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Notes of an informal consultative meeting of the Planning and  
Consultation Committee held online via Zoom on 27th April 2022 

 

A video-recording of this meeting has been posted on Bruton Town Council’s YouTube channel 
and can be seen via this link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Ho9fgJX5MAw 
 
Present:               Councillors Brownlow, Hood, Jones and (from item 5) Robinson 

In the Chair:      Councillor Jones 

In attendance:  The Assistant Clerk 

District Councillor Lucy Trimnell 

5 members of the public 
 

1. Election to chair the meeting 

Members agreed 3-0-0 [For-against-abstain] to ask Councillor Jones to chair the 

meeting in the absence of Committee Chair Councillor Fradley. 

Councillor Jones explained to the members of the public in attendance that they would be 

invited to speak on matters that interested them before they were discussed by councillors.  
 

2. Declarations of Interest 

None 
 

3. Apologies for Absence 

Apologies had been received from Councillors Grahame Baker and Fradley for being 

unavoidably absent and from Councillor Robinson for being unable to attend the meeting 

from the start. 
 

4. Previous meeting  

Members agreed 3-0-0 [For-against-abstain] that the written record of the 

informal consultative meeting of 5th April 2022 is an accurate account of the 

meeting. 
 

5. Matters raised by residents and not featured elsewhere in this agenda: 

i. Street name signage at Burrowfields  

A resident explained the problems facing residents of Burrowfields, their visitors and 

couriers because of the lack of adequate street name signage;  she had set out the 

problems in greater detail in a written report with photographs which was distributed 

to members before the meeting.    Committee members were most sympathetic, 

accepting that because of piecemeal residential development on both sides of the 

Frome Road the numbering of Burrowfields houses is far from clear and the existing 

road signage is little help to strangers trying to find individual addresses.   Councillor 

Trimnell told members that the authority responsible for street names and signage, 

South Somerset District Council (SSDC), was usually quick to respond effectively when 

told about this kind of problem. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Ho9fgJX5MAw
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Committee members agreed 3-0-0 to accept Councillor Trimnell’s kind 

offer to draw the inadequacy of Burrowfields street signage to the 

attention of the relevant SSDC department so it could be made good. 
 

ii. Street crossing on the Frome Road at Burrowfields 

A resident described the hazards facing residents of Burrowfields and neighbouring 

estates to the east of the Frome Road when they try to cross the road to walk into town 

via Townsend Close.   She had earlier illustrated and explained the issue in greater detail 

in a written report with photographs which was distributed to members of the 

Committee before the meeting.    As she explained, traffic on the Frome Road routinely 

ignores the 30mph speed limit and this makes crossing the road very difficult at times 

and particularly dangerous for children and less able-bodied adults.   The obvious 

solution is a pedestrian crossing.   Members accepted the strength of the case presented 

and in the ensuing discussion made the following points: 

• A household survey undertaken some time ago by the Bruton Walking & Cycling 

Group confirmed that there is a need and demand for a safe pedestrian crossing, 

most particularly to safeguard children and their families walking to and from school. 

• When the Cubis development was proposed there was a plan to include a 

pedestrian crossing over the Frome Road but this was subsequently dropped. 

• Plans for a path between the new Enterprise Centre and Uphills may take many 

years to deliver so any associated crossing would not answer the current need. 

• The main cause of speeding in this area appears to be street geography:  with 

houses set well back from the road and views over open countryside there is less 

impression of a populated urban environment than in other parts of town.   In 

consequence some drivers may be less attentive to the 30mph signage and more 

likely to speed without necessarily even realising it, especially given the 

comparatively straight alignment of the carriageway.   This is not an excuse or 

justification for breaking the law but it may go some way to explain why speeding 

is more common on the Frome Road than in most other parts of town.   And if 

existing speed limit signs are ignored there is little point in erecting more signs.  

• Road crossings are the responsibility of the Highways Department of Somerset 

County Council (Highways) which has limited funds and generally requires data 

identifying a location as an accident black spot before installing a Zebra crossing 

which costs c.£70k.   Most regrettably anecdotal evidence of near misses or ‘an 

accident waiting to happen’ is seldom deemed sufficient to unlock such funding. 

• Should the proposed residential development north of Brewham Road receive 

planning permission the developer could reasonably be required to contribute to 

the cost of a pedestrian crossing which would clearly be of community benefit. 

• In the shorter term a crossing patrol at the beginning and end of the school day 

would at least help to safeguard school children and their families in termtime 

and the cost of c.£2,000 per year is obviously much more affordable 

Committee members agreed 3-0-0 to table a recommendation at the Full 

Council meeting on May 31st that Bruton Town Council find the funds for a 

crossing patrol on the Frome Road on school days.  
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In the course of this discussion Councillor Robinson joined the meeting. 
 

6. Planning applications 

Committee members discussed the following applications and Council officers took their 

views into account before making recommendations to the Local Planning Authority (LPA) 

on behalf of the Council under delegated authority:  
 

i. 22/00856/FUL Dwellings at Eastfield & Brue Avenue, Bruton BA10 0HT.   

Full application for the retrofitting of external wall insulation and change of external 

wall materials on 31 dwellings at 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 23, 25, 

27, 29, 31 Eastfield, Bruton, BA10 0HT and 21, 23, 25, 27, 29, 31, 33, 35, 37, 39, & 41 

Avenue, Bruton, BA10 0HL 

A resident set out in detail some of the comments and reservations about the application 

expressed by residents of the affected properties and neighbours, and letters from two 

other residents were read out to the meeting.   Among the points made were the following: 

• Residents applaud the awarding of government funding to Abri (which owns the 

properties) to improve the insulation of the properties as this would benefit the 

environment by reducing carbon emissions and benefit residents financially at a 

time when heating costs are rising rapidly. 

• However residents received scant information about the proposals - Abri’s letter of 

8th February told them very little - and were not consulted.   Since the proposed 

works would have a significant impact on residents and their neighbours many are 

worried and some are positively opposed. 

• Matters of particular concern include the visual impact of the render which would 

be applied over the existing stone bricks, and the removal or destruction of 

porches, sheds, fencing and plants on which residents have lavished much time, 

money and care over the years. 

• Some residents do not have access to plans on the SSDC website and others do not 

have English as their first language, so actual (not virtual) meetings are the only 

truly effective way to consult them and pass on relevant information.    

Two representatives of the planning consultancy involved in the application were in 

attendance and were able to comment on some of the points raised. 

• They had been brought into the project comparatively recently and have not 

hitherto been involved in liaising with residents but they will let Abri know of 

residents’ concerns about the lack of information and consultation. 

• The scheme itself will contribute significantly to the reduction of heating bills and 

the fight against climate change. 

• The newly installed doors, windows and wall cladding will smarten up the 

appearance of the houses and by example may encourage neighbouring owner-

occupiers to undertake similar work, thus enhancing the overall quality and value 

of property in the area. 

• The proposed render is of high quality and should maintain a smart appearance so 

long as it is properly maintained by the landlord, and alternatives to the proposed 

magnolia colouring could be considered.  

• Masonry cladding is impracticable because it is prohibitively expensive. 
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• Fitting internal insulation instead of external cladding would be far more 

disruptive for residents. 
 

Committee members expressed strong support for the proposals but they greatly 

regretted that Abri’s failure to communicate with residents let alone consult them had 

given rise to so much possibly needless worry and opposition.   They hoped that Abri 

would now engage positively with residents so as to understand and perhaps allay 

their concerns.   
 

Committee members agreed 4-0-0 to SUPPORT this application in principle 

but shared the reservations expressed by some residents about the appearance 

and visual impact of the proposed external cladding.   They recommended that 

the applicant address these reservations by consulting tenants and the 

residents of neighbouring properties.   They believed that if the applicant were 

to consult residents in person, and explain the proposals properly, the 

application would gain the support of many of those most affected.   Not all 

residents have an online presence and some may not be native English-

speakers so members consider it likely that face-to-face meetings will be more 

effective than online or postal surveys.   The applicant might consider 

approaching the Town Council for help in carrying out such a consultation. 
 

ii. 22/00767/HOU Priory Court View, 6 Wellesley Green, Bruton BA10 0DU 

Erection of a detached garden room to rear of dwelling.  

Members noted that no objections to the proposals had been registered, and the proposed 

garden room should have a minimal visual impact on the surrounding area as it is to be built 

into the hillside at the rear of the property. 

Committee members agreed 4-0-0 to recommend APPROVAL of this application. 
 

7. Brief reports and updates, for information only 

Previous planning application: 

22/00378/HOU & 22/00378/LBC Stockwell Barn, Higher Backway, Bruton Enclosure 

of the existing front porch.   APPROVED 
 

8.  EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC  
Committee members agreed 4-0-0 to exclude the press and public for the 
remainder of the meeting under the Public Bodies Admissions to Meetings Act 
1960, Section 1 (2) on the grounds that discussing item 8 in public may be legally 
prejudicial and is not in the public interest. 

 

9. Compliance with a planning condition  

Committee members discussed what appeared at times to be a lack of rigour on the part of 

the LPA in signing off conditions attached to successful planning applications. 

Committee members agreed 4-0-0 that the Assistant Clerk should write to the 

LPA asking it to ensure proper compliance with planning conditions. 

 
 

Patrick Pender-Cudlip 

Assistant Clerk 


