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SEAGRY PARISH COUNCIL
DRAFT MINUTES

Council Meeting
held at 7.30pm
Goss Croft Hall, Upper Seagry SN15 SHD

10" May 2016

Present: Clir M Barber (Chairman), Clir J H Crosland (Vice Chairman), Clir R Barr,
Cllr T Kay, Cllr K Pearce, Cllr K Taylor and Cllr Mrs B Zehetmayr

Also Present: 2 Members of the Public and Mr V Vines MBE Clerk of the Council.

NOTICE OF MEETING — Public Notice of the Meeting was given in accordance
with Schedule 12, para 10 (2) of the Local Government Act 1972

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME
There were no Questions raised.

REPORTS FROM UNITARY COUNCILLOR, PARISH COUNCILLORS &
COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES

There were no issues raised that were not covered by later Agenda items.

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
All Council Members were in attendance.

Declaration(s) of Interest - in accordance with Seagry Parish Council’s Code of
Conduct (Adopted 12™ May 2015) and Standing Orders (Adopted 12" May
2015)

There were no Interests declared.
MINUTES Members had previously been circulated with the Draft Minutes.

The Council received, approved and signed as a true record the Minutes of the Parish
Council Planning Meeting held 8" March 2016. Clir T Kay proposed, seconded
Cllr Mrs B Zehetmayr and RESOLVED UNANIMOUSLY

PLANNING Prior to the consideration of each Planning Application the Council
provided the opportunity for Applicants and their Representatives and interested
parties to address the Council.

Planning Applications:

a) 16/02949/FUL
New Dairy and Beef Young Stock Housing

Trinity Farm, 8 Lower Seagry SN15 S5EP
For Mr Rob Biggin
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Following consideration of the application the Council resolved to advise Wiltshire
Council that they were unable to support the proposal.

The Council, in commenting on a previous application (15/07624/FUL) had advised
Wiltshire Council that they had no wish to obstruct the Farm’s commercial progress
and long-term viability.

In considering the new application the Council was again concerned on further
detrimental impact on the small hamlet of Lower Seagry by the expansion of what was
already a large commercial enterprise, particularly from a highway point of view as a
very narrow lane serves the Farm. Existing heavy traffic had a detrimental effect on
the safety and amenity of residents and users and had caused damage to the road,
verges and ditches and any increase in further traffic levels was not acceptable.

[t was agreed that if the whole farming enterprise was being proposed in this location,
in a new build situation, then the Council would strongly object as the detrimental
impact on the hamlet and route to the Church is considerable. It had to be accepted
that history had placed Trinity Farm where it was, but the further expansion plans
added to all of the negativities associated with its” location.

Consequently, the Council was unable to support the proposal. However, they
wondered if there was potential for Trinity Farm to create a new access from the main
highway to the west, as their land holding has a lengthy frontage to this road, which
although still a rural road was much better suited for the heavy traffic now associated
with the agricultural industry. If this was achievable and became an integral part of the
proposal the Council would give their wholehearted support and raise no objections.

Clir J H Crosland proposed, Cllr T Kay seconded and RESOLVED
UNANIMOUSLY

b) 16/04077/FUL
Erection of Two New Dwellings (Pursuant to Outline Permission
14/11574/0UT)
Oak Hill House, Henn Lane, Upper Seagry SN15 SHD
For Mr K Lloyd

Following consideration of the application the Council resolved to raise strong
objections to the proposal.

The Council was mindful of outline application 14/11574/OUT, to which the Council
and Wiltshire Council had raised objections and the Appeal decision that allowed the
development to proceed, subject to a number of conditions.

The Council considered that approval, given by the Planning Inspectorate, was an
approval given on the merits of that submission at a time the Core Strategy had just
been introduced and the Inspector had considered that the site fell within the existing
built up limits of the village and could be considered as infill because although Core
Policy 2 suggested infill as being generally only one dwelling, it was not expressed in
absolute terms.

The drawings submitted at that time, other than the proposed access arrangements,
were considered as illustrative material not forming part of the application. However,
the Inspector had decided that the concept drawings, which showed two houses in a
semi-detached arrangement sited perpendicular to Oak House and Henn Lane
adequately demonstrated that the erection of two houses “could be achieved in a
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suitably sympathetic scheme that would respect the visual qualities and building
traditions of the locale.”

The Parish Council accepted that the Appeal decision changed the designation of the
area of land within that red line and that the principle of development had been
accepted. However, the Council noted that the present submission is for a
development on a different boundary red line and although fairly similar, in the Parish
Council’s view, opened up the opportunity for a further proposal on the blue area in
front of the two houses proposed.

The Council acknowledged that the merits of any further proposal would need to
considered, should a submission be made, but it was clear that the new scheme was
submitted as a Full application and not a Discharge of Conditions on the existing
outline permission, presumably because of the variance in plot boundaries and the vast
difference in the development form itself.

It was noted that the applicant’s submission made no reference to the outline
permission at all, which appeared to be acceptable in the circumstances, as the
submission was a Full submission and not a Discharge. [t was also noted that the title
of the application, as registered by Wiltshire Council, included the wording (Pursuant
to Outline Permission 14/11574/OUT) and it seemed that Wiltshire Council had
introduced this which the Parish Council considered to be wrong as the outline
permission was given for a different scheme, a different area of land and was approved
on different principles. The Council considered the reality was that much of the new
submission site was similar to the land associated with the outline permission but the
development proposals were now far apart.

The Council had received representations from interested parties in the Council’s
Public Forum and noted that there was no support for the proposal but the Council also
noted the recent wholesale destruction to the mature landscaping on the site and
adjacent land totally changing the character and visual qualities of the area that the
Planning Inspector had previously noted.

This would result in any development of the land becoming more visual, especially if
nothing was immediately done by Wiltshire Council to stop further destruction,
particularly on the frontage land within the blue line. The Council requested that
Wiltshire Council’s Tree and Landscape Officer consider whether, as an interim
measure at least, a blanket Tree Preservation Order be placed on the whole of the Oak
Hill House land holding to at least provide a period of time for consideration of the
quality of the landscape in the area and what the future should be.

The Council wished to remind the planning officer that the Wiltshire Council’s Spatial
Planning department had Designated Seagry Parish as a Neighbourhood Plan Area and
that the first consultation had now been carried out throughout the Parish identifying
community views and thoughts for the future and with this in mind all planning
applications needed to have more thought than perhaps normal as community planning
ran alongside the Core Strategy.

In regards to the details of the new scheme. The Council considered that there was
absolutely no comparison between the outline planning proposal previously
considered by the Council, Wiltshire Council and the Planning Inspectorate. At that
time there had been a suggestion on the application forms that the proposal was to
meet “local needs™, although there was no information on how this was to be
achieved. That scheme provided illustrative material that, although acknowledged as
not forming part of the application, was still an influencing factor with the Inspector
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quoting that “the concept drawings, which showed two houses in a semi-detached
arrangement sited perpendicular to Oak House and Henn Lane adequately
demonstrated that the erection of two houses could be achieved in a suitably
sympathetic scheme that would respect the visual qualities and building traditions of
the locale.”

At complete odds to this the applicant had now proposed a scheme for two very large
dwellings with garages, typical of a modern design and built form consistently built on
any housing estates and larger plots, sited in close proximity to one another, and with
little amenity space to the rear, paying no respect at all to the built form of the village.

The Council considered the whole development was cramped and was basically an
over development of the site that might accommodate the semi-detached concept
originally proposed, retaining the open character of the site with parking spaces, or at
most two small detached dwellings of local character and materials that would retain
and enhance the area rather than introduce an alien development form.

A number of technical issues were raised and discussed at the Meeting including foul
and stormwater sewerage concerns which would need to be resolved with any
development proposals but the fundamental issues on design, scale, bulk, siting and
over development needed addressing as the Parish Council strongly objected to the
scheme and hoped that Wiltshire Council shared similar views. Finally, the Council
was sure that the previous Planning Inspector would not accept that the proposal was a
“suitably sympathetic scheme that respects the visual qualities and building traditions
of the locale.”

Cllr Mrs B Zehetmayr proposed, Cllr K Pearce seconded and RESOLVED
UNANIMOUSLY

There were no further Planning Applications considered.

Planning General: The Council noted that the following Planning Application
decisions had been received from Wiltshire Council:

a) 16/00511/FUL
Erection of New 3 Bedroom, 1% Storey Detached Dwelling with Basement
The Old Village Hall, Upper Seagry SN15 5HD
For Mr David Webber Approved, subject to Conditions 25™ April 2016

b) 16/01536/FUL
Render to exterior walls. Replacement of external doors and repainting window

frames

Sherwood, Lower Seagry SN15 SEP
For Mr Kenneth Muir Approved, subject to Conditions 15" April 2016

c) 16/00520/FUL
First Floor Extension and Front Porch

The Wishing Well, Seagry Heath, Great Somerford SN15 5EN
For Mr Ken Scott Approved, subject to Conditions 6™ April 2016

14/16 FINANCE

The Council considered financial matters and received notification of receipts and
invoices for payment
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b)

d)

Year End Accounts 2015/2016: The Council was presented with a spreadsheet
containing the Year End Accounts for 2015/2016. Following consideration, Cllr

M Barber proposed, Clir J H Crosland seconded that they be approved and
adopted and RESOLVED UNANIMOUSLY. Following this resolution

authority was given for the Chairman and the Proper Officer to sign the
Accounts.

Payments:

WALC Annual Membership subscription 2016/2017 £ 109.30
Mr R Tucker Seagry PC Inv 09 5" April 2016 £ 45.00
Mr R Tucker Seagry Allotments Inv 09 5 April 2016 £ 10.00
Mr V Vines Transparency Fund costs (grant aided) £ 450.00
Signpost Magazine donation £ 50.00
Mr R Tucker Seagry PC Inv 01 3 May 2016 £ 90.00
Mr R Tucker Seagry Allotments Inv 01 3™ May 2016 £ 20.00

Cllr M Barber proposed, seconded Cllr T Kay and RESOLVED
UNANIMOUSLY

Receipts: The Council was advised that the following had been received:

WALC Transparency Fund Grant 29" March 2016 £1.677.00
Wiltshire Council (part) Precept 2016/2017 21st April 2016 £ 5,875.00
Allotment Holders payments £ 240.00

Public Works Board Loan:

The Council was advised that the £2,601.16 Loan Repayment was due on the 1¥
June 2016 and would be taken by direct debit. (noted)

Section 137 Expenditure:

The Council was advised that notification had been received that, for the purpose
of Section 137 (4)(a) of the Local Government Act 1972 for Parish Councils in
England for the Year 2016/17, the sum was £7.42 per Elector for non-statutory
local initiatives. (noted)

15/16 HIGHWAY MATTERS

a) Parish Stewards Programme/Requirements: general issues for the Local

b)

c)

Highway & Streetscene Community Team. The Parish Steward scheme was re-
introduced in April 2016. No visits would be made unless works required had
been reported and prioritized on the spreadsheet template provided by Wiltshire
Council, the top 5 being of highest priority for Stewards. In addition issues still
needed to be reported by Council Members and the public using the MyWiltshire
App system. Clir J H Crosland was the Council link with the Parish Steward
through the Community Area Highways Manager. (noted)

The Council noted receipt of the Local Highways (Cllr Mr Whiteheads)
March/April 2016 Newsletters and attachments. (noted)

Rights of Way: general issues in regards to Public Footpaths and Bridleways
within the Parish. There were no issues raised. (noted)

Highway Conditions and Maintenance: general issues in regards to Highway
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Conditions and Maintenance within the Parish. Cllr T Kay raised the condition of
the highway surface of the road leading north of Startley and. although not in
Seagry Parish, impacted on Seagry Parishioners and felt that it should be raised
with the local Parish Council or the Highway Authority. Concerns had been
expressed by a Parishioner in regards to speeding traffic through the Village, in
particular in close proximity of the School. It was agreed that the Council would
consider what measures could be taken and in the interim reference to this would
be made in the Signpost Magazine article.

16/16 STANDING ITEMS

a)
b)

c)
d)

g)
h)

1)

k)

1)

Recreation Ground: There was no update. (noted)
Notice Boards: There was no update required. (noted)
Flooding & Drainage: There was no update required. (noted)

Parish/Community/Website/Newsletters/Social Media: The Council’s
website, www.seagryparishcouncil.gov.uk, had been offline for 3 days following
a hosting problem but was now working correctly. Following a suggestion at the
Annual Parish Meeting the Chairman of Council reported that a Virtual Forum of
local organizations was now in place. (noted)

Quality Council: There was no update required. (noted)

Asset Register: Any updates required will be considered at the next Council
Meeting. (noted)

School Liaison: There was no update. (noted)

Council Standing Orders & Financial Regulations: Any updates required will
be considered at the next Council Meeting. (noted)

Council Code of Conduct: Any updates required will be considered at the next
Council Meeting. (noted)

Risk Assessment, Health & Safety and Management Register: Any updates
required will be considered at the next Council Meeting. (noted)

Freedom of Information Act-Publication Scheme: Any updates required will
be considered at the next Council Meeting. (noted)

Seagry Spitfire Memorial Project: There was no update. (noted)
Goss Croft Hall: There was no update. (noted)

Allotments: Cllr K Pearce reported that all Allotments were taken and annual
payments had been received. (noted)

Wiltshire Council Chippenham Area Board and Parish Forum: Council
noted that the Area Board Meeting scheduled for Monday 25" April 2016 had
been cancelled through lack of business to transact. Notification had been
received that an Area Board Meeting was to take place on Monday 9" May 2016
in the Council Chamber, Monkton Park at 3.00pm. Council Members noted the
short period between the original date, cancelled through lack of business, and
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17/16

p)

q)

what appeared to be a hastily arranged replacement Meeting planned for a start
time that would be inconvenient for the majority of Parish Councillors and
Community Volunteers. This situation was deplored and further emphasized the
need to support the Parish Forum, more suited to meet the needs of the rural
areas, and whether there was any benefit in attending Area Board Meetings. The
next Area Board was to be held on Monday 27" June 2016 in the Goss Croft Hall,
Upper Seagry at 7.00pm. The Rural Forum had met on the 4™ May 2016 in The
Union Chapel, Kington Langley and the next meeting would be held on
Wednesday 13" July 2016 in The Kington St Michael Club at 7.30pm. (noted)

Parochial Church Council: There was no update. (noted)

Seagry Neighbourhood Plan: The Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group had
reported on the initial consultation at the Annual Parish Meeting. (noted)

r) Neighbourhood Watch: Clir J H Crosland reported that he had continued to

S)

circulate available information. (noted)

Emergency Planning: There was no update. (noted)

t) Insurance: The policy renewal terms would be considered at the next Council

u)

Meeting. (noted)

Signpost Magazine: The Clerk advised that the editorial for the next edition
would be submitted the following morning and would include matters discussed
at tonight’s meeting. (noted)

CLERKS REPORT

The following items were received for decision, information, and circulation and for
future discussion and matters arising and updates from previous meeting/s.

a)

b)

d)

CPRE Wiltshire Best Kept Village Competition 2017, sponsored by Hills Group.
The Council noted that an entry had been registered and hoped that the entry was
one that would be awarded the bags of compost. (noted)

Smaller Authorities Transparency Fund. The Council noted that the application
for grant funding to the value of £1677.00 for Web Design, Web Hosting and
support services for compliance with the Transparency Code had been successful
with a full grant awarded. (noted)

Wiltshire Neighbourhood Planning Roadshow. The Council noted that this event,
arranged by Community First, had taken place on Wednesday 16" March 2016,
at Devizes Sports Club. (noted)

Wiltshire Council — Annual Town & Parish Council Involvement Evening. The
Council noted that this event had taken place on Tuesday 19" April 2016 at
Monkton Park. (noted)

Council Member Training. The Sutton Benger Parish Council had arranged a
Training Session for new Councillors provided by Community First. The two
hour session included role and responsibilities, law and procedures, code of
conduct and was to be held on Wednesday 15" June 2016 at The Wellesley
Arms, Sutton Benger. Sutton Benger Parish Council would host the event and
would split any costs to neighbouring Councils that wished to be included. The
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likely cost was to be around £35.00 per attendee. It was agreed that any costs
would be paid by the Council.

f) Wiltshire Council-Councillors Briefing Note 285. Highways Service. The
Council noted receipt of a Briefing Note in regards to a Highway Services Peer
Appraisal. The Council was of the opinion that it would have been more
appropriate if the appraisal had been carried out by Parish Councils and residents
of Wiltshire when a less than favourable view would have been taken rather than
the praise that was being reported in the Briefing Note. (noted)

g) Operational Flood Working Group North. The Council noted that a meeting of
the Group had taken place on Wednesday 16" March 2016 and that the next
meeting would take place on the 18" May 2016 in the Hobbes Parlour,
Malmesbury Town Hall. (noted)

h) Buckingham Palace Garden Party 10" May 2016. The names of Clir K Pearce
and Cllr Mrs B Zehetmayr and their spouses had been submitted to enter the
WALC draw. Notification had been received that Whiteparish and Wroughton
Parish Councils were successful in the draw. (noted)

1) Annual Parish Meeting. The Annual Parish Meeting had been held on Tuesday
3 May 2016. It was confirmed that the Council would consider the issues raised
as a later agenda item. (noted)

i) Wiltshire Council 18 Tonne Weight Restriction B4069. Notice had been received
that, following the informal consultation regarding the proposal for a weight limit
on the B4069 (Draycot Cerne to Lyneham), Wiltshire Council now intended to
proceed to the formal stage of proposing a permanent 18T weight limit Traffic
Regulation Order. (noted)

k) Wiltshire Council-Councillors Briefing Note 293. Adult Care Charging Policy for
Care at Home. The Council noted receipt of the Briefing Note and the
Consultation Period 8™ March to 6™ June 2016. (noted)

[) Community Emergency/Resilience Plan. The Council noted receipt of a request,
from the Chippenham Area Community Engagement Manager, to complete an
Emergency Plan and to provide a copy to Wiltshire Council to ensure that they
have local, on the ground contacts, should an emergency situation arise that will
impact on the Parish and Community Area. The Council had an Emergency Plan
and agreed to update as necessary at the next Council Meeting for completion
and circulation to Wiltshire Council and interested parties.

m) Wiltshire Bobby Van Trust. The Council had received a request for a donation
towards the service. Following consideration the Council agreed that no
donation should be made, as their limited donation budget was best spent on

local Parish priorities.

n) Signpost Magazine. The Council had received a request for a donation towards
the Magazine. Following consideration the Council agreed that a donation of

£50.00 should be made.

18/16 ISSUED RAISED AT ANNUAL PARISH MEETING 2016

a) White line road markings. Potential for disabled parking bay by alteration to
Broadleaze spaces.
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The Council would consider this as part of a wider review of parking and
speeding issues within the Parish.

b) Seagry Primary School. School pupil roll numbers.

There was little action the Council could take at the present time other than to
support the School whenever possible. The Neighbourhood Plan conclusions
could identify development proposals that might assist roll numbers but the Plan
was at an early stage and would need community approval.

¢) Goss Croft Hall. Replacement Trustees.

There appeared to be a general lack of interest within the Parish for community
volunteers to come forward to fill various roles, not only Goss Croft Trustees,
but for organizations generally. Parish Council elections would occur in May
2017 and there was a need for a greater community spirit as those who persevere
in their various roles cannot be expected to continue forever.

d) Church Graveyard extension requirements and Burial Policy

The PCC was continuing to investigate and the Council would assist when
requested to do so.

e) Churchyard tidy up. Saturday 28" May 2016 at 10.00am. (noted)
f) Overview/Calendar of Events. To avoid clashes in Parish activities.

The Chairman confirmed that he had already instigated a Virtual Forum of local
organizations, which would potentially solve the problems raised.

g) Neighbourhood Plan Analysis Presentation.

The Chairman of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group had presented the
initial results of the first consultation, assisted by a slide show and this had
resulted in a number of questions from those in attendance that would now be
addressed by the Steering Group. The Parish Council would continue to be
represented by 2 Council Members and to remain in a minority to ensure that the
Plan was community led.

19/16 COUNCILLORS REPORTS AND ITEMS FOR NEXT FULL COUNCIL
MEETING

There were no matters raised.

20/16 DATE OF NEXT MEETING

The next Meeting of Council will be held in the Goss Croft Hall on Tuesday 12" July
2016 at 7.30pm. However, Members should note that a Planning Meeting is
scheduled for Tuesday 14™ June 2016 at 7.30pm, for which Notice will be given.

Signed:

Chairman, Seagry Parish Council Date: 12™ July 2016
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