
Dear Licensing Team B and Licensing Committee Members 
 
I am writing as the Dorset Council Ward Member for Beaminster in connection to the Licensing 
Application by Parnham House, Parnham Estates Ltd DT8 3LZ and now signposted at the site as 
Parnham Park. 
 
I have several times emailed the Licensing Team, the Planning Team and the Highways Team (both 
highways and rights of way team) to urge that Dorset Council do have those discussions which need 
to take place in order to have a whole approach to whichever type of application for a project of this 
size should take into account on determination of whichever aspect.  Sadly I have not received a 
response to date.  (emails can be forwarded to you if you need them – they also were cc to the Lead 
Cabinet Members).  I understand that guidance does suggest that these discussions do take place 
before a decision by Licensing is taken.  I would like to see that evidence as requested.    
 
Dorset Council has undertaken to take Health and Wellbeing into every policy it has – I am therefore 
surprised to see that the Dorset Council Licensing has not included this in the list of matters which 
will be considered.  It should be since the undertaking to take into account Health and Wellbeing in 
every policy has been in place for a considerable time and indeed was inherited by Dorset County 
Council via the Dorset Health and Wellbeing Board, which I Chair. 
 
I am going to include that undertaking in my response to this Licensing Application as it should be 
according to Dorset Council’s policy. 
 
My representation is here to I hope assist the determination and going forward ensure that all 
matters of concern have been thoroughly addressed by the Licensing Department and consequent 
Licensing Committee.  
 
This application has attracted an unprecedented number of responses (my feedback from my own 
email box – never have I experienced so many).  Numbers on a Licensing Application might suggest 
that they are all saying the same thing but in fact there are vast numbers of very relevant points in 
my view, they are not repetitive and I urge both the officers and elected councillors have regard to 
them – please can the Licensing Team B assure me that ALL elected councillors and the Cabinet 
Leads at Dorset Council have sight of them all?  I would like that assurance please, thank you. 
 
So taking there is a Licensing Application which allows for a considerable amount, which might or 
might not be used to accommodate all sorts of activities, yet to be determined due to the success or 
not of planning applications which are yet to appear, so without the knowledge of what that might 
be in terms of planning I am writing with regards to some areas of policy which are already in place 
and really must be taken into account. 
 

1. AONB – the Licensing Committee MUST have the response from Dorset AONB.  The whole 
area covered by the application is in an area of outstanding natural beauty and we all know 
that this is not just about the landscape, it covers noise and nuisance for natural inhabitants, 
both human and animal and includes health and wellbeing for all.   

2. Rights of Way – you will see that the rights of way across Parnham House (Park) is criss 
crossed with rights of way – these are 24/7 for the public – how will they be maintained if 
there is potentially a live private function across those, potentially where visitors to “an 
event” are being charged, but the right of way is for anyone to continue their use of the right 
of way at any time of day and night? 

3. Crime and Disorder – I suggest that this could impede on those who own property within the 
lines shown on the Masterplan of the application which actually do not show other 
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ownership, and there are some – this must be explored further by the Licensing Team and 
Cabinet Members. 

4. Public Safety – again, there is public access within the lines drawn on the Master Plan within 
this application – there is public access due to rights of way, ownership of property and 
ownership of property on the borders – there is a risk to those all who go there as a result at 
potential times of the suggested license being validated. 

5. Dorset Council’s Health and Wellbeing decision that any policy or process MUST include a 
Health and Wellbeing statement – this application has to address the Health and Wellbeing 
of the residents in the area – the Parnham House (Park) is situated not in an isolated spot in 
West Dorset, it borders directly on the village of Netherbury and is in the Town of 
Beaminster (not on the border, it is in the Town area) and therefore the Health and 
Wellbeing of the residents of both are incredibly important to bring into the discussion 
about the application.   

 
I urge the officers and Members of the Licensing process for Dorset to really get a focus on this 
application  - I am not saying against or pro but there are matters which this application has shown 
that Dorset Council as a whole needs to address as a whole with Partners such as the AONB, pre 
planning application discussions, parish and town council considerations, neighbour resident 
concerns (which are very detailed and pertinent) and land ownership matters.   I do hope that 
discussions are taking place across all those concerned.  It might not have happened before but this 
application shows how important it is to get out of silos and talk. 
 
Thank you  
 
Rebecca 
 
Dorset Council Ward Member for Beaminster 
 



Parnham House – License application. 
 
Representation from Cllr Anthony Alford, Dorset Councillor for Eggardon Ward. 
 
Introduction 
 
1. While Parnham House is located in Beaminster ward, its boundary adjoins the 
boundary of Eggardon ward where a number of residents are expressing an interest 
in the application. 
 
2. The purpose of this document is to set out certain representations – the overall 
conclusion is to object to the application. 
 
3. The broad reason for this conclusion is that an extensive range of licensed activity 
has been applied for operating on an intense basis, while the conditions proposed 
appear appropriate for small scale activity. 
 
Analysis 
 
4. It is noted that hotel activity may operate 24 hours but is not a licenced activity. 
There is much other activity proposed either for 24 hours or for very long periods with 
no apparent justification or explanation. This leads to the conclusion that timings 
have not been considered in terms of the needs of the business. The application 
gives no detail about the source of sound emissions and accordingly I conclude that 
with regard to the local community the applicant is being disproportionate and 
unreasonable. I will recommend that to be acceptable, these timings should be 
subject to a rationalisation and significant reduction – a minimum of 50%. 
 
5. The opportunity has not been taken to provide the Council with a copy of a risk 
assessment. If such a risk assessment had been prepared, some consideration 
would perhaps have been given to the way that sound travels up and down the Brit 
Valley. The result is that a much larger number of local residents will be exposed to 
noise nuisance than is likely to be anticipated. 
 
6. For these reasons it is considered that no sound should be emitted from the site 
after 23:00. 
 
7. Open air events (even if they finish at 23:00) should be planned on a multi-agency 
basis including the involvement of local town and parish councils and local Dorset 
councillors. 
 
8. The range of activity on the operating schedule gives good cause to conclude that 
certain events will create light pollution and taken together with fireworks will be 
contrary to the Council’s policy on the Climate Change and Ecological Emergency. 
 
9. My view is that the application is weak in terms of how it delivers the four licensing 
objectives and in particular the protection of children from harm. It appears that a 
hotel will operate on site which gives cause to believe that children will be present. 
Almost certainly, other activities will occur that will draw children. In the context of 
alcohol and late-night entertainment, safeguarding children appears not to be a 
priority. No controls are proposed to prevent children below the age of 16 finding 
their way into places where alcohol is being dispensed. 
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10. There is no apparent system proposed to provide knowledge of the number and 
identity of people spending time on site, including children. 
 
Conditions 
 
11. If points mentioned above were to be accepted and properly tackled, certain 
additional conditions would be required as follows: 

- Access/egress points 
- Monitoring of attendance numbers and prevention of overcrowding 
- Entrants after 23:00 to be hotel residents only 
- CCTV in public places, of evidential quality 
- No alcohol taken out for consumption off the premises, excepting items 

bought in the shop 
- Outside areas to be closed to and clear of visitors by 23:00 and monitored  

- Use of plastic containers for the outdoor consumption of drinks 
- No amplified music after 22:00 – no music at all after 23:00 
- Noise limiting devices shall be properly used on all amplification equipment 
- Residents within sound range (say up to 3 miles) to be advised by circular of 

forthcoming events including a contact number for the person in charge and 
telephone number for the Council’s noise nuisance section, 

- Any independently managed events to be required to observe the conditions 
 
A Alford 
30th June 2021 
 



Premises Licence Parnham House 

In response to a number of concerns raised by local parishioners regarding possible noise 

pollution from the Premises Licence Application from Parnham House, Netherbury Parish 

Council request that you consider the following under the prevention of public nuisance: 

Ensure appropriate measures are in place so that local residents are not adversely affected 

by the level of noise from music events and that consideration is taken of the frequency of 

outdoor music events.  Consider restricting hours of entertainment and consider limiting the 

days that the music licence is operative. 

 

Netherbury Parish Council 

01/07/2021 
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Application for a Premises Licence by Parnham Estates Limited  
 
Comments by the Beaminster Society 
The Beaminster Society is a local civic society established in 1986, which 
currently has approximately 140 paid-up members. 
 
We welcome the general description of the future of the Parnham Estate within 
the hospitality sector - including the conservation and restoration of the fire-
damaged house. 
 
In terms of the Entertainment Licence, the Society has concerns about the effects, 
mainly from noise and traffic disturbance, on the local community of Beaminster 
from hospitality events extending into unsocial hours after 23.00 hours. The 
A3066 road, although busy during the day, is relatively quiet at night. Large 
volumes of traffic exiting the site at all hours of the night would be particularly 
unwelcome to the local community.  
 
Although the size of events and the frequency of events are not detailed on the 
application, these details would have a bearing on the impact on the local 
community. While infrequent large events might be acceptable, we would hope 
that all large events will be properly managed and controlled in accordance with 
the conditions of the Licence by the Parnham Estate in co-operation with the 
local authority.  
   

The Beaminster Society 
19 Hogshill Street 
Beaminster 
DT8 3AE 
 
10 August 2021 
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Beaminster Area ECO Group 

Parnham House, Beaminster 

Comment on entertainment licence application 
 

1. Beaminster Area ECO Group was established in 2018.  Its focus is on promoting public 
awareness and action to combat climate change, reverse the loss of wildlife and promote the 
social and economic resilience of local communities.  It has members in 15 different parishes 
surrounding Beaminster.  About half of these members live in Beaminster or Netherbury 
parishes, which contain the settlements nearest to Parnham House.  This response draws 
on intensive exchanges with our members and with other people living in both Beaminster 
and Netherbury.  

2. Parnham House has for centuries been a major feature in the life and economy of 
Beaminster, and a highly distinguished part of its heritage.  The town was deeply shocked 
four years ago when the mansion, a Grade 1 building of high distinction, was destroyed by 
fire.  Since then we have been waiting for someone to take on the estate, with the resources 
to restore the building, with support from Historic England.  

3. Restoration of the building.  The community was therefore pleased when James 
Perkíns bought the Parnham estate, with the stated intention to restore the mansion.  We 
welcome the prospect of the restoration of the historic building, and its sympathetic use as a 
hotel with related activity.  This will restore a fine building and put it to appropriate use;  
create jobs through restoration work and the related supply chain;  provide ongoing 
employment in the hotel and estate management;  and stimulate purchasing and 
employment in the local supply sector.  It will contribute to the attractions and facilities of 
Beaminster, and be fully consistent with the quiet rural character of this district. 

4. Wider use of the estate.  The licence application makes plain that the owner’s intentions 
go beyond the use of the restored Parnham House.  He proposes to use the estate as an 
events centre, a major feature in the hospitality sector, with varied entertainment activities, 
served by a complex of new buildings, including a shop, restaurant and pub.  The 
application, as submitted, refers to a wide variety of potential activities, including  

- Plays, indoors and outdoors, 10am to 1am 
- Films, indoors and outdoors, at any time  
- Indoor sporting events, 10am to 1am  
- Boxing and wrestling, indoors and outdoors, 10am to 1am 
- Live music, indoors and outdoors, at any time  
- Recorded music, indoors and outdoors, mainly as background to events 
- Performance of dance, indoors and outdoors, at any time 
- Other similar activities, indoors and outdoors, at any time 

5. The application proposes that the premises would operate as a hospitality venue, with 
accommodation and open 24 hours a day.  Hot food and drinks, including alcohol, would be 
available throughout trading hours.  Off-sales licence is sought for the proposed estate shop, 
and for events which may have local produce and beverages for sale.  Late night 
refreshment, including alcohol, would be available every day from 11pm to 5am. 

6. The scale of the activity, in terms of numbers of visitors, is not stated.  But it is clearly 
intended to be substantial, because the license is only needed if activities exceed 500 
people at any one event.  

7. The Master Plan accompanying the licence application shows that public access to the 
estate would be through an entrance driveway off the A3066 towards the south-east corner 
of the estate, a short distance north of the junction with the side road to Netherbury.   
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Our reaction 

8. We do not object in principle to these further activities, which will attract further visitors to 
the locality, offer a variety of entertainment and provide further employment  

9. However, we are concerned about the following potential impact, relevant to the Council’s 
Licensing Policy : 

Public disorder  
A. The proposal for late-night activity, with alcohol available into the early hours, offers 
the prospect of public disorder, and of drunk drivers on narrow roads, in a rural location 
with minimal police presence. 

Public safety  
B. Large-scale public events on the estate are bound to generate significant volumes of 
road traffic, arriving from many directions, placing heavy pressure on narrow and twisting 
local roads which are already much used by local traffic, including heavy farm vehicles;  
causing dangerous congestion at the entrance to the estate;  and bringing round-the-
clock disturbance of traffic noise and lights to Beaminster and the locality. ` 

  

Preventing public nuisance 
C. The northern edge of the estate immediately adjoins the boundary of Beaminster’s 
built-up area, with almost all of Beaminster’s resident population of 3,000 living within a 
mile of the estate.  The village of Netherbury is within two míles to the south of the estate.   
The noise and lights associated with large and frequent public events, particularly those 
held outdoors, would be audible and visible over a long distance and could have a 
serious impact on residents in the town, the village and the outer parts of the two 
parishes.  
D. Beaminster is ill served by public transport, so a large part of the traffic would be 
private vehicles, generating high volumes of greenhouse gases and localised air pollution 
– contrary to the stated purpose of the Dorset Council’s Climate Strategy and to the 
policies stated in the draft Local Plan, which provide for major developments of this kind 
to be located where there is full provision of public transport.   
E. Visitor numbers on the scale implied by the licence application will generate very 
heavy demands on water supply, and particularly on the sewerage system which is 
already visibly overloaded, as is evidenced by the recent dangerous dumping of raw 
sewage into the River Brit which flows through the estate.  This is a serious threat to 
public health.   
F. The estate contains three public rights of way, namely :  

- Footpath W21/58 running from Bridport Road over the river and diagonally 
through Millground field and past Millground Cottages  

-  Bridleway W21/60 running south from the end of St Mary Well Street across two 
fields in the western half of the estate and on towards Netherbury 

-  Bridleway W21/56 which crosses Bridlweway W21/60, crosses the river by bridge 
and continues across the main estate parkland to the Bridport road. 

These rights of way are valued and much used by the people of the town and its visitors.  
Users of these rights of way, including children, may be affected by the noise and 
entertainments proposed, which could pose a danger to horses and riders and a nuisance 
to ramblers.   

  

10. Conditions proposed by licencing officers.  Bearing in mind these potential impacts 
arising from the scale frequency and location of the proposed indoor and outdoor activities :  

a. We welcome all the standard conditions shown in the updated Operating Schedule 
attached to the most recent version of the application.  

b. We support the imposition – and we look for the strict observance and effective 
enforcement – of the following conditions specific to this application, which we 
understand are proposed by the licensing officers :  



23. Externally all licensing activities except the sale of alcohol and late night refreshments 
shall cease at 23.00hrs except for on 10 separate occasions/year when the activity may 
extend to 01.00hrs.  The events which are permitted to 01.00hrs shall not occur on 
consecutive weekends and with no more than 2 any one calendar month.  Such events 
shall be notified to the licensing authority at least 1 month in advance.  These external 
activities shall be limited to the area identified on the applicants plan as outlined in blue 
on the master plan.  (see our further comment at section 12 below).  

24. Internal events within buildings shown on the master plan can be held from 08.00 to 
02.00hrs providing doors and windows remain shut during the period of licensable 
activities (except the supply of alcohol and late night refreshment) on Thursday to 
Saturday.  On all other days the regulated entertainment activity shall cease at midnight.  
(see our further comment at Section 13 below).  

25. A noise management statement and plan shall be supplied 2 months prior, or such 
other time as agreed by the Environmental Protection Team, to the first live or recorded 
music event, or any such activity that may give rise to amplified music or speech, and be 
agreed by the Environmental Protection Team as being a satisfactory means of 
controlling possible breaches of the public nuisance objective. Such as report shall be 
produced by a competent acoustic consultant.  The report must be reviewed annually and 
any changes to the way in which sound is conveyed or the location shall be supplied to 
the licensing authority.  (see our further comment at section 14 below). 

30. To promote the licensing objectives, no later than 6 weeks before the start of any 
event which will have a capacity of more than 500 people the licence holder will submit to 
the Licensing Authority for the prior approval of the Licensing Authority an Event 
Management Plan and risk assessments for that event. (see our further comment at 
Section 15 below).  

31. All licensable activities provided as part of the event will take place in accordance with 
the relevant approved Event Management Plan. 

32. A representative of the premises licence holder shall give the Licensing Authority, 
Police and Environmental Services a minimum of 10 days’ notice (unless such shorter 
time is agreed in writing by the authorities) of any event taking place in external/outside 
areas which will be in operation after 3.00am and shall provide details of: 

• The nature of the event and brief details of how the event will be run and relevant risk 
assessments (as reasonably requested by the responsible authorities) 

• The date, the commencement and conclusion time of the event.  
• Expected numbers attending.  
• The name of the premises and the name of the Designated Premises upervisor/Duty 

Manager for the duration of the event. 

11. In addition to the above conditions, we wish to see the reinstatement of the 
following conditions which appeared in the text of the previous version of the Operating 
Schedule, namely  

23. Amplified music shall not be played at a level that will cause unreasonable 
disturbance to the occupants of any properties in the vicinity  

24. Noise from any ventilation, refrigeration or air conditioning plant or equipment shall 
not cause nuisance to the occupants of any properties in the vicinity.  

25. During events of more than 300 persons at the premises, the manager, licence holder 
or other competent person shall carry out observations in the vicinity of the cottages 
bordering the boundary of the premises on at least 2 hour intervals between 19:00 and 
the end of the event whilst the premises licence is in use in order to establish whether 
there is a noise breakout from the premises. If the observation reveals noise breakout at 
a level likely to cause disturbance to the occupants of properties in the vicinity then the 
volume of music shall be reduced to a level that does not cause disturbance. A record of 



such observations shall be kept in a book for that purpose, such a book shall be 
completed immediately after the observation detailing the time, location and duration of 
the observation, the level of noise breakout and any action taken to reduce noise 
breakout. Such book to be made available at all times upon request to an authorised 
officer of the Licensing Authority or the Police  
 

12. Blue Line boundary. We note on the Master Plan a solid blue line boundary marking 
the proposed limits of the area within which external events can be held.  We ask that this 
area be reduced to embrace only the eastern part of the estate, between the A3066 and the 
river, where the surrounding trees can help to reduce the escape of both noise and light 
generated by outdoor events.  We urge that the estate be required to retain and strengthen 
the woodland on the eastern and western boundaries of that eastern part of the estate, in 
order to act as a sound barrier and light screen.  This reduction in the solid blue-lined area 
would also help to ensure that outdoor entertainment activity does not encroach upon the 
river banks, associated wetlands and floodlands, or upon the fine mature woodland to the 
west of Millground Field, all of which have high-value for nature conservation and are highly 
unsuited by their character to mass activity.  It will also avoid placing night-time activity on to 
open fields where there are no means of screening the noise and lights generated by that 
activity.  It will avoid placing massive recreational activity close to Millground Cottages on the 
west side of the river.  

A different version of the master plan shows a broken blue line boundary marking the limits 
of areas where amplified sound could be used.  The northern edge of this boundary is just 
north of the proposed complex of new buildings, near the proposed car park.  This boundary 
would serve to confine amplified sound to the southern part of the estate.  But the broken-
blue-line boundary is drawn to include a substantial area of open fields on the western side 
of the river.  For the reasons stated above, we believe this area should to be confined to the 
east side of the river, in order to avoid that the generation of amplified sound on open fields 
where there are no means of screening that noise.   

Further reasons for this restriction of external events and of amplified sound to the lands 
east of the river are (a) the avoidance of conflict with users of the rights of way on the west 
side of the river, (b) avoidance of mass activity around the graves of the two famous Airmen 
and (c) limiting the area within which mass activity, noise and lights will disturb wildlife.   

13. Indoors.  The new Section 24 of the proposed conditions provides that, for Internal 
events within buildings shown on the Master Plan, doors and windows must remain shut 
during the period of licensable activities.  We welcome this provision : but we wish to be 
assured that the same licensable activities will not take place in tents, marquees or similar 
temporary buildings, where the enclosure of noise cannot be secured in the same way.  

14. Noise Management Statement and Plan.  The condition should be strengthened to 
make plain that this Statement and Plan is to be observed at all relevant events. 

15. Upper limit to number of participants at external events.  In view of the limits on 
infrastructural capacity, notably the external road system and junction, the internal road 
system and on-site car parking and the foul water and sewerage system, and of the need to 
control the emission of sound and light from external events, we urge that an upper limit be 
imposed on the total number of participants at any one external event.  When an upper limit 
is set, this should be reflected in the capacity of car parks on the estate, so that there is no 
overspill of car parking on to the main road or into Beaminster.  

16. Enforcement and review.  We call for effective enforcement by the licensing authority of 
the conditions on the licence, and for regular reviews of their observance in the light of 
incidents reported.  Sound meters should be used to record sound volumes at significant 
events.  

Parnham House BAEG response 090821 
 



6 July 2021 
 

THE PLANNING OFFICER FOR PARNAM HOUSE, 

 

 

I would like to object to the planning application for Parnham house Netherbury. The house is situated in 

a rural area, I believe that any late night music would be heard for miles around disturbing the rural 

amenity of the area.any entertainment licence beyond 11 pm should be resisted to maintain the peace of 

this beautiful area.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

9 August 2021 
 

Dear Sirs,  

  

  

I have read and noted the amendments to the proposed licensing of Parnham house and am still of the 

opinion that by granting the outside licence for the property, untill 1am will still damage the rural amenity 

of the area. 

  

Last saturday a PRIVATE party was held in Waytown, the music could be clearly heard in Whitecross, 

approx 1 mile as the crow files. If music from a private party can be heard from that distance, think what a 

function using commercial sound equipment could do and untill 1am. 

  

I am of the opinion that granting the license as proposed would be the thin end of the wedge, once 

permission is granted applications for variations would soon follow 
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Everyone would be pleased to see that beautiful mansion restored and I’m sure that commercial 

activities to finance the rebuild are welcome, however the scale of this application in terms of noise and 

duration is way beyond the acceptable. 

The distress this would cause to those unfortunate enough to live within earshot is just not 

acceptable.Please restrict both the hours, the noise levels and the area of the estate that can be used. 

Thank you, 
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We wish to protest strongly against the proposed licence to Parnham House 

Beamister, the main objection being the tremendously high noise volume which 

will be created by this proposal resulting in possible "raves" favoured by the 

proposer and attracting a vast proportion of rowdiness particularly amongst 

younger people. 

  

Beaminster has a large proportion of ageing pensioners who value their peace 

and tranquility that the area offers and the nuisance of loud noise, which will 

be heard all over the town, will severely affect their enjoyment of life if this 

licence is granted. 

  

The other objection is the volume of traffic which will be created causing traffic 

jams on the A3066 and also in Beaminster itself as the "revellers" decide to 

shop and visit the pubs in the square causing extreme extra pressure on the 

existing services. 
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Parnham House Licensing Application  

  

  

I am writing in connection with the above application. I have seen the detailed response letter 

submitted by the Beaminster ECO group. As a member of the ECO group and a Beaminster 

resident I concur with that response and would add the following comments:  

  

• The project proposal has significant potential for benefit as much as it risks harm to the 

community and environment.  

• A sensitively managed project that responds to the community’s feedback via this 

process is likely to have a better outcomes and minimise future issues/complaints arising 

from events.     

• Engagement with the community through the process will help to allay concerns and 

encourage/build relationships and promote reciprocal benefits. 

  

Regards 
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We wish to object to the application for a 24-hour licence for live and recorded music submitted by 

Parnham House on the grounds that this noise will be a public nuisance to us and to other residents of 

Netherbury and Beaminster. We also object to the 1am ending of outdoor films, theatre, dance and other 

events for the same reason and have concerns about the noise of the traffic associated with these 

events. 

  

We live at the north end of Netherbury and are well aware that the river valley allows sound to travel 

throughout the Parnham and Netherbury area. In the past, we were able to hear the noise from events 

being held at Parnham and we can always hear the footballers on the playing fields at the southern end of 

Netherbury. Given that Parnham is a similar distance away, we feel sure that the noise from their outside 

events will carry to us and to other neighbours in Netherbury and Beaminster. We are particularly 

concerned about late-night and early-morning events causing noise and light pollution around Parnham’s 

lake, especially as this licence allows for live and recorded music every day of the week and for 24 hours 

every day. 

  

We would like to add that we feel that far too few notices have been displayed around the boundary of 

Parnham. We have been able to see notices only on the three gates along the main road, away from 

footpaths and where cars do not stop. We have not seen any notices on the gates on the west side, along 

the footpath between Beaminster and Netherbury, nor at the northern end around Southgate. As a result, 

very few people, including those most likely to be affected, knew about this application until this week. 
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10th August 2021 

 

Application for a premises licence by Parnham Estates Ltd under the Licensing Act 2003 

We are writing to add to our earlier representation of 1/7/21 following the changes to the licensing application 

from Parnham House, dated 29/7/21. Whilst we support the restoration of the House, we feel that this application 

is far too broad both in its timings and in the areas covered within the boundaries.  The application allows live 

and amplified music and site-wide activities on a daily basis with late-night and large-scale events. This would 

cause excessive noise and public nuisance, affecting residents of Netherbury and Beaminster and visitors coming 

to this area to appreciate the quiet, rural landscape.   

 

Noise public nuisance 

Our objection to this licensing application is centred on our concern about the noise that would emanate from 

Parnham. The site-wide licence application suggests that events and activities are envisaged even in the areas 

remote from the House, increasing noise and light pollution and negatively affecting residents in Netherbury and 

Beaminster.  We are particularly concerned about the noise of events around the lake and on the hillside field to 

the west, as the river valley and the height of the field would increase the extent to which noise would travel. 

There is very little woodland bordering Parnham to act as a sound barrier and we know already the extent to 

which noise travels along the Brit valley. 

The “amplified music boundary” in the amendments of 23/7/21 was brought closer to the house from the 

Beaminster northern end but still extends to the outer western, southern and eastern boundaries of the site. It 

applies only to events later than 11pm and is not sufficient to protect Parnham’s neighbours from excessive noise 

at anti-social hours. 

In addition, the conditions added on 29/7/21 do not correspond to the points in the original application that they 

replace and we feel that the original conditions 23-25, concerned with noise affecting neighbours, should be 

retained. However, Condition 25 which provides details of monitoring in the “vicinity of the cottages” is vague 

and does not specify which cottages. It should instead include noise monitoring around the whole boundary of 

the estate. 

 

Crime and disorder, public nuisance to walkers and possible harm to children in areas with footpaths 

The footpaths and bridleways between Netherbury and Beaminster through the Parnham fields to the west of the 

House are part of the Jubilee Way, Hardy Way and Brit Valley Way and are very well used. The western field is also 

the site of the graves of the Rhodes-Moorhouse family, a recently restored monument that is not shown clearly 

on the aerial view photograph submitted which must pre-date 2014. Below is an up-to-date photograph and a 

corresponding map of these fields showing the grave and the footpaths.  

We are particularly concerned about licensable activities in these agricultural areas with public rights of way. 

Walks along the footpaths would be spoilt if day and evening activities with 24-hour alcohol were allowed or 

caravans and wagons were sited on them. The possible harm to children walking or cycling unaccompanied 

between Beaminster and Netherbury should also be considered as these fields are distant and quite separate 

from the house and not easily monitored.  
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Licensing application timings and frequency 

The alterations on 23/7/21 to the application concerning the frequency and end times of external events still 

allow for regular 1am noise disturbance which would cause a serious public nuisance in this rural area. In addition, 

Condition 31 of the original application dealing with events planned to last beyond 3am has been retained which 

suggests that additional events finishing even later are anticipated. 

These amendments also give a later end time for activities indoors in the buildings shown on the Masterplan. We 

understand from James Perkins that some of these buildings are no longer being considered and that there are 

plans for treehouses to be built around the lake and for caravans to be positioned around the site. These are not 

shown on the Masterplan and, without the application for planning permission yet submitted, we cannot be sure 

whether other cottages, lodges and cabins are intended nor exactly where the treehouses, caravans and wagons 

will be sited. Much greater clarity about which buildings are included in this later finish time is required. 

With this uncertainty about planning intentions, we feel that there should be an additional boundary around the 

house and walled garden area which defines the buildings included in a later end-time and that the Dower 

House, Boat House, treehouses, caravans and wagons which are further away from the house and closer to 

neighbours should be excluded. 

 

Public nuisance outside the site of Parnham Park 

Large scale events at Parnham would significantly increase levels of traffic and, with a car park planned that 

appears to have fewer than 50 car spaces, there is likely to be considerable disruption to parking and congestion 

in Beaminster and the surrounding areas. Given that public transport is minimal and roads are narrow and already 

often congested, we feel that Parnham is unsuitable for large scale events as the traffic would cause a public 

nuisance for everyone around. The congestion caused by Buckham Fair and even small-scale road closures have 

in the past clearly demonstrated that roads quickly become blocked when there is an increased volume of traffic 

through Beaminster. 

This application also allows for 24-hour sales of alcohol, increasing the possibility of public disorder and concern 

for public safety. 



To summarise, we are objecting to this application as late-night events and activities with 24-hour alcohol across 

the whole of the Parnham estate will cause a public nuisance to us and to other residents of Netherbury and 

Beaminster. We understand that the Masterplan accompanying the application does not show the extent of the 

plans for caravans, wagons and treehouses, nor details of the buildings that will be proposed in the planning 

application and so this broad-ranging licence seems premature as no-one can be sure what is planned. Greater 

consideration should be given to the size of events and the extent of the licensing boundary, reducing it to the 

House and its Gardens so that agricultural areas and footpaths are not included. This would preserve Historic 

England’s vision for Parnham’s future and also ensure that local residents are not adversely affected.  

 

 

 



Dear Sir, 

I wish to object to the Premises licence application submitted by Parnham House on the grounds of 

prevention of a public nuisance. 

The proposal for 24-hour live music, recorded music, films and dance (all of which could be taking place 

outdoors), together with a 24-hour alcohol licence (again, which could be served outdoors) would 

provide unreasonable noise disturbance and light pollution throughout the night to large numbers of 

local residents (including those of Beaminster, Netherbury and other surrounding villages). In addition, 

the requested licences for plays, sporting events and boxing/wrestling until 1am, and late-night 

refreshments being served until 5am outdoors (all with no restrictions) seem excessive. The level of 

potential disruption is also exacerbated by the potential for these night-time events to take place 24 

hours a day, 7 days a week throughout the year. It is completely unreasonable to expect local residents 

to put up with the disturbance of live music and other entertainment taking place outdoors throughout 

the night and throughout the year. 

The applicant’s plan to check the level of noise disturbance every couple of hours is in no way a 

sufficient mitigation against the magnitude of the potential public nuisance to surrounding residents. 

I am also concerned by the lack of advertising for this licence application and the fact that, to my 

knowledge, there has been no planning application for a change of use for Parnham House (from 

residential to business) - surely a change of use application should come first? 

  

Best regards, 
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Dear sir/madam, 
 
Although in principle I am not ‘totally’ adverse to Parnham House and Estate being used as a 
hospitality/entertainments/music venue, I would like to register my concerns regarding the 
potentially negative impact this may have on wildlife both on the estate and the wider local area, 
especially if loud music and revelry go on into the early hours of the morning.  Perhaps more clarity 
around the types of events, projected footfall, and noise pollution would possibly help to allay fears 
that Beaminster will turn into something like a mini Glastonbury and the damaging effects this 
would have on the local natural environment. 
 
Yours faithfully 
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Premises Entertainment Licence Application for Parnham House, Beaminster. 

I object to the licensing proposals on the following grounds: 

1. Due to the geography of the hills and valley in this area, (it is all situated 

in a bowl shaped valley) any outdoor events taking place around the local 

area of Beaminster, Netherbury or Melplash, can be heard very loudly by 

us, as we and several other homes live on the hill above Netherbury. The 

new owner wants to host a multitude of different events, with music, for 

over 500 people on a regular basis until at least 1am. I note he has listed 

11pm – 5am, 365 days a year, on his application for a licence for late 

night food and alcohol, both indoors and out, and he has a history of 

organising legal ‘rave parties’ as part of his business at his previous 

residence. Fantazia Ltd, Mr. Perkins party business, is still in operation. 

James Perkins has told The Echo that he intends a ‘Batman style themed 

adventure park’ (I believe Batman’s family manor house was left to 

decompose). He gave a similar interview to the Daily Mail on 1 March this 

year. Are we now to be subjected to all the noise, pollution and disruption 

that accompanies a major events venue? The noise that will be generated 

by outside ‘events’ operating until midnight, 1am or later at Parnham will 

be heard very clearly by us. The majority of people who live in this area 

do so because of its relative peace and quiet and wish to retain its 

abundant wildlife and clean air. Most visitors come for the same reasons.  

2. There is very limited public transport here, therefore the majority of 

visitors to Parnham will have to come by car, increasing the prospect of 

drunk driving and making already overused country lanes and highways 

even more congested. The nearest train stations are Dorchester, 

Crewkerne and Yeovil, there is one bus a day from Beaminster to 

Weymouth which takes around 2h 13m, it is 35 minutes by car. Four 

buses a day from Beaminster to Bridport, last bus at 15:44. That is the 

only bus route to Dorchester, change at Bridport and will take approx. 1h 

57m. One bus a day to and from Yeovil via Crewkerne @ 9:58 returning @ 

10:51. There have already been several major accidents on the A3066 

near the Netherbury junctions and the granting of an alcohol licence for 

every day of the year until 5am, or even until midnight, merely increases 

the prospect of accidents. 

3. We have been informed by the police before, that should we need them at 

night, not to expect a quick response as it is very possible the police will 

have to come from Cornwall. Police numbers have not been increased. 
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The only fast response is if firearms are involved. I believe the closest 

manned police station is Poole/Bournemouth, Bridport is manned 10.00-

15.30 three days a week. Beaminster Police Station is no longer in use, 

sold off for housing and Dorchester Station is no longer in use. Certainly 

neither Beaminster nor Bridport have an active force, the nearest daytime 

station is Weymouth. The local population will feel the brunt of any public 

disturbances at Parnham and pay the cost of it. A lot of the properties 

around here will feel very vulnerable. The police also tell us that alcohol is 

the main cause of much crime. 

4. The amount of extra traffic and associated emissions will affect everyone 

living in the area and is, I believe, against Dorset Councils own Clean Air 

Policy. As well as causing a nuisance to the locals, it brings the 

opportunity for more crime in the area and a threat to public safety with 

the increased carbon emissions and amount of traffic, which of course, 

will also affect the safety of our children. Beaminster has both a large 

primary School and a large secondary school. 

5. Parnham Estate has three public rights of way, greatly valued by the local 

community. However, given anyone can use these, including children, the 

opportunity for under-age drinking is vastly increased and poses a real 

threat to the health of our youngsters. A&E facilities are Dorchester and 

Yeovil. The opportunity for recreational drugs is also increased and is a 

potential threat to public safety, especially our young people. 

6. What is of grave concern is that all the party licences are being applied for 

before there is anywhere for these 500+ people to stay on site or before 

even applying for planning consent. Camping in Parnham Park? The 

recent dumping of raw sewage into the part of the river Brit that flows 

through the estate demonstrates the potential danger to public health 

and the visitor numbers envisaged will make extremely heavy demands 

on the water supply and the already overloaded sewage system. 

 

All of the above, in my opinion, come under Public Nuisance as well as Crime, Public 

Safety and Child Safety. 

Although not strictly a remit for the Licensing Committee, I do believe the following 

should also be taken into account: 

Mr. Perkins previous business venture, Aynhoe House, was better situated for all the 

events he intends to hold at Parnham, for the following reasons: It is set in 250 

acres and the closest town is Bicester at 8.8 miles from the Estate. Parnham is set in 



131 acres and is less than a mile from Beaminster in one direction (population over 

3,000) and approx a mile from Netherbury (population approx. 1,331) in the other 

direction. Bridport is 6 miles from Beaminster. The entrance to Parnham ‘Adventure 

Park’ is to be next to the Netherbury turn off. Aynhoe Park is right next to the M40 

at junc.10 and is less than a mile away as the crow flies. We have no major through 

routes in this area. The A35 and A303, the largest roads in the area, are already 

hugely congested in the summer. 

As far as Parnham House itself is concerned, it is a cherished part of the history of 

this part of Dorset, albeit now a ruin. Does Mr. Perkins intend to restore it or leave 

at least part of it a ruin, such as in the Batman story?  

If Parnham House was to be restored and turned into a Country Hotel with Spa etc. 

that would bring benefits to the local area in terms of extra footfall for businesses 

and employment for our young people with minimal extra noise and pollution. 

Currently, Mr.Perkins appears to want to build cabins, a pub, a restaurant, have 

outdoor music festivals, fighting events, plays, circus acts wandering the grounds, 

have animals such as giraffes wandering the grounds (two of his white stags spent 

6 weeks in my fields and garden this summer having apparently escaped from 

Parnham with many others), have all night outdoor events and is advertising that 

this will all start summer 2021. 

I urge the Licensing Committee to please refuse these licenses until Planning 

consent has been received, granted and Mr. Perkins has shown serious plans to 

renovate Parnham house. 

Yours sincerely, 

                                                                                   

 



PARNHAM ESTATE PREMISES LICENCE APPLICATION COMMENT 

I am writing in relation to the application at Parnham House for a premises licence.    

The new owner, James Perkins has been very vocal in the press about his plans for Parnham 
Estate and his intention to transform it into an ‘events centre’. Parnham House and the estate 
in which it sits is a much loved and cherished part of this local community, and everyone was 
devastated when it was destroyed by the fire. We were all very hopeful that someone would 
buy it and, working with Historic England, compassionately repair and restore the house to a 
residential family home.  

Considering the new owners’ business is throwing large and extravagant parties, this 
application appears to be the first step in transforming Parnham into one of his party venues. 
Whilst there may be nothing inherently wrong with using stately homes in this way, the 
location of Parnham and its closeness to the quiet residential town of Beaminster and the 
village of Netherbury are a real concern for the residents who have enjoyed the peace and 
quiet of rural life here.  

Please see below my reasons for requesting you deny this licence until James Perkins has, at 
the very least, acquired planning permission through the correct channels. Granting a license 
for large events to be held ‘indoors and outdoors’ right now, when Parnham House doesn’t 
yet have a roof, seems extremely premature as ALL events will, in that case, be outdoors.  

1. THE PREVENTION OF CRIME AND DISORDER 

We had an instance recently where we believed we’d had had an oil theft. We reported it to 
the police and were told that we were in no way to intervene if it happened again, but there 
was nothing the police could do because if it’s late at night then the police may need to come 
from as far as Cornwall. We were shocked to learn that there really is little to no police 
presence in the area after business hours – what is the plan to police this new ‘events centre’ 
on the edge of a sleepy town? What protections are in place for the current residents when the 
applicants are encouraging a large and regular influx of party-goers who are not required to 
leave the premises until 5am?  
 

2. THE PREVENTION OF A PUBLIC NUISANCE 

Due to the nature of the valley, sound rises. We live above Netherbury and Beaminster and 
we can hear every party that takes place in Salwayash, Beaminster, Melplash, Mapperton and 
everywhere in between. A couple of years ago a neighbour of ours who lives a fair distance 
away down in the dip in a woods, had a summer party and had music playing literally all 
night until 10am the next morning. Everyone in the area was kept awake, including their 
children, and complaints were made. They have been more respectful since, but if you grant 
Parnham a licence to play music until 5am (or even 1am)  365 days a year, this will have a 
serious impact on people, and their children, simply trying to get some sleep. Parnham sits on 
the edge of a populated town, people live there for the relative peace and quiet and it seems 
mighty unfair to them, and to all of us on the outskirts, that we should be forced to listen to 
music until the early hours on a regular basis, particularly as Parnham has been a residential 
house for so long. Daytime plays, wonderful. Summer fates, magic. A bit of boxing and some 
circus performers as the applicants have suggested, sounds like great fun! I have no real 
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opposition to daytime events that the community can also enjoy, but a late license to serve 
alcohol as an ongoing business, given their business history, smacks of a party house. Also 
the owner stated to the BBC that he wants giraffes roaming in the gardens – that is animal 
cruelty and also has the huge potential to go horribly wrong and cause more public nuisance 
and upset.  

Surely a strict limit on amplified music and a measuring of sound is essential to ensure 
residents are not disturbed by this new business.  

3. PUBLIC SAFETY 

Due to lack of public transport in Beaminster, guests and event attendees will need to drive to 
and from the venue. This will significantly increase the number of cars on the main roads and 
passing through Beaminster itself, which I am sure you already know is extremely narrow 
and struggles under the weight of current traffic. My concern is that the licence requests a late 
licence to sell alcohol which is highly likely to mean some people will be driving on the 
narrow windy roads, either going home on the night or the morning afterwards, with too 
much alcohol in their system. Drunk drivers are a valid concern as this is a quiet residential 
area with children walking to and from school.  

 
Given the narrow streets that already struggle with the number of cars, it’s likely there will be 
traffic jams as cars queue to get into Parnham through their small gateways. Cars sitting with 
engines running is heavily polluting to the air we breathe and needs to be a consideration. 
What is Beaminster town council’s clean air policy? What are their targets? How will this 
increase in traffic allow us to reach those targets to benefit the residents?  

 
4. PROTECTION OF CHILDREN FROM HARM 

There are 2 schools in Beaminster and the increased traffic to and from the venue is a 
significant risk to their safety – even discounting the potential for drunk drivers. It’s also a 
valid concern that underage drinking may take place at such large scale events, and the scale 
of the venue allows for people to sneak in without showing a valid proof of age. There are 3 
footpaths (I believe) that pass through Parnham Estate, they cannot deny access to the public 
and therefore it would be relatively easy for underage people to get into the parties and 
events. These are not private weddings, as other similar estates such as Mapperton hold, 
they’re ticketed ‘raves’. It also increases the risk of party drugs and deaths due to those – 
remember we have no police here at night, according to the police themselves and the closest 
all night hospitals are Dorchester and Yeovil, both a fair distance in an emergency.  

 

A blanket licence to allow James Perkins to do, essentially, whatever he likes at Parnham will 
have a serious effect on the lives, safety, and general enjoyment of the area for those of us 
who already live here. I’m not saying tell him to pack his bags, I’m simply saying there must 
be a limit to the activities he is allowed to carry out and the times at which he is able to do 
them. 

Thank you.  



I wish to object to the above's licence application. The reasons are: 

• there appear to be no restrictions on noise levels. In fact no information whatsoever on 
whether any music or other noise will be heard either by nearby residents or in Beaminster 
itself. 

• to allow music etc to be played up to 5am is out of keeping with the general ethos of 
Beaminster being a quiet, low key country town. You stay or live here for its peace and 
tranquility. MIDNIGHT SHOULD BE THE LATEST FOR FRIDAY & SATURDAY, WITH 10PM FOR 
ALL OTHER DAYS 

• there is no information as to how much local employment there will be (this is being used as 
one of the main reasons for the licence approval) 

• there should be a limit on how many can attend the evening/night events as the application 
states it could be up to 5,000. 

• any event over 250 people should require a separate permit but still on the basis of being 
finished by the above times. 

• sufficient parking should be provided within the grounds as the town cannot cope with the 
current number of cars on busy days. 

I'm do think the owner should be free within reason and the law to do what he likes PROVIDED IT 
DOES NOT AFFECT ANYONE ELSE OUTSIDE HIS PROPERTY BOUNDARY. 
 
Thank you 
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Hello,  

  

I'm writing to state my objection to the licensing application for Parnham House. 

  

My objection specifically relates to the licensing objective concerning 'the prevention of a public 

nuisance'. The noise created within the remit of the license as it is suggested would be a huge 

disturbance for local residents.  

  

Alcohol being available indoors and outdoors 24 hours a day is inappropriate given the nuisance and 

disturbance this could cause our town.  

  

Of particular concern to me is condition 23; outdoor, late night events would be very noisy. If this was 

one annual festival or event that might be understandable but 10 a year is unreasonable given the 

location of Parnham so close to  Beaminster town centre. And that's just the later events, we could be 

subjected to the noise of indoor and outdoor events on any other night until 11pm. If Parnham was in 

the middle of nowhere that would be ok but it's not. 

  

Kind regards, 
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2 July 2021 
 
Dear Sirs, 
 
Parnham should be given permission for some suitable licenses but it is vital that this is controlled. 
 
The Parnham estate abuts the Beaminster community so prolonged and regular noise from both 
music/audiences and traffic must be regulated to prevent public nuisance. 
 
All traffic associated with the site must be able to park on the site with good entry and exit onto the 
A3066, to avoid danger and public nuisance to the local road network. 
 
It could be appropriate for larger events over a certain attendance level to need a special license with 
additional requirements to avoid public nuisance . 
 
It would appear that there are no Planning Approvals for any of structures or facilities that will need 
approval, so it is difficult to appreciate the impact that these proposals may have both on any or all of 
the licensing objectives. 
 
 

 

7 August 2021 
 

Dear Sirs, 

  

I have looked through the proposed license and conditions together with what I believe are the later 

updates. 

A major concern for both Public Safety and also Prevention of Public Nuisance is the need to control 

traffic. 

The application does not have any defined provision for parking on the estate or for the control of 

vehicles emerging from the estate which I believe is a major issue that needs addressing. The current 

proposal would allow events catering for up to 500 attendees (without a further application)which 

together with staff and performers could easily account for 500 vehicles. These vehicles must be 

controlled and certainly not be allowed to park on the surrounding roads, verges and lanes with full 

provision essential within the grounds. 

  

Yours faithfully  
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I have been made aware online and through physical notices the license planning application for the 

above premises. 

  

Unfortunately I feel I need to object to such an excessive plan.  I live very close to Parnham, in 

Mapperton and also have two businesses in Beaminster.  The boundary to Parnham is extremely close to 

Beaminster and it's environs and the license they have applied for is virtually in the town - a town which 

closes down no later than 11pm, where it is extremely quiet once the pubs have closed.  The license 

plan is for the whole area, not just limited to the house.  This could cause major traffic and noise issues, 

let alone any anti-social behaviour after pub hours when Parnham House will offer alcohol and food late 

into the night. 

The noise is the biggest issue, which could cause harm to those living closely with young families. 

  

Yours, 
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I would like to register my objection to the licensing application at the above stately home. Whilst new 

business ventures are welcome in a rural economy, they should respect their surroundings and the 

nearby residents and modify their ambitions accordingly to be a positive change which benefits the 

community or at the very least coexists in harmony with the existing community.  

The amount of traffic created by 500 customers ( it is noted a license is not required unless this amount 

of people or more are involved) on small rural roads will cause significant disruption. The alcohol 

available until 5am will increase the risk of drivers under the influence of alcohol on small roads with 

little police presence.  

The majority of residents in netherbury live here because they value a rural lifestyle and the peace and 

quiet integral to that. Are their values to be so easily disregarded in favour of an enterprise which is 

purely to make lots of money for the new owners of parnham house, whilst people’s lives are disrupted 

by constant music, noise and traffic?  

By all means I support new business ventures, but not this one, which by the enormity of its scale and 

aims in terms of the amount of customers and the constant noise pollution, traffic pollution and outside 

workers having to commute in, will tip the balance for the communities in netherbury, beaminister and 

melplash and create a very tense situation.  

Kind regards  
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We live on the outskirts of netherbury at whitecross and enjoy the tranquillity of being fortunate to live 

in this rural area of west Dorset.  

Despite the over arching principle that such developments in the entertainment and hosting industry 

create jobs which of course is always important, I fail to see that parnham house is the ideal venue and 

would suggest the owner has little respect for the local residents of both Beaminster and netherbury.  

  

It is obvious that the functions indoors and outside will create a noise issue, not just music but the 

crowd noise and as we live only a Mile away, I can already guarantee that we will hear it, particularly at 

night.  

There is also argument to suggest that the traffic increase not just on the bridport to Beaminster Road 

but also the country lanes serving the area will see an increase, many of which are not conducive to this 

type of traffic.  

I would also like to know what limits there would be on such events that would involve the use of 

fireworks or other light pollution sources such as lazer shows etc.  

The area surrounding parnham house and its own grounds are a haven for wild life and I cannot believe 

that this level of potential noise or traffic is compatible.  

  

I can appreciate that parnham house must have a viable future in order to be maintained or restored 

but its particular location does restrict what it can be acceptably used for.  

  

I would suggest that the owner holds a small music event on the grounds that demonstrates to the 

surrounding area that noise will not be an issue! As a test or taster of what's to come and that should 

either offer him more support for his venture or, as I suspect prove that our concerns are very much 

valid.  

I trust the music volume would be representative during that taster event.  

  

Thank you  

Netherbury resident 
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I am writing to object to the licence application projected for Parnham House. 

  

My main concern is the prevention of public nuisance. It seems at the moment there are is no planning 

permission put forward for this development, therefore cart before the horse, but looking at the outline 

of the scheme should it go ahead, noise pollution will be a huge concern, particularly for residents of 

Beaminster/Netherbury without much respite. In addition the proposed building of huts/ erection of 

tents etc, will only add to the problem, with occupants most likely participating noisily when returning 

to their accommodation probably late at night.l Traffic noise of cars, motorbikes etc, plus noise from 

pedestrians leaving the venue late at night or early in the morning, will be a further concern.Policing in 

this area is scanty at best. This area is also a haven for wild life and has been for years, so their well 

established  habitat could well be completely destroyed by loud noise levels. 

  

Prevention of crime and disorder could also be a concern as large attendance can lead to such issues as 

drug dealing,arguments fights, theft, thus giving the area a bad name and enhancing the need for 

adequate policing. 

  

Public safety could be an issue due to very limited entrance and exit points for visitors and possibility of 

traffic hold ups on the busy A 3066 Bridport road. Pedestrians and dog walkers have enjoyed free access 

to this quiet, peaceful natural area for years and do not wish to negotiate any intrusion onto existing 

woods, foot/bridle paths etc. 

  

I would like my reservations to be considered and an acknowledgment of receipt please. 

  

Thank you. 

  

Yours sincerely 

  

aileen.powell
Typewriter
Representation 24



Dear Sir or Madam 

  

  

I am writing to highlight my concerns about the potential disruption to the neighbouring areas of 

Beaminster and Netherbury, should the plans and License Application for the “Parnham Events Centre” 

be approved by Dorset Council in their present form. 

  

We were initially delighted when we heard that Parnham House was to be restored by the current 

owner, James Perkins, and put to sympathetic use as a hotel with related activity, creating jobs and 

employment in the local supply sector.  However, the licence application makes it obvious that Mr 

Perkins’s intentions go far beyond the use of the restored Parnham House, with potentially a very wide 

variety of activities where the premises would operate as a hospitality venue with accommodation and 

be open 24 hours a day.  Late night refreshment , including alcohol would be available every day from 

11pm to 5am.  Taking into account that this specific License is only needed if activities exceed 500 

people makes one realise the potential for a lot of disruption and pollution (both noise and traffic) in the 

local area. 

  

These are our main concerns on the potential impact, relevant to the Council’s Licensing Policy: 

  

1.  Public Disorder 

  

The late night activity with alcohol available into the early hours could lead to public disorder, and of 

drunk drivers on narrow lanes in a location with a reduced police presence. 

  

  

2. Public Safety 

  

The sheer scale of the proposed events will probably generate a significant increase in traffic volume, 

placing more pressure on narrow, already congested lanes, frequently used in the day by farm traffic - 

and probably well into the early hours. 

  

  

3.  Preventing public nuisance 
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We live in Netherbury, just to the south of the estate.  There will be noise and lights associated with the 

events and worst of all, the outdoor events will be audible to many residents, both during daylight and 

very regularly after 11.00 pm in summer. 

  

  

4.  Noise and Traffic Pollution 

  

  With very little local public transport available, much of the traffic would be private vehicles generating 

high volumes of greenhouse gases and localised air pollution which I believe is contrary to the stated 

purpose of the Dorset Council’s Climate Strategy and to the policies stated in the draft Local Plan, which 

provide for major developments of this kind to be located where there is a good provision of public 

transport. 

  

  

5.  Water and sewage demands 

  

The proposed large visitor numbers will generate very heavy demands on the water supply and the 

already visibly overloaded sewage system.  This is not good for public health. 

  

  

6.  Rights of Way 

  

The Parnham estate contains three public rights of way , including a bridleway and a footpath crossing 

the centre.  Users of these rights of way may be affected by the noise and entertainments proposed and 

also pose a danger to horses, riders and ramblers. 

  

  

  

I hope that you and your colleagues will read this and take our concerns seriously.  This is a massive 

project which could have a profoundly negative impact on the locals if it is not suitably monitored and 

managed by the Council in the planning stages. 

  



        
        
        
        
        
 
The Licensing Team B, 
Dorset Council 
 
Dear Sirs, 
 
  Re: Parnham House Premises License application 
 
We have just read the notice regarding the New Grant Premises Licensing 
Application  for Parnham House in Beaminster.  On the basis of what is stated  
there , we wish to object to the application. 
 
Our first ground for objection concerns the possibility of public nuisance.  One 
definition of public nuisance can be the production of noise, which is 
unnecessary, unpleasant and unwanted.  Parnham House is on the edge of 
Beaminster, a small, quiet country town.  When the pubs have shut at night, 
Beaminster is very quiet. This quiet is one of its great attractions. At night, if 
there are any noises, they are very audible. An example of this would be the 
noise of a motor cycle – at night one can hear the sound of a motor cycle 
approaching Beaminster from at least as far away as  Melplash,  and several 
miles away in  other directions. Beaminster  lies in a bowl-shaped valley (a 
natural bowl) where sounds can be trapped. 
 
The application is for permission to allow music, both live and recorded, for 
twenty four hours a day, every day. We find it very hard to believe that this 
will not be audible beyond the grounds of Parnham House.  Will all the music be 
played inside the house with all doors and windows closed? We rather doubt 
that. It will not affect only those residents who live on the boundaries of 
Parnham, but also those in the rest of Beaminster .  We think it would be utterly 
wrong to allow a company to impinge in this way on the rights of other people to 
lead a peaceful life. This would be in direct contrast to the occasional  live or 
recorded music which would be played over a brief period, for example  during 
the Beaminster Festival or the School Sports Day. 
 
We do not know whether Parnham House intends the services it is applying to 
provide to be available only to those who are staying as guests  or to ticket 
holders for specific events. If visitors were able to arrive unannounced, as it 
were, there would be comings and goings at all times of the day and night.  Staff 
would need to travel  too. 
 
Our second ground for objection mainly concerns public safety. The roads 
which any customers of Parnham House would have to take are, as you will be 
aware, very narrow and there are difficulties with the existing traffic  flow. In a 
normal summer, with the additional traffic from holiday makers, there are 
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frequent delays, because the road cannot accommodate two wide vehicles at a 
time.  If Parnham is to have, as we have read in the press, some sixty rooms 
available for guests and presumably many other visitors, there would be a 
substantial increase in traffic on already overburdened roads. Without a change 
in road layout, any turning into Parnham or out of the property would be at a 
difficult angle, and there would be insufficient ability to see far enough ahead. 
 
Our third ground for objection concerns the possibility of disorder. The 
application is for a license to serve alcohol all day and all night, every day. We 
cannot understand why such a license should be granted. All the evidence we 
have ever seen, related to increased hours of availability of alcohol, points to the 
likelihood of bad behaviour. It is unfortunately true that alcohol –related bad 
behaviour is a feature even of such innocent events as weddings, due to the easy 
availability of alcohol. How would Parnham House ensure that alcohol-related 
bad behaviour would not spill in to the surrounding area? 
 
We had been pleased when we heard that someone had taken on Parnham 
House and was proposing to restore it. We recognised that the house might need 
to be run as a business, that it would need to pay its way. We also hoped that this 
would provide more local employment opportunities.  
 
However it has been a shock that an application of the kind submitted has been 
made. There seems to be no concern for the local community. Clearly all the 
three causes for concern we have mentioned are interrelated. We urge you to 
consider our objections seriously.   
 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 



Dear Ms Miller, Licensing Team officers 

Thank you for your email and the documents. 

I should be grateful if you would log the following representation from me.  I am a resident of 

Netherbury. 

Please note in particular my comments at points 4 and 5 below on conditions. 

1.       I do not have any in principle objection to the proposed rejuvenation of Parnham but I am 

concerned about the impact of noise on Netherbury. Clearly, renovation of the house and 

estate will require substantial resources and imagination and I understand from the 

application that the applicant is seeking a premises, etc. licence to enable some licensable 

activities to commence in the near future, the revenue from which may help support 

financially their longer-term plans which must be a major undertaking. 

2.       Having said that, the licence application envisages a significant alteration of the nature, 

character and environment of the local area. Underlying this application is a potentially 

significant development at Parnham about which there are currently no detailed plans or 

proposals in the public domain, even though such proposals (facilitated by a license) would 

have the potential to alter the character of the local area and impact on residential amenity. 

That does not mean that an application should be refused. However, it does mean that 

there should be sufficient information about what the future activities really comprise, so 

that there can be proper scrutiny of the proposals and certainty that controls imposed via 

condition will be effective.   

3.       My principal concern is that the absence of detailed information, including a planning 

application, means: 

a.       it is not genuinely possible for the licensing authority (or residents) to understand what 

they are reviewing and scrutinising; and 

b.      Currently, it is difficult to see how the licensing authority could have any certainty (i) what 

are the likely impacts of this application and (ii) that conditions, whether proposed by the 

applicant or imposed by the council, would be effective in eliminating or managing the 

impacts they are intended to control. For example, the revised conditions refer to activities 

being restricted to “inside” but: 

                                                              i.      there is not currently any location “inside” at the premises; and  

                                                            ii.      without any planning application before the planning authority, you 

cannot know whether the design, location, or other features of this “inside” space would be 

such that the requirement for activities to take place indoors would actually limit noise 

disturbance in the way intended. 
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c.       Underlying this application is a longer term proposal to intensify development and activity 

on the Parnham Estate, and thereby change the existing environment of the local area. 

Parnham has not been used as a regular events venue previously. Regular noise, light and 

other disturbance has not occurred before. Granting the application, even with conditions, 

will lead to the introduction of new activities that will create noise, light and other 

disturbance for local residents and have the potential to deteriorate the character of the 

area and amenity of local residents. Not all of these activities will require applications for 

planning permission. 

Therefore, the Council should defer consideration of the application until more information is 

available, assuming it does not decide to reject it. This would be lawful under the Licensing Act 

and in compliance with the Council’s own licensing policies.  

4.       In addition, a number of the revised conditions are not genuine concessions: for example, 

the revised condition for the restriction of late night events to 10 every year but not on 

consecutive weekends. On its face, this is a significant amendment of the original proposal 

for such activities to take place 365 days a year. However, the amendment offered is  not a 

meaningful control of noise disturbance and in reality it would not satisfactorily limit noise 

disturbance. Outdoor events are likely to be clustered during the summer or warmer spring 

and autumn months, which will mean that if 10 are held every year, there will actually be a 

relatively concentrated period of disturbance every year. In effect, the condition is allowing 

regular and concentrated noise, etc. during the parts of the year when people are most 

likely to be disturbed. 

5.       It is not clear why the amplified music boundary extends outside the immediate vicinity of 

the house and garden to include the steep hill on the other side of the River Brit, opposite 

the house. The house is in a slight dip: this area is not. If music is allowed in this area, the 

profile and height will mean that sound travels without any interruption into Netherbury. 

The amplified music boundary should be redrawn so that it is in close proximity to the 

house.  

6.       On the question of the future of the estate, I am sure it is clear to members that grant of a 

licence will not with any certainty lead to the restoration of the house itself or (indeed) any 

of the other benefits highlighted; it may facilitate it but the restoration work and other 

construction on the site shown on the plan (e.g. the cabins) will require their own planning 

and listed building consents, which may or may not be granted, and will involve a long 

process to completion. Unless I have misunderstood, licensed activities will proceed in any 

event if the application is granted. 

7.       I would urge members not to give undue regard to the restoration of the house, or other 

elements. They are not material to this application. If they determine to grant the 

application, they will need to be satisfied that they will enable the creation of new noise 

environment that can disturb local residents, without any certainty that either (i) the house 



would ever be restored  or (ii) any of the applicant’s other proposals will ever come to 

fruition.  

8.       Beaminster and the Netherbury area is unique, with a population of local residents who 

value the peace and tranquillity, and natural beauty, of the Brit Valley and surrounding 

area. Time cannot and should not stand still here. But the particular characteristics of this 

area legitimately require that an application to fundamentally change the character of the 

area with the addition of noise and light pollution and disturbance needs to be properly 

evaluated based on a fuller understanding of what the long term activities in the site will 

comprise, and how that will be expected to impact the local area.  

9.       Finally, it is a shame that the applicant has not taken any real steps to inform the local area 

about their plans but instead has just complied with the minimum legal requirement to post 

notices around the site, a large number of which were inaccessible on the A3066.  

Communication with local residents is best practice and should be standard for a major site 

such as this where activities have considerable potential to affect a significant population. I 

have seen correspondence from Mr Perkins that suggests local fears about raves or other 

noisy events are unfounded and that is not the vision for the estate. I would happily take 

the applicant at his word and do not myself believe that is what he has plans for; 

unfortunately, making a wide ranging and unlimited licensing application only encourages 

those fears and if they really are unfounded, I would urge him to engage with local residents 

proactively and positively.  

10.   On balance, the applicant will not be unfairly treated, or prejudiced, if the application is 

deferred so that the licensing authority and local residents can be provided with more 

information to be satisfied that the proposed conditions are adequate and sufficient and 

will actually control expected impacts. If it results in a positive outcome for both the 

applicant and residents, it will prove to be a reasonable decision. 

May I request to be advised of any public hearing, the date of the meeting when the application 

will be considered and if there is an opportunity to speak before the committee I would like to 

be able to do so? 

Yours sincerely 

               

 



I am writing to object to the granting of an Alcohol License for the premises listed below. 

  

Parnham House, 

 Beaminster 

 DT8 3LZ 

  

As I understand it, the applicant has to address in his application, that all necessary measures will be 

taken to avoid  

Crime and Disorder, ensure Public Safety, prevent Public Nuisance and protect Children from Harm. 

  

The applicant's explanation of how he intends to ensure that the four areas are covered satisfactorily, 

seem to rely on notices that people attending the proposed events will read and abide by and the 

subjective interpretation by the employees of  guidelines lacking detail. 

  

I urge that this application be refused, given that the actions and measures that the applicant state will 

be put in place to avoid or alleviate the four areas of concern, seem at best inadequate. 

  

Yours sincerely, 
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I would like to lodge an objection to the application for a premises licence made by Parnham House, 

Beaminster. 

  

I understand this application is to cover the entire area of the master plan. 

  

In my view, this would be entirely inappropriate given that the delineated area is in an area of unspoilt 

natural beauty which has been enjoyed by Beaminster residents for centuries.  It would also disrupt the 

lives of the residents of Millground Cottages, and may well also cause noise and nuisance to the 

residents of St Mary Well Street. 

  

Kind regards, 
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2 July 2021 

 

I understand from conversations with my neighbours that there is a Licensing 

Application submitted to yourselves from Parnham House for it future plans and that any 

views need to be voiced by Friday 2nd July.  I also understand that  of  

 has spoken to you for clarification and he has passed on his understanding of that 

conversation to me.   It seems that the Licensing Application and Plans are separate 

approval entities but used in conjunction for assessment purposes.  

It is for that reason that I write as it appears I have little say in your decision regards 

Licensing, however, based on the Plans submitted with the Application I do have 

concerns, as it appears according to the Plans that Parnham believe they own our 

shared drive and the recently appointed public footpath running from the Bridport Road 

between  to the fields behind, which I am 

alarmed at and clearly disagree with.  Having owned our house for 20 years, when we 

purchased it, our Solicitors in their Due Diligence exercise could not identify whether 

 owned the drive, clearly  needed right of way 

to access their property as do we for our annex and we have an indemnity policy to 

cover this in the event of any issues.  We have maintained the drive and its border 

hedging jointly for 20 years. That said if a Licence gets approved based on these plans 

could it could mean that Parnham House could have a bar and live music in our drive? 

Whilst I am very pleased that Parnham is being brought to life again I am not happy if it 

affects the fantastic life that we all enjoy so much in this wonderful conservation area in 

Beaminster and particularly Southgate.  

I would however like to object to 24 hour music but would happily accept music for the 

periods that pubs etc. are allowed to operate under.  

  

  

Best Regards 
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Kathryn Miller       
Licensing Officer      
Team B                  
Community and Public Protection    
Dorset Council 
        
19th July 2021 
 
Re Parnham Licencing Application 
 
 
Dear Kathryn 
 

I understand from your recent correspondence that we are now only able to 
voice our views on the above License Application under the following 
headings.  

Prevention of public nuisance 

I have already put in our view with regards to 24hr music on a regular basis as 
being a nuisance, but do accept reasonable and occasional late music and 
entertainment but not all night. In line with this early morning departure times 
of large numbers of people either on foot or by car, on a regular basis I would 
deem as a major nuisance for Southgate residents, especially as the main 
entrance into Parnham is about 50 metres from our drive and the start of the 
Southgate houses and cottages. Clearly not such a problem if an alternative 
entrance to Parnham is used by vehicles, however people on foot heading for 
Beaminster would without doubt for their own safety, use the Main Entrance 
close to us. People leaving the venue on foot by this route and in the early 
hours would most definitely be a disturbance and nuisance for Southgate 
residents. 

Prevention of crime and disorder 

Similar to above crime and disorder must get promoted if people are on foot 
having been able to drink all night.  

Public safety 

The Main Parnham entrance is on a bend and not within the 30mph speed 
limit leading into Southgate and Beaminster. Large amounts of traffic turning 
in and out of this entrance would be a recipe for disaster and worse 
accompanied by people on foot walking down the busy Bridport Road. The 
Wessex Water Pumping station just metres from the Parnham Main Entrance 
often has large tanker Lorries parked in the road, these are used to empty the 
tanks in the pumping station when urgent maintenance is required, if this 
coincided with event traffic using the Main Entrance at Parnham a major traffic 
issue would ensue without question.  
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I have been living in Netherbury for 21 years and I am very aware of the way sound travels 

around an along our valley. In the past when Parnham hosted events i.e. The Food Festival we 

could hear very clearly noise arising from the area and this was without drinking and loud music 

going on, and it all stopped at a reasonable time. 

  

I would like to raise objections to the proposed plans, I consider then completely inappropriate 

for this area and would like my objections recorded. 
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I have lived in Netherbury for the past 21 years and I am well aware how noise can echo and travel along 

and around our valley. I wish to state my objection to the Parnham development under the section 

titled Prevention of Public Nuisance and I wish this formally recorded. 
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I would like to object to the granting of the licence applied for in relation to parnham House, DT8 3LZ. 

  

The application appears to be for a 24-hour, 7-day licence for music, unspecified events and the sale 

of alcohol; in addition for the 7-day sale of alcohol until 5AM and screening of TV events until 1 AM. 

  

The grounds of my objection are: 

traffic: unsuitability of current entrance/exit arrangements to fast main road for additional 

traffic generated (deliveries/staff/maintenance/customers). Traffic nuisance wil be generated 

throughout the town including increased commercial vehicle traffic through narrow residential 

streets already under excessive and environmentakly destructive pressure. 
noise: site borders residential area and strict controls on noise nuisance necessary. Occasional 

private fireworks/helicopter landings by previous owners were disturbing to the entire town. 

Proposed licence gives carte blanche for nightmarish impact on quality of life of residents, 

especially families with children, shiftworkers and the elderly. 
impact on existing businesses: licensed premises in town already under pressure from 

changing market trends; catering and entertainment at this site will  only detract from, not 

generate, business in town. 
potential public order issues: 2 police cars, I believe, on duty at night in Dorset? Impact of 

possible disturbance at proposed screening of, say, boxing at Parnham? 

Furthermore, existing works under current owners (old entrance opened to main road, groundworks 

visible from public paths on estate) appear to be cheap and shoddy. Does not bode well for quality of 

future investment in the ste and business. Council needs to question desirability, as well as practicality 

(addressed above)  of activity in line with this proposed commercial model. 

  

Owners appear to have attempted to limit knowledge and discussion of proposed licence (presumably 

out of fear of public objections) by repeatedly removing notices drawing attention to the application 

from public areas around the site. 

  

No activity of this sort has occurred at the site previously and the impact of this change of use would 

be negative. Some council members might be tempted to support development generating income 

from business rates, and potentially some employment but need to be aware that these would be 

outweighed by environmental impacts, and by the poor quality and small number of jobs (Dorset 

needs to get away from dependence on retail, catering and tourism employments and work on 

attracting and developing high-skill, sustainable and remunerative employment from quality business 

investment- the potential alternative uses of this site are many). Additionally, it would be foolish to 

imagine that events at the site would be supplied by local businesses rather than bought in from 

lowest-cost providers from distance. 

  

I would be happy to develop any of these arguments in detail. Should you wish to contact me, please 

use the following: 
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We are objecting to this licence application on the following grounds: 

  

There is a likelihood of disturbance to local residents from loud music and due to 

outside consumption of alcohol up to 23.00 hours and 01.00 hours on up to 10 

occasions annually.The noise management review of once per year does not seem an 

adequate or timely way to regulate this potential nuisance. 

The plans for this site seem to be an over-development of a rural location 

within/adjacent to conservation areas. The environmental damage and noise 

disturbance  to local preservation areas and wildlife habitats is potentially very serious. 

The proposed development will also have an effect on the amount of road traffic and 

access to the main rural road with possible dangerous consequences in terms of traffic 

accidents. 

It is understood that the local Beaminster Town Counci is against this licence 

application.  

 

aileen.powell
Typewriter
Representation 34



27 July 2021 
 

For the attention of the licensing team: 

 

I am writing to object to the licences (for 24 hour provision of food, drink and entertainment 

365 days of the year) which have been applied for by the owners/operators of Parnham House. 

 

My objections are on the following grounds: 

 

1. Noise and light pollution 

I am a resident of Netherbury which is less than half a mile from Parnham House. Netherbury is 

a quiet village as yet unspoiled by noise pollution and light pollution. There are very few villages 

remaining in west Dorset which have not been urbanised by development. Parnham House is 

closer to Netherbury than it is to Beaminster which means that development and 

entertainment at Parnham will be felt forcefully here. Amplified music, bright lights, crowd 

noise and traffic will be plainly heard and seen. The shape of the valley itself creates a 'sound 

corridor' for noise to travel along.  

 

2. Increased traffic 

The A3066 is a busy road already. Traffic going through Beaminster is often sticky at best. The 

addition of traffic coming in and out of Parnham – perhaps hundreds of cars turning up for 

events and leaving after them – will cause extreme pressure on the main road but also on the 

surrounding lanes. Neighbouring villages e.g. Netherbury, Melplash, Oxbridge and Stoke Abbott 

all feed onto the A3066. Any increased traffic in the local lanes is obviously problematic for 

residents and particularly for farm traffic. It is unthinkable that during the harvest, for example, 

the lanes could cope with additional pressure from Parnham traffic. 

 

3. Lack of Benefit for Local Community 

The notion that the local community will benefit from development at Parnham is flawed. The 

owner of Parnham will cater for his visitors with food, drink, entertainment and a bed for the 

night. They won't need to visit local hotels, pubs, B&Bs, restaurants, cafes or shops outside the 

park gates and nor will they be encouraged to spend money elsewhere. The owner of Parnham 

will naturally want all his visitors’ money to be spent on Parnham.  
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4. Urbanisation of rural area 

The rural corridor between Beaminster and Netherbury, at the moment a green mile, will be 

urbanised – a step which would be irreversible and wrong. Not all development is progress, 

but every development means permanent change. While one man (the owner of Parnham) 

stands to benefit, the community will suffer (a) permanent environmental loss and (b) 

continuing disturbance and aggravation. The whimsical notions of one person cannot sensibly 

be encouraged if they permanently corrupt the local environment for so many people. 

 

Sincerely – 

 

 

 

10 August 2021 
 

For the attention of the licensing team. 

  

Thank you for your emailed reply to my objection to the Parnham new Premises Licence application 

(sent by you to me on Thursday 29th July).  

  

I have read your response closely. I can see that the conditions you suggest are meant to allay objections 

to the licence as applied for, objections which I'm sure you have received in great numbers since the 

application was made public. However I am not satisfied that your proposed conditions will prevent Mr 

Perkins's Parnham Park entertainments' and events' venue being a 'Public Nuisance' to the surrounding 

communities (including residents of Netherbury where I live). I therefore would like to re-assert my 

continuing objection today, despite your response, so that my voice is counted before the deadline 

tonight. 



  

1. Parnham is a very small estate of fewer than 200 acres which means that its neighbours are extremely 

close, certainly within earshot of entertainments in the (redeveloped) house, garden and park. (And Mr 

Perkins has already cleared trees and well grown shrubs from the park which, had he left them, would 

have helped soundproof his activities.) The entertainments' centre that is proposed would be more 

suited to an estate ten times larger with its events' centre situated right in the middle, not to what has 

been (in my lifetime) a family home. To imagine that amplified music/sound of any kind can be 

contained by such a small piece of ground is nonsensical. Parnham is situated in a long, deep valley 

which allows noise to reverberate freely up and down the 'corridor' between Beaminster and 

Netherbury. The geography of the area will not take any notice of your blue or pink lines on a map, and 

what's more there are public rights of way (bridleways and footpaths) within the estate, (i.e. within the 

boundaries of your blue and pink lines,) all of which will be affected and disturbed by the proposed 

events. 

  

2. Your proposal of doors and windows being kept shut is confusing and not workable. It is unclear 

which buildings and which windows you mean? Where are the buildings in which you expect noise to be 

contained? And who will close the windows and doors? It is not an enforceable condition of business. 

  

3. 10 events per year of at least 500 people ceasing at 01.00 is too many for the surrounding rural, 

residential and working community to cope with. That's (at a conservative estimate) 200 cars arriving 

and leaving along the A3066 at exactly the same time (pulling in and out of the park, which I assume will 

be turned into a Car Park). Obviously drink driving and speeding are illegal but they are also facts of life; 

the A3066 is already notorious for sharp corners and fast drivers and there are already frequent 

accidents on the corners between Beaminster and Melplash. In addition, surrounding lanes will be used 

as 'cut throughs' (for example the lane through Netherbury to Waytown and Pymore that ends in 

Bridport) in order to avoid speed restrictions or traffic police on the main road. Cars driving at speed on 

narrow lanes through villages is not a situation that residents should be required to prepare themselves 

for 10 times a year (and most likely twice a month in the summer). 

  

4. I don't agree with you that being warned one month in advance is any kind of mitigation for the 

proposed large events. If you are suggesting residents should make plans to leave the area or organise 

their lives around Mr Perkins's events' calendar that is patently absurb. Why should the entire 

community be forced to reorganise itself around the ambitions of one person? Surely that is the 

definitition of 'public nuisance'? The idea that residents are barricaded into their homes because of 

traffic problems, noise, disturbance and nuisance on the roads is not a solution, it is a punishment. 

  

I know that my community is motivated in its objections as there has been a great deal of concern both 

voiced to me and circulating in writing about these extreme and unexpected proposals. I understand 

that Mr Perkins is likely to be granted some kind of licence but I hope it is a reasonable one, which I do 



not think so far this is. I also hope there will be a public meeting at which Mr Perkins can represent 

himself. In the meantime - 

  

Sincerely - 

  



Dear Sir/Madam 

  

We wish to object to the licensing application in respect of Parnham House. 

  

The application is unfortunately vague in many ways so it is difficult to frame specific objections to what 

is proposed.  Similarly the application appears to contemplate a variety of property developments for 

which there is apparently no current planning application.  So again it is not easy to be certain what the 

applicant exactly intends. 

  

However, and not withstanding the modifications and conditions that have been recently proposed, it 

seems clear that a leisure facility of some scale is projected.  We consider that a development of this 

nature which  includes the licensing application would be wholly inappropriate in the quiet,rural 

agricultural setting of Parnham House and the surrounding area. 

  

It is our belief that there is insufficient infrastructure to accommodate construction, development and 

subsequent  influx of guests/clients that is clearly envisaged in the application. The A3066 is already a 

moderately busy rural road into a congested country town and access to the proposed facility would 

seriously exacerbate the problem.  The only other access to the grounds at Parnham would be via St 

Mary Well Street, the lane and the bridleway which would certainly be incapable of sustaining 

significant construction or customer traffic.  Though, again, without further details of the property 

development that would be required it is difficult to appreciate what might be involved or intended. 

  

It is likely that there will be considerable noise pollution, not withstanding the alleged controls that are 

proposed (which are notoriously difficult to assess or enforce), which would significantly impact on the 

nearby residential properties and the wildlife in the adjacent land.  There are not any natural or man 

made barriers between Parnham House and a number of nearby residential properties in Beaminster so 

noise would travel easily particularly on still evenings. 

  

We believe that the nearby Conservation areas would be seriously adversely affected by the noise and 

activity of a leisure facility of such a nature and scale, particularly if  events were hosted outside/in the 

grounds which from the application seems likely. 

  

The alleged economic benefits contained in the application are clearly too vague and unquantified to be 

taken seriously. 
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22nd July 2021  

 

 
 

Parnham House Beaminster  DT8 3LZ 
Application for a premises licence to be granted under the Licensing Act 2003 

 
 

I am writing now to add comments to those in my original letter of 2nd July 
2021 concerning the Licence application above. 
 
The rural area around Beaminster towards Netherbury, Stoke Abbott and 
Mapperton is a major part of the tourist attraction for this part of West Dorset 
and the AONB for Dorset. There are many businesses which rely on the rural 
nature of the area, the ability to enjoy walking in this countryside listening to 
the sounds of nature, to attract clients into their holiday accommodation with 
these clients then supporting the wider arts, crafts and catering economy of 
the area. 
 
To allow one business to lay waste to this rural setting with the opportunity to 
pollute the area with constant broadcast music and the sound of up to five 
hundred attendees, many perhaps alcohol fueled, would be to advance one 
business over the interests of the many already established local businesses. 
 
Historic Parnham House was destroyed. A museum to show the techniques 
and skills of the original builders would be an admirable legacy. British 
Heritage does not need a Disneyworld recreation of the past. It would be far 
better to create a 21st Century architectural masterpiece to be enjoyed as the 
23rd Century’s heritage. We certainly do not need a Disneyworld playground to 
finance and recreate the past. 
 
Let a new Parham House rise from the ashes, a hotel catering for visitors to 
rural Dorset, occasional appropriate events such as weddings, food fairs, 
agricultural events but not full blast music extravaganzas. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
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5th August 2021  
 

 
 

Parnham House Beaminster  DT8 3LZ 
Application for a premises license to be granted under the Licensing Act 2003 

 
 

Thank you for your latest update about the Parnham House license 
application containing the advice about the limitation of external events to ten 
events being allowed to extend the time limit to 0100hr. 
 
I am writing now to add comments to those in my original letter of 2nd July 
2021 and my update of 22nd July 2021 concerning this license application. 
 
The application still seeks permission to have live and recorded music 
including dance events and films broadcast both inside and outside 24hr a 
day, seven days each week. Also the application includes the provision of late 
night refreshments between 2300 to 0500 every day with the supply of alcohol 
24 hours every day. 
 
Despite the agreement to limit the outside activities to 2300hr with the 
exception of ten agreed days there appears to be no restriction on the daily 
broadcast of music over 24hr, seven days each week. Furthermore, if the 
alcohol license is agreed for 24hr then, de facto, music broadcast is allowed 
between 0800-2300hr. 
 
Why should the rural AONB outside Beaminster be exposed to broadcast, 
amplified music 24hr a day, seven days a week? Which other historic building 
in Dorset exposes its’ rural neighbours to this intrusion and desecration of its’ 
natural heritage? 
 
Yours sincerely, 
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I am writing to let you know my concerns regarding the proposed development of Parnham 

House, Beaminster. 

  

As a resident of Prout Bridge in Beaminster, I am extremely worried about the very real 

possibility of the development becoming a public nuisance, particularly in regard to traffic. 

  

Prout Bridge is the main road through to Bridport and surrounding areas and I understand that 

large scale events are planned on the estate - over 500 attending.  Obviously, this will generate 

considerable extra traffic on a road that is already under pressure due to local traffic alone.  

Living on the edge of Beaminster, the noise and lights from not only any event itself, but from 

the volumes of extra traffic leaving at 1am or 2am, would cause significant disturbance to the 

residents of Beaminster. 

  

I also noticed on the amended Operating schedule point no 26. 

  

"There shall be no supply of alcohol for consumption off the premises except in sealed 

containers". 

 

 

 

That infers that members of the public would be able to purchase from Parnham House sealed 

bottles of alcohol.  Is that correct? It sounds like Parnham House would be used as an off-

licence, again creating the very real possibility of a Public Disturbance. 

 

 

 

I appreciate you taking the time to read my comments. 

 

 

 

Kind regards 
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Dear Sirs 
We have read the application and viewed the site plan attached to it. 
 
We farm approx 1 mile to the north east of Parnham and have a number of 
concerns with this application. 
 
The area is designated as an AONB. In Dorset the prevailing wind is from the south and south west, 
so noise will be worse for those that live to the north and north east, which includes most of the 
town of Beaminster, and properties like ours. 
 
The site plan is inaccurate, as it includes, within its boundary, the cottages, giving the 
impression that it controls the ownership of all the property within the red line. But it doesn’t. 
 
There is probably a case for rejecting the application on the grounds of deliberately misleading the 
authority, with information that is grossly invalid. 
 
On the plan there are a number of ‘ units ‘ either side of the watercourse, at the north end of the 
Park. What are these? There is no reference to them on the legend. 
 
I cannot find any planning application for a change of use for any of the remaining buildings at 
Parnham, or indeed for any proposed new structures, yet the License application refers to activities 
that might take place indoors.  
Surely the logical way forward, is to apply for, and obtain planning consent for shop, film studio’s, 
restaurant, hotel, events venue etc, and once these have been resolved, and if consent is granted, 
then is the time to make this application. 
 
For these reasons, I request that the Licensing Team, either refuse, or postpone to a future date, 
subject to planning matters being resolved. 
 
If this test fails, and you are determined to put the application through, then the comments below 
come into play. 
 
On the detail within the License Application, I would have no objection to a 24 hour, 365 day/ year 
licence in an hotel. 
 
for other proposed activities, carried out indoors, such as films, boxing etc a license is fine, as long as 
it is limited to midnight. 
 
I can understand there might be a farm shop, which would do off sales, but its hours of trading must 
be limited to those of similar businesses in the area, e.g. Millers Farm Shop, Felicity’s , Washingpool, 
etc ) and certainly not open or licensed  24 hours a day, 
 
The application states its ambition is to have outdoor music events. Perhaps limited number/ year, 
and never on consecutive week ends. 
Surely the way to deal with them, is to ask for an individual license on each occasion. Hardly an 
onerous task, when putting together such an event, and if the event got ‘ out of hand ‘, the 
implication would be that no further individual licenses would be granted. A good way to ensure the 
events are run properly. 
 
I cannot see any need to allow the sale of alcohol, across the whole site 24 hours a day. ( or indeed 
fast food ). you can imagine people chucked out of the pubs in Bridport, driving up here, probably 

aileen.powell
Typewriter
Representation 39



over the limit, to continue their evening out. Dangerous for them, and for us locals. Remember there 
is no public transport, the roads are mainly unlit, and narrow, and there is precious little police 
presence in West Dorset, to respond to incidents. 
 
In short, licensing similar to others, e.g. hotel, farm shop, scope for other activities indoors, licensed 
up to midnight, individual licences for each and every outdoor event, again limited to midnight, and 
definitely not a 24 hour  licensed Macdonalds! 

 
 
 
Dear Sir, 
 

 has kindly copied his email to myself and I wish to add my support to his excellent 
comments and very reasonable suggestions. If sensibly interpreted and implemented, they could 
mitigate many of the concerns raised by others which spoke to: public order, safety and adverse 
environmental impact. The latter aspect - particularly excessive noise -  would seem impossible to 
mitigate, if there are no suitable, sound-proofed, permanent buildings.   
 
The application currently submitted has "put the cart firmly before the horse" and is patently far too 
broad in the range of activities, the timing and the numbers of people participating. Any licence 
granted should be confined to actual premises and, if activities are to take place out of doors, or in a 
marquee, or other temporary structure, an individual licence should be applied for, detailing the 
purpose, location, expected numbers attending, etc. 
 
Yours Faithfully, 
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I have read today of some changes to the use of Parnham Hose near Beaminster. 

I do hope the that any changes will reflect sympathetically upon this beautiful and tranquil area. 
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26 July 2021 
 

To whom it may concern.  

I wish to raise an objection to the application for Premises Licenses to be granted 

at Parnham Park, DT8 3LZ (application number unknown) in the name of Parnham 

Estates Limited.  

Parnham Park is located on the outskirts of Beaminster, a small rural town, and 

also the small village of Netherbury. It is situated in a designated Area of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty. The area around Parnham Park contains not only 

rural residential dwellings but is enjoyed as a tranquil area of countryside by 

residents and visitors.  It also borders land used for grazing livestock.  The license 

application would create a significant and negative change in this area, to the 

environment and to this community.   

The wide nature of the application - an almost 24/7 license to play live and 

recorded music, to host events (plays, boxing, wrestling, sports events) and same 

to serve alcohol - is entirely out of character with the environment and 

community.  It will create an increase in the level of noise, traffic and potential for 

anti-social behaviour that would irrevocably and detrimentally affect the AONB, 

and the community.  The location of the premises is such that the impact of the 

late night noise caused by those activities permitted by the license would be 

exacerbated due to the currently rural and otherwise undisturbed environment. It 

is not a welcome addition to the community.  

Whilst I recognise the application is concerning the awarding of a license, and is 

not a planning application, the granting of permission(s) to hold a wide number of 

events and to serve alcohol would facilitate a very negative change in the use of 

this land, with negative consequences to the residents and visitors.  

Specifically 

1. The area is not served by public transport. Visitors would be reliant on use 

of cars, creating a risk of drink driving and an overall increase in late-

night/early morning traffic.  
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2. The wide nature of the application would permit live music until early hours 

of the morning, every night of the week. Whilst festivals are popular, the 

ability to host one every day is not acceptable.  

3. Gatherings and events permitted by a grant of this application are out of 

keeping with the community, and with the AONB it resides within.  

4. The only limit to the application appears to be that “…it is not 

anticipated…” hosting plays will be frequent. This is neither a firm limit nor 

is it quantifiable. It is meaningless as a limit to the license being sought.  

5. The licensing application includes reference to the rebuilding of Parnham 

House. This is irrelevant to the licensing application and should not be a 

factor in considering the grant of a license.  

6. I would also note that an application reference number is not provided on 

either the notices posted in the locality, nor on the application 

documentation online at the address below. I would enquire therefore 

whether this constitutes a correct and proper notification of the licensing 

application. 

https://www.dorsetcouncil.gov.uk/documents/35024/282813/parnham-

house-redacted.pdf/76e644ad-88de-0db0-cec4-

0704293ca370?t=1626358724418. 

  

In summary, I object strongly to the license application on the grounds it 

facilitates a significant change to an AONB with significant negative impact to the 

community, with extremely limited benefit for the those most affected.  

  

You may contact me via email in relation to this matter, but my identity and 

personal details should not be disclosed in so far as it is not required in order to 

consider my objection.   

  

Yours sincerely 

https://www.dorsetcouncil.gov.uk/documents/35024/282813/parnham-house-redacted.pdf/76e644ad-88de-0db0-cec4-0704293ca370?t=1626358724418
https://www.dorsetcouncil.gov.uk/documents/35024/282813/parnham-house-redacted.pdf/76e644ad-88de-0db0-cec4-0704293ca370?t=1626358724418
https://www.dorsetcouncil.gov.uk/documents/35024/282813/parnham-house-redacted.pdf/76e644ad-88de-0db0-cec4-0704293ca370?t=1626358724418


Application for a licence for plays, indoor sporting events, boxing or 
wrestling entertainments, late night refreshments, live music, recorded 
music, performance of dance and similar activities, and supply of alcohol. 

Beaminster is surrounded by hills. As the land is rolling and hilly, the cold air formed on 
the higher land surfaces tends to drain into the hollows, producing a larger and thicker 
inversion above low ground. Inversion allows sound to be reflected towards the ground. 

Any extra noise from voices, music, fireworks etc, at occasional large events  is reflected 
and reverberates around the town.  In summer with windows open it is a constant 
disturbance.  Even in winter with double glazed windows speaker amplification can be 
heard quite clearly. An example recently: at the end of lockdown, a large group of young 
people held a party with NO music until 5 a.m. causing a constant disturbance and a 
sleepless night. 

In the specific environment of Beaminster, surrounded by hills we would object to a 
licence for any event with amplification (covering all the outdoor events listed) 
particularly live music, recorded music, performance of dance and similar activities 24 
hours every day, and all-night licensing every day all leading to excessive noise.  Such 
noise would be a public nuisance. 

Because of the particular environment, any all-night licences and outdoor events should 
only occur very occasionally with plenty of warning to residents. 
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19 July 2021 
 
Dear Sir or Madame,  
As a resident of Beaminster living close to the Parnham House estate I am writing to object to the 
application referenced above.   
  
The application is effectively a 24 hour per day catch all to all Nicholas Gary Caton as a licensee to serve 
alcohol indoors or outdoors, 365 days a year. Every possible option for serving alcohol has been 
requested, this application would give a free rein, anything goes.  
  
Today, Parnham house is a private residence, albeit fire damaged and in need of extensive repair. The 
licence application refers to a ‘masterplan, with more detailed plans attached, for the fixed buildings’ 
that is not available to me as a member of the public, but the statement on the application ‘The Estate 
will provide hotel facilities, cottages, wagons, cabins with facilities including a restaurant, estate shop 
and gardens’, serves as statement of intent. None of these ideas has planning Permission from Dorset 
Council and will take several years to implement even if approved. It is therefore wholly inappropriate 
and premature to allow any Alcohol licence in advance of formal Planning approval and appropriate 
facilities being in-place.   
  
Furthermore, the date for start of the licence is 2nd July 2021, i.e. now, when there is absolutely none of 
the infrastructure cited on the application in place, just a derelict shell of the house with some adjacent 
cottages. One can only speculate on the reason but given Mr Perkins previous occupation ‘rave scene 
promoter’ one can imagine marquees, catering trucks and up to 5000 people turning up to open air 
raves with music blaring all night ….   followed by significant construction traffic during the daytime to 
effect repairs to the house and build a holiday camp or the ‘adventure wonderland inspired by Batman’ 
theme park Mr Perkins has publicly stated. That is not something I or any of the residents in the quite 
town of Beaminster want or expect, with potential traffic increase and vehicles leaving at all times of 
day and night.   
  
In summary, this application has the potential to allow activities that cause a significant public nuisance 
at this time. I therefore urge you to refuse this application and let any future Planning applications 
follow due process such that residents and the local authority can comment appropriately on the overall 
scope and scale of Parnham Estates Limited plan. Then, at an appropriate time, future licence 
application can be considered relevant to any permissions granted.   
  
To give approval to this application now would be a flagrant disregard of existing residents right to live 
in a tranquil town in favour of a wealthy individual who obviously cares for nothing but business income. 
Please refuse on ground s of public nuisance.    
  
Your faithfully  
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30 July 2021 
 

The fundamental issue has not changed so I wish my objection to remain.  

Parnham House is a private residence in need of repair. To my knowledge there is not planning 

approval for conversion into a hotel and the addition of holiday camp facilities. Therefore, this 

application should be refused until change of use has been secured, there is no need for such a 

licence. 

  

Regards 
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Dorset Licensing Team B 

Dorset Council 

DT1 1UZ 

  

Dear Sirs  

I write with reference to the Licensing Application by Parnham Estate. 

  

As a resident of Beaminster, I have only become aware within the last two weeks, having only seen the 

licence application postings on the Bridport Road despite travelling that road almost daily, (an 

application which suddenly appeared), as to the extent of the proposal in place.   

  

My first reaction is absolute shock that this application has had barely any coverage in Beaminster itself, 

a project which is potentially going to have enormous repercussions for the area. 

  

The implications of the noise factor, should a late licence be granted, will have a devastating effect - not 

only environmentally but for the residents of Beaminster; and not only for Beaminster but for 

Netherbury too. I would hope that should a licence be approved, a prerequisite must be sufficient sound 

barriers and monitoring to keep this within the required limits. In such an environmentally unpolluted 

noise area, this will be a priority I would hope.  

  

We live in a part of the world renowned for its beauty, with tourists coming annually to enjoy this 

relatively unspoilt countryside; to walk, hike and enjoy our beautiful Jurassic coast. The inevitable traffic 

increase will potentially cause very much more traffic congestion to our already overly busy roads on the 

days and the lead up days for events taking place. I sincerely hope this is being considered. 

  

Finally, I am disappointed that the residents of Beaminster have not been more informed by the 

applicant of this licence application, as to what the overall plans will be for this development so that 

they may have a clear idea as to what is happening. To date this has not occurred. Although no doubt 

planning permission applications will follow, not normally the general order of things to apply for 

licensing first, I fear that at that point it would be too late should this licence have been granted for the 

residents to make any objection. 

I look forward to your comments. 

Yours faithfully  
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2 July 2021 
 

Dear Sir/Madam 

 

We have been residents in Netherbury for 14 years and wish to object to the application for a 24 hour 

licence for live and recorded music and the 1am ending outdoor films, theatre, dance and other events 

submitted by Parham Park 

 

The reason for our ojection is potential noise disruption EVERY single day and night for us and other 

village residents - we know from past experience that noise travels easily for a considerable distance up 

and down the valley 

 

Additionally, we are disapponted and concerned at the scarcity of notices and general lack of sufficient 

notification to potentially affected residents of this application 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 

9 August 2021 
  

This is an update to our representation email sent to you on 4 July objecting to the initial Parnham 

Estate Licensing Application 

  

We are aware of the changes included in the revised Application and operating schedule for which you 

are taking comments upto 10 August. However, our representation is that we still object to the 

Application on the following grounds: 
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- Clearly, there is or will be at some point a Planning Application, or probably several, so the Licensing 

Application should not be approved until it has been considered alongside the Planning Application(s) 

  

- Approval of this Licensing Application with such a wide scope (still and despite changes from the 

original Application) would irresponsibly unleash the potential to cause a massive amount of public 

nuisance, threat to public safety, crime and disorder and harm to children 

  

- Public nuisance threats are from noise and light and traffic disturbance both in daytime and and at 

night 

  

- Public safety threats are from traffic and potential diversion of public and emergency services to 

Parnham activity generated needs 

  

- Crime and disorder threats from traffic and alcohol 

  

- Harm to children threats from traffic and alcohol 

  

Our roads and public services and emergency services are severely stretched at the moment and are 

funded by local council tax payers - why should we be potentially incurring further costs or a 

deterioration in these areas to pay for the need of Parnham events ? Plus why should hundreds of local 

residents, most of whom have invested their lives to living here, be potentially inconvenienced through 

the above threats to satisy the request of a sole applicant ? 

  

Our strong representation is that the Application be rejected for the above reasons 

  

Yours sincerely 
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We would like to object to the licences for 24 hour music and alcohol applied for by the Parnham 

Estates.     

  

It is known that sound is amplified over water and they are planning parties at the lake and a large 

number of houses at the river side.    We cannot make the assumption that it will be just one group of 

people on the estate with music, or just one party.      

  

Similarly traffic associated with film and theatre events ending at 1 pm will cause noise nuisance.     It is 

not a suitable site as the owners had before, near a motorway, or a more urban setting.   

  

A large part of Netherbury is ribbon development and traffic can be very noisy and also hazardous for 

the many elderly who like to walk through the village for health and social purposes (the field footpaths 

are too bumpy for them.)   Netherbury is a happy village and this is part of the reason.    

  

Secondly, a couple of Netherbury residents including myself arranged to meet the owner last weekend, 

and they informed us that they could move revellers to the cellar if it becomes noisy, but the cellar is 3m 

x 4m - not too many can fit in and certainly not the perhaps 170 people for whom they have planned 

accommodation on the estate.    

  

They are planning to sell off a number of the new houses leasehold to celebs so they will be separate 

entities to deal with if there is noise nuisance, not just the single body of Parnham Estates.    

  

FInally I feel we all have a responsibility to maintain the peace and beauty of this very special area 

around Beaminster and indeed the whole of Dorset for everybody, not just the guys who own Mayfair 

and Park Lane, but also the rest of us who own Old Kent Road and the blue and orange houses (but are 

not in the powerful position of buying hotels).    The welcome employment can be created but in an 

imaginative and quiet way.     I think our grandchildren will thank us for thinking about this very carefully 

and about not setting possibly irreversible precedents.       

  

As they say, once it's gone, it's gone.  

  

Thank you for listening. 

  

WIth many thanks and best wishes   
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I wish to register my opposition to and concerns about elements E and F of the above applications, ie 

relating to Live Music and Recorded Music, under the remit of prevention of public nuisance. 

  

My concerns regard the potential for local noise pollution during the extensive hours (ie full 24 hour 

clock) cited for music per se in E and F, as well as the “accumulative” noise potential in relation to other 

activities and events that are to be staged at Parnham- eg public address system.  

  

Sound carries along the valley that the Parnham estate is built in, and as someone who lives half a mile 

from the southernmost boundary of the estate and proposed licensing limit geographically I envisage 

that the noise from the proposed “events venue” will be both intrusive and a disturbing nuisance, over 

which I have no choice and no means of “switching off”. 

  

The insertions that music/events will “not be every day”, and that festivals will not “exceed 10 a year”  

do little to reassure me at this stage, and whilst I am not an antisocial or unreasonable person ( no, 

really!!), the threat of having such an apparently open ended party on my doorstep is unwelcome.  

  

Thank you. 
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General comment 

  

We live absolutely on the boundary with Parnham,  so we are very close neighbours, our home backing 

on to the 

 Parnham estate, a field with plans  apparently,  to be 'furnished ' with 'lodges ' and treehouses.. right 

next to us! We, along with other close neighbours would have appreciated being contacted by Mr 

Perkins re his plans , if only to dispel rumours etc.  Seeing Parnham brought back to life is a great 

thought. However, as it is so close to Beaminster and Netherbury, some of the plans are just too far-

reaching. I  have been  amazed how little local information re the project, has been  circulated, by the 

County and Local Councils. 

 Many people in both places have no idea what is  

happening . This is huge re what is proposed, and should have been given much more prominence. 

 A meeting with the new owners,   Q and A session, to explain, show the plans, would have been 

extremely beneficial.  

  

Comment 

  

Public disorder 

  

Alcohol and music 24/7 . I realise an applicant goes for all, but this is unacceptable .  

A Can of worms. 

Alcohol and driving..enough said. 

  

Public safety 

  

The roads around here are narrow. How can these take any large trucks, extra traffic galore etc. 

If people are walking to a Parnham event, there is no footpath.  

Beaminster has a couple of 'bottlenecks' daily..   imagine an event with over 500 attendees. 

Queueing of traffic into Beaminster will  be extremely difficult, if the new turn off to Parnham is allowed 

to go ahead. 

  

Public nuisance  
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Noise from events ,which  may happen daily, will travel widely. This will definitely impact the whole 

area.  

Overnight events, even if indoors, will  have an impact also around. 

  

When the application says there will be '10 events a year,' 2 events each month,  they do not mention 

whether each is for 1, 2 or 3 days.. the setting up and dismantling for each event will take days and will 

definitely create traffic, noise etc. This needs to be explained, described much more clearly. 

  

Getting the Entertainment licence in before the rest  of the planning permission is, I believe, so events 

can start and continue while the rest of the permissions are sought. It usually takes place the other way 

round.  

  

This is a Destination Experience ..' all will happen on the estate.  The local area will hardly benefit , as 

everything will be catered for in Parnham shop, pub, restaurants. . 

It would certainly be fantastic if it creates employment for local people, but I am not sure if this will 

happen, looking at how Mr Perkins other project beforehand, has played out, I believe, using an 

imported team. 

  

Please look at this carefully. 

Do not forget the people who will be affected by some of the plans, but actually will never be part of it. 

  



 
2nd July 2021 

By email to licensingteamb@dorsetcouncil.gov.uk  
 
  
The Licensing Officer 
Community and Public Protection 
Dorset Council 
Dorchester 
Dorset  
DTl lXJ  
 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
Application for a premises licence to be granted under the Licensing Act 2003 by Parnham Estates 
Ltd. dated 04 June 2021 
 
The above referenced application is objected to, in its current form, on the following grounds:  
 

1. Public nuisance – Excessive Noise 
The application covers the playing of amplified music, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, 
potentially attended by several hundred persons, over an extensive area, containing buildings and 
farm land, between the town of Beaminster and the village of Netherbury.  
 
Notwithstanding the  “Proposed Conditions – Operating Schedule – paras 14, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25, 
and 28”, the application would have the potential to seriously distress nearby residents, holiday 
visitors and even local fauna, in a rural area of Dorset, renowned for its calm and attractive 
environment. It is contended that it is wholly unreasonable to permit the playing of amplified music, 
audible to adjacent areas, when most people are trying to sleep. If this was forbidden, between the 
hours of midnight and 8am, it would minimise the need to manage and react to complaints about 
excessive noise and allow Parnham Estates to be seen as a considerate neighbour. 

             
2. Prevention of crime and disorder – Sale of Alcohol 

For reasons similar to those expressed in paragraph 1 above, the sale of alcohol, both indoors and 
outdoors, over the entire area on a 24 hour continuing basis, is completely inappropriate. Such 
facility would encourage noise, vandalism, littering, pollution and offences under the 1986 public 
order act, both within the premises and in adjacent areas, including residential properties nearby.   
 
It is suggested that alcoholic sales, other than in permanent buildings providing overnight 
accommodation, should be restricted to the hours between 10:00 and midnight. On those occasions 
where 24 hour facilities were requested, a separate application could be made and considered. 
 
 

Yours Faithfully, 

  
Cc  
Rebecca Knox, Councillor, Dorset Council 
Beaminster Town Council 
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2nd July 2021 

By email to licensingteamb@dorsetcouncil.gov.uk  
 
  
The Licensing Officer 
Community and Public Protection 
Dorset Council 
Dorchester 
Dorset  
DTl lXJ  
 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
Application for a premises licence to be granted under the Licensing Act 2003 by Parnham Estates 
Ltd. dated 04 June 2021 
 
The above referenced application contains a “Master Plan” with a red line depicting the boundary of the 
“Premises”. Please note that this has not been accurately surveyed, since it portrays an area of riverbank 
as belonging to the applicants. That is incorrect and this area is in the ownership of  

 
 
I request that you pass this information on to the applicant’s solicitor to ensure that the “Master Plan” is 
corrected. 
 
For convenience, I have included the following: 

a.) A copy of the Land Registry Title 
b.) An enlarged copy of the relevant section of the applicant’s Master Plan, reflecting the correct 

boundary outline. Since the boundary falls on the bank of a watercourse – the river Brit – the actual  
boundary is nominally at the centre of the stream. 

 
I would also request you note that, in my opinion, the methods employed to notify the general public about 
this significant licencing application fall far short of what might be reasonably expected – even if the letter of 
the law has been observed. Specifically, the almost total absence of appropriate notices at all normal entry 
points to the “premises” depicted on the Master Plan. Several of these are public footpaths which are 
frequently used on a daily basis and none have a notice of intent displayed. That has caused most people 
to be totally unaware of the application, until a public spirited resident of Netherbury alerted others, earlier 
this week. This has resulted in a very short time allowed for public comment on the application and will no 
doubt annoy some individuals who may wish to object but will miss the cut off date.  
 
Many people, including my wife and myself, think that the regeneration of Parnham is a good thing, for 
employment, tourism, etc. However, this deficiency will get matters off to a bad start. 

 
 

 
 
 
 

ns 
  
Cc  
Rebecca Knox, Councillor, Dorset Council 
Beaminster Town Council 
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Dear Sir/Madam, 

  

We have been residents in Netherbury since 2006 and we wish to object to the Licence Application at 

Parnham House, Beaminster on the following grounds: 

  

1. Prevention of a public nuisance:  Recorded and live amplified music is likely to be heard in 

Netherbury and other properties in the vicinity and the playing of music, potentially 24 hours a 

day for 365 days a year, will certainly cause a public nuisance.  The area surrounding Parnham 

House is tranquil countryside and the peace of the residents and visitors should not be violated, 

especially with no restrictions on times. 

2. Prevention of crime and disorder:  the sale of alcohol for 24 hours a day, accompanied by other 

forms of entertainment, is likely to lead to intoxication with the risk of crime and disorder. 

3. Public safety:  although the sale of alcohol will be on private premises, there will be a risk of 

intoxicated individuals leaving the premises, at any time day or night, who will represent a 

danger to the general public. 

  

Additionally, we would wish to point that we only became aware of this application today.  Notification 

to potentially affected residents was poor. 

  

  

Yours faithfully, 
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Hello, 

  

I would like to share my reservations about the proposed licensing application for Parnham house. 

  

I object for the following reasons: 

  

This application relates to a proposal to turn Parnham into a major venue for outdoor music festivals, a 

wildlife Park, two restaurants and various other suggestions. These activities would radically alter the 

character of a very beautiful and much loved part of rural Beaminster. At the moment  this lovely 

landscape is quintessentially unspoiled England and therefore of profound value to the beautiful county 

of Dorset and the residents of Beaminster, where we are all so privileged to live.   Those of us who love 

this little town are very upset by this proposal. Speaking personally I am horrified by what the current 

owner has already managed to do to desecrate Aynho, another beautiful English jewel, turning it into 

something ugly and brash.  

  

My second objection relates to the above in that it concerns the effect on the small road leading from 

Bridport through the town. Blindingly obviously, Beaminster is not set up to welcome thousands and 

thousands of people en masse.  This is exactly why it is so much loved by visitors and residents who 

cherish its unpretentious atmosphere and simple calm. For anyone lucky enough to live here, and who 

appreciates its old fashioned charm snd kindliness, the prospect of multitudes descending on us in large 

numbers is very upsetting.  

  

Traffic through the town during the summer months is already causing gridlock at certain times of the 

day.   Allowing this to get even worse by permitting enormous crowd pulling events to happen is clearly 

folly and will cause tailbacks all the way to Bridport,  significantly impacting residents who work locally.  

  

Also, even more critically, if it becomes very difficult For the emergency services to negotiate the road 

through the town peoples’ lives could be put at risk. No music festival is ever going to be worth that 

surely?  

  

A further threat to our enjoyment of our homes is the prospect of having the peace of the town 

shattered by loud music. A significant proportion of the town’s residents are elderly and find loud noise 

upsetting. . I find it quite hard to understand why they should be expected to tolerate having their 

peaceful enjoyment of their homes compromised in this way by someone who isn’t local and clearly 

doesn’t get what makes Beaminster so precious.  
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 Local traders are voicing concerns about this affecting those who want to stop and visit the town and its 

shops and wander around just to unwind. It’s hard to see why we’d support anyone to change the town 

this way, imposing on it the unwelcome and futile materialism which has spoiled so many other sweet 

little places. ,  

  

  

Parnham has the potential to be renovated in a sensitive way that preserves  its historic beauty and its 

important place in the life of the town. Those of us who live here want to protect its peace and 

unspoiled landscape which we cherish deeply.  

  

  

There must be a way of keeping it safe for the enjoyment of future generations which doesn’t involve 

desecrating the place, putting incongruous animals in the park for ‘fun’ and spoiling the town for its 

current residents and visitors.  

  

I hope you get lots of objections to this really crass plan.  

  

  

Thanks  

  

  

Best wishes



Dear Sirs 

  

Re: Parnham House - application for a premises licence to be granted under the Licencing Act 2003 

  

We wish to register our objection to the granting of a licence for public entertainment and alcohol, for 

24 hours, on the grounds of public nuisance. 

  

We live within 700 metres of the north-eastern edge of the Parnham estate and have previous 

experience of disturbance  by noise from clay pigeon shooting and fireworks emanating from the site. 

  

The granting of permission for 24 hour entertainment and serving alcohol has the very likely prospect of 

significantly increasing late night/early morning noise and light pollution from activities on site and 

increased traffic on surrounding quiet country roads.  

  

Yours sincerely.  
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As residents of Beaminster, we are writing in response to the application put forward by the owner of 

Parnham House, Beaminster.   Firstly, commenting on the Master Plan proposed, which of course no 

application for planning has been forwarded, we note that on the proposed plan, there are a number of 

buildings, roadways which currently do not exist.  The licensing hours proposed and the facilities 

proposed would be detrimental in its impact on the town and surroundings of Beaminster.  The many 

footpaths and walkways close by and indeed along Parnham House would be severely compromised.  

The idea that major sporting events indoor and outdoor could take place at any time generating 

considerable traffic movements on what is already a dangerously busy small main road and indeed the 

impact through the narrow town streets of Beaminster and square would be very inconvenient to the 

residents of the town, because many residents live right on the main road through the town with just a 

narrow footpath.  The departure of many, many vehicles late at night and indeed early morning would 

be extremely unfair disturbance. 

  

The suggestion that these proposals would provide employment for the local area is misguided. We 

already have restaurants, pubs and shops in our town.  The employment on offer at Parnham House 

could rival and take away the business of these existing premises and indeed any employment proposed 

would only be of a seasonal, low paid positions or even zero hours contracts.   Beaminster needs good 

employment, sustainable long term good wage based.  The suggestion of skilled workshops or similar 

business proposals would be more beneficial to the employment prospects.  The outdoor and indoor 

events proposed and the noise boundary does not take into regard that Parnham House sits in a bowl of 

surrounding hills and valley.  This will act as a noise amplifier and will go beyond the boundary marked.  

Noise does not stop on a pencil marked boundary.  In the past, events at Parnham House have been 

monitored in nearby Netherbury and Beaminster areas.  

  

With the importance of the eco agenda and sustainability, the building of many structures, the hard 

standing car parks, removal of trees (some of which appear to have already happened) and the pollution 

it will encourage, most particularly along the River Brit where there seems to be proposals for villas and 

accommodation along its edges.  The environmental and wildlife situation is a unique position in this Brit 

valley.  The road network around Parnham House is limited and there is no other way to get to Parnham 

but via private vehicles.  This will only generate more congestion and pollution. 

  

The published Dorset Council plan which we all have been invited to comment on over recent months, 

proposes to reinforce the Council’s climate and sustainability agenda, particularly in relation to the 

AONB.  This licence application with the yet unknown infrastructure and the proposals that the 

application is covering could not possibly be in harmony with the aims of the Council. 

  

The impact on the small market town of Beaminster would be disastrous, totally out of character with 

the surrounding area.  The reason for people visiting or living in Beaminster is because of its peaceful 

location, scenic beauty and community spirit.   We feel that much of this will be scarred by the extreme 
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nature of the 24/7 year round activities.  The application is clearly a catch all, try anything proposal to 

see what can be achieved, without consideration of the nature of the area.  

  

Clearly, we reject this application and trust that you will give careful thought to our comments. 

  

With kind regards, 

  

 



2 July 2021 
 
With reference to the above application, I object to it in its current form covering the playing of 
amplified music, with the possible attendance of several hundred visitors, for 24 hours a day, 7 days a 
week.   The excessive noise that this will cause for many of the residents of both Beaminster and 
probably even more so those of Netherbury, will inevitably be extremely distressing.  A new attraction 
such as this may, of course, be welcome to a degree by some locals, in that it will provide  employment 
for some.   That's all good, but allowing amplified music to be played late at night is not good at all. I 
would hope that the applicant would show more respect and consideration for the people whose peace 
and sleep would be affected by this.  
 
Similarly the 24 hour sale of alcohol would encourage extra noise, vandalism and pollution.  It is very 
much to be hoped that in consideration of these negative factors, any licence will be  limited to more 
reasonable hours.   On occasions where 24 hour facilities are requested, surely a separate application 
could be made and considered.  
 
With kind regards, 

6 August 2021 
 

Dear Sir, 

  

As currently proposed, I object to the granting of a licence, on the grounds that it could cause a public 

nuisance as a result of excessive noise from amplified music. 

  

The proposal would provide "carte blanche"  to play very loud music over a beautiful  area of quiet 

farmland and woodland, with many species of animals and birds, also including several public footpaths, 

and the burial site "the airman's grave".  The upper reaches of the Brit valley is rightly classed as one of 

"outstanding natural beauty" reflecting the peaceful, natural sounds of open countryside.   Any playing 

of amplified music should be confined  to within within permanent buildings, with adequate, 

measurable sound insulation.   Exceptionally, other external locations should be subject to a one-time, 

individual licence application, with due regard to fully  mitigating any nuisance to the occupants of 

neighbouring properties likely to be adversely affected by excessive noise, particularly between 23.00 

and 8.00. 

  

Kind regards, 
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Dear Licensing Authority 

  

I am writing to object to the above Licensing Application. 

  

Parnham House is in Dorset AONB and is close to the town of Beaminster. I am not objecting to the 

various activities themselves, but to the 24 hour, 7 day per week scope.  

  

I would suggest considerable limiting of the hours, perhaps not permitting activity between midnight 

and mid-day. 

  

Yours faithfully 
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Premises Licence Application for Parnham House, Beaminster  -  

Representations 

I make these representations in respect of the application filed on behalf of, I believe (my 

copy does not disclose the individual’s details) James Perkins by his solicitors, dated 4th June 

2021, and relating to the Grade I listed Parnham House, Beaminster 

Before I deal with the four “licensing objectives” to be applied to determine the application, 

perhaps I could draw attention briefly to some background aspects relating to the applicant 

and his plans for the future, as I suggest these should be borne in mind when considering 

the extent of possible conditions to be applied, and in conjunction with how they might 

affect the use of such a magnificent house notwithstanding its current sad state of disrepair. 

It appears Mr Perkins has grand plans in mind for Parnham House which reflect the 

involvement of him and his company, Fantazia, in the growth of the “rave scene” from the 

1990s until today at various venues such as Donnington Park and Glastonbury’s Block9 area. 

I also paste below a link to an article from the Dorset Echo dated 26th February 2021, which 

gives an insight of what is planned for Parnham.  It is a far cry from the sort of alternative 

use (as revealed in their letter to the applicant’s solicitors dated 19th September 2018) that 

Historic England considered “might not be unacceptable” such as “corporate headquarters 

or boutique hotel”, with their clear preference being for it being restored to its original use 

ie an impressive Tudor country house, and I have fond memories myself of visiting it when it 

was in the occupation of the furniture maker, John Makepeace. 

https://www.dorsetecho.co.uk/news/19118698.parnham-house-plan-adventure-

wonderland/ 

Such matters are clearly more of a concern in respect of any planning applications to be 

submitted in relation to Parnham, but I believe they should be kept in mind when 

considering the broader aspects of the licensing application, as well as the finer details.  I 

would also make the general point that, while I understand it is acceptable to make the 

present licensing application at a time when no formal planning application has been 

submitted, and it is entirely speculative as to what use will ultimately be allowed, it is 

nonetheless premature to apply for an extremely wide-ranging licence to cover a variety of 

facilities and events, some of which may never see the light of day.  To me it smacks of 

putting the proverbial cart before the horse, and the applicant would instead not be 

prejudiced by applying to amend any licence as and when the next stage of any 

development arises. 

Having dealt with a number of more generalised, but I would suggest, important, issues by 

way of preamble, I will now turn to the four specific objectives to be applied by the 

Licensing Committee in considering this application. 

https://www.dorsetecho.co.uk/news/19118698.parnham-house-plan-adventure-wonderland/
https://www.dorsetecho.co.uk/news/19118698.parnham-house-plan-adventure-wonderland/
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Crime and disorder, Public safety, and Preventing children from harm  -  

ultimately it will be for the “Responsible Authorities” to supervise and police these issues, 

but it occurs to me that a combination of alcohol being freely available on site 24/7, coupled 

with the possibility of large organised events of one sort or another, allows scope for 

significant problems arising in all these areas, particularly as Parnham is located adjacent to 

Beaminster, a very small and quiet country town.  If Parnham were more remote, there 

would be less opportunity for guests and participants at events to access the town, quite 

possibly at unsocial hours and under the influence of alcohol, and equally to allow locals to 

infiltrate Parnham’s facilities to purchase alcohol out of hours.  I would hope a very close 

eye is kept on what is happening, but surely there is an argument, as suggested earlier, for a 

step-by-step approach, rather than granting a blanket licence, which then has to be reeled 

back in if problems arise? 

Public nuisance  -  I deal with this objective separately, as I believe it is one that is of most 

concern to residents living in the vicinity of Parnham, particularly as regards the possibility 

of excessive noise from events as a result of amplified music etc. 

In this respect, I hope I can be reassured by the number of specific conditions that are 

proposed, but I believe one cannot underestimate the disruption and upset that can be 

caused by excessive noise, particularly on warm summer evenings, which then continues 

late, often into the early hours.  I have had personal experience of amplified music from 

concerts and “events” elsewhere, and it is not pleasant if you are trying to get some sleep, 

but can’t close the windows to reduce sound because the bedroom then becomes too 

warm!  In saying that, I do not consider it is NIMBY-like to want a place such as Beaminster 

to remain as quiet and peaceful as possible in an increasingly noise-polluted world, and to 

those who argue for employment prospects, I would suggest that the two issues are not 

incompatible.  Equally, as well as residents, I am sure many visitors come to Dorset for 

peace and quiet – if they want noise and excitement, they are more than adequately 

catered for by establishments elsewhere. 

With that general comment in mind, but dealing with specifics (more particularly the scope 

of the original application and the latest 32 proposed conditions to be attached to it ): 

1)  I have pasted at the end of this document an e-mail from the Licensing Team Leader 

dated 4th August, which provides a very helpful summary of the proposed times for the 

various facilities and events anticipated, and would raise the following points: 

(a)  I would question the necessity/justification for alcohol apparently being available 24 

hours a day, and why late night refreshment should be required every day until 5am; 



(b)  Likewise outdoor events, which are likely to cause the most noise nuisance, should be 

allowed until 11pm every day, which effectively gives a carte blanche for any number of 

occasions when residents could be disturbed until late in the evening. 

2)  I am puzzled as to why conditions 23 – 25 of the original list should have been 

substituted completely by new conditions, as it seems to me they offer something in 

addition, and, indeed, complement the amended conditions (shown in red in my copy), and 

should not be discarded completely.  As there has been a degree of confusion caused to all 

those concerned with this application, not least myself, as exactly what was the state of play 

with regard to the conditions being put forward, I paste below the originals, which I would 

urge be added to any grant of this application: 

 
“23. Amplified music shall not be played at a level that will cause unreasonable disturbance to the 
occupants of any properties in the vicinity  
 
24. Noise from any ventilation, refrigeration or air conditioning plant or equipment shall not cause 
nuisance to the occupants of any properties in the vicinity.  
 
25. During events of more than 300 persons at the premises, the manager, licence holder or other 
competent person shall carry out observations in the vicinity of the cottages bordering the boundary 
of the premises on at least 2 hour intervals between 19:00 and the end of the event whilst the 
premises licence is in use in order to establish whether there is a noise breakout from the premises. 
If the observation reveals noise breakout at a level likely to cause disturbance to the occupants of 
properties in the vicinity then the volume of music shall be reduced to a level that does not cause 
disturbance. A record of such observations shall be kept in a book for that purpose, such a book shall 
be completed immediately after the observation detailing the time, location and duration of the 
observation, the level of noise breakout and any action taken to reduce noise breakout. Such book 
to be made available at all times upon request to an authorised officer of the Licensing Authority or 
the Police” 

 

In particular I would suggest that condition 25 above would provide considerable 

reassurance to nearby residents that sound levels would not get out of control.  Indeed, it 

has come to my attention that an entertainment establishment in Bridport, The Electric 

Palace, has a decibel meter, which enables them to carry out exactly this exercise when they 

have functions.  It appears that the management actually consider this approach benefits 

the business, as it is seen as a useful tool to keep nearby residents undisturbed, and 

“onside”.  I therefore believe that there is everything to be gained by having these three 

conditions reinstated, and would hope that the Parnham management also would recognise 

that, as with The Electric Palace, keeping those nearby “onside” is likely to have 

considerable benefits, and reduce the scope for future antagonism and objections. 

To conclude I would return to my earlier concern that this blanket application is premature 

in terms of its scope, and that, in the event a licence is granted, whatever its nature and 

extent, there should be provision for review, particularly at the end of the first year of 



operations, as it seems to me we are entering uncharted territory by way of what may 

actually be involved in the future.  To that extent, amended condition 25 (not to be 

confused with original condition 25 above) represents a good start, but I would respectfully 

suggest there should be built-in provisions for review on a more generalised basis, so that 

any shortcomings can be dealt with as soon as possible after they may arise. 

Chris Lousley 

Netherbury      

9th August 2021 

 

r

  

Dear t 

  

The effect of the conditions that have been agreed would mean that the following times are 

what will be considered (unless the applicant offers to reduce them any more):- 

  

On and off sales of alcohol  

Every Day                                          24 hours 

  

Films, Live Music, Recorded Music, dance and any similar 
entertainment (indoors)  

Thursday to Saturday                      08:00 to 02:00 

Sunday to Wednesday                    08:00 to 00:00 

  

Films, Live Music, Recorded Music, dance and any similar 
entertainment (outdoors) 

Every Day                                          08:00 to 23:00 



  10 Occasions                                    08:00 to 01:00 

  

Plays, Boxing and Wrestling (indoors) and Indoor Sports 

Thursday to Saturday                      10:00 to 01:00 

Sunday to Wednesday                    10:00 to 00:00 

  

Plays, Boxing and Wrestling (outdoors) 

Every Day                                          10:00 to 23:00 

10 Occasions                                    10:00 to 01:00 

  

Late-Night Refreshment (indoors and outdoors) 

Every Day                                          23:00 to 05:00 

  

  

I presume you have had sight of the application form and supporting documents which would 

have the original times applied for, if not  I am more than happy to send them to you.  

  

Regards 

Aileen 

 



Dear Sirs 

With regard to the above application for licensing of said Estate, my Husband I residents of Beaminster 

are extremely concerned with the content and extent of this application. It basically is asking for 

permission to allow the consumption of Alcohol on an alarming amount of various activities and 

performances without any time limits. 

From Monday to Sunday an entire week and 0.00 to 24.00 hours per day the consequences of this 

permission will without any doubt cause the residents of Beaminster great annoyance. All types of music 

are suggested and this will obviously result in very loud music in open fields drifting to the homes of 

local rate paying home owners and residents. Large events such as Glastonbury do cause gridlock and 

great problems for local emergency services and trades people alike. We have seen this when the local 

Buckham Fair is held, which is only for one weekend a year. We can but imagine the results of 

continuous week long events and the following amount of bad behaviour and drunkenness. 

Our Town is renowned for its quite charm and very popular appeal to holidaymakers as well as the 

current residents who have chosen this lovely Town as their home.  

We sincerely hope that you will give great consideration to this application and therefore refuse it. 

Yours sincerely 
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2 July 2021 
 

RE: Parnham House Licence Application 

 

To Whom It May Concern  

 

Whilst it is to be welcomed that Parnham House is being refurbished, we would like to register our 

objection to the application for a Premises Licence on the basis that it would cause a public nuisance 

with reference to the following parts of that application: 

• Live music and recorded music outdoors with no time limit 
• Entertainment including plays and boxing events being performed outdoors up to 01.00hrs 
• Late night refreshments (including alcohol) being served outdoors between 23.00hrs and 

05.00hrs 
• Film screenings outdoors with no time limit 

We live in the adjoining village to Parnham House and we believe that noise pollution will carry 

throughout the village if these activities were to be permitted.  We do not see any reason for any late 

night extensions for outdoor activity. 

 

Best regards, 

 

 

28 July 2021 
 

The proposed alterations do not go far enough to allay concerns and therefore we would want our 

representation to stand (attached).  The alterations would still allow for regular, monthly late night 

outdoor events continuing until 01.00hrs and would also allow for continued 24/7, outdoor alcohol and 

refreshment sales across the outlined area (directly adjacent to residential villages) so our 

representation stands on the basis of such activity causing a public nuisance as a result of noise 

pollution.  An annual review of noise management measures would not prevent any actual disturbance 

during live or recorded events, this measure is a review after the event, albeit benchmarked against pre-
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arranged guidelines.  As before, although we very much welcome the refurbishment of Parnham, we do 

not see any reason for any permanent, regular, late-night extensions beyond 23.00hrs for outdoor 

activity. 

  

Best regards, 

  

 



Good morning 

Whilst I am glad to see that interest has been taken in the Parnham estate, I would like to register my 

disquiet at the extent of the recent licensing application: 

  

Public nuisance -  

• Large events would, under this application, generate noise, eg music, into the early hours – 

noise travels widely and easily, there are families, including children, living nearby, and there 

needs to be restriction of events to 23.00 latest 

• There would necessarily need to be floodlighting of public areas, car parking areas, etc into the 

small hours – this will create a nuisance in terms of light pollution to the night sky 

• Similarly, any lighting entertainment eg laser light displays would cause serious nuisance and 

light pollution 

• Refreshment inc alcohol through the night cannot be necessary for events finishing at 23.00 and 

should cease at the same time 

• The frequency of large events can be tolerated if they do not overwhelm, eg 2 a month would 

be acceptable; 8 a month would constitute an aggravation in noise and traffic disturbance 

  

Public safety 

• Traffic – Large events tend to have vehicles arriving in large numbers over a short period of time 

– this can potentially cause tail-backs hazardous to following traffic. 

• Similarly, traffic bunches when leaving at the end of an event. This has the potential to cause 

serious accidents when people who have been queuing to leave are impatient to get on the 

road. The side lane to Netherbury could not handle this volume of traffic through the village and 

so the vehicles would still have to queue to join the main Bridport-Beaminster road, with similar 

results. 

  

Kind regards 
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2 July 2021 
 

Re Licensing application for Parnham House, Beaminster DT8 3LZ 

I am writing to object to the licensing application on the grounds of public nuisance.  In 

particular, I am concerned about noise emanating from the premises especially as the 

application is so widely drawn in terms of activities for which the licences are sought, the 

hours covered (often 24 hours a day), the frequency with which these events could take place 

(every day of the year) and the wide physical area the application covers (the whole or part of 

the  53 hectare  site - this has not been made clear on the application). 

This is a rural area, between a small town and neighbouring villages, which is currently very 

quiet and unspoiled. 

I also object because of the increase in traffic this will inevitably bring to the area.  The 

licensing plan shows considerable development of the site which will provide 

accommodation for a large number of people, not to mention the much greater numbers of 

extra visitors to concerts/events.  Beaminster can very easily become a bottleneck for traffic 

and congestion in the town will inevitably spread to surrounding areas. 

I do not accept that the conditions attached to the application that relate to public nuisance are 

clear and/or adequate. 

Please note, although I understand the following three points are primarily matters for the 

licensing authority to take up, I am concerned as to whether the application complies with the 

legal requirements concerning notices.  Also, is it sufficiently clear; for example, does the 

application under box H make sense?  Moreover is each and every point set out in the general 

premises description of the Operating Schedule relevant to the licensing objectives (See 

Guidance Note 1)? 
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10 August 2021 
 
Re Licensing application for Parnham House, Beaminster DT8 3LZ 

This document supplements the written objection I made on 2/7/21. It objects to the 

application on the grounds of public nuisance. 

Overview 

For the reasons set out hereafter it is submitted that Dorset Council (“DC”) should reject the 

application of Parnham Estates Ltd (“PEL”).  In particular DC should not , acting as a 

reasonable public authority, be persuaded that any deficiencies in the application can be 

remedied by the current proposed conditions. 

Further,  whilst DC’s current Statement of Licensing Policy sets out at para 5.20 et seq some 

policies re open air events it does not cover any external event which remotely resembles 

what is proposed by this application.  It is possible that DC has never had to consider such a 

proposal, particularly in such a location i.e. close to/adjoining a small town  surrounded by  

small villages which benefit from a peaceful, unspoilt, rural location.   If that is the case, then 

surely it underlines the need for a very careful approach to, for example, the prevention of 

public nuisance, rather than one that of ‘let’s see how it works, let’s assume the best of the 

application at this stage by accepting that the current 32 conditions achieve some sort of 

compromise.’ Not only would such an attitude fail to promote the licensing objectives, but it 

would fail to acknowledge that PEL’s attitude to compliance has been casual (at best) in this 

case. 

Noise especially amplified music outside 

1. Beaminster is a small town, situated in a bowl of hills in the valley of the River Brit and 

at present enjoys a peaceful, rural situation, as do the surrounding villages.  Sound carries 

very easily, depending on the atmospheric conditions, either towards Beaminster or down 

the valley towards Netherbury.  If a liquor licence is granted for the whole site, as 

requested, amplified music could be played outside over the whole 53 hectare site, seven 

days a week, every night of the year until 11 pm, provided the audience does not exceed 

500; surely this cannot be acceptable.  PEL has applied for more than this, however – but 

has then sought to modify its requests via a number of conditions which are inadequate/ 

unacceptable which will be discussed later in this document.    

Extra Traffic 

2. The list of proposed conditions mentions events with over 500 people which could occur 

regularly. Most people will be travelling by car as public transport is very limited and 

aileen.powell
Typewriter
Representation 62.2



there is no rail service.  The A3066, although an A road, is very narrow in places and 

Beaminster itself becomes a bottleneck very easily as does the Beaminster tunnel.  I 

imagine that for events that could happen every weekend the whole area could become 

completely gridlocked.   

As planning permission has not yet been sought it is impossible to know how many 

people will be staying at the site.  Mention has been made of caravans and tree houses as 

well as the permanent structures shown on the master plan.  Until there is some kind of 

clarity about the numbers of visitors coming and going I do not believe judgement on the 

licences can be made.  Consultation should be made with the planning department and 

footpath authority to reach some kind of consensus. 

The Application Form 

3. It is surely reasonable to expect that an application for any licence  (let alone the very 

wide ranging one sought by PEL) would be carefully considered and expressed.  In this 

case, however, the application falls far short of that modest standard.  Going through the 

document dated 4.6.21 (24pp + 32 current conditions and 2 area plans) the following 

points are noteworthy. 

P.4 (general premises description) 

(a) the reference to the “East Dorset food fair” is nonsensical.  Did the applicant check the 

contents of the document?  This error may seem small but it is only one of many which 

suggest a careless approach by PEL. 

(b) Masterplan: why is there no mention of rights of way?  Why are 2 cottages at the 

North end  (Millground) included in the area for which licences are sought.  Neither 

cottage is owned by PEL. 

(c) Plans of buildings: not all such plans are attached as claimed.  There are 19 at the 

North end which lack plans. 

(d) Plans in general : do these comply with Reg 23 of the Licensing Act (Premises 

Licences) Regs 2005; in particular Reg 23(3)(d) requires the plans which must 

accompany the application to show “in a case where the premises is to be used for more 

than one licensable activity, the area within the premises used for each activity”. 

 

See also on p. 4 the box re numbers attending if over 5,000.  Why has this been left 

blank?  If not relevant to this application why not say so? 

See p. 13: box H.  This sets out a meaningless attempt at compliance although it requests 

a 24 hour, all year, site-wide licence (and ignores guidance note 4) 



P. 14: box I.  How do the “further details” assist? 

P. 15: box J. ditto 

p. 17: box M: This is inadequate; no detail is provided; guidance note 10 has been ignored 

completely as has the statutory duty place on PEL by s 17(4)(g) LA 2003. The conditions 

do not remedy the inadequacy. 

p.18 Checklist: boxes 5 and 6 have been ticked but it is an undisputed fact in this case that 

the application was not advertised as required by s. 17 L.A. 2003 and Reg 25 2005 

Regulations. Has there been any explanation by PEL as to why it failed to abide by its 

mandatory duty to advertise, the purpose of which is summarised in s. 17(5)(a)(ii)  

4. At this stage it’s convenient to examine the context of what is sought by the application re   

2 topics; live music and alcohol.  In so far as they are adequate, these requests are found 

at pp 10 and 15, under boxes E and J (modified it will no doubt be claimed by some of the 

32 conditions currently in existence).   

5. As it now stands the application seeks a liquor licence for the whole site: 53 hectares and 

for 24 hours per day, every day.  If that is granted (and taking the example of live music) 

as guidance note 2 on p. 20 states, no licence is required for amplified live music between 

0.800 and 23.00 provided the audience does not exceed 500.  Accordingly there could be 

500 people attending an amplified music event anywhere on the 53 hectares during those 

hours if a site-wide liquor licence is granted.  Is this appropriate for a rural area such as 

this? It can only be controlled by restricting the area covered by any liquor licence.  PEL 

has never, so far as I am aware from the documents, offered this as part of any condition.  

Why should that not be the case if it genuinely wishes to promote the licensing 

objectives. A smaller area could also avoid the inclusion of the three public rights of way 

that run through Parnham Park, which otherwise could prove very problematical. 

However, as an application for a live music licence has been made (under box E) it’s 

quite clear that the applicant wishes to be able to provide amplified live music without 

having to rely on the exemption for amplified live music which exists if a liquor licence is 

granted i.e.  music is to be available beyond the hours of 0.800 – 23.00 and/or the 

audience will exceed 500.   

6. On the face of the form at box E the application covers the whole 53 hectares, is for 7 

days a week, 24 hours a day and is not limited as to the number of attendees. 

Dealing only at this stage with those conditions which seem to be directly relevant to 

public nuisance prevention i.e. 23-32, it is necessary to point out that many of these are 

riddled with errors (many words are missing/ make no sense – see 23, 24, 25, 29) ; are 



ambiguous, even contradictory and accordingly lack clarity.  Some also appear to be 

making concessions which are very limited.   

For example, what does no. 23 amount to?  It seems, in the context of amplified live 

music to create two categories.  Does it mean that (apart from the 10 occasions p.a.) for 

example, amplified live music can be played from any time in the day (no start time is 

given) until 23.00 even if the audience size exceeds 500 anywhere within the 53 hectares 

or is the location of the band playing etc limited to the ‘blue area’?  The condition is 

unclear about this as the final sentence starting “These external activities..” is capable of 

applying to both categories.  Moreover even if it is so limited, how will it work in 

practice. Unless there’s some physical barrier around the blue area, what is the effective 

purpose of it.  It’s easy to draw a line on a plan, but how does this work on the ground?  

Moreover, the condition is even more questionable when the second category is 

considered.  This allows amplified music from an unspecified hour until 01.00 to over 

500 people 10 times a year anywhere apparently within the blue area.  It is silent , 

however, as to the maximum length of any occasion.  Why?  How long could each last – 

a day, a week end, a week? 

7. Additionally, how does condition 32 relate to 23?   What does 32 mean?  It seems to be 

concerned with “any event” in external areas and permits it to continue after not merely 

23.00 or 01.00 but until “3 a.m.” and beyond.  Have DC considered this? It is not 

mentioned or taken account of in an email sent on 4.8.21 at 17.57 by its Licensing Team 

Leader to Mr Nisbet concerning hours in “the conditions that have been agreed”. (When? 

By whom? Why?) 

8. Moreover, what is the effect of no. 24? Which buildings are relevant? Apparently all 

those “shown on the master plan”.  How can that be, given the inclusion of the cottages at 

Millground and the 19 others near it.  

How does the exemption concerning alcohol/LNR relate to other “internal events” if a 

building is being used in more than one relevant way?  For example, if alcohol is being 

served and amplified live music  is being performed in building X does the apparent 

limitation re hours and days (Thurs-Sat) apply or not and what about the shutting of 

windows and doors? Moreover, how can the windows/doors provision make any sense 

when people will have to enter and leave the building?  As currently drafted will it be 

allowed by the Fire Authority, HSE or Planning.  Has it been thought through 

sufficiently, or at all? 

9. What is the purpose and/or meaning of nos. 27-29?  How can they possibly work? 



Some further matters of fundamental importance 

10. If it is claimed by DC and/or PEL that the application/the current 32 conditions 

sufficiently promote the licensing objectives I doubt that this is correct in this case.  In 

taking that position I raise the following points which should be understood in the light of 

the duty of DC/PEL to promote the 4 objectives (under the Licensing Act 2003) and the 

further duty to have regard to DC’s  2021-2026 Statement of Licensing Policy and to the 

Guidance issued by DCMS under s. 182 Licensing Act 2003 dated April 2018. 

11. In particular have  the following paragraphs of the Policy Statement been 

considered/applied by PEL/DC? 

 1.12 “Applicants for premises licences should…demonstrate knowledge of their local 

area when describing the steps they propose to take in order to promote the licensing 

objectives”,  

4.18  Public Nuisance “In considering the promotion of this licensing objective, 

applicants need to focus on the effect of licensable activities on people living and 

working in the area around the premises which may be disproportionate and 

unreasonable.  The council is aware that the prevention of public nuisance is not narrowly 

defined in the Act…”  

4.22 “The council will consider whether issues relating to public nuisance can be 

effectively dealt with by necessary and appropriate conditions.  These conditions will 

normally focus on the more sensitive periods, for example, noise from premises in the 

late evening or early morning when residents may be attempting to sleep”  

6.11 “If relevant representations are made the council will only grant the hours of use 

proposed where the operating schedule and any risk assessment adequately demonstrates 

that: the applicant has properly considered what is appropriate for the local area in terms 

of hours and activities; the potential effect on the licensing objectives is not significantly 

detrimental; the agreed operating schedule demonstrates that the applicant is taking 

appropriate steps to minimise any adverse impact on local residents and businesses”  

6.12 “Applications…. which are significantly out of character for a locality will need to 

demonstrate that granting the hours sought will not have a detrimental effect on the 

licensing objectives...”  

6.20 “Operating schedules…should include enough information to enable any responsible 

authority or other person to assess whether the steps to be taken to promote the licensing 

objectives are satisfactory”. 

See also paras 6.19 and  6.25. 



12. Moreover has DC paid adequate consideration, given the context of the very 

extensive/wide nature of this application the following statements?  Para 4.25 “The 

council recognises that it is necessary to balance the rights of local residents, businesses 

and others with those wishing to provide licensable activities, and those who wish to use 

such facilities”  and at para 4.26 “Ultimately if it is necessary for the prevention of public 

nuisance where conditions do not adequately address the issues an application can be 

refused”   

See also 5.1 and 5.17  “…Where relevant applications are made in relation to a premises 

licence…the following factors will normally be taken into account;…the style of 

operation, the numbers of customers and customer profile likely to attend the premises; 

the location of the premises and the proximity of noise sensitive properties; the proposed 

hours of operation;…How often the activity occurs”  

13. Turning to provisions to which DC must have regard under the Guidance, has it applied 

para 1.16 thereof, which sets out general rules re conditions and which include the duty to 

ensure that each condition must be unambiguous and clear and “tailored to the individual 

type, location and characteristics of the premises and events concerned”? How do nos. 23, 

24 and 25 of the current conditions pass the clarity test and have nos. 27, 28 and 29 been 

so tailored? 

Further, at paras 2.18 and 2.19 the Guidance addresses the topic of specific conditions re 

noise nuisance.  Have these been considered in this case?  

2.18 includes the statement “….the approach of licensing authorities…should be one of 

prevention and when their powers are engaged, licensing authorities should be aware of 

the fact that other legislation may not adequately cover concerns raised in relevant 

representations and additional conditions may be appropriate”. (i.e. prevention rather than 

cure) 

2.19 states “Where applications have given rise to representations, any appropriate 

conditions should normally focus on the most sensitive periods.  For example, the most 

sensitive period for people being disturbed by unreasonably loud music is at night and 

into early morning when residents in adjacent properties may be attempting to go to sleep 

or are sleeping.  This is why there is still a need for a licence for performances of live 

music between 11 pm and 8 am.  In certain circumstances, conditions relating to noise 

emanating from the premises may also be appropriate to address any disturbance 

anticipated as customers enter and leave”. 



14. In this case so far PEL has sought to obtain licences only.  However the planning process 

cannot be ignored.  This is a case in which  paras 6.2 and 6.4 of  DC’s Policy Statement 

and paras 14.64/65 of the DCMS Guidance should be applied by DC. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



I believe that this licence application should not be granted until information is available as to the 

number of people likely to attend the events envisaged indoors and outdoors. My main concern is that 

large scale noisy events held outside and continuing into the night would be a serious public nuisance in 

small town like Beaminster especially for those living adjacent to Parnham House. In addition large scale 

events are likely to cause considerable disruption to traffic flow into and out of Beaminster as the  main 

vehicle entrance is on a bend limiting safe visibility. 
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Dear Sir/ Madam, 

  

Ref. Parnham House premises license application 

  

I object to the following elements of the Parnham House license application on the basis of 

unacceptable noise levels for local residents.  Noise carries easily and to a distance, and therefore I 

would expect shorter, more sociable hours for each of the following activities/ services e.g. finishing by 

midnight: 

  

• 24 hour timings for activities in section B - Films 

• 24 hour timings for activities in section E - Live Music 

• 24 hour timings for activities in section F – Recorded Music 

• 24 hour timings for activities in section G – Dance 

• 24 hour timings for activities in section H – Anything Similar to E, F or G 

• Hours to 5am for section I - Late night refreshment 

• 24 hour timings for activities in section J – Supply of Alcohol 

  

Thanks and best regards, 
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Consultation Response on 
“Licensing Application” by Parnham House, Beaminster,

 

Context

1. I have lived at  off St Mary Well Street for a decade. So I 
have direct experience of Parnham House, for five years under Mr Treikl, and 
for the last year under Mr Perkins.

2. I was an invited guest at Parnham House several times by Michael Treikl, and 
so I am very aware of the loss of building fabric and the scale of its grounds. 
More than once I helped him personally on community matters, for which he 
was grateful.

3. I have met and chatted once for some time with James and Sophie Perkins, 
when they stopped at my driveway entrance, who came across as affable and 
thoughtful people. My brief letter of welcome back hoped for success in their  
restoration project for Parnham House. I have also liaised personally several 
times with their resident manager, Nick Caton. I had formed a constructive 
opinion of them and their estate staff, who sometimes did fulful their 
obligations eg on clearance of fallen trees obstructing me. When I tipped them 
off by phone about another planning application nearby, adjoining their land 
about which they had not been notified by DC, they were very appreciative. 

4. The first I heard of the huge changes proposed at Parnham House and the 
adjacent open fields at Millground was two days ago, by a 6am email from a 
friend on Wednesday 30 June. DC had issued just the afternoon before a set 
of “application” pdfs of the “masterplan” to a neighbour, who then got them to 
me quickly by emailing our mutual friend to inform me.  I discovered that I had 
only two days to respond to these huge proposed changes.

5. My version of the “masterplan” pdf is the version supplied by Kathryn Miller of 
DC (CPP) on 29 June: “First issue” of 19 April 2021, (#101_A_MP_1_1250). 
It includes both the “amplified music” blue line and the “licensing area” red 
line. The “licensing application” from Parnham House is dated 4 June 2021.

6. The challenge for DC Councillors is the large scale of the proposed changes, 
and the intense depth of their consequences for the community for decades 
and decades to come. 

7. This is my response, grouped by Parnham House, Millground, Licence, Music.
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(i)  Parnham House

8. The masterplan shows major changes to Parnham House, from its former use 
as a family residence to a country house hotel with sporting and retail facilities.

9. The Perkins have already achieved the restoration of a Georgian country 
house as Aynhoe Park, making it their family residence in Oxfordshire. 

10. The Perkins bought Parnham House, apparently at a substantial discount to 
the asking price, knowing full well beforehand the requirements and the costs 
on them. I have a copy of the English Heritage requirement note issued to 
prospective purchasers of this formerly Grade 1 building. There were several 
close-run near purchasers. This can be referred to later if required. 

11. This hotel would be a legitimate business activity, supporting the use of and 
the restoration of Parnham House. The setting in the large garden grounds 
and the fine Dorset  countryside make this a viable proposition. The items 
identified as 1 to 12 there on the masterplan seem quite appropriate. If issues 
like access road safety, building standards, local management and countryside 
preservation can be can be sorted out, lawfully, then the DC councillors should 
support that set of improvements to Parnham House and its outbuildings.

12. So the “licensing application” should be approved for that area of the Parnham 
House and its gardens and grounds outlined in blue on the masterplan.

(ii) Millground

13. The open field, to the north of Parnham House and of Millground Cottages, 
also included in this licensing application is a total surprise and a controversial 
proposal on the masterplan. It is sometimes known as Beaminster or 
Millground Field. Adjacent is the old woodland known as Millground Wood. 

14. The masterplan shows an extraordinary amount of construction of new 
buildings, new roadways and permanent access bridges. If this additional 
construction were permitted, this field and this woodland would be destroyed. 
Moreover, the masterplan evades the issue of the bridleway & St Mary Well St.

15. The field is inside the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. No construction is 
appropriate. Beaminster Town Council have already rejected a planning 
application for one or two dwellings nearer to existing houses there, but in the 
AONB. There is no need for AONB rules to be breeched, either for houses or 
for business. The AONB status matters and must continue to be applied 
rigorously.
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16. Part of the reasoning for Beaminster and DC upholding the AONB status has 
been to preserve the extensive and unusual wildlife in the area. This includes 
rare small birds (like firecrests) and rare mammals (like albino badgers, 
photographed in the national press, who have had setts here for a thousand 
years). These and other fauna had been mentioned in prior consultation 
responses on the one or two houses proposals. Deliberately destroying habitat 
for unusual flora and fauna in a protected area is not appropriate.

17. In addition, Dorset Archeology is aware of early Anglo-Saxon and medieval 
remains in that field. I take an interest in local history, and a couple of years 
after moving in here I contacted the DC archeologists about them. Their reply 
at the time could only note my findings, apologise for being only a two-person 
operation with one off sick, and so would have to defer their personal visit.

18. I continued my researches. The focus was on the early mills along the Brit 
river here (implied in the Domesday Book and called Parnham Mill on late 
medieval maps), and their associated leat and mill locations. My interest was 
shared with Mr Treikl of Parnham House. My notes and maps were shared 
with and filed at Beaminster Museum. (There is a story to be told of successive 
mills moving upstream across centuries to end up at Hams Mill, at the north 
end of Millground Field.) There are three distinct Anglo-Saxon and medieval 
items here, and the proposed construction would destroy 2 of them. Their 
thousand years of history give the location its name - Millground.

19. In Millground Field there is a two hundred year old public footpath (1809), 
actively used by walkers, which would be destroyed by the proposed 
construction. Even if rerouted by prior permission, the construction would quite 
unjustifiably remove some of the green belt lungs of the town inside an AONB. 
In 2015 the DC Councillors expressly and unanimously refused permission for 
an extra new public footpath through Millground Wood, which instead from the 
masterplan now risks much destruction of trees and new car access through it!

20. This part of the masterplan cannot be supported, nor support any licensing.

(iii) Licence

21. Against the background of a ‘licensing application’ being appropriate for 
Parnham House, its gardens and grounds within the masterplan’s blue line, 
the notion of extending the geographical area of the new licensing so far north 
to double its coverage by including both Beaminster/Millground Field and 
Millground Wood inside the red line will have to be rejected. 

22. The scale of the public nuisance to existing residents would be intolerable.
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23 The list of activities being applied for is extraordinary. It is everything!

24. The proposals imply a near 24 hour, 7 day a week, 52 weeks a year 
availability of food, alcohol, entertainment, festivals, totally unfitting for a quiet 
field in an AONB. It would not be a country house hotel, with adjacent sporting 
facilities and country walks. It would instead be a caravan site holiday camp  
for a transient population for a permanent year round Glastonbury Festival. 

25. The more they examine its details, the more DC Councillors will view the 
masterplan and the licensing application with growing concern. A responsible 
plan and application would have been done very differently. Clue to the future?

26. The Perkins’ experience is in making money at music festivals, elsewhere, and 
then retiring to restore a country house family home set in its grounds of about 
15 acres. There is no experience of managing a major estate, no experience 
as a landowner of managing the rights and responsibilities of public footpaths 
and bridleways across it, no experience of operating large hotel facilities, and 
therefore no experience of dealing appropriately with the public or the 
community in which they operate. It shows. If it was an amateur application 
one could forgive mistakes and misunderstandings. But the Perkins are 
advised by senior experienced professionals. So all is done deliberately.  The 
misrepresentations in the masterplan and in the application are deliberate, 
done hoping they will not be noticed as clues to how the project will evolve.

27. Future clue:   Remember, people start how they will go on - only even more so.

28. First, nowhere do the masterplan or application acknowledge the location 
proposed for this intrusive licensing is an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.

29. Second, both the masterplan and the application conceal that they have failed 
to inform people and the relevant authorities of their proposals, (as required 
and which they have tick boxed as ‘yes’!):- 

(a) I gather Beaminster Town Council was excluded, and only told recently.
(b) I gather that zero notices were placed on any of the entrances to the 

premises concerned for the license. I personally checked five gateways 
yesterday, in the Millground area at entrances into the Parnham land 
concerned, and not a single notice.

(c) I gather from my DC Councillor that DC Licensing Department is claiming 
that they have placed notices and have spoken to some people, but I can state 
categorically there has been zero contact with Millground Cottages.

30. Third, as part of deceiving DC Councillors, the Parnham masterplan and 
application pretend there are no existing residents affected. I recommend 
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Councillors expand the masterplan and examine it closely. Find the two 
houses at Millground Cottages. It’s impossible to do so. All names have been 
removed. These two houses have been disguised by being shaded as 
irrelevant agricultural buildings only. No communication on this matter has 
been made to the residents of Millground Cottages. No notices about this have 
been placed at the entrance from Millground Cottages into the Parnham land 
that would be affected by the red line licensing application.

31. Indeed, the red outline of the applied for licensing area simply shows Parnham 
House as owning all the land and so owning and occupying Millground 
Cottages. No Millground boundary is shown. Not a mistake, but a deliberate 
deception. This aggrandisement and bullying of Beaminster people will grow. 
(Those with long memories will remember a certain C20th German leader 
proclaiming that his occupation of the Sudetenland would be his last territorial 
claim in Europe - in 1938 …) It has already started in a minor way, with 
Parnham House claiming part of Hams Mill land as theirs. In the longer term 
throwing weight around against the town, the Council & Councillors will grow.

32. Fourth, the degree of responsibility that Parnham House will show regarding 
the rights and responsibilities of footpaths and bridleways can already be 
assessed from the information before us. The masterplan effect is deliberate. It 
deceives DC Councillors by showing proposed new car routes and 
constructions in Millground but deliberately exclude all the footpaths and 
bridleways from their map. There are several in the Millground area, from 
1780s and from 1809. Once again Parnham show these are to be ridden 
roughshod over as irrelevant to a masterplan. It goes deeper than omitting 
them. I have direct experience of Parnham House staff on footpath matters. I 
have been expressly told that meeting the law on footpaths “does not matter, it 
is on the edge of the estate”. Promises to put matters right have failed over 
more than a year. So contempt for law and community are not accidental, but 
deliberate. They are above the law. Both the map and the practice on the 
ground emanate from Mr Perkins’ guidance to Mr Caton as estate manager.

34. Fifth, the license application is well out of line with the recent practices and  
decisions for such large leisure properties. DC Councillors will be acutely 
aware of the major changes over the past decade in the norms, standards and 
court decisions, especially in the South West, regarding the plausibility of 
effective management of a licence by a single manager across a huge area. 
(The licence assumes the premises are like a house on the high street being 
considered for conversion into a pub. The named single manager can keep an 
eye on all customers at all times, thus controlling noise, behaviours, drinking 
and crime.) But the past practice of asserting a single manager could keep an 
eye on huge 50 acre locations all the time, as specified in the license, is simply 
increasingly being rejected by authorities and upheld in the courts. It will be 
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hard enough to convince the authorities that even the much smaller blue lined 
area around the extensive Parnham House buildings can be appropriately 
monitored, let alone the huge red line area applied for, being a full 20 minute 
walk away from Parnham House!. So on grounds of noise, misbehaviour, and 
petty crime the licensed area must be confined to no more than the blue line 
around the many Parnham House buildings, and checked even then.

35. Taking into account the above five factors, DC Councillors should be 
exceptionally clear, careful and considerate in reviewing this licensing 
application. The geography must be confined to within the blue line area 
around Parnham House and its outbuildings. The licensee, whatever the legal 
applicant on the application, will have as its controlling mind that of Mr James 
Perkins.  Any licensee must satisfy the council that they are of good character 
and show they will both observe and uphold the law, so being an asset to the 
community rather than otherwise. Not for nothing in the past did license 
applicants have to have two signed guarantors, legally and financially liable for 
them. The evidence now known to Councillors shows that will call for a fine 
judgement on that one for this licensee. I would hope he can still satisfy you.

(iv)  Music

36. The “amplified music” area shown in blue on the masterplan is of concern. 
I have direct personal experience of what this would mean, and it would be an 
intolerable public nuisance & permanent disturbance to residents in the area.

37. First, the Brit river valley runs south from Beaminster, directly past Millground, 
Parnham House and Netherbury. Sound carries very easily up and down this 
valley. At Millground, miles from Netherbury, I can hear its church clock strike.

38. Second, I also have direct personal experience of the consequences of 
“amplified music” at Parnham House. Twice during the Treikls’ residence there 
did they organise a major amplified music event, like a son’s graduation party. 
On both occasions their sound there was still so loud at Millground that I had 
to retreat indoors those summer evenings, closing the terrace doors. Even 
indoors behind closed doors with the TV switched on - I could still hear the 
annoying sound and rhythm interrupting my quiet evening!  Lockdown inside.

39. But these two events were just tolerable, precisely because they happened 
rarely, (twice in five years), they were family events for the resident owners, 
and beforehand they responsibly had spread word apologising in advance for 
any disturbance, and it stopped promptly at 11pm. One lives in community with 
neighbours, and accomodates them.  One does not have to have an industrial 
scale permanent music festival imposed on a quiet rural residential area.
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40. Third, DC Councillors will be aware of the awkward, expensive, rancorous 
Chantmarle precedent, following the council’s failure to control music sound.

41. It would be quite appropriate for the Parnham country house hotel to include 
hosting celebrations, festivities and concerts of live music and entertainment. 
But given the neighbourhood and the transmissability of sound, the music 
license should be restricted specifically to live music or live entertainment 
unamplified in any electronic way, and there should be decibel monitors 
installed keeping a record of practice against publicly specified standards.

(v)  Probity

42. There is always the risk of the council or councillors being swayed too far by a 
powerful business. DC Councillors should be clear, careful and considerate, 
doing what is reasonably possible to enable a new enterprise to get underway 
without causing public nuisance to residents or destruction of AONB.

43. My DC councillor is already aware of reports and decisions in another DC 
area, unrelated to licensing and before this even came up, where there is a 
strange pattern of statements and decisions that are demonstrably 
unsupported and contradicted by the evidence publicly reviewed. Both the 
issue itself, and the conduct of the DC officials, have yet to be resolved. 
Perhaps coincidentally, that issue is not a million miles away from Parnham 
House. Perhaps it will be resolved correctly, and not in Parnham’s interests.

44. So DC Councillors must retain both clarity and backbone in these matters of 
the guidance to and decisions on Parnham House. Both Councillors and staff 
at DC will know the “Seven Principles of Public Life” off by heart, as they 
govern them totally. For members of the public unfamiliar with them, I attach 
them as an Annex. These are the general criteria for everyone’s conduct.

45. The specific criteria on this major decision with the consequences for decades 
to come can be summarised for me in just ten words to each Councillor:

“May you personally experience
         everything you wish for
                other people.”

46. The above objection to the license application as submitted raises doubts 
about the intentions and truthfulness of the applicant. I hope that this is merely 
inexperience, and that more rigorous positive community conduct will emerge 
so ensuring its economic, employment and tourism benefits stay sustained. 
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Conclusion

46. Parnham can and should become a successful destination country house 
hotel with a range of sporting, cultural and retail facilities, without destroying 
the very setting that attracts the visitors in the first place or which existing and 
future residents live in. There are a dozen or more of its standing in Dorset, 
from which lessons can and should be learned.

47. Councillors should make decisions now on the lines they will continue in 
future.  Just as in retrospect the arrival of the new C-19 virus should have 
been dealt with firmly  - clearly, unequivocally, decisively, and not half 
heartedly hoping it would just go away as too big a decision, with 
consequences for deaths of people - so the licensing decisions now will set 
the tone for this hotel’s activity and community impact on residents and on 
fauna deaths for years to come. Once a precedent is set there is no going 
back. 

48. Use today’s standards as they will evolve, to set the guidance on what is now 
accepable or not acceptable in Dorset for such planning and licensing 
applications. The requirements & costs here were known beforehand.

49.  Neither Beaminster, nor Millground Field, nor Millground Wood are expendable.

Friday, 2 July 2021
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Consultation Response (#2 of 10 August) on 
“Licensing Application” by Parnham House, Beaminster,

from  

Context

1. This is my follow-up representation on Parnham House’s licence application. 
The first, forced in only two day’s notice on 2 July, remains applicable.

2. I have lived at  off St Mary Well Street for a decade. This is 
a quarter of a mile north of Parnham House. So I have direct experience of 
Parnham House, for five years under Mr Treichl, and for the last year under Mr 
Perkins.

3. I met James and Sophie Perkins when they unexpectedly visited the 
Millground area last year. It was I who introduced myself to them. He asked my 
permission to park briefly on  driveway. None of his plans 
were discussed. I heve interacted several times with the resident estate 
manager, Nick Caton.

4. Since the first deadline for representations, I have tried to inform myself from 
DC Licensing Team documents on what the proposed application actually is.

Overall

5. Cllr Rebecca Knox has correctly referred to “the enormity of the decision”. The 
scale of the activities and the area involved will affect most of Beaminster and 
most of Netherbury and the dozens of residents in between for decades to 
come. The Licensing Policy is that

“3.11   The council will encourage investment and growh within the 
leisure and retail industry within Dorset, and will seek to minimise 
any potentially negative impacts from existing and new licensed 
premises operating in the Dorset Council Area.”

The council must get it right on Parnham, from the start.

6. The approach to councillors’ decision can usefully be thought of as 
interweaving three strands, making them rigorously consistent with each other:
(1) Historic England - aims and requirements set out in their 2018 letter to all 
prospective buyers of Parnham House, under which their concern is the 
appropraite protectyon and use of the “historic house and grounds” as perhaps 
“a country house hotel” or as a ‘boutique hotel”;

aileen.powell
Typewriter
Representation 65.2
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(2) Dorset Licensing Policy (vn14 of October 2020) - objectives of ensuring 
both the appropriate economic development of the county but within the 
restriction of minimising negative impacts on residents. 
(3) Licence Application by Parnham House - whose descriptions and 
operating schedule have so changed over the past months that it is hard to 
establish what is being sought, though the documents now include

(a) Application (24pp) - for a huge range of activities
(b) Revised Operating Schedule - version 2 with 31 or 32 paragraphs?
(c) MasterPlan - revision called “music boundary” with its blue line.

7. As the Licensing Team and Councillors consider the application, it will be 
central to the successful weaving together of these three strands that all 
decision-makers involved take fully into account the relevant real world 
practical experience of Dorset in such matters and these locations.

8. Major destination country house hotels with leisure facilities can and do work 
successfully in Dorset. So with the appropriate restrictions can and should 
Parnham House operate as a destination country house hotel with leisure 
facilities. The interim activities like a cafe and curio shop seem part of that.

9. The range of activities, alcohol licensing, and timings for Parnham House 
should be no more favourable than the current ones for similar locations, like 
Chantmarle Manor Hotel in Frome St Quentin, or Summer Lodge in Evershot.

10. The matters of concern for the council to pay particular attention to are:-
(1) the degree of disruption and public nuisance caused by Parnham House;
(2) the scale and frequency of the additional events shown in the application. 

11. To address these concerns satisfactorily the council should pay particuylary 
close attention to the details in the licence and operating schedule relating to:-

(1) premises licensed for licensable activities;
(2) management of these premises;
(3) public nuisance from amplified sound;
(4) public nuisance from additional traffic.

12. There is a workable solution, one which Panham House themselves provide. 
The revised application shows the crucial blue line “amplified music boundary”, 
and they suggest a maximum number of special (TEN) events each year.
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Premises Licensed for Licensable Activities

13. The licence will specify the premises licensed for licensable activities. Just as 
in ordinary cases, like pubs or cafes or restaurants, the council can and should 
specify precisely which area and which specific buildings are licensed.

14. Parnham had requested a ridiculously large area as its licenced premises. The 
suggested ‘red line’ area goes well beyond the house’s grounds, both into 
agricultural fields in the AONB beyond, and also into at least 3 portions of land 
which Parnham House does not own including residential ones, and so has no 
right to even ask for a licence! (The 3 land false claims by Parnham House are 
Millground Cottages, part of Hams Mill, and the Airmen’s Grave.)

15. However, Parnham House should be able to engage in lawful licenced 
activities within the grounds of Parnham House. They have already indicated 
the solution in their revised MasterPlan, which expressly shows the blue line of 
the “Amplified Music Boundary”. The Licensing Team (RK, 29/7) have already 
informed us that “these external activites shall be limited to that identified on 
the applicant’s plan as outlined in blue on the master plan.” . For the reasons 
below, all licensed activites and events should be within this blue line.

16. With one modification, this blue line should constitute the licenced premises for 
the activities, and beyond which “boundary” no public nuisance sound should 
be permitted.

17. The one modification to the proposed blue line area is that it should not extend 
into the western fields, but should stop at the border of the ancient house 
grounds with its ancient stone walls, just east of the bridleway running north 
south called there Kennel Lane. Some would argue it should stop at the 
eastern bank of the River Brit passing through the grounds, but I suspect that 
Parnham House could legitimately argue for the licenced area extending 
across the river up to the house grounds boundary inside Kennel Lane.

18. The reasons for confining the blue line licenced premises to the grounds of 
Parnham House are many, whose consistency is cumulatively overwhelming:-

(i) the decisions on the range of appropriate activities are for the trio of 
Parnham House, Historic England and Dorset Council, and this area 
is consistent with Historic England’s express focus on the “historic 
house and grounds”;

(ii) it is also consistent with avoiding inappropriate use of these agricultural 
fields, and full application of their AONB status from Natural England;

(iii) the extension beyond the grounds into these fields imposes additional 
challenges for the direct supervision by managers in person of a wider 
geographical area away from Parnham house buildings of the licence 
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and of public safety. Having the events boundary as the existing 
grounds boundary will prevent inappropriate ingress or egress and 
enable proper management of visitors in Parnham House grounds;

(iv) the extension beyond the grounds would involve taking over the 
ancient bridleway from Netherbury to Beaminster with crowds and the 
noise of events, which would materially disrupt the peaceful use of 
that bridleway by walkers, dog walkers and riders, frightening horses 
and risking injury to their riders. (It would not be acceptablee to close 
or remove this bridleway, in use for at least the past 500 years, when 
Archbishop Leland rode it c.1530 looking for written evidence in 
church manuscripts to support Henry VIII’s divorce.) It is in regular 
frequent use today by residents of Beaminster and Netherbury, and 
tourists walking up from Bridport whom I often meet, and from early 
morning to late evening in almost all weathers. The bridleway is part 
of The Hardy Way and the other designated county walk routes;

(v) the open bridleway here as a Highway cannot be closed or impeded, so 
would prevent the proper and safe management of visitors attending 
events, because outsiders could easily just walk in from either end 
evading proper entry control and supervision. There would also be the 
inappropriate bunched exits of visitors along the bridleway crowding 
the fields disturbing both livestock and wildlife, and disturbing the 
nearby residents with crowd noise and behaviour and disorder issues;

(vi) the extension into these fields for licenced activities would also be 
totally socially inappropriate, given the presence of the well known 
major plot called the Airmen’s Grave in those fields. It is famous as 
the honoured resting place of father and son Rhodes-Moorhouse, 
owners of Parnham House, who both gave their lives in the RAF. The 
father was the first RAF VC, in 1917, so honoured for his mortal 
actions that quite exceptionally his body was returned for burial here 
on the site he loved. The son also joined the RAF, but was killed in 
action in the Battle of Britain. Visitors come to see the Airmen’s Grave, 
and articles continue to appear about it. Holding raves and wrestling 
matches at this grave would be so disrespectful that the press would 
doubtless and rightly have a field day at councillors’ expense. 
(Descecrating historical heritage and the memorials to our heroes 
whom we should honour etc. ….)

19. The map showing the locations of the Kennel Lane bridleway and the Airmen’s 
Grave in relation to the grounds and buildings of Parnham House is overleaf.

20. So the blue line area on the MasterPlan can and should be the licenced area 
for all the licensed activities, with its western boundary aligned with the 
boundary of the Parnham House grounds inside the Kennel Lane bridleway.  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Management of these premises

21. Even this slightly smaller blue line area for all licensed activities is very large 
geographically by comparison with public houses or restaurants or hotels.

22. Because of the focus on events throughout the day and evening involving 
dozens or hundreds of people on site, the council should ensure at least the 
normal standard of personal supervision, safety and operations at Parnham 
House as for smaller establishments, including at least two “on duty” 
managers or supervisors in different places present at all times of day or night.

23. The Licensing Team have deeply confused residents by their partial and 
inconsistent descriptions of the revised operating schedule, for which 31 
paragraphs are published but for which 32 paragraphs are repeatedly claimed. 
I hope that the council will examine the actual version closely and rigorously.

24. Nevertheless, the safe and responsible management of all activities and 
conduct on site is primarily a matter for Parnham House, with only the two 
public nuisance concerns of disruptive sound and of disruptive traffic volumes 
to be addressed and taken into account before any licence is given or refused. 

Public Nuisance from Sound

25. Inevitably, a major concern of many residents of Beaminster and of Netherbury 
and of the hamlets and homes in between is the scale of the public nuisance 
sound resulting from the extraordinary range of activities sought to be licenced 
at Parnham House. Licensing must liaise closely with Environment Protection.

26. The issue is how to “minimise” this permanent disruption to a sustainably 
liveable daily level. There are answers from within the range of nearby Dorset 
experience and within the Parnham House’s own proposals. But some of the 
present proposals from Parnham House in the revised Operating Schedule are 
still so unworkable and superficial, and thus unacceptable, that closer attention 
must be given to adjusting them as an explict condition of the licence. 

27. From experience, the issue of public nuisance sound is a very real one here.

28. The river Brit runs north-south, to Bridport. Having lived here at Millground for 
a decade, I confirm that sound carries easily from Parnham House up and 
down its valley, especially with the prevailing winds and the valley sides. 

(i) I often hear church and clock bells from Netherbury, about a mile away;
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(ii) I have twice experienced major amplified music events from Parnham 
under Treichl, which forced me indoors on summer evenings. Both were 
family events (like a son’s graduation); both were run at the family 
residence;  both had loud music up to about 11pm; and both forced me 
indoors to escape the incessant noise, rhythm and beat still heard and 
felt inside with the TV on! But being rare family events (just twice in five 
years), and since the family had circulated an apology for disturbance 
beforehand, one can live as neighbours in community with only that.

(iii) already thare have been amplified music parties over the past month 
from Parnham under Perkins. Several times a week, often Tuesdays, 
Fridays and Saturdays, from 6pm-9pm there is exceptionally 
(unlawfully?) loud music clearly audible and forcing some of us indoors. 
The dates can be confirmed if needed. The loud nuisance sounds from 
Parnham were heard and noted by residents at both Millground and 
Netherbury. Clearly sound travels from Parnham disturbing neighbours.

29. With one exception, the proposals for noise control on activities and events so 
far offered by Parnham House only amount to:- 

(i) a continuous daily uncontrolled sound, “every day”;
(ii) with only a 4-6 hour respite at night, every night ;
(iii) an occasional evening visit by a Parnham offical to listen to the noise;
(iv) on the many envisaged major events, a 1-2 month notice to the council;
(v)  ten occasions every year, a full onslaught of sound till the early hours.

30. The fair analogy is the presence of the Nazi bombers during the WW2 ‘blitz’. 
(i) the air raid warning gave some advance warning that they were coming;
(ii) their presence caused havoc and disruption to lives and livelihoods;
(iii) everyone knew they would eventually depart, before dawn.

The issue is not the advance warning; nor the knowing it would end that night.
The issue is stopping the degree and scale of destruction when here.
The knowledge of starting and stopping is neither substitute for nor mitigation 
for the damage done when present. Similarly with public nuisance sound.

31. The result is that uncontrolled noise from Parnham House activities and events 
would regularly, persistently and materially disturb the peaceful enjoyment of 
many dozens of residences north and south. This would be contrary to both 
Human Rights and the general principles both in the Dorset Licensing Policy.

32. We already know from local Dorset experience how far that noise disruption 
could extend if uncontrolled and simply experienced as proposed. Councillors 
will be well aware of the disastrous experience of Chantmarle Manor Hotel in 
the Frome Valley during 2008-14, when repeated uncontrolled amplified music 
and events destroyed the peacful life of the adjacent 70 house village of 
Frome St Quentin. The threat of court cases, use of sound meters, and local 
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rancour towards Dorset Council for its failure in licencing control is not 
forgotten. The hotel eventually conceded and was put up for sale in 2015.

33. A Frome Valley Parish Councillor wrote in response to me last week : 
   • “A lot of Frome St Quentin inhabitants were very unhappy and complained”
   • “I do see a lot of parallels with Parnham House. I would suggest 

Beaminster needs to lobby for an enforceable limit on the number and 
size of “events” per year, not all at weekends, and with a strict curfew 
and noise restrictions.”

   • “In the absence of such limits the situation could become intolerable for a 
large part of Beaminster.”

   • “The advantage that Beaminster has is that the inhabitants have been pre-
warned, and can prevent the situation arising by a sort of evolutionary 
stealth as occurred at Chantmarle Manor.”

34. Interestingly, only part of Frome St Quention experienced this devastating 
public noise nuisance. The part nearer the Chantmarle Manor Hotel did, and 
these were the residences one half mile or closer to the hotel. 

35. That half mile distance at risk for material noise disturbance is reinforced by 
the experience here at Millground (one quarter of a mile north from Parnham) 
and by those houses in Netherbury a similar distance south of Parnham. So 
given the Brit valley, it is appropriate to regard that half mile as the sound 
radius significantly here at risk from public nuisance sound from Parnham.

36. So on the available evidence it is unlikely that sound from Parnham will extend 
as far as one or two miles away (though we have not yet heard their industrial 
scale professionally amplified events music!). The half mile radius from 
Parnham is the “so far proven” affected area at significant risk. Drawing that at 
risk circle shows that all the southern half of Beaminster houses, all the 
northern half of Netherbury, and all the hamlets and houses in between, are all 
directly at risk of this intolerable public nuisance noise, unless it is actively and 
fully controlled by the “strict noise restrictions” advised by the parish councillor. 

37. Remember, already we know that on a summer’s evening, retreating indoors 
from Parnham informal external sound, closing the terrace doors and with TV 
on, I could still hear and experience the relentless insuppressible rhythm and 
base beat. Experiencing that, day and night after day and night, week in week 
out, month in month out, year in year out would indeed be an “intolerable” 
violation of the many existing and new residents’ right to quiet and peaceful 
enjoyment of their properties. 
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38. The relevant Licensing Policy includes paras:-
(i) on the General Principles, where 

“ 5.3  … it is unlawful to act incompatible (with ECHR)… and so the 
council will have particular regard to … Article 1 of the first protocol 
that every person is entitled to the peaceful enjoyment of his or her 
possessions.”

(ii) and on Public Nuisance, where:
“4.18 … applicants need to focus on the effect of licensable activities on 
people living and working in the area around the premises which may 
be disproportionate and unreasonable.  Prevention of public nuisance 
… can include low-level nuisance perhaps affecting a few people living 
locally as well as major disturbance affecting the whole community.”

39. Fortunately, Parnham House and the Licensing Team have recently come up 
with a proposal to mitigate that public nuisance noise risk. Its main features 
are

(i) the new explict blue line of the “Amplified Music Boundary”;
 (ii) requiring the accoustic consultants’ prior report on planned events;
(iii) the annual review of actual performance on noise nuisance by council;
(iv) limits to the frequency and scale of major events during the year.

40. The council should reinforce this approach by ensuring that
(i) the blue line “Amplified Music Boundary” genuinely is a “sound boundary”, 

across which public nuisance noise never ever crosses, day or night;
(ii) the maximum permitted sound levels by time of day derived in 

consultation with the accoustic consultant should be published as 
public reassurance;

(iii) the actual performance of Parnham House on public noise nuisance 
should be tracked using decibel sound meters on each of the sides of 
the blue line boundary area, and provided to the council monthly to 
show the actuals, which will remove false claims made by anyone;

(iv) the council should reserve the right to modify or withdaw the licence for 
any of the licensed events or their timings or their frequency in the 
event of persistently exceeding these limits;

(v) the promised annual review of the overall conduct of Parnham House by 
the council should expressly take into account the results of the actual 
noise that crosses the blue line “sound boundary”.

41. It is in Parnham House’s interest to install and comply with the sound meters 
along the blue line boundary area, both to reassure the local community that it 
will take its role seriously and to reassure us that it has indeed done so. There 
are precedents in Dorset for establishments installing sound meters to 
reassure local residents. My evidence from one in Bridport is that the 
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establishment management are more than just pleased with the good 
neighbourly relations their meters ensured. Parnham should do the same.

42. Regarding the major events during the year, apparently requiring a TEN, the 
Parnham House new proposal (to limit them to 10 per year but with extra long 
time disturbances) seem to be still too much for consistency with the county’s 
Licensing Policy. But I recognise that any country house hotel might have 
major events involving several hundred people. The key is the right balance.

43. In the same way that both private residences and Beaminster Town Council 
occasionally arrange loud fireworks parties on 5th November up to 11pm, 
(both visible and very audible from Millground) so provision should be made on 
the same lines for Parnham House - but only if acting responsibly as a 
business in its community. So I strongly urge for such additional major events:-

(i) they are strictly limited to 5 per year, including national events like 5th Nov;
(ii) that each one be at least one month apart from any other such event;
(iii) that the proposed advance notice be given directly to named residents;
(iv) that the normal sound restrictions may be relaxed, but still measured;
(v) that in return for relaxing the sound restrictions everything stop at 11pm;
(vi) alternatively, if sound restrictions continue, then stop at proposed 1am;
(vii) that the sound nuisance experience be tracked and reviewed by council.

44. Taken together, these “strict noise restrictions” alerted by the Frome Valley 
Parish Councillor should go a long way to “minimise the sound disruptions”. 
The fallback position if not agreed is a licence with zero amplified sound 
permitted. So the council must pay especial attention to resolving these public 
nuisance sound issues, if possible, before awarding any licence to Parnham 
House or, if not possible, then refusing the application.

Public Nuisance from Traffic

45. The second public nuisance emerging from the Parnham Hosue proposals is 
that of potentially dire traffic congestion in Beaminster town and in the 
surroundng area.

46. Local experience shows that this is a real concern, given the proposed range, 
frequency and scale of events and activities proposed for Parnham House. I 
hope that the Licensing Team is liasising exceptionally closely with highways 
and the police on the traffic implications.

47. It was most disconcerting for a near neighbour to suddenly discover two 
traspassers forcing their way through his hedge into his private garden, 
distressing the dogs, and claiming to be examining the prospects for yet a third 
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entrance into Parnham off the main Bridport road. Already there are two, and 
these have already generated concerns for their ability to cope given the road. 
A third would be dangerous for existing traffic.

48. The first set of relevant actual local traffic experience is the Parnham Food 
Fair, held twice in five years under Treichl over a two day weekend, with about 
70-100 stallholders under cover. I attended both, and noted that there were 
only about 50-80 cars at most in the car park at peak afternoon time. Talking 
with my taxi driver later, he recalled that the additional traffic volumes on that 
stretch of road had been noticeable,  but mostly manageable. 

49. Note that this is only a manageable volume of about 1-200 arrivals at Parnham 
House as a special event once every two years. Otherwise it will degrade the 
quality fo life for residents in Beaminster by changing the traffic from 
comfortable daily to daily congested like outer London.

50. The other set of relevant local traffic experience is from Buckham Fair, held 
every other year. That major event attracted hundreds of people and a couple 
of hundred cars each day. The tailback traffic jams into, through and around 
Beaminster were horrific. Cars were u-turning to travel back instead. It took me 
personally one hour to travel the couple of miles there from Beaminster Town 
Square. Talking with others there who had come from further afield they had 
experienced delays stuck in jams coming up from Bridport of over 1½ hours. 

51. Clearly a major event on that scale simply cannot be a regular weekly or 
monthly feature, but only once every year or two. It would destroy the working 
of the town and the normal traffic on the surrunding roads for ordinary 
residents. Imagine the scale of the effects of 20 Buckham Fairs’ traffic for 
every 1 we have now! That would seize up Beaminster area traffic to inner 
London congestion rates. This reinforces and proves the need to distinguish 
and to restrict the proposed major additional events at Parnham House to be 
only as very occasional exceptions (at most 5 times a year, if that), and not the 
proposed regular monthly events!

52. So on the public nuisance from traffic, the local experience is that even the so 
called normal events at Parnham House of up to 300 people will cause 
significant traffic disruption, personal delays and incovenience to local 
residents. So the council must pay especial attention to resolving the traffic 
issues, if possible, before awarding any licence to Parnham House or, if not 
possible, then refusing the application.
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The Applicant

53. The applicant has owned Parnham House for 1½ years. He was initially 
welcomed by residents as both taking on the challenge of restoring Parnham 
House and also providing jobs and activities for the community.

54. However, his standing and credibility have fallen in the past few months, the 
more he gets involved. Some put this down to inexperience. His prior activities 
included organising pop festivals elsewhere and then retreating home, and 
building and developing on a private estate, neither of which activity involves 
interaction with or operating a permanent business within a community.

55. It is however necessary to note a pattern in the recent conduct, which 
nevertheless may still relate to inexperience:-
(1) the repeated failure to post the “notices” correctly was revealing of his 

actual approach. It resulted in the Licensing Team and our Counciller 
lying to us that the notices had been corrcetly placed when they had not. 
This “non-compliance” could seem deliberate on his advisers’ advice.

(2) the planning application contained lies on its maps for the area under the 
legitimate ownership and control of Parnham House being applied for, 
including effacing Millgound Cottages despite his having visited briefly 
here last year. This deception of the council could seem deliberate.

(3) he had met with several other residents and reassured them that his “only 
interest was in the alcohol licence”, but the extent of the activities actually 
applied for was a shock. This early deception could seem deliberate.

(4) Last year he and his estate manager were alerted to their responsibilities 
to manage the public footpaths in accordance with their obligations. They 
have expressly declined to do so, and I am told by them that the footpath 
concerned “is on the edge of the estate so it does not matter” (to them). 
Given the several reminders without result, this encouraging of law 
breaking could seem deliberate.

56. James Perkins is the controlling mind for all such activities and actions. It is 
the emerging pattern of possibly knowingly deceiving and of breaking the law 
that concerns. Clearly, he means to go on as he started, only more so. That 
means that the council must be thorough in examining the licence application 
and rigorous in assessing the likelihood that its terms will be kept. In turn, that 
means being explicit rather than not in the agreed operating schedule.

57. The change from the envisaged “country house hotel with leisure facilities” to 
this extravagent proposed events centre has caused concern. The clues in the 
licence application have communicated that what is envisaged is actually a 
permanent, industrial-scale, year-round, relentless Glastonbury of events at 
the expense of the community and riding roughshod over the residents. 
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58. It should also be noted that he has raised £22mn from the sale of his 
Oxfordshire home, and paid £2.2mn for Parnham. So he has the necessary 
£20million for the rebuilding of Parnham House. The events centre is interim.

59. I hope my concerns are unfounded and merely coincidences or accidents.

Conclusion

60. I draw together the main points of this representation, (to be considered 
together with my earlier points 2 July done in the haste of only 2 days’ notice):

(1)  James Perkins and the Parnham House Estates Ltd licence application 
should be given a fair, full, thorough and rigorous hearing, but with no 
more favouratism or extra trust beyond that which any unknown 
individual applying for the first time for a pub licence would receive;

(2)  The licensed activities should be specified for named buildings, and 
the licensed premises area be within the offered blue line boundary;

(3)  The blue line boundary should be adjusted to match the western 
boundary of Parnham House grounds inside Kennel Lane bridleway;

(4)  The blue line boundary should be accepted and applied as the sound 
boundary beyond which no public nuisance sound may pass;

(5)  The blue line boundary should install decibel sound meters on its four 
sides and the record of actual sound tracked monthly by the council;

(6)  The range, frequency and scale of licensed activities should be 
reviewed carefully and possibly reduced by the council, to ensure they 
can be managed within the terms of the licence without causing any 
public nuisance either from sound or from traffic;

(7)  The public nuisance from sound is a real threat to local Beaminster 
and Netherbury residents in the half mile radius at risk, and must be 
thoroughly checked, monitored, and reviewed;

(8)  The public nuisance from traffic is also a real threat to the wider 
Beaminster and Netherbury surrounding residents and road users;

(9)  All advance notifications of events, and all proposed reviews and 
consultations, should be sent to all named residents within this half 
mile at risk radius, together with both Beaminster and Netherbury 
Councils, and their two DC ward councillors;

(10) The council must not be swayed by claims for extra consideration to 
meet the challenge of Parnham House, as the funds are available, the 
obligations known before purchase, and the events centre activities 
are simply to sustain the grounds until the house restoration is 
completed as the envisaged country house hotel with leisure facilities.

, 10 August 2021



Dear Sirs 

My wife and are residents of Beaminster and this email is sent to register our objection to the licensing 

application lodged by the new owner of Parnham House. 

Beaminster is a charming, comfortable, self contained West Dorset town which is already burdened with 

heavy through traffic and is soon to be further burdened with extensive residential development on the 

outskirts. 

The town is largely populated with retired people and what they certainly don`t need is a music venue 

selling drinks round the clock on their doorstep. 

The range and scope of the application suggests that the applicant wants to sell alcoholic drinks at all 

hours of the day and night on a virtual 24/7 basis. This, coupled with the outside music license and the 

land surrounding the house are the full component parts of Glastonbury style music festivals and those 

we also do not need. 

We understand the applicant cut his teeth on organising "Raves", (legal or illegal, we do not know), and 

whilst these are put forward as opportunities for young people to enjoy themselves, those of us that live 

in the real world know that they are crime, drink and drug infused events that inflict nothing but noise, 

disturbance, inconvenience, traffic and litter on the local population whose Council Tax is often used 

clearing up after them. That`s apart from the deaths of youngsters overdosing on drugs that regularly 

happen. 

If the applicant has, indeed, been successful in gaining permission to convert a Grade 1 Listed building 

into some sort of night club, it would suggest he knows his way past English Heritage and the Listed 

Building Authority and it is to be hoped that the Licensing Authority do not fall into the same trap. 

Let`s be realistic, this application is nothing to do with providing an amenity for West Dorset people, it is 

an opportunity to acquire a fire-damaged, historic property at a bargain price and turn it around into as 

lucrative a venture that can be imagined, and selling alcohol seems to be the surest route to that end, 

and to Hell with the local residents.  

The disturbance caused by these outside music and sports events will not only cause disruption to the 

residents of Beaminster but also the residents of the nearby, beautiful villages of Netherbury and Stoke 

Abbott and they also do not deserve to have this inflicted on them. 

Nobody wants to be unreasonable, and if the applicant was wanting to open a quality hotel with a 

normal hotel drinks license to serve their guests drinks until, say, 1 or perhaps 2am, I don`t think there 

would be much objection, but a music/festival venue in this beautiful, unspoilt part of West Dorset is 

unwelcome, unsuitable and inappropriate for the property and the locality.  

To be acceptable, these applications have to be reasonable and fair but the scope of this application is 

neither reasonable or fair to the local residents and we ask you to reject it in it`s current form. 
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2 July 2021 
 

Application for a premises licence by Parnham Estates Ltd relating to Parnham House and the 

surrounding land edged red and blue in the Master Plan (“Parnham Estate”) 

Dear Ms. Miller, 

 We would be grateful if you would place this email before the committee considering the above 

application. 

We St Mary Well Street, 

Beaminster, are situate in the centre of the Parnham Estate 

and as such will be gravely affected by this application if granted. 

While we wholeheartedly support the regeneration of Parnham Estate and particularly Parnham 

House/Main House and would support an application which related to a licence limited to Parnham 

House and the buildings outlined in the plans numbered 1 to 12 submitted with the application we 

regret that we must object to the application for the following reasons ; 

1. The Master Plan does not identify the location and extent of 

nor does it indicate that they are not owned by the applicant. This is important as they 

together with Coombe Down are the properties closest to Parnham House and so likely to 

be the most affected particularly as regards noise; a revised version of the Master Plan 

identifying these properties is attached, MJO1. 

2. We wonder if this application is premature as we have learnt the applicant’s intentions for 

Parnham Estate are continuing to change, for instance apparently the applicant no longer 

intends to build the River Lodges (plan 11) or the eight buildings close to the Northern 

entrance to the estate (Master Plan). This may well be incorrect as it is merely hearsay but 

does indicate a certain lack of clarity of purpose. 

3. We consider that the application for a site wide licence is completely inappropriate. There is 

no need for the licence to extend further than the area around Parnham House and the new 

buildings anticipated in Plans 1 to 12 as it is there that the activity relating to Parnham 

House as a hotel and the events associated with it will take place.   

4. Dealing with the application itself: 

4.1 General description: this is noted and welcomed but is a site wide licence necessary 

having regard to the applicant’s intention as we understand it to limit events to the 

area near to Parnham House; at the least the application should reflect this and the 

potential solution, in the case of events, for minimising and controlling public 

nuisance caused by excessive noise , traffic problems, alcohol and drug abuse.  

4.2 As regards Licensable activities is it really anticipated all these activities will take 

place? 

4.3 As regards entertainment, Sections B, E, F, G and H: the start times are too early and 

as regards Sections A, B, D, E, F, G and H the finish times too late if outdoors. How is 

the potential for public nuisance going to be controlled and minimised? 

4.4 Section I the finish times are too late if outdoors. 

4.5 Section J: no problem with On the premises  provided that it is limited to the Main 

House and the Restaurant and to residents or guests but Off the premises needs to 

be applied for as and when an event occurs and then outlets need to be identified. 
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4.6 Section L: satisfactory as long as this applies to residents and their guests but not the 

public at large. 

4.7 Section M; as we understand the application this is covered by the Conditions-

Operating Schedule. 

4.8 The proposed Conditions-Operating Schedule are incomplete. The Conditions appear 

to relate to another property (Condition 25) or to be in a standard form for events 

which take place in the middle of the country. Consequently there are no specific 

provisions which: (a) as regards noise, take into account the proximity to Beaminster 

and Netherbury; (b) relate to the lake and to the river which flows through the 

estate and which can flood over the low lying water meadows.  

Presumably Condition 25 is intended to deal with events which cause potential 

Public Nuisance affecting  the residents of St Mary Well 

Street and Southgate, South Lodge and Coombe Down but this is not clear.  

4.9 Master Plan; it is not clear why the red and blue lined boundaries lines differ.If the 

intention is that events will take place within the blue then so should the red but see 

above for our views on extent. 

To sum up, whereas we welcome the initiative to restore Parnham House and its estate we 

consider that the present application if granted would result in potential public nuisance, 

harm and  damage to us and other residents of Beaminster and Netherbury. Consequently 

we object. 

 

 

28 July 2021 
 

Thank you for your emailed update. 

The update goes some way to accommodating our objections but does not satisfy them. Accordingly 

we still object to this application. 

As regards the update: 

1. Extent of licence; we strongly represent that all licensing activities should be limited to the 
area outlined in blue on the applicant’s master plan. No reason for it extending to a larger 
area has been given by the applicant 

2. “Externally all licensing activities except the sale of alcohol and late night refreshments shall 
cease at 23.00hrs except for on 10 separate occasions/year when the activity may extend to 
01.00hrs.  The events which are permitted to 01.00hrs shall not occur on consecutive 
weekends and with no more than 2 any one calendar month.  Such events shall be notified 
to the licensing authority at least 1 month in advance.  These external activities shall be 
limited to that identified on the applicants plan as outlined in blue on the master plan”:  
Firstly what does “externally” mean? This needs to be strictly defined; is it external to 
Parnham House? 



Next “except the sale of alcohol and late night refreshments” should not be excluded; the 
application is to 05.30 which is not acceptable. An exclusion for  hotel residents would be 
acceptable but should be specified. 
Next “events which are permitted to 01.00hrs”: details of such events which may well 
potentially cause public nuisance must be supplied to the licensing authority, and to the 
local police and emergency services, both of which should be able to require them to be 
altered/reduced/ changed (who is to pay for such services?). 

3. “Internal events within buildings shown on the master plan can be held from 08.00 to 
02.00hrs providing doors and windows remain shut during the period of licensable activities 
(except the supply of alcohol and late night refreshment) on Thurs – Sat.  All other days the 
regulated entertainment activity shall cease at midnight.” 
Firstly which buildings? They should be stated and restricted to Parnham House and the 
restaurant. 
Next this is completely unrealistic; who will ensure doors and windows will be kept shut 
particularly in the summer months? That being so  the latest time should be 12 midnight. 
Next “the supply of alcohol and late night refreshment” should not be excluded. 

4. “A noise management statement and plan shall be supplied 2 months prior, or such other 
time as agreed by the Environmental Protection Team, to the first live or recorded music 
event, or any such activity that may give rise to amplified music or speech, and be agreed by 
the Environmental Protection Team as being a satisfactory means of controlling possible 
breaches of the public nuisance objective.......” 
Firstly A copy of such statement and plan should be supplied to the Beaminster Town 
Council for it to consider in conjunction with the Environmental Protection Team. 
Next copies should be provided to properties most likely to be affected by the noise such as 

5. What provision is there for complaints by those affected by noise and by public nuisance? 
Regards, 

 

10 August 2021 
 

I had originally sent the revised map indicating the location of s with our 

objections sent by email on 02/07, but I attach it to this email marked MJO1. As is clear from the 

map as the closest to Parnham House and within the area edged red on 

the Master Plan will be the properties most affected by the application and any licence granted so 

that the Licensing Committee especially needs to take into account their interest both as 

regards  Public Nuisance (noise , trespassing, etc.) and Public Order (potential loss of control leading 

to damage and injury) 

We have previously indicated our objections to the planning application in our email dated 02/07 

and in response to Mr. Keefax’s email of 23/07 by our email dated 28/07; we don’t intend to repeat 

the points we made there. 

Instead this email covers Mr Keefax’s email dated29/07 and Ms. Aileen Powell’s email dated 04/08: 

Mr Keefax’s email dated 29/07; 

“What I did forget to add was that the conditions that have been agreed to be added 

following representations from Environmental Protection and the Licensing Authority 



are to replace conditions that was originally placed on the operating schedule”: we consider that the 

in so far as the original conditions and the new conditions do not cover the same points the new 

conditions should be in addition to the original conditions. 

“These external activities shall be limited to that identified on the applicants plan as outlined in blue 

on the master plan.”: if the activities are limited to the area edged blue there is no reason for the 

application to extend beyond that area for the sale of alcohol; the red line becomes unnecessary. 

“A noise management statement and plan shall be supplied 2 months prior, or such other time as 

agreed...”: copies of that statement should be supplied to the residents of 

and Coombe Down as the parties potentially most affected. We suggest that the plan should include 

means for monitoring and recording noise levels. 

“To promote the licensing objec5ves, no later than 6 weeks before the start of any event..”: written 

notice of any event including those of less than 500 attendees should be given to the residents of 

“All licensable activities provided as part of the event will take place in accordance with the relevant 

approved Event Management Plan”; what are the sanctions if they don’t and how will they be 

enforced? 

Ms. Aileen Powell’s email dated 04/08: if all activities are to end no later than 02.00hrs there is no 

reason for late night refreshments to be later than that except to hotel residents. 

We have read the objections of the Beaminster Area ECO Group and support them. 

Again please place this email and our other emails before the committee. 

Regards, 



 



Dear sirs ,  

We would like our representation to be added . 

We live at which is just over the hill /fields from the house .  

My husband is the herdsman who has to get up at 4am each morning to milk so to get a good night 

sleep is paramount.  

When the previous owners had parties and events and the air was still , until the party finished all we 

could hear was the boom and bass of the music as the noise travels . We feel that the amount of events 

that will continue into the early hours is not acceptable, I see you’ve reduced some of the times but , it 

may finish at said time but what about the amount of vehicles leaving the premises and going through 

the town of Beaminster  and surrounding areas or village of Netherbury. 

Why would we want or even need a place like this in Beaminster, it’s coped very well without something 

like this and at the end of the day it’s a small , rural town in sleepy West Dorset !!!!  

Traffic and the turning into the event will be an issue . 

I’m sure it won’t be full of locals but from much further afield , to come down for a weekend from the 

Home Counties , then to go home , whilst every few weeks / months or so , us,  the locals have to 

endure it . 

  

Why would we want boxing or wrestling events , I know the owner is apparently “the Rave King” but 

that’s not needed here , we just feel that it’s just not the place to hold late night events , a country hotel 

would be more fitting surely? 

I hope the council sees sense and listen and take on board what the locals are telling them  I’m sure 

most of the councillors etc don’t live in this town or area , so for them it’s ok to allow this to go ahead as 

they don’t need to worry about it do they !! 
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01 July 2021 

 

Licensing Office: North Dorset, West Dorset, Weymouth and Portland 

Dorset Council 

County Hall, Colliton Park 

Dorchester, Dorset 

DT1 1XJ 

 

Dear Sirs 

Re. Parnham House, Beaminster, Dorset DT8 3LZ: Application for Premises Licence 

As a Beaminster resident, I am writing to comment on the above application. While the 

renovation of Parnham House and its estate are positive developments which are 

potentially of great benefit to Beaminster and the surrounding area, I feel it is important 

that the parameters for activities carried on at the estate should be considered carefully 

before any Premises Licence is granted. 

Please note that my comments relate only to the information provided on the application 

form published on the Council’s website, which does not seem to be complete. For example, 

in Part 3: Operating Schedule, the text box on page 4 refers to the ‘masterplan, with more 

detailed plans attached, for the fixed buildings’, which seem to be missing; also, the form 

finishes midway through point 29 on page 27, so there may well be additional clauses which 

have not been made available for public scrutiny. 

I am commenting on the basis of the ‘prevention of a public nuisance’ licensing objective, 

and my concerns relate to the risk of noise and other public nuisance arising from the 

proposed activities. 

In general terms, I am very concerned that the application is seeking a licence to operate 24 

hours a day, seven days a week, for many of the proposed activities, which would seem to 

give the operators carte blanche to run events and other activities at any time of the day or 

night. While I can understand that the operators want to maintain maximum flexibility at 

this early stage of the business’s development, I feel it is necessary to set some time limits 

to protect the residents of Beaminster. 
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With regard to the applicant’s ‘Proposed Conditions: Operating Schedule’: 

 
23. Amplified music shall not be played at a level that will cause unreasonable disturbance to 
the occupants of any properties in the vicinity  
 

• The phrase ‘unreasonable disturbance’, unless there is a legal definition of this of 
which I am unaware, seems far too vague and open to dispute, as noise sensitivity 
varies between individuals and what is mildly irritating to one person may be acutely 
distressing to another. It also implies that some degree of disturbance is acceptable, 
which I strongly disagree with. 

 

 
25. During events of more than 300 persons at the premises, the manager, licence holder or 
other competent person shall carry out observations in the vicinity of the cottages bordering 
the boundary of the premises on at least 2 hour intervals between 19:00 and the end of the 
event whilst the premises licence is in use in order to establish whether there is a noise 
breakout from the premises. If the observation reveals noise breakout at a level likely to 
cause disturbance to the occupants of properties in the vicinity then the volume of music 
shall be reduced to a level that does not cause disturbance.  
 

• I question the threshold of 300 persons in this clause as being arbitrary and 
unacceptable – the constraints on and monitoring of the noise breakout should 
apply regardless of the size of the event.  
 

• Similarly, the time limit of 19:00 onwards should also be reconsidered, as it implies 
that noise disturbance during the daytime should be considered acceptable. 
 

• The monitoring requirement relates specifically to the ‘vicinity of the cottages’ area 
(which is, presumably, indicated on the missing masterplan): I feel that monitoring 
should be carried out at points all around the perimeter of the estate. The 
topography of Beaminster, situated as it is an a ‘bowl’ with surrounding hills, means 
that noise carries for long distances, especially on calm summer evenings. Having 
lived in Netherbury for some years, I can attest to the fact that noise from events at 
the Parnham Estate can be heard clearly down the Brit Valley.  
 

I trust that the Licensing Committee will take these points into consideration when assessing 
the application. Whilst the regeneration of Parham and its surrounding estate, and 
particularly the employment, knock-on business opportunities and increased local facilities 
it will create, is to be applauded, it cannot be at the cost of disturbing the rural tranquillity 
of Beaminster and the surrounding countryside.  
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 



Dear Licensing Team, 

I am writing to voice my concerns about the Parhnam estate entertainment application. 

As a member to the Beaminster area Eco group I have read the draft proposal for a group response and 

fully support their points. 

As a longstanding (33 years) member of the Beaminster community I would like to add my own voice 

and reinforce certain points. 

The major concerns I have relate to noise and traffic and environmental impact. 

1)  Beaminster valley is a wide open bowl and noise travels far. When rare outside live or recorded music 

events occur in the town the noise is far reaching and penetrating. The restriction and monitoring of 

noise levels are vital. A 24hrs licence would obviously be ridiculous, although I understand this is 

frequently applied for. 

2) The increase in traffic is also a potential major inconvenience, particularly  if large events are planned. 

The new owners must have thought of the suitability of the land for large festivals, increasingly common 

and popular (although disrupted by Covid) in rural areas. The road infrastructure and proximity of the 

town clearly make Parnham inappropriate for such an event. The effect on the town traffic of the 

relatively small Buckham Fair on the downs above the town reveals the lack of capacity on the roads for 

any major influx, potentially causing tailbacks into the town (with worsening exhaust emissions in the 

town - see below). The plan for traffic management is also very important for public safety with large 

numbers of cars emerging onto the A3066. As detailed in the Eco group response, the increased traffic 

would also be a concern for pollution in the valley, and the absence of public transport in this area 

increases this likelihood.  

I also support the Eco group's more general concern for the effect on the environment, and on the 

peaceful rural character of the area which people value, including the potential disruption of footpaths 

that pass through the estate which the very popular and well used by the people of Beaminster. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Premises Licence Application for Parnham House, Beaminster   

Representation  

Dear Licensing team B 

Please see below our comments: 

 
Presumably there will be a full Planning Application, so surely the Licensing 
Application should not be approved until it has been reviewed alongside the 
Planning Application. 
 
1. This application is so general with caveats that will allow, almost carte blanche, 

activities to be undertaken at the discretion of the applicant, and is in advance of 

the planning application. So shouldn’t be approved ahead of this application.  

2. Public nuisance  -  

a) is there to be noise monitoring in real time to prevent disturbance to local 

residents, who should be free to relax and sleep as required in their normal 

lifestyle? Indeed is it at all possible to guarantee this given the proximity of the 

venue to Beaminster town and nearby Netherbury village.  

b) Given that any 1000 attendees would mean approximately 800 vehicles 

accessing the site from the A3066, one can imagine the disruption that will be a 

regular occurrence to those using this road, in particular to local residents. There 

is already heavy traffic on this road and limited police presence. It is already a 

dangerous road for any cyclists as it is a twisting road and the road is bounded 

closely by high hedges, giving them little room to manoeuvre.  

c) There will be in any likelihood many instances of traffic leaving the venue in 

the early hours of the morning or late at night, possibly under the influence of 

alcohol (especially as the 24 hr licensing will encourage the intake of alcohol).  

d) Why should eating and drinking need to be licensed until 05.00 when activities 

are due to terminate at 02.00 latest?  

 

3. The points mentioned above clearly have negative implications on other aspects 

of Crime and disorder, public safety, and preventing children from harm. 

4. The policing of such events will be difficult when the police services are already 

under strain and under resourced, as are the emergency services. 
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5. How will this impact on the local infrastructure, such as sewerage, water supply, 

public transport, there are already issues in the area.  

6. With all the stresses already on the environment it seems a missed opportunity 

not to do something more philanthropic, the need for more ‘holistic’ 

development that benefits local communities and the environment is becoming 

more and more pertinent.  

7. Why should all the local residents, who chose to live in this quiet area be likely 

to be inconvenienced by such a development. Speaking from personal 

experience of unsociable hours disturbance, I can only object to this application.  

 

Yours sincerely  

 

 



28 August 2021 
 

Thank you for sending me the details of this application & the amendments. 

  

I have read the documents thoroughly and views the plan of the grounds.  

  

My comments are as follows:- 

  

1. The plan is inaccurate at this present time. It shows many extra buildings which are not in existence & 

no Planning Applications have been lodged for such dwellings. 

  

2. The plan does not show important Rights of Way. There are three of these.  

2.i   W21/58 Footpath goes from Bridport Road over the river & diagonally through the narrow field 

with 8 dwellings showing on the plan. 

2 ii. W 21 60  Bridleway goes from the track, at the end of St Mary Well Street, across 2 fields in area 

marked red then continues on a narrow     path bordering woodland which is continuous ( not 

shown on plan ) to meet the track from Knowle Farm.  

2.iii. W21/ 56   Bridleway crosses W21/60 and continues across the bridge marked on the plan to go 

directly across the parkland to the Bridport road. ( where the blue dotted line is shown on the amended 

plan. 

These ROW will be affected by the noise & entertainments proposed and will pose a danger to horse & 

rider & nuisance to ramblers. 

  

3. Having read the guidelines regarding when a license is not required(  item 2 ) in the guidelines this 

seems to cover up to 500 people & all the entertainments this License Application is asking for. This is 

potential disturbance enough for a small rural quiet town. 

  

4. It is stated in section I that 'Rooms service is available 24 hours' and in sections J and L that  'The 

premises operates with accommodation and is therefore open 24 hours'. There is no accomodation at 

present & no Planning Application lodged for any buildings.  This statement is false. 

  

5. The public disturbance from noise level of the entertainments ( amplified music, films, dance etc  ) 

from outdoors anywhere within the blue dotted boundary will be evident to residents as this sort of 
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sound carries a long way. There is no building at present that can take a large crowd to run any of the 

entertainments proposed. 

  

6. The public disturbance from increased traffic through the town late at night & on into the early hours 

will be felt by many residents. 

  

7. The continued sale of alcohol ( no times are noted in J ) usually goes hand in hand with public 

disturbance as people get more inebriated. The implication is that drinking can continue throughout the 

night. This also poses a public hazard if people drive though the town, possibly late at night over the 

alcohol limit. 

8. In light of the Councils declaration of Climate Emergency & the plans to address all they do to address 

this they cannot grant such a license which will add markedly to carbon emissions & have a devastating 

affect on the environment & wildlife.  

9. The owner of Parnham House have already felled numerous trees. I am unaware that any permission 

was sought and they have not replaced each one removed with a new tree as is required ( by law? ) 

From the plan provided there appear to even more trees removed. 

  

I am asking you to reject this application on the above grounds 

  

With regards 

  

 

4 August 2021 
Following the last amendment which came on 29 July my comments still stand although I am glad to see 

there have been some restrictions set.  

  

First bullet point:- 

Regarding the external events continuing until 1.00 am on occasion this is far too late for most residents 

in our quiet & peaceful town and I am unconvinced the noise level from amplified music will not be 

heard by residents. 



I notice that complaints will be logged and presumably you will remove any license that may be granted 

if this should occur more than once. 

  

Second bullet point:- 

I am still very concerned that internal events can continue until 2.00 am. It is noted that tented events 

are considered as internal. Noise will travel very much more easily from a tented event than from a solid 

building. 

  

 



Dear Sir or Madam, 

  

Having read and considered the License application relating to the Parnham Estate we would like to 

strongly object for the following reasons ... 

  

Noise and light pollution - we live at and would be in a direct line to events throughout the 

night.   Granting permission for the proposed activities would create huge disturbance in an area which 

is currently peaceful. 

  

Access and road use - the road between Beaminster and Bridport is busy and, at times, dangerous.   At a 

point that narrows access to Parnham for the proposed additional traffic would increase hold ups and 

hazards. 
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Dear Sir / Madam 

  

I recently saw the New Grant Premises Licence notice that indicated that Parnham Estates Limited had 

made application for licence for retail sale of alcohol, live music, sporting events, boxing or wrestling and 

also during 23:00-05:00 Monday to Sunday.   

  

I am a resident of Beaminster and although I am not against change and activity taking place in our town 

I do hope that the Council will take into account the rural nature of Beaminster and what is appropriate 

in terms of noise pollution (especially late at night), additional traffic and travel incurred by visitors, the 

capacity and capability of our local infrastructure.  The length of hours applied for do seem long and 

extreme.  I know that the Licensing Team will review this application appropriately. 

  

Regards 
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Good morning, 

I write to express my concern at the extent of the licence application for Parnham House. 

  

As I understand it, Mr James Perkins has bought Parnham and plans to live there (or already does) and 

restore the house. The business ventures he is proposing suggest that he wishes to do something similar 

to his property at Aynho (Aynhoe Park) to finance the restoration. While many would like to see 

Parnham House restored, it cannot be allowed to happen at the expense of the quality of life of 

Beaminster & Netherbury residents. I note that no planning applications have yet been submitted but 

the licensing assumes that premises will be needed for all these activities - premises which do not, I 

think, currently exist. The map shows numerous buildings some of which will be right next to the river 

and a pub very close to the town. 

  

My primary concern is that the hours applied for are excessive. All noise from events at Parnham can be 

heard throughout Beaminster. Earlier this spring, there was a party, during the day, on the estate which 

could be heard at from my house (details below). Any form of properly amplified music or speech 

outdoors is going to be louder and disturb the whole town and, I think, Netherbury, too. Events will 

make money for James Perkins but at what cost to the community? 

  

While the applicant mentions giving job opportunities and training in hospitality to the local population, 

this is the only benefit from the application. 

  

My other concern is access. The main gateway, which has new nameplates outside suggesting this will 

be used as the entrance, is in a national speed limit just outside the town. This will cause congestion and 

may result in accidents. There is pedestrian access to the estate via footpaths and bridleways and it 

would be great to think that these will be promoted and used by visitors. The reality is that everyone will 

drive to Parnham (or park in Beaminster - where? - and then walk). Only very hardy cyclists cycle on the 

A3066 - it's an awful road to cycle on & there is no useful off-road route. There is no meaningful public 

transport to the estate and so the application is contrary to all efforts to reduce car use & tackle climate 

change.  

  

I would urge the licensing team to consider more reasonable hours for the activities outlined. No-one 

wants to be disturbed between 11pm and 5am in their own home either by amplified music, large 

numbers of people or by the traffic caused by people leaving an event. I would prefer an 11pm licence 

with, perhaps, occasional prior notice events until 12 midnight. Perhaps the team might also consider 

delaying a decision until planning applications have been submitted and/or those decisions finalised? 

Giving permission for licences which do not yet have a building seems odd. 
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Dear Sir/Madam 

  

I am writing to express concern regarding the Premises Licence application for Parnham House. 

  

As a resident of nearby Netherbury, I am particular concerned about noise pollution resulting from live 

or recorded music events. The position of Parnham would mean, I believe, that noise would be heard in 

the village and be completely at odds with the environment.  

  

The licence application refers to a plan of the premises which is not viewable on your website.  

  

The application is for 24 hour live and recorded music, and dance potentially resulting in disturbance to 

local residents for an extended period and late at night.  

  

Whilst I support the owners in their bid to preserve Parnham, this should not be at the predictable cost 

to the environment, local residents or other businesses which thrive on the peace and tranquillity the 

area currently offers. I therefore object to the proposed licence in its current form on the basis that it 

would be likely to cause public nuisance. 
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I would like to raise my concerns to you regarding the licensing application at Parnham House, 

Beaminster. The vast redevelopment of this beautiful and peaceful property is going to cause endless 

misery and serious harm to our community and the environment essentially for the financial benefit of 

one man. 

Please consider the impact to this rural environment which local people so appreciate and enjoy. It will 

be changed and damaged. Consider the impact on local people who use the roads. Will we be able to 

leave our hamlets and access the B3066? It is already difficult with holiday traffic. Consider the road 

accidents late at night on the bends on the B3066 and the A35 as people leave Parnham House with the 

extended drinking licence. Consider the impact on our emergency staff and Dorchester hospital. I regard 

the granting of this licence as completely irresponsible and inappropriate and urge you as the granting 

authority to reconsider. Please do not impose this ruinous redevelopment and an open licencing 

application on our community.  

Regards, 
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PARNHAM ESTATES LIMITED- Proposed Conditions- Operating Schedule 

 

The following are my initial comments on the Proposed Conditions as amended in red type by the 

Environmental Health and the Licensing Authority. 

 

My general concern is that the licensing process as conducted to date and the resulting Proposed 

Conditions do not seem to be sufficiently robust to ensure that the interests of residents of 

Beaminster are adequately protected. In particular there seems to be no reliable process by which 

information is made available to the residents of Beaminster nor any machinery for dealing with  

complaints that residents may have following the licenses entering into effect. 

 

As regards information channels between the Council and residents, notices were posted around the 

perimeter of the estate without regard to the ability or likelihood of more than a small number of 

residents being able to read them. Nor has any resident to whom I have spoken seen any notices in 

the press. A reliable and realistic method of giving up-to-date information to the residents needs 

therefore to be devised in order for them to gain a meaningful involvement in the redevelopment 

project. It should also be assumed that a fairly large number of Beaminster residents will have 

views which will need to be taken into account, significantly larger than the number who have been 

actively involved to date.  

 

The project is likely to be of interest to residents from many points of view, including the rebuilding 

of a major architectural asset in the area as well as the development of wealth-creating new 

businesses, enhanced leisure facilities and employment opportunities. But residents will also have a 

major interest in there being strict conditions for controlling unacceptable traffic-volume, noise and 

pollution levels in the town, which already has major pressures and problems of this kind. The 

amended conditions deal to some extent with this consideration in the  “vicinity” of the 

development, but this requirement should apply to a much wider area, namely the town in general. 

Furthermore the particular conditions specified in the proposed amendments may well not be strict 

enough in themselves to have the necessary impact. For example, how can the all-night sale of 

alcohol be justified? Having said all that, residents of Beaminster will probably not at the moment 

have any idea of the scale of impact of the development/operation of the project as regards traffic-

volume, noise and pollution. This impact may or may not turn out to be minimal but it would be 

quite wrong not to take it into full consideration from the start. 

 

I believe that the potential for a productive relationship with the new owners of Parnham is great. I 

also believe that a greater involvement of residents in the development process would help to realise 

that potential. 
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15 July 2021 

 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

  

Please find below my comments on and objections to the recent licence application by Parnham House. 

  

While supporting in principle the new owners of Parnham House in their operation of a business to help 

restore the House itself, the current license application does not contain enough information nor 

sufficient limits to prevent public nuisance, as required by the Licensing Act 2003. In particular: 

• No overall noise management plan has been provided or reference made to one 

• No restriction on where music can be played is included – currently it could be right up to any 

boundary of the premises, which border neighbouring noise-sensitive properties 

• Insufficient limitation on noise disturbance to neighbours is included  – currently the applicant 

will only assess noise subjectively  at properties “in the vicinity” during events of more than 300 

people. The noise management plan needs to be far more proactive than this, identifying in 

advance the noise levels appropriate (by an objective means) so as not to cause disturbance to 

neighbours for any and all events, not just those of more than 300 people. The noise 

management policy must define the properties “in the vicinity”, taking into account the 

prevailing wind direction. 

• No “Turn down” policy for music for the last hours of the events is provided – the requested 

licence would allow the applicant to play music at whatever volume right through to 1am every 

night. 

• No definition of “special effects”  is provided. In particular, no limitation on fireworks, explosives 

or other pyrotechnics is included 

 Also, in terms of public safety: 

• No traffic management plan is provided for the numbers of people expected at events – the 

A3066 is a relatively small A road and the turns into and out of Parnham Estate do not have 

great visibility 

 And in terms of crime and disorder: 

• There is no mention of door supervisors, stewards or equivalent at events 

• There is no mention of CCTV on the premises 

• There is no mention of capacity limits 

  

It would be good if the applicant could involve their neighbours more in the plans so that they can 

explain their intent more and listen to concerns. 
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26 July 2021 
 

thank you very much for this update, it is encouraging that we are now seeing some pro-active noise 

management planning from the Parnham team, though still somewhat discouraging that they didn’t 

think about including this originally.  

  

The plan does address some of my objections. I am therefore re-supplying below my unaddressed 

objections and adding in some objections based on the information supplied.  

  

Unaddressed objections: 

  

In terms of public nuisance: 

• No “Turn down” policy for music for the last hours of the events is provided – the requested 

licence would allow the applicant to play music at whatever volume right through to 1am every 

night. 

• No definition of “special effects”  is provided. In particular, no limitation on fireworks, explosives 

or other pyrotechnics is included 

  

 Also, in terms of public safety: 

  

• No traffic management plan is provided for the numbers of people expected at events – the 

A3066 is a relatively small A road and the turns into and out of Parnham Estate do not have 

great visibility 

  

 And in terms of crime and disorder: 

• There is no mention of door supervisors, stewards or equivalent at events 

• There is no mention of CCTV on the premises 

• There is no mention of capacity limits 
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