MINUTES OF THE EXTRAORDINARY MEETING OF THE 
SHILLINGSTONE PARISH COUNCIL 
HELD AT 7PM ON TUESDAY 29TH SEPTEMBER 2026 AT THE PORTMAN HALL
TO DISCUSS PLANNING APPLICATION P/FUL/2026/03928 – RIDGEWAY FARM


PRESENT :	Councillors	M Pomeroy 	-	Chairman (MP)
				I Suter		- 	Vice Chairman (IS)
				K Ridout
				R Harwood
		Clerk		S Flack

		Applicant	Dylan Deutrom
		Agent		David Spragg

In addition there were approximately 25 members of the public present.

Apologies for Absence were received from R Leadbetter

Declarations of Interest and requests for dispensation - None


The meeting was opened at 7pm by Mark Pomeroy (Chairman) who outlined how the meeting would proceed, and stated that he was aware that planning was an emotive subject but asked all present to be kind and courteous to all participants.  MP then passed the Chair of the meeting over to Ian Suter (Vice Chairman and Planning).

Ian Suter explained that the meeting would be structured as follows :
· An introduction outlining the proposed development and plans
· A presentation from the Applicant (and Agent)
· Structured open Q&A
· Open debate after the applicant and agent had departed  

Ian Suter then proceeded with the introduction and displayed and went through a comprehensive power point presentation as below:
· Introduction including :
· An outline of the site and the proposed development
· Agriculture vs Equestrian use
· Need and Economic justification
· Weighing benefits against Impacts
· Relevant Neighbourhood Plan policies impacted

IS then introduced the applicant Dylan Deutrom who made an open presentation introducing himself as a dressage professional and also introducing his planning agent David Spragg.  



DD explained that he trains/ competes and sells high value dressage horses and that the application was for an indoor arena that would be used year round for this purpose.  DD stated that the visual effects of the development were limited, and it was not a high traffic development as it would not be open to the general public, thereby there would be no members of the public coming and going on a daily basis increasing traffic, as this was not the purpose of the development.

DD stated that the following had been assessed and would be managed :
· Watercourse and drainage issues
· Manure waste would be removed

DD stated that their would be wider benefits for the community as they would be using local vets, farriers and feed suppliers.

David Spragg then went through the proposed plans for the development starting with the main arena which was 1800 sq m in total and explained that the minimum arena size had to be 60m x 20m for DD to train.  DS stated that it would be a steel structure with roof lights that were louvred so that they could be closed off to aid light spillage and pollution, and that there were a total of 24 roof lights in the indoor arena.  He stated that the roof would be installed with a solar panel array, and that there would be low level exterior lights around the building for safety and security.

A resident questioned if and when the water survey had been done due to the large volume of water that would come off such a large roof structure and was told that anything coming off the roof would be captured in a holding pond.

Another resident asked what was the percentage size of the proposed development compared to the current ‘working’ area of the site and DS said that this was not known.

DS then outlined the rest of the proposed development explaining the turn out pens were constructed with a stone base and membrane finished with sand and that the horse walker was a 3 metre high steel structure with a partially enclosed roof around the edge.

DD was asked by a resident if the glamping site would carry on to which he replied it would not.

Another resident asked about the topological report and DD and DS stated that all hedges and trees would remain and were not impacted at all by the development.

An open question and answer session was then commenced.

Q – is further development anticipated ?
A – not answered

Q – how long will the build take in total ?
A – 7-9 months maximum

Q – how will access be managed for large delivery vehicles around the small lanes and tight corners
A – highways etc will be structured by DC.



Q – Will there be building noise and traffic at weekends
A – there will potentially be building on Saturdays but not on Sunday

Q – What security will there be on site
A – Gates, bollards, CCTV and security beams

Q – the area has seen a lot of change and the proposed main structure is twice the size of any other structure in the area, including agricultural buildinngs, and concern was expressed that it would change the area for good especially as it within the Dorset Natural Landscape.
A – We appreciate that it is big and bulky but the structure has been put at the lowest point on site.

Q – How high is the building.
A – 7.6m at the highest point.

Q – Does it need to be this tall
A – Yes

Q – What colour will it be
A – Anthracite grey - sides and roof

Q – Will lights be turned off at a certain time
A – DD does not usually train at night

Q – How many people do you employ
A – 4 full time members of staff already in place

Q – how will you deal with the increased levels of manure waste
A – it will all be taken away by trailer

Q – do you have an artists impression of what the new development will look like
A – Not at present but one will be provided within approximately 10 days

Q – how will you preserve our dark skies
A – DD does not usually work at night

Q – how will you mitigate the increased risk of flooding potentially caused by this development
A – a full flood risk assessment and drainage scheme has been carried out and there is a new pond for water collection and will also be harvesting rainwater for washing etc.

Q – the 354m of solar panels will have a large visual impact on a south facing roof with potential glare – how will this be managed.
A – DD stated that it would not be that large and would be scaled down, and that the panels would be matt and not reflective.

Q – what is the benefit to the village of this development
A – Employment mainly relating to the glamping business



Highways issues and access on all 3 routes to the site were discussed, including the various pinch points experienced on all of the access routes and the difficulty that any delivery vehicles would experience.  It was stated that due to the business not being open to the public there would not be an increase in light traffic levels, but it was acknowledged that the vehicles in an out would potentially increase in both size and weight and frequency due to the initial build and the increased number of horses.  
   
DD AND DS WERE THEN THANKED FOR THEIR INPUT AND LEFT THE MEETING

PUBLIC OPEN FORUM

The views from residents present were then expressed as below :

· Hedging, trees and screening could be removed at any time in the future.
· Why was Steve Murcer not present at the meeting.
· Residents asked for Steve Murcer to attend a meeting and answer questions.
· Many small inconsequential developments get turned down so how can this be allowed.
· There were conflicting views expressed by DD about keeping or not keeping the glamping business, which was the only part of the business that seemed to benefit the wider community.
· The transport policy does not seem to address the size and weight of the vehicles involved both in the construction and finalised phases.
· The large open side ‘windows’ facing the village have the potential for light pollution as even small lights show for miles around, especially with darker nights in the winter.
· Will the size of the pond be sufficient for the size of the roof – how do they know its big enough – especially in a winter as bad for rain fall as last year.
· Even though DD said he would not install all the solar panels applied for in the planning permission, he could if he wanted maximise the size of the installation as per the plans leaving a massive visual impact. 
· As DD owns several businesses, will all the other businesses be moving to the site, and if so what will be the impact of those on highways etc.
· The development does not fit in with the environment and will change the landscape forever detrimentally, and once there opens the door for potentially more changes.
· Will they actually use local trades such as vets – due to the high nett worth of the animals.
· Should they be asked to contribute to local road infrastructure improvements.
· They will not use local staff due to the specialised nature of the business – with only 4 full time employees which are already in place.
· No benefit to local equine enthusiasts as not open to the public.

It was agreed that the Parish Council would wait for the receipt of the artists impressions before finalising comments on the proposal, and that these drawings would also be published on the Parish Council web site for all residents to view, before making their own submissions to the planning department.

The residents present (approx 25) then voted on whether or not they were in favour of the development – all voted NO.

The Meeting closed at 9.15 PM
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