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MINUTES of the Deviock Parish Council PLANNING COM %
MEETING at the HESSENFORD CHURCH HALL, HESSE 0

THURSDAY 28" MAY 2009 AT 6.30PM

PRESENT: R.J. Daniel (Chairman), Ms. M.E. Temlett (Vice-Chairman), Mrs. yle

J.P. Candy, Mrs G.E. Hartland, C. J. Hazel Q

1. DECLARATION OF INTEREST IN ITEMS ON THE

ClIr. Candy declared and prejudicial interest in item 4.1. \zhﬁ

2. 10 MINUTE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PERIO ¢ €comment on
the items below: N Y

The Chairman stated that he would bring item 10.1. forwarq to logiés and that he would

break the public participation period into two parts, the first gitems 0 agenda other than that
relating to the issue of Church Hill, Hessenford, and the secon ter item 10.1., for comment on the
issue of Church Hill, Hessenford.

No member of the public wished to address the Com
the issue of Church Hill, Hessenford.

s on the agenda other than

lliott, P. MgClung, Mrs. A. Robinson & S.J. Parry

HAIRMAN

East, Area Highway Manager)
The Chairman gave an outline of the Pari ite meeting that had taken place before the
meeting:-
a) Church Hill, Hessenford: Mr. Ig € -owner) was prepared to create a turning area on
both sides of the possible road closure . stallation of a locked gate might not be possible
because of legal issues.
Rebecca Dickson stated that ghe N
area; that a public consultatiQn ss would be required in order to gauge local support for the road
closure; that there was no #ighwsys’Dept.budget in 2009/10 for this type of project, but that the local
County Councillor Highways™k S tion might be reinstated for 2010/11; that the Parish could
undertake important pr&paratgry @ prepare a case for road closure during the ensuing period
e.g. consultation of ahd local groups, specific mention in the revised Parish Plan and
speed monitoring

Il planning application for the works would be required and that
is could be looked into.

sfiiad visited all the local lanes where problems could occur, had taken photographs to
sible signage could be installed.

. Byles asked if the Parish Council could pay for signs to be erected? Rebecca Dickson
e signs would need to conform to approved designs, but that funding by the Parish would
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4. PLANNING APPLICATIONS:

4.1. 09/00711/FUL N. & E. Jones THE GUNDECK, TOP ROAD, DOWN
Construction of conservatory
Clir. J.P. Candy declared a prejudicial interest and left the meeting.

aggrieved and the permissions had set a very undesirable precedent.
site could see the Council inadvertently becoming party to a permi
examined by a planning ombudsman".

The Chairman proposed that the Council neither object to nor
seconded by ClIr. Mrs. G.E. Hartland and agreed unanimously by t

Ication; this was

Clir. J.P. Candy rejoined the meeting.

5. PLANNING APPLICATIONS RECEIVED AETER PUBLICATION OF
THE AGENDA: N\ \

None had been received.

6. PLANNING DECISIONS:

None had been received.

7. PLANNING APPEALS (rece@ditf—l of Meeting)

None had been received. X

8. FINANCE:

8.1. Accounts to be paid
The Clerk reported that there were n nts reqfuiring payment at this time.

9. MATTERS RAISé% BY MEMBERS FOR POSSIBLE INCLUSION ON

THE NEXT AGENDA: N/,
9.1.  CllIr. Mrs. G.E. Hartla S if 4 Jist of key holders to the locked Seaton beach gate could be
obtained. The ka 0 into this matter.

10. URGENT ADMITTED BY THE CHAIRMAN (Continued)

be instructed to
Support for this | was proposed by the Chairman, seconded by Clir. J.P. Candy and agreed

urther business the Chairman closed the Meeting at 19.40 hrs.



