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Member Site Visit Meeting

18th January 2018

Weather conditions:  dry; sunny blue sky; chilly 14mph westerly wind; temperature 
was 6oC.

Planning Committee Member Attendance:

Councillors:
AWFORD, Cllr Philip (Chairman)
BIRD, Cllr Robert
BROWN, Cllr David
CORDWELL, Cllr John 
FISHER, Cllr Bernard
HALE, Cllr Terry
HIRST Cllr Stephen 
MORGAN, Cllr Graham

P
Ap
P
P
P
P
Ap
Ab

PARSONS, Cllr Shaun 
PREEST Cllr Alan
RIPPINGTON Cllr Keith
ROBINSON Cllr Steve
TRACEY, Cllr Pamela
VINES, Cllr Robert
WHEELER, Cllr Simon

P*
Ap
Ap
P
Ap
P
Ab

Key: P=present, Ab=absent, Ap= Apologies *Second meeting only.

Officers in attendance: 

Sarah Pearse, (SP) Principal Planning Officer, Kevin Phillips, (KP) Team Manager, 
Marcus Sparrow, Senior Planning Officer (Case Officer) and Carrie Denness, 
Principal Lawyer.

Site 1: Planning Application 13/0042/STMAJW by Bristol Clay Shooting for  the 
importation of soils and sub soils to create noise attenuation bunds 
associated with clay pigeon shooting and associated landscape works on land 
adjacent to Folly Farm, Kingswood, Wotton under Edge, Gloucestershire GL12 
7QX.

Case Officer (CO): Sarah Pearse

Members were joined on site by Mr and Mrs Padfield, from Bristol Clay Shooting, 
Dave Darlow (Hillesley & Tresham Parish Council) and Mary Leonard (Kingswood 
Parish Council).

Start Time: 10:15am

Officer Report

SP introduced those officers present. Procedural notes for conducting MSV were 
read out to those present. The  officer’s report was read out including background to 
the judicial review. SP described the site and location and explained the extent of the 
proposed operation over two adjoining fields. SP pointed out the route of the existing 
public footpath that followed the hedge line and showed members a plan with the 
route of public footpath. SP read out the grounds for peoples objections and the 
reasons given for those in support of the proposal. Consultee comments were read 
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out, and SP explained that insufficient technical information had been submitted to 
adequately demonstrate the effectiveness of the noise attenuation created by the 
proposed bunds. SP showed members a plan containing the location and layout of 
the proposed bunds, the proposed access and existing footpath.

Members’ questions:

Cllr Vines asked if the proposed bunds would be landscaped, to which SP replied 
that they would.

Cllr Robinson asked how many trip generations would be generated by the proposed 
importation of material. SP replied that there would be 6 vehicles in and out of the 
site, six days a week over an 18 month/ 2 year period.

Cllr Brown asked if objectors and consultees were re-consulted following the last 
occasion when the application was heard at Planning Committee. SP confirmed that 
they were.

Other questions:

Mary Leonard from Kingswood Parish Council stated that the parish did not feel that 
the proposed bunds would be effective enough to enable the proposed activity to 
meet noise limits. Furthermore, the parish don’t agree to the proposed 8am to 6pm 
timescales.

Dave Darlow is of the opinion that the proposed bunds are insufficient and that noise 
and safety concerns had not been adequately addressed. Mr Darlow expressed 
concern about pellets and broken clays falling across existing public footpath. SP 
remarked to members that it is not illegal to shoot over a footpath provided there are 
marshals operating during a shoot and that markers are erected prior to any shoot.

In his capacity as local member Cllr Cordwell expressed concern over the intended 
haul route, the timings of vehicle movements and the need to avoid peak times. Cllr 
Cordwell also commented that the proximity of surrounding hills would bounce the 
sound around.

Cllr Fisher asked if there were any other managed shoots in the area, to which Cllr 
Cordwell replied that there were further down the valley.

Cllr Vines asked if the proposed bunds formed part of the original permission that 
was quashed at judicial review, to which SP replied that they were.

Other Notes:

SP noted that the land to which the application relates slopes down towards the east.

Members returned to the bus and left the site at 10.53 am to travel to Fourways 
Farm, Stroud.
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Site 2: Planning Application 17/0082/STMAJW by Dr. Watson and S Williams  
for  the change of use of agricultural building to Use Class B2 and installation 
of proposed incinerator for the disposal of equine carcases on land at 
Fourways Farm, Waterlane, Oakridge, Stroud, GL6 7PH.

Case Officer (CO): Marcus Sparrow

Members were joined on site by the Applicant Dr. Tim Watson and his agent, Mr 
Malcolm Hunt. Councillor Parsons arrived on site.

The MSV group stood within the building that will house the incinerator for the CO 
presentation. The incinerator unit was within the building but not connected and no 
flue had been installed. The case officer described the site and the surroundings 
pointing out neighbouring properties, the public right of way (PRoW), and the site 
access.

Members Questions:

Cllr Fisher asked whether the equipment had scrubbing facilities to ensure clean 
emissions.

Dr. Watson explained that the afterburner gets rid of smells and pollutants and there 
is no requirement for an Environment Agency permit. He also advised that the main 
chamber doesn’t fire up until the afterburner gets to 850 degrees. The proposal 
would be subject to strict regulation and certification by the Animal and Plant Health 
Agency (APHA). 

Cllr Vines asked how the carcases would be transported, and would any be 
delivered or brought to the site by the owners.

The CO explained that transport of the carcases would be by a 4WD vehicle and a 
leek proof horse box, and showed a photograph of the vehicle. The horse box was 
stored in the building. 

Dr. Watson explained that all carcases would be collected.

Cllr Robinson asked where the closest incinerator was.

Dr. Watson explained that the only facility for equine disposal was at Fosse Cross 
where they offered an ashes back service, which is much more expensive. There is 
a pet crematorium for domestic pets in Tewkesbury, but larger animals are collected 
and taken to a facility in Cambridge.

Cllr Parsons asked about alternative methods of disposal such as hunt kennels.

Dr. Watson explained that he euthanizes with an injection. Injected animals cannot 
be fed to other animals. Many fallen equines are stored, bulked up and transported 
to Cambridge for disposal.
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Cllr Parsons asked how a carcass would be loaded into the horse box.

Dr. Watson explained that they would use a winch to load a carcass into the 
converted horse box. The horse box would reverse into the incinerator building 
where the carcass would be unloaded.

Mr Hunt explained that the incinerator, loading and unloading would not be visible 
from the public right of way.

The CO pointed out the internal drainage system for the building. There were 
drainage channels and material was collected in a sump. Any waste water is then 
pumped out and fed into the afterburner and evaporated. There is little or no leakage 
from the carcases unless there is an injury.

Cllr Hale asked what happens to the ash produced.

Dr. Watson explained that there is approximately 7kg of non-hazardous ash and 
bone pieces left after incineration. It is removed into a sealed bin, collected by a 
contractor and taken to landfill. 

Cllr Fisher asked whether ashes were given back.

Dr. Watson said that there are no proposals to return ashes. A cremulator would be 
required to grind larger fragments to ash. Cremulators are noisy and are not 
proposed for this site.

Members moved outside of the building to view the external appearance of the 
building and where the CO pointed out other salient features such as the likely 
position of the flue.

Cllr Hale asked about the collection of stock.

Dr. Watson explained that Waterlane Equine Vets is an ambulatory equine practice 
that only collect stock from client’s premises. The practice at Fourways Farm 
consists of an office and laboratory with no surgery. No animals are treated on site.

Members were shown the position of the access track and bridleway on a map.

Whilst Members were on site, a peaceful group of objectors gathered on the PRoW. 
At the close of the meeting, the MSV lead officer welcomed the objectors and briefly 
explained what Members had been looking at and that the MSV would now travel by 
coach through the Hamlet of Waterlane. The public were thanked for their 
attendance and invited to attend the Planning Committee on the 25th January.

Close of meeting: 12:15

Sarah Pearse
19/01/2018


