


MINUTES OF THE A MEETING OF HAZELBURY BRYAN PARISH COUNCIL HELD ON TUESDAY 11th AUGUST 2026 AT 7.15 PM IN THE VILLAGE HALL.
Present: Councillors Steve Murcer (SM), Val Rubie (VR), Tracey Collins (TC), Liz Stockley (LS), Ivana Booker (IB); Members of the public – 8; Minutes: Malcolm Wilson (MW) – parish clerk.
146/26 – Apologies for absence: Received from Neil Robson (NR) and Ken Huggins (KH)
147/26 - Declarations of interest: None declared
148/26 – Adoption of the minutes of the meeting held on 14th July 2026: The minutes were approved as drafted.
149/26 – Matters arising from these minutes: Covered in the agenda
150/26 – Public open session: No comments
151/26 – Finance – a) to approve accounts for payment:
The payments listed below were all approved.
	Cheque
	Payee
	
	
	
	
	Net
	VAT
	Total

	DD
	Lloyds Bank
	
	
	Charges
	
	£6.75
	
	£6.75

	SO
	IKServices
	
	
	Dog bin emptying
	£157.50
	
	£157.50

	DD
	Wessex Internet
	
	Monthly charge
	£1.00
	£0.20
	£1.20

	DD
	SSE
	
	
	Pavilion electricity
	£62.76
	£3.14
	£65.90

	DD
	HMRC
	
	
	PAYE
	
	£1,086.82
	
	£1,086.82

	1718
	M Wilson
	
	
	July pay
	
	£463.79
	
	463.79

	1719
	J Vevers
	
	
	Bike track strimming
	£115.00
	
	115.00

	1720
	B E Duddridge
	
	War memorial painting
	£650.00
	
	650.00

	1721
	Life Edication
	
	School grant
	
	£145.00
	
	£145.00

	1722
	M Wilson
	
	
	Defibrillator at school
	£895.00
	£179.00
	£1,074.00



b) bank reconciliation and financial summary as at 30th June 2026: This had been circulated in advance and was agreed and signed the meeting.
152/26 – Planning: 
i) to consider any applications received: i) P/FUL/2026/04111: This conversion of a barn site within the policies of the Neighbourhood Plan and was supported. ii) to consider Dorset Council’s response to the parish council’s letter of complaint and concern about the recent approval in principle for a development at the Red Barn shop site: The response from Dorset Council to our letter of complaint/concern regarding the approval of application P/PIP/2026/00303 at the Red Barn had been circulated. SM explained the background from DC’s perspective. From being in a position of having a 5-year housing supply of approved applications, when the Government effectively double Dorset’s target it was suddenly faced with having only a 2.53 years supply. This removes the “tilted balance” approach to assessing applications and the presumption will be in favour of sustainable development. Although though paragraph 14 of the National Planning Policy Framework gives full weight to policies in up-to-date Neighbourhood Plans, even if the planning authority does not have a 5-year supply, it is not a “trump card” but will just be one of the many factors officers have to take into account when making decisions. 
TC felt the response had been “mealy-mouthed” and gave no detail of how the pros and cons had been assessed in making the decision to approve. She also felt Hazelbury Bryan should not be one of DC’s tier 3 villages, although SM did point out that we met 5 of the 7 criteria so certainly did qualify for that category.
The approval of the Planning in Principle application cannot be rescinded. However, SM highlighted the shortfalls which the detailed planning application will have to address. These include traffic concerns (delivery vehicles forced the park on the roadside); lack of parking for shop customers; the certainty of conflict between residents of the new houses and shop customers; the access splay onto the carriageway; the long-term sustainability of the shop with inadequate parking; the density of the site; the adverse impact of this development on the viability of the 2 brownfield sites still to be developed as part of the N Plan. The traffic/parking concerns had been highlighted by DC’s own Highways team in its comments on the PIP application.
SM proposed, and it was agreed, that MW should draft a letter to DC expressing these concerns in the strongest terms.
SM also invited councillors to a session at Pimperne village hall on Saturday 5th September where the former chair of the North Dorset Planning committee, Sherry Jesperson, will be hosting a session outlining changes to decision making in the planning process. 
153/26 - Highways and footpath matters. i) Rangers SLA: The first cut of paths has now been completed. SM had received a complaint about a perceived lack of interest from the parish council about footpaths. Might the parish council have a member with a ROW brief? There was no volunteer for the role. ii) gates: At the last meeting it was reported by KH that one of the new gates had shifted. Having walked the path MW confirmed that the new gates were all in perfect working order. The problem is with an older gate very near Honeybun Meadow. It still functions but MW has notified the Rangers. iii) construction traffic in Kingston: A comment/complaint about the effect of construction traffic in Kingston has been received via the web site. The precise location was in doubt – 2 possible sites – but this is a matter for DC, not that it will do anything. SM suggested the complainant uses the DC web site to make comments.
154/26 - Cemetery: i) unsafe headstones: MW has just received a detailed proposal from Fine Memorials for a programme of making safe and repair. MW will put together a detailed proposal including funding proposals for consideration at the next meeting ii) damage to brick store: MW had written to Mrs Peace asking if she could provide details of the hedge cutting contractor who had damaged the roof of the store. Her daughter spoke to MW on the phone and apparently the field is let on a long lease to a local dairy farmer, a Mr Head. He can be “difficult”. Councillors thought he lives in Kingston. MW will track down his address and write
155/26 – The Keep -update: Nothing to report.
156/26 – Web site - Update: Vanessa Weddell reported on good progress and she has a further meeting with MW on Thursday to continue the work of populating the site. Hopefully this will be done by the end of August.
157/26 - Recreation Field: i) Recreation Ground Committee: The minutes of the committee meeting on 28th July 2026 had been circulated and were noted. 
158/26 – Defibrillators: i) the school:  MW had tried to source a battery but the model at the school is now out of date and spares of batteries, electrodes etc are unavailable. In the emergency situation, MW had spoken with SM, and it was agreed to purchase a new defib under the provisions of Financial Regulation 5.18. This is now done, it is in situ and logged with The Circuit. ii) Woodlands defib: After the last meeting someone had mis-reported the discussion to John Lewis. He had been told the council had agreed to take over the Woodlands defib provided it has public access. JL had advised all the residents who were delighted. MW had told him the true facts but would ask the council if it was prepared to take over responsibility going forward. A key stumbling block is the complete lack of visibility of where the defib is located. MW and TC had visited Woodlands and neither could see it. MW was asked to highlight this problem to JL and ask what solutions they can come up with to ensure visibility and ease of access. If this can be resolved then the council will consider the request to take responsibility.
159/26 - Village Hall: i) report and update: Nothing to report bar the Christmas Quiz night on 11th December. ii) cool space/heated space: The hall had been opened as a cool space while much of the village had its power cut-off. Two people attended so not a great test. It’s clear, though, that providing services such as teas, coffees, meals etc will be beyond the scope of the Tesla battery for any length of time. It has to be carefully managed using the Tesla app to which only IB and Amanda Dance have access. 
160/26 - Community resilience: To give further consideration to developing a resilience plan: Nothing to report at present
161/26 - Climate and Ecological matters – update: KH had reported by e mail that the next round of Water Blitz testing will be between 18 – 21 September. He has, apparently, also booked the village hall on Friday 4th September for a showing of the People’s Emergency Briefing film, to be followed by a discussion. Everyone seemed surprised at the short notice and the lack of communication. TC said there wasn’t a booking in the hall diary; VW said nothing had been given to her for the web site; and no one from the Climate Group knew about the date. It was felt there was insufficient notice to get a flyer designed, printed and delivered. KH will be asked to re-arrange
162/26 - Report from Dorset Council councillor: No report this month
163/26 – Correspondence to note: MW has circulated details of two Dorset Council Community Conversation sessions at the Exchange on Friday 4th September and Tuesday 20th October. IB had also suggested that MW sets up an “out of office” message when he is away on holiday suggesting urgent matters should be referred to councillors. He will action for the future.
164/26 – Date of next meeting: The next meeting of the parish council will be held Tuesday 8th September 2026 at 7.15pm in the village hall. SM, IB and TC gave their apologies in advance.
165/26 – Close of meeting: With no further business to discuss SM closed the meeting at 8.55pm
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