem to conflict. 
 

2. There are major concerns over parking and traffic matters. We note that Highways 
have already discussed some of the area designated as parking, as being part of the 
highway, and not the applicants’ property. As some of this area has been concreted 
by the occupants of Rose Cottage, the Parish Council will seek clarification from the 
Highways authority about this, and measures to be taken if indeed this concreted 
area is highway, and what measures of reparation will be enforced. 
 
New properties now being built require that any parking within the site has to be 
capable of allowing vehicles to enter and leave the site in a forward direction, and 
visibility on to the highway has to be provided. Should it not be so in this application, 
as clearly no such provision is made? 
 
If the observations of Highways are correct, it would appear that one parking space 
for each property would remain. In addition the current applicant has a livestock 
trailer parked beyond the intended parking area for the new property. As it is stated 
that the livestock enterprise would remain, this would require the vehicle of the new 
property to be moved to allow this trailer to exit the property. 
 
An additional property on this single track, narrow entrance to the village would not 



be acceptable to the Parish Council, or the wider village as a whole. An extra 
property receiving delivery and parking required for visitors would only further 
exacerbate an already major problem in the village and to surrounding agricultural 
activity and to public transport. Had the huge growth in on-line shopping been 
anticipated, the granting of planning for the newer properties on this lane may not 
have been approved. 
 
3. The immediate neighbours to the east raise concerns over loss of privacy. The   
Parish Council asks that the planning officer takes note of this in his deliberations on 
the application. 
 
The Parish Council feels that the first two points raised (1 & 2) are of very major 
concern to the village and we would ask that this application be rejected out of hand 
on these points. Not to do so would erode confidence in the planning process of the 
whole parish.” 
 

    b.Application number: 46/21/00008. 
       Applicants: Moate and Partners. 
       Location: Ballwood View Farm, Moor Road, Sutton Mallet Bridgwater TA7 9AW. 
       Proposal: Erection of an agricultural building for the storage of hay and 
machinery and the formation of a landscape bund. 
 
The application has altered to include the installation of solar panels on the roof of the 
proposed building, so the Parish Council has been asked for any relevant comments. 
 
Following a discussion it was decided that no additional comments were necessary. 
 

           c.The Clerk reported that application number 46/21/00006 at Leap Year Cottage has now 
been approved. 
 
1478.  Correspondence. 
 
          a. (Official) R121B CIL end of year report. 
 
SDC planning department are carrying out the usual annual return. In the case of Stawell and 
Sutton Mallet is a nil return. 
 
          b.Future Parish Elections. 
 
 The SCC and the One Somerset team have asked Justin Robinson, CEO of Somerset 
Association of Local Councils Limited, to seek the views of all PCs on when the next Parish and 
Town Councils ordinary elections should take place. 
 
In order to minimise election costs for the PCs where elections are called, it was agreed to 
support 2022 (instead of 2023) to coincide with the first elections to the shadow authority. 
 
1479. Matters for report and items for next meeting. 
 
     a.Rose Cottage planning application. 
 
The Chairman requested that the matter of the disputed highway boundary should be placed on 
the next agenda. 
 
1480. Any other business and Date of next meeting (4th October 2021). 
 
Any other business.  



a.Stepping Out. 
 
An email has been received from a Sutton Mallet resident expressing concerns over the long term 
village hall booking that has been allocated to the group “Stepping Out”. A similar email has also 
been sent to the village hall committee. Although the group has said that it will give way to any 
other recreational bookings from parishioners, the extensive block booking of 9am to 4pm, five 
days per week and fifty weeks of the year, coupled with the fact that it would be a hub for a 
number of micro businesses, is a matter of concern. It is felt that villagers wishing to make a 
booking may feel intimidated into feeling they were depriving booking space allocated to a special 
needs group. There is also a feeling that canvassing about this around both villages could have 
been handled perhaps more comprehensively.  
 
The village webmaster, present at the meeting, said there had been several comments on the 
village Facebook page, possibly of a slightly scratchy nature, and he felt it appropriate to take the 
messages down. He has spoken to the village hall chairman to make him aware of the concerns, 
and he anticipates a statement from the village hall committee being produced to address the 
matter. 
 
This is a matter for the Village Hall committee alone to deal with, and falls outside of any 
jurisdiction of the Parish Council. 
 
b.Ownership of the road at Spring Hill in Sutton Mallet. 
 
SCC highways department, our county councillor and Parish Council chairman have all been 
involved to some extent in this matter, basically concerning the ownership of the road and 
consequent responsibility to maintain it. 
 
The PC Chairman would very much like to liaise directly with SCC highways at Dunball in an 
endeavour to move things forward. Local parishioners are understandably wishing to avoid a 
problem like existed last winter with localised flooding issues. 
 
The Clerk was asked to request that Lawrence Hackling of SCC highways kindly contacts the 
Chairman, copying in David Huxtable appropriately. 
 
The Chairman also mentioned the problem of dog walkers not clearing up after their pets, and the 
Clerk was asked to look into the possibility of an appropriate sign being obtained reminding the 
public of their legal responsibilities here. 
 
c.Somerset Waste Partnership garden waste collections. 
 
These have today restarted and this year’s cycle will be extended by eight weeks to compensate 
for the recent missed collections. 
 
d. Ford Lane top dressing. 
 
A concerned resident has raised the “shocking state” that the road has been left in following the 
recent top dressing exercise carried out by SCC highways. Drains have been blocked and 
excessive loose gravel has allegedly been left on the road, making driving conditions hazardous 
particularly on Ford Lane Hill. 
 
The Clerk was asked to report this matter appropriately. 
 
Date of next meeting Monday 4th October 2021. 
 
There being no other business the Chairman closed the meeting at 7.56pm. 
 



 
 
 

 
  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


