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Minutes of Extraordinary Parish Council Meeting 

Tuesday 28th April 2014,  7:30pm 
Tyning Room, Conygre Hall 

 

Ref. Item Minute Action 

 Present: In the Chair, Veronica Packham. Ray Merchant, Dave 
Naismith, Eric Potter, Sue Langdon, Michael Horler 

 

3634 1. Welcome and 
Apologies 

The Chairman welcomed all those attending. 
Apologies received and approved from David James, 
Rob Young, Derek Wheeler, Doug Deacon and Marilyn 
Deacon 

 

3635 2. Declarations No declarations of interest  

3636 3a. Planning 
Correspondence 

 The applicants for 14/01064/OUT (Priors Cottage) 
have informed the Clerk that their current 
application is being revised for re-submission 

 B&NES have written to confirm that the long-
standing Wheeler’s Yard application 
09/02468/FUL has now been withdrawn 

 Application 14/00932/FUL (Guss & Crook) has not 
yet been referred to Committee pending a 
decision by case officer Heather Faulkner 

 

3637 3b. B&NES 
decisions 

14/01165/TCA 
Arb Environmental 
Apley House 
The Square 
Timsbury BA2 0HY 
Reduce 1 x silver birch to previous growth points 
- PERMITTED 
 
14/00605/VAR 
Mr Stephen Curtis 
The Old Place 
Newmans Lane 
Timsbury BA2  
Variation of condition 2 of application 08/00028/REM 
in order to use the space as additional ancillary 
residential accommodation (Removal of condition 4 of 
planning permission 99/02054/FUL in relation to use 
of the double garage) 
- PERMITTED 
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3638 3c. Applications 
to Council 

14/01173/FUL 
Mr Simon Hawketts 
Site Of Bank House,  
The Square,  
Timsbury BA2 
Erection of two detached 4-bedroom family homes 
 
There followed a brief discussion around a number of 
points of concern within the application. EP felt that 
since the site was previously used for retail premises, 
the Council should recommend refusal on grounds of 
the change of use to residential. He noted that 
permission for 2 residential properties granted after 
the 2003 application has now lapsed, and that works 
would be needed on the footpath along the front of 
the site, with a contribution from the applicant. 
SL expressed concern at the height of the proposed 
houses, which are taller than adjacent buildings, and 
noted that 4 bedroom homes might potentially 
generate 4 cars per property. 
VP remarked that the application mentions the use of 
white lias stone, which should be insisted upon. 
DN felt that the need for reverse parking across a 
footpath was cause for concern. 
MH expressed the view that the size of the properties 
would dominate the area. 
 
SESSION SUSPENDED: 
The Council suspended the session to hear responses 
from applicant Simon Hawketts and architect Simon 
Coles;  
Mr Hawketts insisted that the demolished butcher’s 
shop was at least in part a residential building, and 
explained that following a meeting with William 
Bertram, the application would be subject to some 
revisions. Whilst trying to make the best use of site, 
they had agreed that the bulk and height were too big. 
The revised application would therefore reduce the 
height somewhere between 6-800mm, with the 
façade more connected with an adjoining arch 
between the two properties. He had since been 
informed that white lias stone is unavailable and 
hoped to use purbeck as an alternative. Having co-
operated with B&NES Highways, and based on the low 
traffic speeds in Newman’s Lane, he confirmed that it 
was considered safe to reverse-park across the 
footpath. 
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RM noted that despite low speeds, the proximity of 
the Post Office and Pharmacy make this a particularly 
busy road. Mr Hawketts accepted this, but noted that 
it was critical to get cars off the road. Setting the 
houses any further back would, in his view, look 
strange, and it was important to retain the frontage. 
He asserted that the garages and drives slotted into 
the site and would work well.  
EP raised the issue of potential ‘section 106’ monies 
for parking provision, bearing in mind the impact on 
both the chip shop and Connies restaurant. Mr 
Hawketts responded that he currently allows parking 
on the site out of goodwill, but is not obliged to do so. 
Although 3 parking spaces are normally required for 4-
bed homes, B&NES Highways have authorised the 
provision of 2 per property in this case 
 
The Council then examined revised drawings of the 
houses, with a reduced roof line and an 8-9ft width 
stone coping arch adjoining the 2 properties. Mr 
Hawketts confirmed that he would be meeting case 
officer Tessa Hampden the following day with the 
revised plans, and would take on board any comments 
the Council made that evening. 
VP queried the path running down the side of the chip 
shop, providing garden access for the proposed right-
hand property; Mr Hawketts stated that the path has 
no owner, there is no title deed and the path does not 
lead anywhere. VP then enquired which parts of the 
property would be rendered. Mr Hawketts responded 
that it would be the rear; all front and visible side 
aspects would be stone. SL continued to express 
concern about the overall size of the buildings, 
mentioning new Chapel Walk cottages in contrast. 
VP queried the boundary walls; Mr Hawketts 
confirmed that existing walls would remain in stone, 
with some additional fencing. 
EP suggested that white lias stone is in fact still 
available, but costly at over £100 per ton. Mr Coles 
agreed that materials would need to be specified 
exactly, following the necessary permission.  
RM remained concerned about the size and density, 
preferring one single property. Mr Coles responded 
that a study of density in this area would show his 
design to be less dense than existing housing, and 
lower than actual planning guidelines (per hectare). 
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Mr Hawketts assured the Council that they wished to 
co-operate, not just directly with B&NES. Mr Coles 
accepted that there were different ideas around the 
table, but he believed the massing, scale and density 
are suitable for site. 
VP noted that despite the revisions, the Council were 
required to comment on the existing plan as-is. 
Ideally, the Council would prefer this application to be 
withdrawn pending further consultation. Mr Hawketts 
accepted this, stating that he invited the constructive 
commentary, and would consider withdrawing for re-
submission following his meeting with the B&NES case 
officer. MH acknowledged that the Council’s 
preferences would be less commercial than the 
developers would like. 
 
SESSION RESUMED: 
The Chairman resumed the session noting that with a 
Neighbourhood Plan in progress, developers were 
now obliged to consult with the Parish Council on 
design, materials, character and scale. Based on the 
existing proposal; 
Council voted unanimously to recommend refusal. 
 
14/01410/FUL 
Mr B Mogford 
Elder Cottage 
Rectory Lane 
Timsbury BA2 
Erection of a single storey conservatory to the rear of 
the property 
- Council voted unanimously to recommend approval 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

There being no further business the Chairman closed the meeting at 9.15pm 

 
Chairman:  ___________________________________________________ 

Date:  ________________ 

 

THE NEXT COUNCIL MEETING WILL BE  
Monday 12th May at 7:30pm 

  


