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EXMOOR HOUSE, DULVERTON 
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21 February 2019 

 

 

 

EXMOOR NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY 

 
To:       All Members of the Exmoor National Park Authority 
 
 
A meeting of the Exmoor National Park Authority will be held in the Committee Room, Exmoor 

House, Dulverton on Tuesday 5 March 2019 at 10.00am. 

The meeting will be open to the press and public subject to the passing of any resolution under 
s.100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972.   

There is Public Speaking at this meeting, when the Chairman will allow members of the public 
two minutes each to ask questions, make statements, or present a petition relating to any item 
relevant to the business of the Authority or relating to any item on the Agenda.  Anyone wishing 
to ask questions should notify the Corporate Support Officer by 4pm on the working day before 
the meeting of the agenda item on which they wish to speak, indicating a brief summary of the 
matter or matters to be raised (contact Judy Coles on 01398 322250 or email jcoles@exmoor-
nationalpark.gov.uk).   

The meeting will be video and audio recorded.  By entering the Authority’s Committee Room 
and speaking during Public Speaking you are consenting to being video and audio recorded. 

Members of the public may use Facebook and Twitter or other forms of social media to report 
on proceedings at this meeting.  Anyone wishing to film part or all of the proceedings may do so 
unless the press and public are excluded for that part of the meeting or there is good reason 
not to do so. As a matter of courtesy, anyone wishing to film proceedings is asked to advise the 
Chairman so that those present may be made aware. 

(The agenda and papers for this meeting can be downloaded from the National Park Authority’s 
website www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk). 
 

 
 
Sarah Bryan 
Chief Executive 
  

mailto:info@exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/
mailto:cacarder@exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk
mailto:cacarder@exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/
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A G E N D A 

The first section of the meeting will be chaired by Mr R Milton, the Chairman of the Authority.  If 
the Chairman is absent, the Deputy Chairman shall preside. 
 
1. Apologies for Absence 

2. Declarations of Interest/Lobbying of Members/Unaccompanied Site Visits 

Members are asked to declare:- 

(1) any interests they may have in relation to items on the agenda for this meeting; 

(2) any lobbying by anyone concerned with a planning application and any 
unaccompanied site visits where contact has been made with any person 
concerned with a planning application. 

 (NB. When verbally making these declarations, members are also asked to complete the 
Disclosures at Meetings form – attached for members only). 

3. Chairpersons’s Announcements 

4. Minutes (1) To approve as a correct record the Minutes of the meeting of  
    the Authority held on 5 February 2019 (Item 4). 

(2) To consider any Matters Arising from those Minutes. 

5. Public Speaking:  The Chairperson will allow members of the public to ask questions, 
make statements, or present a petition.  Questions of a general nature relevant to the 
business of the Authority can be asked under this agenda item.  Any questions specific to 
an agenda item can be posed when that item is considered subject to the discretion of 
the person presiding at the meeting.  

_________________________________________________________________________ 

Agenda items relating to the Authority’s role as sole local planning authority for the 
National Park area including determination of planning applications.  This section of the 
meeting will be chaired by Mr M Dewdney (Deputy Chairperson (Planning)).  If the Deputy 
Chairperson (Planning) is absent, the Deputy Chairperson of the Authority shall be preside. 

6. Appeals:   

A. To note the decision of the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and Local 
Government to dismiss the appeal against refusal to vary Condition 11 to allow for the 
apartments to be occupied as either a holiday let or as a principal residence dwelling – 
Applications 62/41/17/028 and 62/41/16/016 - Units A to D, Lynton Cottage Seaview 
Apartments, North Walk, Lynton. 

B. To note the decision of the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and Local 
Government to dismiss the appeal against refusal to vary Condition 8 to allow for the 
apartments to be occupied as either a holiday let or as a principal residence dwelling – 
Applications 62/41/17/029 and 62/41/16/027 - Units E to J, Lynton Cottage Seaview 
Apartments, North Walk, Lynton. 
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7. Development Management:  To consider the report of the Head of Planning and 
Sustainable Development on the following:-  

Agenda  
Item 

Application  
No. 

Description Page  
No’s. 

7.1 6/14/17/103 Proposed replacement of two semi-detached 
dwellings with a single farm manager’s dwelling 
(Full) – Wintershead Cottages, Simonsbath, 
Somerset 

1 - 14 

7.2 6/10/18/116 Proposed erection of detached annex to provide 
ancillary accommodation (Householder) – 
Dunstercombe, Old A39  Ellicombe, Dunster, 
Somerset 

15 - 24 

 
8. Application Decisions Delegated to the Chief Executive:  To note the applications 

determined by the Chief Executive under delegated powers (Item 8). 

9. Site Visits:  To arrange any site visits agreed by the Committee (the reserve date being 
Friday 29 March (am)). 

_________________________________________________________________________ 

 
The remaining section of the meeting will be chaired by Mr R Milton, Chairperson of the 
Authority.  If the Chairperson is absent, the Deputy Chairperson of the Authority shall preside. 

10. Authority Meetings Schedule 2020:  To consider the report of the Head of Strategy and 
Performance (Item 10). 

 

11. Personnel Update 

 Starters 

11 February 2019 – Rosie Wilson – Assistant Ranger – 1 year Fixed Term Contract 
(Maternity Cover). 
 

12. Any Other Business of Urgency 

 

Further information on any of the reports can be obtained by contacting the National Park Authority at the address 
and telephone numbers at the top of the agenda.  Details of the decisions taken at this meeting will be set out in 
the formal Minutes which the Committee will be asked to approve as a correct record at its next meeting.  In the 
meantime, details of the decisions can be obtained from Judy Coles, Corporate Support Officer, at Exmoor House. 
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ITEM 4 
 

EXMOOR NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY 

MINUTES of the Annual Meeting of the Exmoor National Park Authority held on 
Tuesday, 5 February 2019 at 10.00am in the Committee Room, Exmoor House, 
Dulverton. 

PRESENT 
Mr R Milton (Chairperson) 

Miss A V Davis (Deputy Chairperson)  
Mr M Dewdney (Deputy Chairperson (Planning))  

Mrs L Blanchard  
Mr R C Edgell 
Mr M Ellicott  
Mr B Heywood  
Mr N Holliday 
Mr J Hunt 
Mr I Jones 
Mrs C Lawrence 
Mr E Ley  
 

Mrs F Nicholson  
Mr J Patrinos 
Mr B Peacock 
Sir Richard Peek 
Mr S J Pugsley 
Mr M Ryall  
Mrs E Stacey 
Mrs P Webber 
Mr V White  

 

An apology for absence was received from Mr B Revans. 
 
97. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST:  

In relation to Agenda Item 7.2 – Application No. 6/15/18/108 – Proposed agricultural 
building for the housing of livestock and storage of fodder, farm machiner and 
equipment (23m x 20m) (Full) – Howe Hill Farm, West Howetown Lane, Winsford, 
Somerset, Mr B Heywood declared a personal interest as a relative of the applicant. 

In relation to Agenda Item 14 – Dulverton, Lynton and Parracombe Conservation 
Area Appraisals the following interests were declared: 

 Mrs L Blanchard declared a personal interest as she lives in Parracombe 
Conservation area, although her property is not affected by the proposals. 

 Mr B Peacock declared a personal interest as a member of Lynton & Lynmouth 
Town Council. 

 Mr M Ryall declared a personal interest as he was acquainted with one of the 
Public Speakers. 

98. CHAIRPERSON’S ANNOUNCEMENTS:  There were no Chairperson’s 
announcements.  

99. MINUTES 

i. Confirmation:  The Minutes of the Authority’s meeting held on 8 January 2019 
were agreed and signed as a correct record, subject to amendment to reflect that 
Mr M Ryall attended the meeting 

ii. Matters arising:  There were no matters arising. 

 

http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-4.pdf
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100. PUBLIC SPEAKING:  See minutes 104, 105, 106 and 113 for details of public 
speakers. 

________________________________________________________________________ 

Items relating to the Authority’s role as sole local planning authority for the National 
Park area including determination of planning applications.  This section of the 
meeting was chaired by Mr M Dewdney, Deputy Chairperson (Planning). 

APPEALS 

101. The Committee noted the decision of the Secretary of State for Housing, 
Communities and Local Government to allow the appeal against the Enforcement 
Notice in relation to unauthorised development (rear extension) at – Martinhoe Old 
School, Martinhoe, Devon. 

102. The Committee noted the decision of the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities 
and Local Government to dismiss the appeal and uphold the Enforcement Notice in  
relation to unauthorised change of use – caravan (ancillary use) used for holiday letting 
at – land at Blackgate Cottage, Challacombe, Devon. 

103. The Committee noted the decision of the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities 
and Local Government to dismiss the appeal against the Lawful Development 
Certificate for the existing unrestricted use as a dwelling (in breach of agricultural 
occupancy condition) at – Moorlyn Farm, Furzehill, Barbrook, Lynton, Devon. 

Mrs E Stacey joined the meeting. 

DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT 

104. Application No. 6/14/17/103 
Location:  Wintershead Cottages, Simonsbath, Somerset  
Proposal:  Proposed replacement of two semi-detached dwellings with a single 
farm manager’s dwelling (Full) 

The Authority considered the report of the Head of Planning and Sustainable 
Development. 

Public Speaking: 

(1) A statement from Mr B Dinnis, the Applicant’s agent, was tabled 

(2) Mr K Dyer, Applicant’s agent 

(3) Ms C Floyd, Applicant’s daughter  

The Authority’s Consideration 

The meeting noted the opinion of Planning Officers that the application constituted a 
departure from policies contained within the adopted Exmoor National Park Local 
Plan 2011-2031.   

To ensure adherence with best procedural practice, Members therefore resolved to 
defer determination of the application for one cycle, to allow for the advertisement of 
the Application as a departure from the Local Plan. 

 

http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-6.1.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-6.2.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-6.3.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/cpa-6.14.17.103.pdf


5 February 2019 

 3 

RESOLVED:  To defer determination of the application to allow for the advertisement 
of the application, as it represented a departure from the Exmoor National Park Local 
Plan 2011-2031. 

 
The meeting closed for recess at 10.55am and re-convened at 10.59am 

Mr B Heywood joined the meeting. 

105. Application No. 6/15/18/108 
Location:  Howe Hill Farm, West Howetown Lane, Winsford, Somerset  
Proposal:  Proposed agricultural building for the housing of livestock and 
storage of fodder, farm machinery and equipment (23m x 20m) (Full) 

The Authority considered the report of the Head of Planning and Sustainable 
Development. 

Public Speaking: 

(1) A statement from Mrs R Thomas, Exmoor Society, was tabled 

(2) Ms S Bosley, Applicant’s agent  

(3) Mr P Govier, Contractor 

RESOLVED:  To refuse planning permission for the reasons set out in the report. 

 
106. Application No. 6/9/18/122 

Location:  Old School House, School Lane, Dulverton, Somerset  
Proposal:  Proposed siting of 3no Shepherd’s Huts for additional tourist 
accommodation (Full) 

The Authority considered the report of the Head of Planning and Sustainable 
Development. 

Public Speaking: 

(1) A statement from Mrs R Thomas, Exmoor Society, was tabled  

(2) Mr I Firth, Applicant’s agent  

RESOLVED:  To refuse planning permission for the reasons set out in the report. 

 
107. APPLICATION DECISIONS DELEGATED TO THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE:  The 

Authority noted the decisions of the Chief Executive determined under delegated 
powers. 

108 SITE VISITS:  There were no site visits to arrange. 
 
The meeting closed for recess at 12.00pm and re-convened at 1.32pm 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 

http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/cpa-6.15.18.108.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/cpa-6.9.18.122.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-8.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-8.pdf
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The remaining section of the meeting was chaired by Mr R Milton, Chairman of the 
Authority. 

 
109. PINKERY CENTRE FOR OUTDOOR LEARNING:  INDEPENDENT REVIEW 

The Authority considered the report of the Head of Information and Communication. 

The Authority’s Consideration 

The meeting noted that the Independent Review Report identified a potential risk in 
relation to staffing levels at Pinkery Centre.  Members instructed the Chief Executive 
to take note of the risk factors mentioned and take any appropriate action deemed 
necessary.  

RESOLVED:   

1. To note the contents of the Review. 

2. To note the timetable for future consideration of potential resourcing of Pinkery 
Centre for Outdoor Learning. 

3. To use the Review report to inform debate and discussion at the Authority meeting 
in June 2019. 

4. To instruct the Chief Executive to take note of any risk factors mentioned in the 
report and take any appropriate action deemed necessary. 

 

110. MEDIUM TERM FINANCIAL PLAN 2019/20 TO 2023/24 AND BUDGET 2019/20 

The Authority considered the report of the Chief Finance Officer. 

RESOLVED:   

1. To adopt the attached Medium Term Financial Plan at Appendix 1 and agree the 
financial strategy that underpins the MTFP and Budget as set out in Section 7 of the 
report. 

2. To approve the Core and Programmes, Partnerships and Contributions to Reserves 
Budgets for 2019/20 as summarised in Appendices 2 and 3 to the report. 

3. To approve the Capital Investment Strategy shown in Section 6 of the report. 

4. To note the position on reserves as detailed in Appendix 4 to the report. 

 

111. TREASURY MANAGEMENT STRATEGY STATEMENT 2019/20 

The Authority considered the report of the Chief Finance Officer. 

RESOLVED:   

1. To note the report of the Chief Finance Officer.  

2. To approve the proposed Treasury Management Strategy for 2019-20 as set out in 
Sections 2 and 3 of the report. 
 

http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-10.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-11.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-12.pdf
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3. To note the Prudential Indicators for 2019-20 to 2021-22 as set out in Section 4 of 
the report. 

 

112. SCHEME OF MEMBERS’ ALLOWANCES 2019/20 

The Authority considered the report of the Head of Finance and Operations. 

RESOLVED:  To adopt the Scheme of Members’ Allowances 2019/20 as set out in 
Appendix 1 to the report, subject to future adjustments to Members’ Allowances as 
linked to staff cost of living pay awards and automatic updating of subsistence 
allowances in line with the agreed indices. 

 

113. DULVERTON, LYNTON AND PARRACOMBE CONSERVATION AREA 
APPRAISALS 

The Authority considered the report of the Head of Conservation and Access. 

Public Speaking: 

(1) A statement from Mrs R Thomas, Exmoor Society, was tabled  

(2) Ms H Hodgson, Dulverton resident 

(3) Mr R Watts, Dulverton resident 

(4) A statement from Mr P Reilly, a resident of Lynton, was tabled 

RESOLVED:  To approve the draft Conservation Area Appraisal documents for the 
Conservation Areas listed below, so that they may be brought into formal effect and use 
by the Authority: 

 Dulverton 

 Lynton  

 Parracombe 

 
114. DRAFT RURAL WORKER AND SUCCESSION FARM DWELLING GUIDANCE 

REPORT 

The Authority considered the report of the Head of Strategy and Performance. 
 

RESOLVED:   

1. To approve the draft Exmoor National Park Rural Worker and Succession Farm 
Dwelling Guidance. 

2. To agree to formal public consultation on the draft. 

 

115. EXMOOR CONSULTATIVE & PARISH FORUM:  The Authority received and noted 
the draft minutes of the Exmoor Consultative & Parish Forum meeting held on 17 
January 2019.    
  

http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-13.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-14.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa-05.02.19-Item-15.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa.05.02.19-Item-16.pdf
http://www.exmoor-nationalpark.gov.uk/about-us/meetings-agendas-reports/exmoor-national-park-authority/05-feb-2019/ar-enpa.05.02.19-Item-16.pdf
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116. PERSONNEL UPDATE:  The Authority noted the recent staff changes as set out on 
the Agenda.  It was suggested and agreed that a letter of thanks be sent to Charlotte 
Thomas expressing Members’ appreciation for her excellent work in delivering the 
Historic Signpost Project. 
 

117. ANY OTHER BUSINESS OF URGENCY:  There was none. 
 

118. CONFIDENTIAL BUSINESS 

Pursuant to Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act 1972 that the press and 
public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting on the grounds that publicity 
would be prejudicial to the public interest by reason of the confidential nature of the 
business arising in Item 20 – National Working and National Parks Partnership 
Limited Subscription Request and that the following information would be considered 
which is exempt information as presented in Schedule 12A of the Act (as amended):-   

Information relating to the financial or business affairs of any particular person 
(including the authority holding that information). 
 

119. NATIONAL WORKING AND NATIONAL PARKS PARTNERSHIP LIMITED 
SUBSCRIPTION REQUEST. 

The Authority considered the confidential report of the Chief Executive.  

RESOLVED:  The Authority Committee resolved to adopt 5 out of the 6 
recommendations that were contained in the report, and further resolved to include an 
additional recommendation. 

 
 

The meeting closed at 3:53 pm 
  
 
 
 
 

(Chairperson) 



 
 

Appeal Decisions 
Site visit made on 3 January 2019 

by K Taylor BSc (Hons) PGDip MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State  

Decision date: 7 February 2019 
 

Appeal A Ref: APP/F9498/W/18/3201815 

Units A to D, Lynton Cottage Seaview Apartments, North Walk, Lynton 

EX35 6ED 

• The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
against a refusal to grant planning permission under section 73 of the Town and 
Country Planning Act 1990 for the development of land without complying with 
conditions subject to which a previous planning permission was granted. 

• The appeal is made by Mr & Mrs W Garfield against the decision of Exmoor National 
Park Authority. 

• The application Ref 62/41/17/028, dated 1 November 2017, was refused by notice 
dated 22 December 2017. 

• The application sought planning permission for the proposed conversion of part of hotel 
into four holiday apartments without complying with a condition attached to planning 
permission Ref 62/41/16/016, dated 12 July 2016. 

• The condition in dispute is No 11 which states that: The holiday lets hereby approved as 
part of this permission shall not be used otherwise than for the provision of short let 

holiday accommodation. The properties shall not be occupied as a permanent dwelling 
and shall not be occupied by any person for a period exceeding 28 days in any calendar 
year. The owner or operator shall maintain a register of occupants for each calendar 
year. This shall be made available on request for inspection by any duly authorised 
officer of the Local Planning Authority. 

• The reason given for the condition is: To ensure that the development is occupied as 
holiday accommodation thereby according with the policies of the Development Plan, 
protecting the amenities of the area and promoting the local economy. 

 

 

Appeal B Ref: APP/F9498/W/18/3201814 

Units E to J, Lynton Cottage Seaview Apartments, North Walk, Lynton 

EX35 6ED 

• The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
against a refusal to grant planning permission under section 73 of the Town and 

Country Planning Act 1990 for the development of land without complying with 
conditions subject to which a previous planning permission was granted. 

• The appeal is made by Mr & Mrs W Garfield against the decision of Exmoor National 
Park Authority. 

• The application Ref 62/41/17/029, dated 1 November 2017, was refused by notice 
dated 22 December 2017. 

• The application sought planning permission for the proposed conversion of part of hotel 

into six holiday apartments without complying with a condition attached to planning 
permission Ref 62/41/16/027, dated 1 September 2016. 

• The condition in dispute is No 8 which states that: The holiday lets hereby approved as 
part of this permission shall not be used otherwise than for the provision of short let 
holiday accommodation. The properties shall not be occupied as a permanent dwelling 
and shall not be occupied by any person for a period exceeding 28 days in any calendar 
year. The owner or operator shall maintain a register of occupants for each calendar 

year. This shall be made available on request for inspection by any duly authorised 
officer of the Local Planning Authority.  

• The reason given for the condition is: To ensure that the development is occupied as 
holiday accommodation thereby according with the policies of the Development Plan, 
protecting the amenities of the area and promoting the local economy. 

 

ITEM 6 - A & B
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Decisions 

1. Appeal A is dismissed and Appeal B is dismissed.  

Preliminary matters 

2. During the site visit I was unable to access all the apartments, however I did 

view several of them as well as the communal areas and the grounds. I am 
satisfied that this was sufficient to gain a proper understanding of the site. I 

have noted the wider planning history of the site, the background information, 

and the reasoning for the evolution of the various proposals at the site 
provided by the appellants. However, I will only make express reference to this 

where it is critical to the main issues in these appeals.  

3. Two signed Unilateral Undertakings have been submitted. I have taken account 

of these, although, in view of my decision, I have not scrutinised the detailed 

wording. 

Background  

4. In July 2016 planning permission was granted for the conversion of part of the 
hotel to four holiday apartments (Appeal A) and in September 2016 planning 

permission was granted for the conversion of another part of the hotel to six 

holiday apartments (Appeal B). The conditions in both refer to the owners’ 

accommodation and together the two permissions have allowed for the 
conversion of the entire building to ten holiday apartments, an apartment for 

an employee at the site, and some communal facilities. At the time of my site 

visit the conversion works had been completed for most of the apartments 
although some work was on going.  

5. Both permissions are subject to a condition which require the holiday 

apartments to only be used as short term holiday accommodation limited to a 

maximum occupation period of 28 days by any person in each calendar year. 

The appellants wish to have planning permissions granted with the wording of 
these conditions changed so that the holiday apartments can be used as a 

principle residence dwelling or as a holiday let. If in use as a principle residence 

dwelling the apartment could not be used as a second home, and if in use as a 
holiday let the apartment would be subject to a 28 day restriction similar to the 

existing conditions. The Unilateral Undertakings would secure a contribution 

towards the provision of affordable housing off-site. This would be for £24,000 

in respect of Appeal A and £36,000 in respect of Appeal B.  

6. The issues are identical for both appeals and, as such, I will deal with both 
together.  

Main issue 

7. The main issue is whether the conditions are reasonable and necessary having 

regard to the policies in the development plan and any other material 
considerations.  

Reasons 

Planning policy  

8. Having regard to the appellants’ case, particularly that made through the final 

comments, it is worth briefly setting out the correct approach to the application 
of policy.  

ITEM 6 - A & B
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9. Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 is clear that 

the determination of planning applications must be made in accordance with 

the development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. 
Section 38(5) sets out that where any policy in a development plan conflicts 

with another policy in the development plan the conflict must be resolved in 

favour of the policy which is contained in the last document to become part of 

the development plan. In decision making the development plan has primacy 
and in this case if there were to be any conflict between the Exmoor National 

Park Local Plan 2011-2031 (the Local Plan) and the Lynton & Lynmouth 

Neighbourhood Plan 2013-2028 (the Lyn Plan) the policy in the Local Plan 
would take precedence as it became part of the development plan more 

recently.  

10. In its second paragraph the National Planning Policy Framework (the 

Framework) reiterates the primacy the development plan has, as set out in 

Statute, and confirms that the Framework is a material consideration in 
planning decisions. The correct approach to decision making is first to consider 

whether the proposals would accord with the development plan. Then, if they 

do not, to have regard to any other material considerations, including the 

content of the Framework, in order to reach a view as to whether these would 
indicate that planning permission should be granted despite the lack of 

compliance with the development plan.  

11. The reasons for refusal refer to a number of development plan policies and 

several of these cross-refer to one another. In addition another policy has been 

brought to my attention. I will deal with these policies in an order I consider to 
be logical given the nature of the appeals and the cases of both parties, 

starting with Policy HC-D13 of the Local Plan.  

12. This Policy allows for permission to be granted for the replacement of a holiday 

occupancy condition with an agreement limiting occupancy to local persons in 

affordable housing need or to persons meeting the requirements of extended 
family accommodation.  

13. The supporting text to this Policy states that the majority of self-catering 

holiday accommodation has been provided through converting traditional 

buildings outside settlements and that utilising these for affordable housing 

may be particularly valuable in the open countryside. However, there is nothing 
in the policy or supporting text which limits the application of this policy to 

rural areas or to suggest that it is not intended to deal with buildings 

containing multiple units. Indeed, express cross reference is made to Policy 
HC-D2 which deals with conversions to dwellings in settlements. Although the 

wording of the conditions would retain the option to use the apartments as 

holiday lets, it would allow any and all of the apartments to be occupied as 
principal residence housing full time. Therefore, this Policy is relevant to the 

decision.  

14. There is no doubt that the proposals do not comply with Policy HC-D13 as none 

of the apartments would be affordable housing. The policy does not provide for 

contributions in lieu of this or for any form of cross-subsidy.  

15. Policy HC-S4 of the Local Plan allows for principal residence housing where it is 

required to enable the delivery of affordable housing. This policy requires that 
such schemes be in compliance with clauses 3 a) or b) of Policy HC-S1.  
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16. Policy HC-S1 of the Local Plan sets out that housing development will be to 

address the needs of local communities which is principally for affordable 

housing with local community ties. It requires that new housing development 
be limited to affordable homes to be occupied by local people, homes for rural 

workers, or an extended family dwelling. Clause 3 states that provision will not 

be made for housing to solely meet open market demand. It allows for principal 

residence market housing only where it is a) essential to deliver local need 
affordable housing or b) the proposal relates to a vacant building.  

17. The building is not vacant so clause 3 b) is not relevant. The proposals would 

not deliver any on-site affordable housing nor would any off-site affordable 
housing be delivered directly. The contributions proposed could be used to 

assist in delivering an affordable home, but in view of the scale of the 

combined contributions it is unlikely that even a single unit could be funded. I 
have no evidence that there is a scheme for which the contributions are 

required in order to ensure it is adequately funded so that there would be 

delivery on the ground within a reasonable period of time. It seems to me that 

the contributions could go some way to enabling a future affordable housing 
development. However, it would not meet the policy test that the appeal 

schemes are, themselves, essential to allow for affordable housing to be 

delivered.  

18. The appellants have suggested that, in lay terms, the development relates to 

the conversion of a non-residential building and thus would be compliant with 
development plan policy. The relevant policies would be HC-S4 and HC-D2 of 

the Local Plan with the former requiring compliance with the latter. The 

intention should be that 100% of the accommodation be affordable housing. An 
element of principal residence market housing is permissible where it is 

required to enable the viable delivery of the affordable housing. This must be 

the minimum number required to support the delivery of the affordable 

housing.  

19. In planning terms each of the ten apartments is a dwelling, albeit with an 
occupancy restriction. I am therefore not convinced that it is appropriate to 

apply policy that relates to the change of use of non-residential buildings. I 

appreciate that the appellants were not aware of the change in status that 

occurred with the implementation of the planning permissions. However, this 
does not alter the current lawful use of the building in planning terms.  

20. Setting aside my misgivings as to whether this is appropriate, if I were to take 

the view that the proposal should be considered as the change of use of a non-

residential building then it seems to me the only logical means to assess the 

proposal would be to consider it at the point in time when the hotel use was 
still in operation.  

21. The viability assessment submitted by the appellants’ is structured to compare 

the market value (GDV) of the building under various restrictive occupancy 

conditions. This includes its current use as holiday apartments, with the 

conditions as sought under these appeals, and as affordable housing. It was 
not designed to set out the costs involved in the conversion or the related 

viability issues. In this regard the appellants have been clear that the 

assessment was never intended to fulfil that purpose. That being the case I do 
not have the evidence that would show whether a 100% affordable housing 

scheme would have been viable and, if not, what the minimum proportion of 

principle residence market housing would be necessary to allow for a viable 
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scheme. In these circumstances I could not conclude that the developments 

would comply with Policy HC-D2, and by extension the relevant part of Policy 

HC-S4, of the Local Plan.  

22. Policy H3 of the Lyn Plan supports proposals for principal residences in two 

specific cases. Either, a) it is necessary to provide cross subsidy for affordable 
housing or other development directly benefiting the community on the same 

site or elsewhere within the parish. Or b) the proposal would either meet the 

housing needs of local people or bring greater balance and mixture to the local 
housing market by creating new opportunities for people to live and work in the 

area.  

23. Similar to my conclusions in respect of clause 3 a) in Policy HC-S1 of the Local 

Plan I have no evidence that the contributions which would arise would be 

necessary to allow an affordable housing led scheme to actually be delivered.  

24. Under this Lyn Plan Policy principal residence housing could be acceptable 

where it would bring a greater balance and mixture of housing to the market. I 
have little cogent evidence that the types of properties the appeal schemes 

would deliver would bring this about. However, I accept that the majority of 

the units would be smaller and so may be suitable for those wishing to 

downsize and thus assist in freeing up larger dwellings.  

25. However, the circumstances under which principal residence housing is to be 
provided is set out in the Local Plan. Given that it was adopted more recently I 

must give this more weight. The circumstances are included in Policy HC-S4 

and the relevant policies that are cross-referred to in it. Either these are not 

relevant to the appeal developments or, for the reasons I have set out above, 
the proposals would not comply with them. While the Local Plan does make 

mention of accommodating those wishing to downsize, the appeal scheme 

would not meet with the Policies which would allow for principal residence 
housing. I will return to the general benefits that would arise from the provision 

of smaller units later in my decision.  

26. When considered in the round the appeal proposals would not accord with 

Policies HC-S1, HC-S4, HC-D2, or HC-D13 of the Local Plan. As the tenure of 

housing would not accord with the strategy in the development plan there 
would also be conflict with Policy HC-S2 of the Local Plan which requires a mix 

of dwellings that meet the needs of present and future generations. When 

taken alongside the occasions where principal residence housing is permitted 
under the Local Plan there would also be conflict with Policy H3 of the Lyn Plan.  

27. Policy GP3 of the Local Plan sets out the spatial strategy for the National Park. 

When considered in the round the development plan seeks to secure a balance 

of uses. This includes self-catering holiday apartments and the planning history 

indicates that the current use of the building, with its occupancy conditions, 
accords with the development plan. The appeal schemes would result in a 

move to a form of occupancy that would not fully do so. I therefore conclude 

that the proposals would not accord with the development plan.  

Material considerations  

28. The appellants’ case includes the view that, rather than the narrow application 

of specific policies, the proposals should be considered having regard to the 

ITEM 6 - A & B

Item 6 - Page 5

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate


particular circumstances of the case, the wider strategic aims of the 

development plan and the Framework, and the benefits that would arise.  

29. The appellants’ have identified a number of main benefits to the proposals. 

Firstly, that a contribution to the provision of off-site affordable housing would 

be provided which could partly fund the provision of an affordable home. 
Secondly, the dual use would allow for increased occupation of the apartments, 

extending this into the winter months, thus providing social and economic 

benefits to the local area. Thirdly, that the dual use is a more viable option 
than the current use and possibly the optimum viable use which has benefits in 

safeguarding the future of the property which is a listed building. Finally, that 

use of the apartments as principal residences could allow for existing residents 

to downsize freeing up larger properties.  

30. In its current use as holiday apartments there is no affordable housing either 
on-site or through a contribution for off-site provision. The current use of the 

building was granted planning permission. Those decisions would have been 

made having regard to the development plan. This allows for self-catering 

holiday apartments and the application of the relevant policy would not require 
the provision of affordable housing in such circumstances. In itself this is not a 

disbenefit but the proper functioning of the policies in the Plan.  

31. Nevertheless, the provision of the contributions would be a benefit of the 

appeal developments. The appellants have sought to justify the amount of 

contribution through identifying the degree of uplift in GDV from the current 
situation with the holiday occupancy conditions compared to the value with the 

proposed dual use, allowing for some developer profit. Assisting in providing 

affordable housing is an important benefit, however the scale of the 
contributions is modest. Also, as I set out above, there is no evidence that 

there is a current scheme, or that additional funding is available, which could 

ensure an affordable housing scheme is delivered within a reasonable period of 

time. Therefore, I give this benefit limited weight.  

32. The conversion of the hotel to holiday apartments has taken place recently and 
not all apartments have been completed. Currently there is no evidence as to 

the typical levels of occupation and, importantly, whether they remain empty 

for significant periods outside of the main holiday season. However, it is self 

evident that the use of the apartments as a principal residence would increase 
occupation but there is no cogent evidence as to the extent this is likely to be. 

I accept that any apartments that would be occupied as a principal residence is 

likely to result in more consistent spending in the local economy and more 
consistent general support for the local services and facilities that are 

important for day-to-day living.  

33. There would be some cross over, but patterns of spending and support to the 

local economy from those on short term holidays would be different to full time 

residents. The tourism economy is an important part of the local economy for 
the Park. This is borne out by the strategy in the development plan which 

seeks to support a range of uses in addition to the provision of housing. 

Therefore, allowing the apartments to also become principal residences is not 
an overriding consideration which would automatically outweigh the benefits 

associated with holiday accommodation. Consequently, I give limited weight to 

the benefits that would arise from allowing the apartments to be used as 

principal residences.  
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34. Lyndon Cottage Seaview Apartments is a Grade II Listed Building and the site 

is located within a conservation area. The Framework addresses the need to 

consider securing an optimal viable use of a heritage asset in two scenarios. 
Firstly, in relation to the provision of isolated homes in the countryside which is 

not relevant to the appeal schemes. Secondly, where there would be less than 

substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this should 

be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal including securing an 
optimum viable use.  

35. No alterations to the building are proposed and the use of the apartments as 

principal residences, in addition to a holiday use, would not change the 

character of the building and it would not affect its setting or the character and 

appearance of the conservation area. This being so, there would be no harm to 
the significance of the designated heritage assets and the balancing exercise in 

the Framework would not be engaged.  

36. Nevertheless, safeguarding the long-term future of the building is a material 

consideration. I accept the appellants’ evidence that the dual use would 

increase the market value of the asset. Some of the apartments have been sold 
on a leasehold basis. There is a ground rent, service charge, and a 

management company. This allows for funds to be secured for the maintenance 

of the building on an on-going basis. The appellants’ evidence suggests that 
this structure would continue if the appeals are allowed and the apartments can 

be put to a dual use.  

37. The evidence also shows that a significant number of apartments have been 

sold and there is no evidence to suggest that the current occupancy conditions 

are unduly limiting sales. Therefore, the benefits in terms of securing the long-
term maintenance of the building would accrue regardless of the appeal 

proposals and so, in itself, this is not a factor that can weigh positively in the 

planning balance to any significant degree. The conversion of the building to 

holiday apartments appears to be viable and will allow for the significance of 
the heritage asset to be sustained. 

38. The uplift in the market value would not have any significant benefits in terms 

of safeguarding the designated heritage asset. However, it is still a factor that 

requires consideration. Two benefits derive from this, firstly allowing for a 

contribution towards the provision of affordable housing, which I have 
discussed above and secondly the provision of a degree of developer profit. 

This latter factor would have some wider benefits for the economy, but it is 

largely a private one for the appellants and so I only give this very limited 
weight.  

39. The majority of the apartments are smaller properties and so, if occupied as a 

principal residence, there may be an opportunity to allow existing residents of 

the Park to downsize and thus freeing up larger houses. Providing smaller 

homes to allow for downsizing is mentioned in the development plan. However, 
having regard to the policies in the round, this is to be achieved through other 

means and not by utilising existing self catered holiday accommodation. I do 

give weight to the benefits that would arise, but this cannot have the weight of 
adopted policy. The contribution to the principal residence housing stock would 

be fairly modest and so I give moderate weight to these benefits.  
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Planning balance  

40. The development plan seeks a balance of uses within the Park and sets out the 

strategy for how this is to be achieved. The proposals would not comply with 

the development plan when it is considered as a whole. In view of the primacy 

of the development plan in decision making, conflict with it should not be set 
aside lightly. The benefits, even when considered in combination, would not 

outweigh the harm from this conflict. The proposals would not amount to 

sustainable development and so it would not accord with Policy GP1 in the 
Local Plan, Policy P1 in the Lyn Plan, or the Framework.  

Other matters  

41. The Framework sets out that there should be a positive and creative approach 

to decision making. This must be considered in the context that the planning 
system is to be genuinely plan led. For the reasons I have set out above, 

taking all factors into account, the benefits of the proposals would not outweigh 

the conflict with the development plan.  

42. There is a need to ensure that planning obligations are reasonably related in 

scale and kind to the development and the Framework does allow for an 
appropriate financial contribution towards off-site provision of affordable 

housing where this can be robustly justified. The submitted viability 

assessment seeks to evidence a reasonable contribution in view of the uplift in 
market value that would be achieved. It also indicates a significant reduction in 

the GDV if the apartments were restricted to affordable housing. In these 

circumstances it would be understandable that the appellants’ would not 

pursue such a scheme.  

43. However, the building is in a use, and subject to occupancy restrictions, that 
were recently granted planning permission and complies with the development 

plan. The evidence indicates that this is viable. In these circumstances, even if 

an alternative policy compliant occupancy (affordable housing) would not be an 

attractive option for the owners, it is not a matter that I give significant weight 
to. I also reach this view because any cross-subsidy that the appeal proposal 

would bring about would be modest.  

44. Reference has been made to the policy in respect of entry-level homes in the 

2018 Framework. However, the appeal developments would not meet the 

criteria for such housing and, in any event, footnote 34 is clear that entry-level 
exception sites should not be permitted within National Parks.  

Conclusion 

45. For the reasons given above, I conclude that the appeals should be dismissed.  

 

K Taylor 
INSPECTOR 
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Application  6/14/17/103   Grid Ref.     277439 136767 

No:  

Applicant Mr & Mrs R Rowe, R.J & S.A Rowe Farms Limited, Horsen Farm 
  Wintershead, Simonsbath, Somerset 

Location Wintershead Cottages, Simonsbath, Somerset 

Proposal Proposed replacement of two semi-detached dwellings with a single farm 
manager's dwelling.  (As per amended description and plans and additional 
information). (Full) 

Introduction This update report refers to the planning application referenced above, which was 
reported to the Authority Committee on 5 February 2019 and deferred to allow 
public consultation to take place in order to advertise the application as a departure 
from the adopted development plan (the Exmoor National Park Local Plan 2011 – 
2031). 

 Section 70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and Section 38(6) of the 
Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 set out that development plan policies 
are material to an application for planning permission and that the decision must be 
taken in accordance with the development plan unless there are material 
considerations that indicate otherwise. 

 Article 32 of the Town and Country Planning (Development Management 
Procedure) (England) Order 2015 prescribes that the Local Planning Authority have 
the power to depart from development plan policy where material considerations 
indicate that the plan should not be followed. 

 The application has been re-advertised in accordance Article 15(3) of the 
Development Management Procedure Order to safeguard a potential decision by 
the Authority Committee to approve the application. The consultation period will 
expire on 8th March 2019 and Members shall be updated with any consultation 
responses received between the time of writing this report and the Committee 
meeting. 

Planning Considerations: 
 
Policy HC-D17 of the Exmoor National Park Local Plan refers to replacement dwellings. This sets 
out the criteria for such development to be compliant "in principle". The policy provides a set of 
criteria that needs to be met for the existing dwelling(s) to be considered acceptable for demolition. 
It states that the existing dwelling(s) must: 

a) not be listed or considered to be of historic or architectural importance worthy of conservation; 

b) have an adverse impact on the character and visual amenity of the area; and 

c) have an existing residential use that has not been abandoned. 

As set out in the original Committee report, the proposal is considered to meet this criteria and, 
therefore, the proposed replacement of the two dwellings is acceptable in principle. 

Should it be established that it is acceptable under Policy HC-D17 to replace an existing dwelling, 
then the policy provides criteria that needs to be met in terms of the proposed replacement. The 
policy states that the proposed replacement dwelling should: 

7.1

Page 1 - Item 7.1



EXMOOR NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY MEETING 
 

 
6/14/17/103 05 March 2019 

a) be sited on or close to the footprint of the existing dwelling; unless alternative siting would 
provide benefits for the landscape, wildlife or cultural heritage; 

b) be no larger in size than the original dwelling or 93 square metres gross internal area, 
whichever is the larger; 

c) reflect the massing and scale of the original dwelling; and 

d) accord with the design and sustainable construction requirements of Policy CE-S6. 

In terms of criteria (b) and (c) of Policy HC-D17, the policy seeks to manage the size of a 
replacement dwelling and requires that a replacement dwelling is no larger than the original 
dwelling or 93 square metres, whichever is the larger. Part of the reason for doing this is to protect 
the existing stock of housing within the National Park and, in particular, where a dwelling is a 
smaller dwelling, as in this case, to help ensure that a stock of smaller, more affordable dwellings 
remain in the National Park in the interests of the sustainability of the local communities. 

This proposal would see the two existing smaller dwellings replaced with a single dwelling, which 
would have the same net internal floorspace as the two existing dwellings combined, but would be 
significantly larger than one of the existing dwellings. 

Further to concerns over the scale of the proposed replacement dwelling, it has been confirmed 
that the windows and doors are proposed to be composite windows, timber with an aluminium 
external face. Policy CE-S6 requires the use of materials in new buildings to complement the local 
context through the use of traditional and natural sustainable building materials. The overall design 
concept is a traditional farmhouse and it is considered that the aluminium finish of the windows and 
doors would not be congruent with this character of development. This is a proposed replacement 
dwelling within the open countryside, on a site that is significantly visible from open access land. 
Furthermore, the submitted application form states that the windows and doors in the existing 
dwellings are timber. Officers consider that the proposed use of aluminium faced windows and 
doors would not be not policy compliant. 

Recommendation: 

The Officer recommendation remains that planning permission be refused for the reasons set out 
on the earlier Committee report, which are:  

1. The proposed development seeks a replacement dwelling that is significantly larger than 
the dwelling being replaced and involves the removal of smaller and more affordable 
dwellings from the stock of housing with the Exmoor National Park. This would cause harm 
to the sustainability of the local communities and the proposed development is contrary to 
Policies GP1, HC-S1, HC-S2 and HC-D17 of the Exmoor National Park Local Plan 2011 - 
2031 (including minerals and waste policies), and the National Planning Policy Framework. 

2. The proposed use of composite windows and doors instead of timber windows and doors 
would not reinforce the traditional form and character of the proposed replacement 
dwelling, and would not reflect the context of traditional built form situated near the 
application site. As such, the application does not comply with Policies GP1, CE-S6 and 
HC-D17 of the Exmoor National Park Local Plan 2011 - 2031 (including minerals and waste 
policies), and the National Planning Policy Framework. 

Taking into account that the re-consultation period will not expire until 8th March, a decision notice 
cannot be issued until 11th March 2019. If Members are minded to approve or refuse the planning 
application, then Officers seek the authority to formally issue the decision of Members following the 
expiry of the re-consultation period and having regard to further comments that may be received in 
that timescale, unless comments are received that Officers consider are necessary to report to 
Members at the next Committee meeting. 
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ITEM 10 
EXMOOR NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY 
 
5 March 2019 
 
AUTHORITY MEETINGS SCHEDULE 2020 
 
Report of the Head of Strategy and Performance 
 

 
 

Authority Priority:  Develop and maintain effective and efficient services. 

Legal and Equality Implications:  The Authority’s Standing Orders provide that each 
year the Authority shall approve a calendar of meetings of the Authority and its 
Committees and Sub Committees. 

The equality and human rights impact of the recommendation of this report has been 
assessed as having no adverse impact on any particular group or individual. 

Financial and Risk Implications:  The Authority’s meeting arrangements are intended to 
make best use of member time and resources while ensuring Authority business is dealt 
with efficiently and in a manner open to public scrutiny. 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 To aid forward planning, the meetings schedule for 2020 has been prepared, 
following the usual pattern of Authority meetings, and also setting dates for member 
study tours and training. This includes a provisional joint meeting with Dartmoor 
National Park Authority members which is due to be hosted on Exmoor in 2020. 

1.2 Members will be familiar with the practice that in addition to the formal Authority 
meeting in the morning, opportunity is taken in the afternoons of the monthly 
‘Exmoor Tuesday’ to provide member training/briefing opportunities and when 
appropriate to convene meetings of informal member working groups. 

1.3 Dates for the Exmoor Parish and Consultative Forum will be added following 
completion of the review being carried out by the Chairman of the Forum and the 
Head of Planning and Sustainable Development. 

1.4 As is usual practice, the meeting schedules have been shared with the constituent 
County and District Councils. 
 

Clare Reid 

Head of Strategy and Performance 

Purpose of the report: To present to Members a schedule of meetings of the Authority 
and its Committees for 2020. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  To adopt a schedule of meetings of the Authority and its 
Committees for 2020 as appended to this report. 
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EXMOOR NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY 
SCHEDULE OF MEETING DATES 2020 

(Excluding Exmoor Consultative & Parish Forum meetings) 
 
 

Day Date Time Meeting 

JANUARY 

Friday 3 January am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

Tuesday 7 January 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting (Reserve Date) 

Friday 31 January  am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

FEBRUARY 

Tuesday 4 February 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 

Friday 28 February am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

MARCH 

Tuesday 3 March 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 

Tuesday 3 March pm Member Obligatory Planning Training 

APRIL  

Friday 3 April am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

Tuesday 7 April 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 

MAY 

Friday 1 May am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

Tuesday 5 May 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 

Tuesday 19 May all day Member Study Tour 

Friday 29 May am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

JUNE 

Tuesday 2 June 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 

JULY 

Friday 3 July am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

Tuesday 7 July 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority Annual Meeting  

Wednesday 22 July 10.00am Final Accounts Committee  

Friday 31 July am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

AUGUST 

Tuesday 4 August 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting (Reserve Date) 

Friday 28 August am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 
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SEPTEMBER 

Tuesday 1 September 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 

Tuesday 1 September pm Members’ Obligatory Planning Training 

OCTOBER 

Friday 2 October am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

Tuesday 6 October 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 

Tuesday 13 October all day Joint Exmoor/Dartmoor Member Study Tour - TBC 

Friday 30 October am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

NOVEMBER 

Tuesday 3 November 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 

Tuesday 3 November pm Member Business Planning Workshop 

Friday 27 November am Pre-Meeting Planning Site Visit (Reserve Date) 

DECEMBER 

Tuesday 1 December 10.00am Exmoor National Park Authority meeting 
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