
 

 
 
 
                                                               

 draft MINUTES OF THE KINGSDON PARISH COUNCIL MEETING HELD ON 

Thursday 8th September 2022, Kingsdon Village hall, 7.30pm 
 

 

Parishioner comment time: 
Item 14 – Will the clerk be reading out the 5 questions submitted by email and will they be answered 
by councillors tonight? 
B.Paine – we will be reading them out and responding.  
 
District and County councillor time: 
None 

 
Present:  
Mr B. Paine (Vice-Chairman), Mr P Waters, Mr I.Dibben , Mrs S Mackay and Mrs J.Morris (Parish 
Councillors), Mrs Kate Hatt (Parish Clerk); Mr K.Tridgell (RFO) plus 19 parishioners. 
  
1. Apologies:    
Mr G. Osborne (Chairman), Mr A. Anderson (Councillor), Mr D. Ruddle (County Councillor), Mr T. 
Capozzoli (District Councillor) and Mr C.Hull (District Councillor). 
 
2. Declarations of Interest:  
None 
 
3. Minutes:  
The minutes of the monthly Parish Council meeting, held on the 14th July 2022, which had been 
previously circulated, were proposed by S.Mackay and seconded by I.Dibben, and unanimously 
approved and signed. 
 
4. Matters arising not covered by agenda items: 
None 
 
5. Chairman’s Report 
None due to Chairpersons absence. 
 
6. Correspondence 
None other than agenda items. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



7.1 and 7.2 Finance- report and cheque signing. 
 

KPC Current Account  Opening balance as at 01.08.2022 £16,803.40 

40 Net Cheque /Standing Order Cleared Balance £434.55 

  Payments/Transfer In - £0.00 

  Transfer Out -  £0.00 

  Closing Balance as at 31.08.2022 £16,368.85 

  Uncleared Payments - KVH £15.00/HMRC PAYE £54.00 £69.00 

  True Balance as at 31.08.2022 £16,299.85 
   

KPC General Reserve A/C Opening balance as at 01.08.2022 £5,000.88 

51 Net Cheque Balance £0.00 

  Interest -  £0.00 

  Transfer In £0.00 

  Transfer Out - nil £0.00 

  Closing Balance as at 31.08.2022 £5,000.88 

   
KPC Earmarked Reserve 
A/C Opening balance as at 01.08.2022 £47,172.11 

43 Transfer In  -  £0.00 

  Interest   -  £0.00 

  Transfer Out- £0.00 

  Closing Balance as at 31.08.2022 £47,172.11 

 

Clerk Services Payroll as from April 2022 until further notice and RFO 
Services Payroll as from April 2022 until further notice 

  

Kate Hatt - Clerk services £108.00 

K Tridgell - RFO Services £135.00 

GTH - KVField and Allotments - 1/2 year rent in advance £287.00 

    

    

    

    
    

    

  

TOTAL ACTAUL EXPENDITURE - Up to 08/09/2022 £530.00 

Amount approval (less S.O. pre-approved clerk & RFO) £287.00 
 
 
 
 
 
 
K.Tridgell talked through the accounts. 



We are close to finalising G.Osborne being able to be a signatory. 
 
We have received an invoice for the play inspection. Do we want to continue our automatic annual 
renewal with them? 
K.Tridgell to look into the details to decide. 
 
B.Paine will be looking at the detail of the report from the play inspection. 
 
 
These payments were proposed by P.Waters, seconded by J.Morris, all in favour. 
 
8. Somerset Bus Partnership 
This is a partnership that connects Somerset with buses. They have requested a village bus 
champion, to be the link and attend zoom meetings. It does not need to be a councillor. There may 
be another grant to the County Council in the future. Many routes have been already cut without 
consultation. They no longer produce paper timetables and only put them online. It could be useful 
to have a link person as we do not want to lose our village bus. They will provide us with knowledge 
about any further bus cuts. 
Is there somebody who would like to volunteer? 
We will also put a note in the chronicle. 
There was a volunteer of Duncan should no-one else come forward from the note in the chronicle. 
 
Action – K.Hatt to ask for a note in the chronicle to see if there is other interest. 
 

9. Training and documentation on the usage of equipment – 

We need further documentation, a minimum of risk assessments, to protect us if carrying out PC 
duties of cutting grass, bush cutting etc. We cannot have people working on the footpaths alone. 
Is there anything else we need to look at while pursuing this? Contractors is a key issue. 
Have our insurers got a model of what we should use? 
We have already been in contact with someone who is a professional in this matter. It has to cover 
health and safety and due diligence. I.Dibben will proceed with organising this matter. 
 

10. Section 106 Funding/ Play Equipment –  
We have a significant amount of 106 money and with the unitary council on the horizon we are keen 
to not lose this. We have had meetings with South Somerset District Council about the money. We 
also asked for responses from parishioners. Results mentioned sea saws, a three-bar balance, 
outdoor table tennis, picnic table plus a larger table that could be used with a wheelchair. We then 
received a quotation for this of £15,310 ex VAT, which needs approval from councillors. This includes 
all the groudwork, installations, fittings etc. 
J.Morris asked if there is room for it all. 
B.Paine has done a site visit. They will be strategically placed so they don’t impact on the equipment 
already there and there is room. It will not impact where the marquee goes. Maintenance will come 
under what we do already with our current equipment. 
I.Dibben asked if the table tennis table is worthwhile with our weather. 
B.Paine says there are ones in the local area and are appreciated and one has been sourced. 
J.Morris pointed out that if we didn’t have the table, teenagers would get left out. 
A parishioner queried lack of lighting and if there would be sharp edges on the table. 
It was felt that it would be safe and people have to take responsibility. 
The District Council are keen for this to be spent by the end of this financial year. 
J.Morris said that at the moment the equipment is matched, will this equipment match? 



B.Paine explained that the sea saw, balance beam and benches are rustic and will match. The table 
tennis table will have a different look, but this will need to be located where is does not impact 
where there are smaller children playing. Shrubs could be used to help protect from danger to 
others. 
P.waters can we add a bag with the bats and ball. 
 
I.Dibben proposed that we take this further to the next stage, seconded by J.Morris, all in favour. 
 

11. Footpath L18/5 –  
I.Dibben explained that this is the footpath that goes out towards the A372. I.Dibben is attending a 
meeting on Monday and he is looking at putting together a 5 year plan to replace all stiles with gates 
or open area. We are looking at moving the first gate, putting a new field gate in and a swing gate to 
ease access. The farmers are concerned that the gates will get propped open. There will be kissing 
gates used as well to help with this. The brambles on Black Brook path are taking a long time to beat 
back because they are very thick with vicious thorns. He is hoping to organise a village walk in the 
near future. 
 

12. Finance Working Group –  
Postponed to the next meeting due to G.Osborne’s absence. 
 
13. Village Field –  
Postponed to the next meeting due to G.Osborne’s absence. 
 
14. Proposed development and village hall –  
We received a letter from 11 of our parishioners about the Kingsdon estate development 
proposals with some questions. The Parish Council have nothing to hide and so felt they 
were happy to add this as an agenda item. The questions/email were read out (see 
questions below with then subsequent answers). 
B.Paine invited the signatories to speak. 
A parishioner said that a Village Hall has not been decided upon. The Village hall committee 
has had no meeting with the parish council. 
 
Another parishioner talked about the meeting that the councillors had at the site entrance 
to discuss the access and signage issues. 
He has worries about the safety of the access due to the speed and bend in the road.  
 
A parishioner wondered if this bend could help us get a 20mph speed limit in the village? 
Can this become part of the discussion? This could be worth considering. 
 
A parishioner explained that the planning application is the most basic of applications, 
showing the boundary and density. 
Sustainability – Wessex water has said that the sewers are adequate, as long as it doesn’t 
rain very heavily. 
The Village hall and viability issues, there are no grants for maintaining this, this is all then 
paid for by the parishioners.  
 
 



A parishioner asked - If it gets passed, what contingency plan do you have for further 
planning?  
Any further planning applications would come back to the Parish Council. 
 
We have been open and taken views of the village by having a meeting, holding a 
referendum, we have sought views. It is the only process we can take. 
 
J.Morris -  taking the point of it being a basic application, can we ask for greater detail, so 
that we are protected from additional buildings? 
I.Dibben said that surely it would have to have an application re-submitted. 
 
Outline planning application has reserve matters such as design of the dwellings. What is 
not a reserve matter is the access. 
 
The Questions from the email with answers: 
 

1. In the context of a predominantly single-track village highway system, how is it 

SAFE to have the proposed access designed for speeds of 30mph meeting a single 

lane highway on a double-blind bend where the forward visibility on the EXISTING 

HIGHWAY is less than the minimum required for traffic speeds of 20mph? 
 

The highways issues are decided upon by Somerset County Council and we have been given 
to understand they have no objection to the planning application. 

2. In the context of our failing combined sewer system, what is the basis for the assertion 

that DEVELOPMENT EQUATES to SUSTAINABILITY when all the expert advice 

is that it DOES NOT in a community of our size with failing infrastructure and failing 

access to services? 

Wessex Water are the agency responsible for the sewerage system and likewise we are given 
to understand they have no objection to the planning proposal. 

3. Why is the Parish Council supporting such a large scale application that conflicts with 

all the published VILLAGE PLAN and LOCAL PLAN policies that emphasise 

development should be ‘in proportion and in scale’ and the VILLAGE SURVEY 

supported only ‘a few more houses’? 

The PC held a parish meeting, with a Kingsdon Estate representative present, when this 
outline planning issue was discussed and debated. A five page briefing paper was circulated 
to every property in the village. This was also followed up by an independent referendum, 
which albeit by a small margin, showed the majority of the village were supportive of the 
planning application. 

4. What justification is there for such a LARGE VILLAGE HALL that is unaffordable 

both in terms of initial capital cost and more importantly the subsequent maintenance 

financed by the parish? 



A provision has been made for a new village hall on the site. However no decision has been 
made on the future of the village hall. Currently this matter is with the village hall 
committee. 

5. In the context of a market driven planning system where an approval of the current 

very basic outline planning application opens the door to unforeseeable consequences, 

how do you expect any concept of affordability or any expectation of a suitable 

number of social houses? 

 

SSDC have required that seven of the twenty properties will have such a classification. 

 

Only a small handful of new residents have spoken individually to members of the Council. 
Our full contact details are all published in the Kingsdon Chronicle and we are all readily 
available if anyone should like a first hand and factual detailed briefing. 

To summarise:  The Kingsdon Estate approached us, we initially said no to new houses, we 
objected to them building on the allotments. They put forward an offer to the village that 
they would give us the village field, the allotments, the remaining 60% of the field behind 
the 8 small bungalows. This means these 3 green spaces will be owned by the Parish 
Council, forever, we can do whatever we like with these, secured for our future generations. 
They also said that they could support us with a site for a new village hall, they put land 
aside instead for this rather than building other houses. If we do not support the application 
– the estate will still go ahead with it, but they will then go ahead with selling the 
allotments, village field and land behind the bungalows as well, so the village will end up 
being in a much worse situation than we are now. This is why the Parish Council have been 
in support of the application. 

A village hall committee member said that the cost for refurbishment and the new build are 
very similar. 

B.Paine stated that we have given a response. Any other comments from other councillors?  

A parishioner asked - Have any of the councillors been drawn into confidentiality 
agreements? 

B.Paine – absolutely not. 

A parishioner – things have changed quite considerably in a few years. Should there be 
another referendum? 

We have no intention to have another referendum. 

J.Morris – it is down to money, that is why these are being built. The referendum was very 
close, if we have this intensity of feeling. Can we at least put something in writing? 



We have been doing a balancing act over the last 4 years, trying to think of the long-term 
best issues for the village. Thank-you for your contributions. If any individuals wish to speak 
to the Parish Council, please do so and we will explain the situation again. 

 
 
 
 
10. Date of next meeting 
 
Thursday Parish Council monthly meeting – 13th October 2022. 
 
The Chairman closed the meeting at 8.43 pm 


