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YELLING PARISH COUNCIL 
 
 

Minutes of the Parish Council planning meeting held on 18th December 2012 
 in the Village Hall at 7.30 p.m. 

 
 

Minute 
Ref. 

 

  
12.123 Apologies for absence: 

 
None. 

  
12.124 Present:  

 
Mr J. Peal (Chairman), Mr P. Jackson (Vice Chairman), Mrs J. Murray, 
Mr J. Murray, Mr C. Griffith and Mr P. Webb plus four parishioners. 

  
12.125 Declarations of interest: 

 
Mrs Ascroft had previously declared a disclosable pecuniary interest as 
provided for under Section 4 of the Code of Conduct in Agenda Item 3 
and had absented herself from the meeting. 
 
The Clerk advised that he had spoken to HDC’s Democratic Services 
department about the position of other councillors with regard to Item 3 
given the need for the meeting to be properly constituted and quorate for 
any decision to be constitutional. In particular, he had sought advice as to 
whether Mr & Mrs Murray could be impacted given their proximity to the 
intended development. HDC considered that councillors would need to 
determine the most appropriate course of action in any given 
circumstance and there was a balance to be drawn between the interests 
that would arise naturally in any small village community and the need for 
the business of the Council to proceed. 
 
Mr Murray stated his objection to the Clerk’s action in raising this with 
HDC as he felt that that his and Mrs Murray’s proximity to the proposed 
development did not prevent them reaching an objective and unbiased 
decision and asked that the meeting minutes be noted accordingly. 
 
The following councillors declared ‘Other Interests’ as provided for under 
Section 5 of the Code of Conduct; 
 
The Chairman: 
Long term personal friendship with Mrs Ascroft. 
 
The Vice-Chairman: 
Personal friendship with Mrs Ascroft, provision of advice on licensing law 
considerations, member of the Village Hall committee. 
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Mr Griffith: 
Personal friendship with Mrs Ascroft, member of the Village Hall 
committee. 

  
12.126 Agenda Item 3: Planning Applications 1201879FUL & 1201880LBC - 

Church Farm, High Street 
 
The Chairman noted the attendance of parishioners at the meeting and 
briefly set out the protocol governing the rights of members of the public 
to participate in the Council’s activities. He then summarised the main 
provisions of the proposal, namely, the redevelopment of the grade 2 
listed barn at Church Farm, (which is on the buildings at risk register), to 
provide an ‘events’ venue for weddings and similar functions and formally 
closed the meeting to allow an open forum to enable the parishioners 
present to express their views.  
 
Broadly, all had concerns about the development which were focussed 
on three main aspects of the proposal: 
 

(a) noise levels and measures to limit any nuisance to adjoining 
properties and the wider village community; 

(b) conflicts with residents’ priority of reducing traffic volumes for the 
village; 

(c) adequacy of the proposed parking arrangements at the venue and 
the potential effect on on-street parking and safety. 

 
The Chairman noted that he had also received a letter from another 
resident not at the meeting expressing similar concerns. 
 
The Chairman then closed the open forum and formally re-opened the 
Council meeting for consideration of the applications. 
 
He noted that the Council must have regard to the views of villagers but 
also that decisions must be taken for valid planning reasons and with 
regard to central, regional and local government planning policy 
statements. He confirmed that all councillors had had the opportunity to 
consider all of the documents provided in support of the applications. 
 
As far as he was concerned there appeared to be four main issues; 
 

• The threshold and control of noise levels for an effective 
entertainments venue; 

• The impact on traffic movements within the village at unsocial 
hours; 

• The adequacy of the proposed parking arrangements in variable 
weather conditions; 

• The potential for tension between users of the venue and village 
residents. 
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Mrs Murray considered there may also be issues with kitchen odours and 
that rubbish collection would need to be managed effectively. She also 
noted that access to the venue could be intrusive to the intended 
residential developments. 
 
Mr Murray was concerned about the need to protect the village character 
and amenity in the interests of the wider community. He also noted that 
while the venue was not intended to compete with the village hall’s 
market, there was a risk that the noise considerations could adversely 
affect the hall’s appeal for other users on which this valuable community 
facility was ultimately dependent. 
 
Mr Webb noted that access to the site was located at a vulnerable 
position in the High Street with limited visibility and the increases in traffic 
movements envisaged could increase the likelihood of accidents. 
 
Mr Jackson advised that, subject to the nature of usage, there may be no 
practical limit to the number of events that could be held and while the 
application referred to a specific number of events, it was unclear 
whether this was intended to be a strict limit. 
 
Mr Griffith noted that the applications if approved would not, however 
unlikely, prevent the transfer of the activities from the applicant to 
unconnected commercial ownership. He also noted that the Council had 
received representations from the residents most directly affected by the 
proposal and while he was mindful of the need to balance the planning 
policies, these concerns must be taken into account. 
 
It was proposed by Mr Jackson, seconded by Mrs Murray and carried 
unanimously to recommend that the applications be refused as although 
in principle Council is fully supportive of the applicant’s intention to 
renovate and preserve the barn, the applications do not contain adequate 
information for the proper consideration of the impact of; 
 

• noise disturbance and the impact on residential amenity in the 
Yelling Conservation Area, 

• the character of the Yelling Conservation area, 

• the adequacy of traffic management proposals and related parking 
concerns,  

• access and highways safety. 
  
12.127 Agenda Item 4: Any other business  

None. 

  
12.128 The meeting closed at 9.38 p.m. 
 


