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response to the Horseshoe Inn planning appeal1  

APP/P1615/C/05/2002632 

 

 

 

This is the opinion of the Horseshoe Inn Companions (a group of local people who wish to see the 
Horseshoe retained as a pub) in response to the appeal against Enforcement made by 
Mr J C Tweedale. 

Our response is arranged as: 

·  three sections on principal topics (viability, support, sustainability); 

·  the rest follows the order of the Appeal. 

 

Viability of the Horseshoe Inn as a public house 

The assessment of viability of the Horseshoe Inn can be divided into two sections: 

·  the state of the business at the time of closure; 

·  its potential as it can be judged now. 

state of the business at the time of closure 

The Horseshoe Inn has been a pub for at least 200 years.  It is clear that successive 
landlords were able to make a living for themselves and their families; some were landlords 
for a considerable time.  

The rural economy has seen constant change, but the heart of this community has always 
been the local pub. This is evident from the numerous team games such as crib, darts, and 
pub quizzes that have all been popular at the Horseshoe. Right until its closure, the 
Horseshoe fielded two successful quiz teams; this would not have been possible without a 
strong clientele. 

The previous landlords ran the pub as they wished: with the least amount of employment of 
outside staff and the minimum of effort; the operation was comfortable but low key.  
Although they employed few bar staff, they used a surprising amount of other services: 
such as the regular gardening of lawns and hedges, house painting, electrical work, and 
other pub maintenance; all this could be claimed as business expenses. This is hardly 
indicative of a failing business.  

This approach however had its downside: when they decided to sell the pub, it was clear 
that the business was far from being fully developed, and the books did not show the sort of 
operating margin that would encourage significant commercial buyers.  Even so, the sales 
particulars2 stated:  

“The present owners have been operating as a free house for approximately 8 years 
during which time the business has been profitable.  The business is however far 
from fully developed and offers tremendous scope for expansion particularly in 
respect of catering with very limited catering currently being undertaken.” 

                                                
1 This document may be found at http://www.hicc.info/HICresponse.pdf . 
2 See John Goodwin’s sales particulars – Annex G 
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When the pub went on the market at £275,0003, it was clear that the price was aimed at 
selling it as a residential property, despite the need for planning permission. There was in 
fact a very good offer made to the agents, prior to the Tweedale’s offer being accepted, 
from a businessman who owns and runs several other pubs and recognised the business 
potential. 

its potential as a pub now  

There is still considerable interest in the pub as a potential business to the extent that to 
date there are two offers that we know of should it be put on the market. The details of 
these are in Annex G. 

There are many rural pubs that are doing well.  For example: the Glasshouse at May Hill is 
well patronised and has a good restaurant; the Alma at Linton is very popular and relies on 
beer sales only but runs a very successful Blues Festival each year; the Boat at Ashleworth 
has been a pub for 400 years, is decidedly remote, yet still does well, and collects awards 
from CAMRA.  The Royal Oak in Much Marcle has been transformed by new 
management4. 

So, location and accessibility seem to have little to do with success.  More important is a 
good landlord.  A pub business relies on hard work, a welcoming manner, and a real liking 
for people and the trade. It is not an easy option but for those people who enjoy it there are 
good returns even in unlikely places.  

For evidence of this there is no need to look further than the Beauchamp Arms at Dymock.  
This pub struggled under three landlords, the last one even stating that it was not possible 
for rural pubs to make a profit. The current landlord has proved that to be false; the 
Beauchamp Arms is a great success.  

With the location and ambience enjoyed by the Horseshoe Inn, it is hard to believe that a 
good landlord could not make it a roaring success.  We have here a traditional country pub, 
still relatively unspoiled, an attractive garden, located in a rather beautiful part of 
Gloucestershire, adjacent to a traditional mixed farm, in a pleasant hamlet, accessible down 
a country road - albeit not too far from the main road, and within a few miles of Ledbury.  
Many of the supposed factors that the Tweedales put forward as grounds for its not being 
viable (eg: accessibility, narrow roads) are the essence of its character and the seeds of its 
success. 

In summary, the Horseshoe Inn was viable, has always been viable, and will be an 
excellent country pub when it has the right landlord. 

 

Local Support to retain the Horseshoe as a pub 

There has been continuous support by us, the local people, to keep the Horseshoe as a 
pub since it was bought by the Tweedales. 

At an initial public meeting, there were very strong feelings aired about the fate of the pub.  
Many people were most upset that their pub had been summarily closed.  We decided to 
form a committee to coordinate opposition; this was called the Horseshoe Inn Companions 
(aka HIC).  The vast majority (c.80%) of HIC members live within 1.5 miles of the 
Horseshoe; it is their local pub.  HIC has published a regular newsletter, and has organised 
regular, successful “Pub Evenings”. 

Pub Evenings have been held about every three months.  The format is a get-together in 
the Brooms Green Village Hall; there is a bar; a ploughman’s supper is served; there is a 
raffle for a good cause.  Typically, there will be 60 to 100 people attending – these are the 
people who were so upset by the closure of the pub.  Sometimes there is entertainment; 

                                                
3 See John Goodwin’s sales particulars – Annex G 
4 See Annex H. 
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always there is socialising – the pub is sorely missed.  People go to a Pub Evening to 
express their support for the retention of the Horseshoe as a pub; if anyone should suggest 
that this is not so, it is because they are ill-informed.  

The Tweedales or their supporters have suggested that Pub Evenings could act as an 
acceptable alternative to a pub.  With changes to the licensing laws, it will be possible to 
have only 12 licensed events a year at the Village Hall.  Given that people other than HIC 
will also want to arrange licensed events, it will be increasingly difficult to organise enough 
Pub Evenings to meet demand. In any case, anyone who suggests that regular Pub 
Evenings could be an acceptable alternative to a pub evidently doesn’t know what a pub is 
for. 

The Tweedales made a second planning application in March 2005; about 150 people 
wrote to the Forest of Dean District Council (FoDDC) to express their support for the 
retention of the pub.  These were mostly people who attend Pub Evenings. 

Much is made about the proportion of the population of Brooms Green who support the 
retention of the pub.  We discuss this in detail later (under Ground (a)(v)).  But, 
fundamentally, this is a specious argument: the 19 houses in Brooms Green never were the 
market served by the Horseshoe; you could hardly run a pub with so small a population; the 
Horseshoe Inn serves the wider area of Dymock (population c.600), Bromesberrow Heath 
(pop many hundreds), Donnington, Ryton, and even Ledbury (pop. 7000). 

In assessing support, the people who don’t want a pub are only marginally relevant; more 
relevant are the people who do want the pub.  The people who don’t want the pub have a 
simple remedy: don’t use it.  Those who do want the pub don’t have the same choice.  
Without exception, the people in Brooms Green who now don’t want a pub, had a pub in 
their village when they moved in.  The pub is not new. 

We know of about 100 people (there may be more) who have written in this time to support 
the Horseshoe as a pub.  Almost without exception, these are people who used the 
Horseshoe and will do so again – given the chance.  By contrast, almost all those who want 
to see an end to the pub never used it.  Regardless of numbers, surely the former have 
more weight? 

Eastnor and Donnington Parish Council have continually supported the retention of the pub.  
Dymock PC did initially and would have continued to had it not been disenfranchised by the 
Tweedales’ bogus argument of “conflict of interest”. 

Support is still strong even after four years of refusal by the Tweedales to give us back our 
pub.  We have no difficulty when asking people to write letters of support.  In the unlikely 
event that none of the people currently interested in buying the pub does so (when it again 
comes on to the market) there is a group of local people prepared to form a limited 
company to buy the freehold and let it to a tenant.  We are confident that an offer of shares 
would be over-subscribed.  There is clear evidence that there is widespread, solid support 
for the Horseshoe Inn to be retained as a public house.   

 

Sustainability 

One of the reasons that we want to retain our pub is that it is a key part of the community.  
Apart from serving beer, it enables people to meet who would not otherwise see one 
another socially.  This is important to a community which is spread out, and which finds 
employment over a very wide area. 

A pub provides local employment; it could provide additional local services such as Post 
Office, and even a local shop for a limited range of items and local produce.  Brooms Green 
produces famous cheeses, and nearby villages produce cider and fruit; there are 
opportunities here to bolster the local economy.  This is all part of the general notion of 
“sustainability” which is based on “community”.  What we don’t want is an outsider buying 
our community assets, converting them to private use, and moving off after cleaning up a 
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tidy profit.  The pub is viable; the community needs it; that is one of the main reasons that 
the local people are so incensed at its potential loss. 

The Tweedales say they will run a b&b from the Horseshoe.  There are numerous b&bs in 
Brooms Green and Bromsberrow Heath; when visitors stay in them, many need a local pub.  
If the Horseshoe is allowed to close there won’t be one.  It is probable that the local b&bs 
will do better with the Horseshoe as a pub than with the Horseshoe as another b&b. 

 

 

Grounds (a) (i) and (a) (ii) 

No comment. 

 

Ground (a) (iii) 

We have discussed Viability in general in an introductory section. 

The Tweedales seem to suggest that the viability of the Horseshoe as a pub depends on 
there being a sufficient population within walking distance to support it.  This is a curious 
argument: few country pubs depend solely on their ambulant customers; most country pubs 
have car parks; they depend on far wider a base of customers than just those who can walk 
to them.  The Horseshoe is no exception. 

 

Ground (a) (iv) 

This could be said of most of Britain’s rural pubs.  The argument is specious.  These days, 
people make arrangements whereby the driver doesn’t drink.  One might even hire a taxi.  It 
is false to state that patrons will require the use of a private car. 

 

Ground (a) (v) 

As we discussed under “Local Support” (above), this is barely relevant: it is not a matter of 
who does not want a pub but of who does want one.  Those who don’t want one are not 
obliged to use it. 

We have carried out a survey in Brooms Green and have shown that the statement “the 
majority of … Brooms Green do not want [a pub]” to be possibly true, but more likely not 
(21% in our survey did not state their preference). See Annex E. 

Anyway, the small number of houses in Brooms Green is not the community served by the 
pub; it is but a small part of that community.  The Horseshoe is the only pub near 
Bromsberrow Heath, Bromsberrow, Donnington, and Ryton.  It serves a wide local 
community, and would expect to draw custom from Ledbury too. 

 

Ground (a) (vi) 

The Tweedales state that “re-opening an A4 use premises would be likely to jeopardise the 
viability and success of a nearby public house, The Beauchamp Arms…”. 

We do not believe this to be the case.  Nor does its landlord.  See the attached letter (at 
Annex A) from the landlord of the Beauchamp Arms who states that he welcomes the re-
opening of the Horseshoe. (As further evidence, he provides assistance, beer, and licences 
for our Pub Evenings.) 

As a matter of fact, the Beauchamp Arms is not managed by Dymock Parish Council; it is 
the owner of the building; the pub is managed by a tenant – John Griffiths. 
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Ground (a) (vii) 

There had been a number of offers for the Horseshoe Inn before the Tweedales bought it.  
To state that “no purchasers were forthcoming” is just wrong.  See Annex C for details of at 
least four previous offers, including the offer which was made just before the Tweedales 
bought the Horseshoe. 

What is more to the point is that the Horseshoe was worth more as a house than as a pub 
and the previous owners seemed reluctant to sell it for less than it would fetch as a house.  

 

Ground (a) (viii) 

There are many pubs located along country roads.  This is no reason to close a pub. 

These are mostly single-track roads.  But, they are used by buses, large trucks, tractors, 
cars, and vans.  There are numerous passing places on the road that goes past the 
Horseshoe. 

There is no merit whatever in this ground. 

 

Ground (a) (ix) 

Access is not ideal, but it is adequate. 

Visibility to the west is clear for  about 350m.  It is clear to the east for about 120m, and 
then is only somewhat obscured by the curve of the road.  Given that this is a 30mph zone, 
visibility is more than adequate.  There are pictures of the view to east and west at 
Annex B. 

 

Ground (a) (x) 

This statement is false.  It is not “inaccessible by modes of transport other than private car”.  
It is accessible by walkers, cyclists, and even by horse; it is accessible by taxi.   

The pub is on the Ledbury Loop, and on one of the Poets’ Paths. 

The Ledbury Loop5 is a 17-mile cycle route around the country lanes of Ledbury.  It is a 
potential source of custom for the Horseshoe Inn particularly during the summer months. 

The Poets’ Paths6 are two circular footpaths round Dymock, which is famous for having a 
number of resident poets during the First World War.  These paths are designed to enable 
the visitor to see some of the places the poets knew and wrote about; they attract a number 
of visitors to the area.  The Horseshoe Inn is on one of the paths. 

It is not clear what “sustainable location” means in this context.  We assume it means that 
because of its location the pub is not viable.  As we discussed in our introductory section, 
this is simply not so. 

 

Ground (a) (xi) 

In simple terms, the opposition of local residents to the Tweedales’ efforts to “promote 
alternative tourist accommodation” has been to prevent the loss of the Horseshoe Inn as a 
pub. 

The Tweedales have sought to change the pub to a “bed and breakfast” house.  In their 
latest (March 2005) planning application (subsequently withdrawn) their plan was: to 

                                                
5 See http://www.lacf.org.uk/lloop.html for the Ledbury Loop. 
6 See http://www.dymock.org.uk/history/poets.asp for Poets’ Paths. 
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demolish the Top Bar; build a two-storey extension comprising two bedrooms upstairs and 
a self-contained flat downstairs.  The Restaurant Bar would become part of the Tweedales’ 
living accommodation; the Lounge Bar would be the only part of the building that would 
remain as a bar. 

This remaining “bar” strains credibility as a commercial venture in view of its size; it was to 
be 19m2 in area – a micro-bar.  This would be one of the smallest pubs in the county if not 
the country.  It could not sustain enough custom to enable it to serve a regular supply of 
real ale.  Given that 19m2 includes both the public area and the behind-the-bar area, it 
provides very little space for the storage of a reasonable range of drinks.  It would be costly 
to staff so small a bar with its small turnover.  As such, it is very unlikely that it would be 
viable as a public bar. 

If planning permission were given as requested by the Tweedales, the effect would be likely 
to be the end of the Horseshoe Inn as a pub.  They would be able to demolish one bar, 
absorb a second bar into their own accommodation, and use the third (19m2) micro-bar as a 
public bar.  In addition, they would have two extra bedrooms upstairs and a self-contained 
flat downstairs.  In the event that this venture were found not to be commercially viable, 
then they could simply revert to using the building as a house.  The upstairs rooms would 
be useful bedrooms; the downstairs flat might be found to be useful as a “granny flat”; the 
micro-bar would be limited in its use, but would make an attractive, large entrance hall.  
Overall, this would be a most acceptable private house.  Assuming that this was what the 
Tweedales wanted in the first place (ie: a private house), there would be little reason for 
them to make the commercial venture a success: its success would be contrary to their 
overall aim (to change the use of the building to a private house – “change of use by 
stealth”). 

There is evidence that the Tweedales have little interest in running a public bar (of any 
size).  First, they have lived in the Horseshoe Inn for four years and have not opened it as a 
pub once.  Second, they have often claimed that the Horseshoe Inn cannot be viable as a 
pub (it is not clear why a 19m2 pub should be viable when a larger one is not).  Third, the 
Tweedales both have professional jobs. 

In summary, the opposition of local people to the Tweedales’ efforts to promote alternative 
uses of the Horseshoe is based on local belief that such efforts will result in the end of the 
Horseshoe Inn as a pub. 

  

Ground (c ) 

The Restaurant Bar has always been one of the public rooms of the pub.  It has never had 
mixed use.  Several decades ago it was the Snug and was half the pub.  This is 
documented in Annex D (the history of the Restaurant Bar).  Recently, the Tweedales have 
sought to incorporate the Restaurant Bar into their private accommodation.  There is no 
justification for this, as we show.  We suggest that, rather than having extended their private 
accommodation by annexing the Restaurant Bar, in reality the Tweedales have extended 
the Restaurant Bar (thereby reducing their private accommodation) by removing a wall.  We 
request, if the current position be formalised, that this extended Restaurant Bar all be 
classed as A4 use, that the Tweedales private use of the whole area be stopped, and that 
the Tweedales annexing of this bar be rejected. 

 

Grounds (b), (f), and (g) 

No comment. 
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Members of the Horseshoe Inn Companions 

The following lists the members of the Horseshoe Inn Companions; all the signatories have 
read and approved this document. 

In addition, there is a further large body of support for the retention of the Horseshoe as a 
pub as evidenced by: the 150 people who wrote objecting to the Tweedales’ planning 
application in 2005; the attendance of typically 60 to 100 at the regular Pub Evenings held 
in the village hall to show continuing support for the campaign. 
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Annex A - letter from the landlord of the Beauchamp Arms 

 

letter from John Griffiths – landlord of the Beauchamp Arms 

 

 



APP/P1615/C/05/2002632 page 10 of 29 HIC response, 23 August 2005 

 

Annex B - views from the entrance to the Horseshoe Inn to the east and to the west  

The Tweedales state7 that for vehicular access, “Visibility is limited in both directions”. 

Limited it may be, but poor it is not. 

We show pictures of the road visibility in both directions.  To the west, there is about 350m clear 
visibility.  To the east, the road curves slightly to the right and so visibility is limited to about 120m.  
The pictures make this clearer. 

This is in a 30mph speed limit. 

 

 

 
 

View from the gate of the Horseshoe Inn to the 
west. 

You can see for about 350m. 

View from the gate of the Horseshoe Inn to the 
east. 

You can see for about 120m (where the car is in 
the picture). 

 

                                                
7 Ground (a) (ix) 
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Annex C - previous offers for the Horseshoe Inn 

As a matter of fact, there had been a number of offers for the Horseshoe Inn as a pub prior to the 
offer from the Tweedales to buy it for conversion to a private house.  We don’t have details of all 
the offers that were made, but we do know about the following. 

1. Brian Huggett 

Mr Huggett had made an offer just before the Tweedales’ offer was accepted.  He wished 
to buy the Horseshoe to run it as a pub.  We have a letter from Mr Huggett stating that this 
is the case.  He had had estimates prepared of the work required to carry out the changes 
he thought were needed.  The following is a copy of his letter and the front page of the 
estimate: 
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2. Dave Cross 

Dave Cross made an offer to the previous owners, but this was rejected.  We have a letter 
from Mr Cross stating that this is the case.  The following is a copy: 
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3. Brian Watkins 

We cannot provide a statement from Brian Watkins as he is now dead.  When he made his 
offer it was his intention to buy the pub for his daughter Rachel Watkins.  We have a letter 
from Ms Watkins stating that he made such an offer.  The following is a copy: 

 

 

  

4. Melvyn Manns 

In his letter to the Planning Inspector, Mr Manns states “I made a verbal offer of £180,000 
to the previous owners, but this was turned down”. 
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Annex D – the history of the Restaurant Bar  

We have personal knowledge of the use of the Restaurant Bar over the last few decades.  This 
annex documents that history. 

up to and including the 1960s 

The pub consisted of two bars.  One was located where the restaurant is now and was fitted with 
pews and settles each side of the fire. This bar was the Snug bar and was where the ladies would 
go, as in those days they would not frequent the Public Bar. The other bar was what is now the 
Lounge Bar and was then the Public Bar. The area now known locally as the Top Bar (or the 
Stable Bar) was then used as a bottle store. There was a passage way separating the Snug bar 
and the living accommodation (see plan) accessed by an outside door and used for off-sales or 
“jug and bottle” with a hatch at the far end. 

 

1970s 

The bar described as the Snug was still in place with the pew seating; it became known as the 
Cathedral Bar. The passage way was also still in place for off-sales. The Top Bar was now in place 
and replaced the bottle store. The bar directly in front of the porch became the Lounge Bar by the 
end of the decade. 

 

1980s 

New landlords in the 1980s decided that providing food was what the public wanted so the 
Cathedral Bar became the bar/restaurant.  Part of the old passageway for off sales was 
demolished to make more space for tables and there was a right angled bar for sales to the 
restaurant. The pews were removed and some of them used in the Lounge Bar. This new facility 
needed a separate licence in order to qualify as a “licensed restaurant”, and this enabled the 
licensee to serve alcohol out of the normal pub licensing hours at that time. 

 

1990s 

New landlords took over and kept the bars operating as before.  During the early years of their 
tenure the restaurant was busy; the landlady provided good food and was commended as a 
“hidden gem” by local newspapers. Sadly the landlords’ enthusiasm waned, and the range of food 
diminished to bar meals plus a few booked meals or some special evenings such as Burns Night. 

 

At all times during the history of the Horseshoe Inn the area latterly known as the Restaurant was a 
part of the licensed premises.  This bar never had “joint use” in the sense that it was both a public 
room and part of the pub’s private accommodation. 

It is possible that some confusion as to its “joint use” status may have arisen from its having two 
licences: one as part of the pub; the other as a restaurant. 

We have shown a plan of the pub in outline to make it easier to understand where the various bars 
are. 

We have submitted about a dozen letters to the Forest of Dean DC to show that the restaurant was 
always only part of the public rooms in the pub.  These were written by local people who remember 
the pub in earlier years.  Some of them lived in the pub or were landlords.  We have not included 
the whole set here as FoDDC have the originals; we have provided copies of some of them. 
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Plan of the bars in the Horseshoe Inn. 
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Vi Mowbray’s letter 
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John Hodgson’s letter 
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Oliver Blizard’s letter  
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Debbie Gorton’s letter 
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Annex E - support in Brooms Green to retain the Horseshoe as a pub  

 

The Tweedales state8 that “the majority of residents and occupiers of property at Brooms Green do 
not want an A4 use at the Horseshoe Inn”.  We have not been able to survey all residents and 
occupiers (do the Tweedales’ figures include people of all ages?) but we have surveyed every 
property. 

Our survey was carried out round the end of July 2005 and was done by asking a person from 
each property in Brooms Green to fill in a questionnaire.  A sample of the questionnaire is as 
follows: 

 

Horseshoe Inn Campaign 

Brooms Green survey 

     

One of the matters raised in the appeal against the Enforcement Notice on the Horseshoe Inn is 
the proportion of residents in Brooms Green who do not want the Horseshoe to be used as a pub. 

We are conducting this survey house-by-house to assess the proportion of residents who do or do 
not want the Horseshoe to continue as a pub. 

We would much appreciate your providing us with the information asked for below. 

 

 

your name : 

  

 

the name of your house : 

  

 

your attitude towards the 
pub : 

 

I do not want the Horseshoe to re-open 
as a pub. 

 

�  

 I have no comment on whether or not the 
Horseshoe re-opens as a pub. 

�  

 I do want the Horseshoe to re-open as a 
pub. 

 

�  

 

 

your signature: 

 

 

 

 

date : 

  

 

 

Note: this information may be given to the Planning Inspector and so be on the public record. 

                                                
8 Ground (a) (v) 
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The results are shown in the following table.  Note: not everyone would fill in the questionnaire. 

In the following table, columns 4, 5, and 6 are to show the direct results of the survey: 

n means “I do not want the Horseshoe to re-open as a pub”. 

nc means “I have no comment on whether or not the Horseshoe re-opens as a pub”. 

y means “I do want the Horseshoe to re-open as a pub“. 

 

# house name person name n nc y comments 

1 Ockington Cottage N B & V F 
Smallwood 

�     

2 Chapel House E Wainwright  �    

3 Ivy Cottage W R & V 
Smallwood 

 �    

4 Top Lodge D Houghton    responded, but did not fill in the 
form 

5 The Poplars L Manns   �   

6 Tree Tops D & S Powell    did not fill in the form 

7 West View S Plummer  �    

8 The House D Gorton   �   

9 The Shop A R McLean �     

10 Cherry Tree Cottage Y Senior   �   

11 Rye Cottage A & J Perry �     

12 Horseshoe Inn Tweedales �    not invited to respond 

13 Holly Cottage A R & P Frape �     

14 Laurel Farm C Martell    did not fill in the form 

15 Whites Farm S & M Cameron �     

16 Emblands J Sewell   �   

17 The Old Stores J Carver    did not fill in the form 

18 The Stores D Paul  �    

19 Rose Cottage R Boyce, K 
Bowen 

  �   

  totals 6 4 5 4 did not fill in the form 

The above list is ordered in the order of the houses in Brooms Green from west to east. 

Note that the Tweedales were not invited to respond, and have been assumed not to be in favour 
of the pub re-opening. 

Of those that responded, 32% are not in favour of the pub re-opening. 

If we were to assume that the “did not fill in the form” people are not in favour of the pub re-
opening, we see that there may be ten of nineteen (53%) who do not want the pub to re-open. 

Based on the above survey, it is just possible that the majority do not want the pub to re-open.  But 
in any case, it is at most a slender majority (and possibly not a majority at all, since 21% do not 
state their preference). 
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 Annex F – John Goodwin’s sales particulars for the Horseshoe Inn 

The following show the sales particulars for the Horseshoe Inn when it was put on the market in 
March 2000.  It was subsequently for sale at different prices as shown: 

 

March 2000 £275,000 

May 2000 £245,000 

August 2000 £225,000 

January 2001 £210,000 
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Annex G – people currently prepared to make an offer for the Horseshoe Inn 

The following are people who are prepared to make an offer for the Horseshoe Inn as a pub.   

 

John Griffiths – landlord of the Beauchamp Arms.  See his letter at Annex A. 

 

There are sufficient local people with an interest in the Horseshoe Inn and the money to buy it that, 
if no other buyers emerged, it is most likely that local people would subscribe to a company to 
purchase the freehold. There is no such company in existence, but it would either be formed by a 
few individuals each with large stakes, or by a large number of people with small stakes.  This 
would only be done if no straightforward commercial purchasers emerged. 

 

Also, we have the following from Tim Powell – a local businessman. 
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Annex H – viability and the Royal Oak Inn at Much Marcle 

This letter from the freeholder of the Royal Oak Inn at Much Marcle shows what can be done with a 
country pub. 

 

 

 


