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ProcessedStatus
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NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

H8Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

A disproportionate number of small site housing has been allocated to West Lulworth compared to the
Purbeck area as a whole (24%)
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6 of the 8 sites suggested within West Lulworth village are very close to each other and the closeness
of these sites is not represented by the individual site maps provided as supporting information within
the Purbeck Plan. The sites should be shown on 1 map to show the extreme impact to the village.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

We believe that the suggested developments within West Lulworth are in such close proximity to each
other they should be considered as 1 larger site development.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

ForwardWhich policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

ConsultationThe council has failed to consult effectively with Parish and Town Councils ruling out many
communities in Purbeck. The concentration on those councils that have the resources to produce a
neighbourhood plan rules out many of the smaller parishes and skews the response towards the larger
councils.This consultation is further skewed by the insistence of an online response excluding all except
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the most computer literate. Many of these are also those who are unable to travel to PDC to see the
plan or collect the forms needed to respond.Therefore the council has failed to consult effectively with
the community.Geography

The focus of developing housing in the west of the district does not make sense. Many villages in
thewest are the most remote in the area, they do not have the infrastructure to cope with new
homes.Many do not have easy access to an A road and certainly there is insufficient public transport
forresidents to access employment, shops, or medical facilities.PolicyThe changes to planning policies
will have a devastating effect on many Purbeck villages. Allowing development in and around
conservation areas, ignoring settlement boundaries, allowing multiple small sites around villages,
ignoring the views of local communities and parish and town councils, and allowing uncontrolled
development in the AONB will change Purbeck in the long term.

I do not believe that the Purbeck Local Plan is robust, effective and deliverable.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

In order to deliver Purbeck or its successor will have to work with parish and town councils.

Changes1 Consult with Parish and Town councils as well as neighbourhood plans and the local
communities.2 Provide consultation that is accessible to all.3 Seek planning policies that ensure that
new developments are spread evenly across the district, as is the demand.4 Ensure that the
infrastructure is in place including public transport.5 Respect the AONB and Green Belt.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my views
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the Presubmission Purbeck Local Plan timings
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NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Arrangements for commemtingWhich policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)
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The flow chart does not indicate that there are 55 documents inputting the Pre-submission many
without consultation with the local community, or parish or town councils. A lot of the documentation
has only been released in the last month.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Include a list of the documents indicating those that have been consulted upon.

To meet with NPPF 16 c) Plans should:be shaped by early, proportionate and effective engagement
between plan-makers and communities. All elements of the plan and its supporting documentation
should be subject to consultation with Parish and Town councils as representatives of the local
communities.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my views
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NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

H8Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)
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This policy allows multiple small sites to be identified of a disproportionate size to the existing settlement
and focused in the west of the district .

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Policy H8: Small sites next to existing settlements (Amendments underlined)

These provide an opportunity to spread developments across the District where larger developments
would be unacceptable.

Applications for small sites will be permitted where adjacent to existing homes in the

closest town or village (as defined in the settlement hierarchy in the glossary of this

plan), and not appear isolated in the countryside, provided the following apply:

a) the scale of proposed development is proportionate to the size and character of the existing
settlement, up to a maximum of 30 homes; up to a maximum of two sites per settlement over the period
of the plan; and not exceeding 10% of the existing settlement.

b)individually and cumulatively, the size, appearance and layout of proposed homes must not harm
the character and value of any landscape or settlements potentially affected by the proposals; and

c) the development would contribute to the provision of a mix of different types and sizes of homes to
reflect the Council's expectations in Policy H9 or, where expressed in a neighbourhood plan, those of
the relevant local community.

d) the development would be identified in consultation with the appropriate Parish or Town Council.

Where proposals would be within the green belt, only limited infilling, on sites positioned in-between
existing buildings, within and around the edges of towns and villages will be permitted. Existing towns
and villages are listed under 'settlement hierarchy' in the glossary of the Purbeck Local Plan.

Lulworth SitesIf you have any supporting documents please upload
them here. Lulworth Sites

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my view and answer any queries.
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0.4Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

Para115Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The consultation for the SHLAA did not identify the small sites later published in the SHLAA (Oct18)
Parish Councils were not consulted on the identified sites. The local plan suggests that the small sites
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should be spread across the district whereas 24% of the identified sites are in one village, West
Lulworth. A further 22% are in Winfrith.

SHLAA Comments

The evidence base (namely the SHLAA) is not sufficiently robust to deliver the housing numbers set
out in Policy H2.

The Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) 2018 underpins the approach to delivering
the required housing across the district in the plan period. By indicating those sites which are ‘suitable’
and those which are ‘unsuitable’ for consideration the SHLAA identifies and assesses the potential for
development at specific sites.

West Lulworth small sites

The conclusion to the site (SHLAA/0065) - land to the east of Farm Lane and Shepherds Way, is that
it is “unsuitable because of potential adverse impact on the Dorset Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
(AONB) and because not clear how adverse effects on European sites could be avoided or mitigated”.
An assessment of the eight additional small sites within or adjacent to West Lulworth should also be
drawn that they are unsuitable for the same reasons.

Further the Allotment Gardens, Bindon Road, West Lulworth, suggests building on allotments contrary 
to NPPF Policy 91c :

Planning policies and decisions should aim to achieve healthy, inclusive and safe places which enable
and support healthy lifestyles, especially where this would address identified local health and well-being
needs – for example through the provision of safe and accessible green infrastructure, sports facilities,
local shops, access to healthier food, allotments and layouts that encourage walking and cycling.

Some of these sites are unsuitable for development because of the adverse impact on the surrounding
village character; on the setting of the AONB; and because the necessary infrastructure improvements
to allow them to be developed would have an adverse impact on the special character of the village.
An example of this is that private roads which would be necessary to service some of these
developments are not capable of being upgraded, and any such upgrades would harm the character
of the village. The proposed capacity of these sites cannot be met without changing the character of
the Village.

In conclusion that the sites put forward and assessed in the SHLAA within West Lulworth should not
have passed the first test and should also have been discounted due to their development having an
adverse impact on the special character of the village within the AONB. Therefore (using the SHLAA
methodology) they should have been classified as unsuitable for development in the SHLAA.

Therefore it can be concluded that the SHLAA cannot be relied upon as an accurate assessment of
the development capacity within West Lulworth to contribute to the housing growth across the district,
required within the plan period. For this reason the Plan is not ‘sound’.

This could have been avoided had PDC consulted with West Lulworth parish council on the SHLAA
prior to publication.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Review the small sites selection and consult with parish and town councils.There should be a
maximum number of small sites considered for one settlement. We would suggest two, for the period
of the plan. Proportionality should be specified ie 10% of the existing settlement.
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(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my views
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ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Traffic around West LulworthFiles

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 145Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The small sites allocation allocate 107 homes to West Lulworth, a remote village with poor infrastructure,
no services and no facilities. The nearest A road is 5 miles away and the roads around the village are
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often blocked by visitor traffic. There is very limited public transport which means residents need cars
to travel. Extra homes will lead to more cars and more jams on the narrow roads.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Restrict the number of developments per settlement.

Traffic around West LulworthIf you have any supporting documents please upload
them here. Traffic around West Lulworth

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

to express my views
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NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 113Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

113 Distribution of housing is one of the most significant issues that the Purbeck Local Plan must
address through the appropriate allocation of land and establishing robust policy to guide development.
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The allocation of small sites across the district is not balanced with the largest percentage falling on
West Lulworth at 24% of the Purbeck allocation. (see Settlement Hierarchy 3 Attached) 

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Limited developments that are sympathetic to their surroundings will also be supported elsewhere
across the District, but limited to one site per settlement for the duration of the plan for all except towns
and key service villages.

Settlement Hierarchy 3If you have any supporting documents please upload
them here. Settlement Hierarchy 3

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my views
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NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)
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50a states that it is essential to conserve the outstanding character and distinctiveness of Purbeck's
settlements. I agree and spent some time working on the West Lulworth Parish Plan to that end. This
process does not appear to recognise parish's or parish plans.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Parish plans should be referenced.

West Lulworth Parish PlanIf you have any supporting documents please upload
them here. West Lulworth Parish Plan

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my views
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NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

E2Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

measures to avoid or minimise harm to the heritage asset’s significance must be supported and not
damaged by excessive intrusive developments. The small sites policy ignores this.

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 1

384

http://purbeck-consult.objective.co.uk/portal/planning_policy/purbeck_lpp?pointId=ID-4941353-25#ID-4941353-25
http://purbeck-consult.objective.co.uk/file/5194549


Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

I include west lulworth village trail to indicate how the village is and should remain. Developments in
or around conservation areas should be limited and only carried out in consultation with the parish
council and local community

Village TrailIf you have any supporting documents please upload
them here. Village Trail

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my views
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NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

measures to avoid or minimise harm to the heritage asset’s significance must be supported and not
damaged by excessive intrusive developments.
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

I include west lulworth village trail to indicate how the village is and should remain.

Village Trail (1)If you have any supporting documents please upload
them here. Village Trail

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my views
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Comment.

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Comment by

PLPP354Comment ID

03/12/18 13:54Response Date

Policy H1: Local housing requirement  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.2Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

The adoption of the Purbeck Local Plan

H1Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The council is limiting who it will work with to determine need.
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Add to Policy H1:

The council will also work with Parish and Town Councils to determine housing need in their area.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To express my views
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Comment.

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Comment by

PLPP355Comment ID

03/12/18 13:54Response Date

Second homes (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.2Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

H14Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

2nd Homes Policy
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The second homes policy was a welcomed addition to the plan and was included after PDC received
complaints in the 2015 and 16 consultations that the plan did not address the problems associated by
high numbers of second homes and holiday lets.  However, whilst the policy appears to address the
issue of second homes, it does not go far enough to protect us against the impact of holiday lets on
our communities.  Indeed, the council is contradicting itself by consistently telling us that we ‘need new
homes’ but equally is not willing to ensure that new homes are not taken out of the local availability
because they become empty due to being used as holiday lets.  However, in 3.10 [second homes
policy evidence paper] the council states that ‘the Council will further explore its options in ensuring
that all homes, both market and affordable are restricted to permanent residents’. This statement is
more akin to the initial second homes evidence paper 2017 which promoted a full residency policy but
unfortunately the council have ignored this advice and settled for this half hearted attempt.

It should be noted that in general, the public do not differentiate between second homes and holiday
lets. They see a property that is not in full residency and understand the impact of that in their
community.

The council have stated that holiday lets offer some economic benefit to our local area, however,
despite asking officers to produce evidence which supports that claim, none has been forthcoming to
date. In fact, the anecdotal evidence from residents supports a full residency policy and the benefits
of this far outweighs the councils claim of any economic benefit. In contradiction to item 5, [bullet point
3, second home evidence paper], small businesses currently qualify to receive full small business rate
relief meaning that they don’t contribute in any way to our local taxes and services and therefore don’t
contribute to the police, ambulance and fire brigade etc even though they have full use of the facilities.

All holiday lets are someone’s second home but run as a business by individuals, who live outside of
our area and predominantly out of county. This means that the majority of money earned, leaves our
area to be spent elsewhere or even, in some cases, abroad. There is a small amount of money paid
out for cleaners but generally repair, heating, gardening services appear to be coming in from other
areas and most often from large towns. There is no proof that holiday lets provide more than a marginal
benefit to any community.  I have heard it said that they are of equal benefit to other holiday makers.
This is not true. We see that holiday lets have deliveries of food from major supermarkets and are,
therefore, not dependant on local pubs and restaurants as is the case with holiday makers staying in
hotels and B&Bs.

PDC have stated that other businesses claim that having holiday lets benefits their business all year
round. We have asked to see the evidence which supports that claim.  In reality, how can a property
occupied between 20 – 35 weeks per year be more economically beneficial than somebody in permanent
residency who may be away on holiday approx. 4 weeks per year?

Holiday lets and second homes do NOT contribute in any way to the sustainability of smaller
communities as they damage social fabric and community cohesion of our settlements, including their
contribution to a changing population profile. They are not here to contribute to the upkeep of the
churches and graveyards, help with other jobs like cutting grass, war memorial maintenance, running
the village hall, taking part in fetes, community events, support the school, shop or pub. The owners
are not here to support the parish council or more importantly stand for election! Their absence means
that an ever dwindling number of people are responsible for a lot of work and this is set to increase
with forthcoming devolution plans!

It is ridiculous for the council to exclude holiday lets from this policy as per item 3.9 in the evidence
background paper.  2nd homes and holiday lets ‘behave’ in the same way.  Both are empty for significant
and unpredictable periods during the year, both have absent owners, both cause the cost of housing
to inflate because of potential earning possibilities and both have an impact on social cohesion. Not
addressing the effect of holiday lets by making a full residency policy Purbeck wide, contributes to
making our villages even more unsustainable than they already are and, of course, contributes further
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to an affordability issue because of potential earning capacity regardless of whether they’re within or
out of the AONB.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

If the housing crisis is as the government claims then the only way to ensure sustainable development
is to ensure that properties are subject to a full residency policy by disallowing the use of new houses
as 2nd homes and holiday lets. Every step should be taken by the council to facilitate this and they
should follow the example set by other councils, [eg St Ives H2 Full Time Principal Residency Policy]
who have put the needs of their communities before profit of developers and land owners.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?
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Comment.

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Comment by

PLPP356Comment ID

03/12/18 13:55Response Date

Policy H11: Affordable housing  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.2Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 162Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Affordable Housing

The real housing crisis is for genuinely affordable housing for rent and to buy.  Item 164 [plan pre
submission] indicates that ‘almost 90% of the identified housing requirement’ is for affordable housing.
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Unfortunately, that item goes on to say that the maximum proportion of affordable housing that’s
achievable is only 40%. This means that a huge number of people will not be served by this plan, and
a significant amount of development in our district will be inaccessible to local people and therefore
pointless so who is it being built for.

The government definition of affordable housing is 80% of market value but there are many references
throughout the plan document, housing background paper, second homes evidence paper and an
LEP report 2017 that the government’s definition of what’s affordable is not affordable to the
demographic expected to access it. The council knows [and have admitted] that the ‘affordable’ housing
provision throughout Purbeck is for the most part unaffordable to the relevant demographic.

We’re told that the average income in Purbeck stands at £22,500.00 pa.  Even with a deposit, an
individual would require a mortgage of approx. 12 times their income for a two bed AFFORDABLE
dwelling. As mortgage providers generally only offer 3.5 times a household income, the demographic
most in need will gain nothing from the plan.

The affordable rental market isn’t much better.  Depending on the landlord, a prospective renter is
required to have 6 weeks deposit and undergo a number of credit checks, which cost the individual
money and have to provide references.  At 80% of market value, significant numbers of people find
the alleged ‘affordable’ rental market is sufficiently out of reach as to make it impossible for them to
consider moving to their own home.

The LEP published a document in 2017 [5.22, Dorset-Future Housing Provision] which stated that ‘In
terms of absolute affordability, the standard measure is the income required for an 80% mortgage to
a maximum of 3.5 times annual wage.  By this measure none of the median priced new build dwellings
are affordable even in the least expensive parts of Dorset’. With a median income of £30,727 pa ALL
new build housing in Purbeck is unaffordable!  In order to afford an ‘affordable’ flat there would need
to be an income of approx. £59,886pa.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

It is very important that all developments meet the needs of local people in real terms to ensure the
sustainability and longevity of vibrant communities within our villages and towns without destroying
our precious and economically important environment. This plan cannot deliver what is actually needed.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?
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Comment.

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Comment by

PLPP357Comment ID

03/12/18 13:55Response Date

Policy H12: Rural exceptions sites  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

H12Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

There should be one site per settlement no greater than 5% in proportion and agreed with the relevant
parish council
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

add section e. there is one site per settlement no greater than 5% in proportion and agreed with the
relevant parish council

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

to express my views
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Comment.

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Jon Davey (1189766)Comment by

PLPP358Comment ID

03/12/18 13:56Response Date

Policy V1: Spatial strategy for sustainable
communities  (View)

Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy V1Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Policy V1 omits reference to small sites and windfall (933 new homes)
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Add section c. Small sites and windfall-933 homes spread evenly across the district and agreed by
parish and town councils

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

to express my views
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Comment.

Mr William Dechow (1191249)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr William Dechow (1191249)Comment by

PLPP470Comment ID

03/12/18 17:03Response Date

Policies List (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy H6Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

This Plan does not take into account the reality in Lytchett Matravers.

The plan for 150 extra houses without any supporting infrastructure does not deal with the extra c.590
houses already in the Plan nor the 84 houses that have been built/are being built in the village since
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2012. While I understand that this 'windfall' does not get included in the previous Plan - this level of
additional housing in the village, which also needs to consider the 11 currently in the planning process,
need to be acknowledged and sued against any further development.

The current infrastructure of Lytchett Matravers is only just adequate, not only in the provision of
schooling and doctors, but also in traffic levels. The village has a minimum public transport system -
which does not currently offer any villagers an option to get to Poole at 9.00am. There are no
alternative travel options beyond using cars.

The additional housing since 2012 has meant that the exits onto the A35 and A350 at peak hours are
already difficult. The Plan does not acknowledge these problems nor choose sites with better public
transport options over the ones in Lytchett Matravers. The traffic impact has not been considered in
light of the public transport provisions in the area and this is a serious lack of consideration of an
important aspect of housing need and provision.

The housing options for this village are unsustainable and will increase a reliance on car travel making
traffic problems for the entire local area. These sites are unsuitable for that reason.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Develop a funded plan for enhanced sustainable infrastructure first; this would serve to convince
communities that the Council is not just wedging in houses where ever this can be achieved.

Until then, remove these sites from the Plan - as they do not offer sustainable transport options and
increase a reliance on car travel across the District.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

In order to reiterate the above comments.
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Comment.

Mr William Dechow (1191249)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr William Dechow (1191249)Comment by

PLPP471Comment ID

03/12/18 17:05Response Date

Policies List (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy V2Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Clause 45 proposes to remove land from Green Belt protection but the NPPF states that this can only
be done if there are VERY SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES (Green Study Clause 11) - these are not
demonstrated in this document.
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

These sites need to be withdrawn under these circumstances as the VERY SPECIAL
CIRCUMSTANCES have not been demonstrated - and therefore the Plan is non compliant with NPPF.

This is backed up by Purbeck District Council's OWN assessment of the Green Belt parcels 18 and
20 which score these sites as HIGH in their  openness, value to the countryside and role in safeguarding
the countryside.Truncating these for development is a direct contradiction in the Plan and they therefore
need to be removed.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To reiterate the above comments.
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Comment.

Mrs Paula Dilks (1190362)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mrs Paula Dilks (1190362)Comment by

PLPP137Comment ID

30/11/18 10:02Response Date

Chapter 4: Housing (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.5Version

West Lulworth 8 Small Sites_ (002).pngFiles
West Lulworth Village Map Showing 8 Proposed
Small Sites

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

H8Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)
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I consider this part of the plan to be unsound in that the information (maps) of proposed sites are
misleading - I attach a copy of a whole map of the village (West Lulworth) which puts into perspective
the impact on a small area - as opposed to the individual site maps which do not clearly illustrate this.

The SHLAA (pages 227 to 238) indicates that there are 8 sites proposed as suitable for development.
The small individual site maps are misleading as some of the sites are adjacent to each other and thus
would have a much more significant adverse impact on the village as a whole than would appear at
first inspection. I have made a map of the whole village showing this point which I will attempt to
attach to this comment.

It seems totally unsound that out of a a provisional 486 homes to potentially be provided on small sites
for the whole plan - 108 of these are proposed in a small village like West Lulworth.

The policy also states that “the scale of proposed development is proportionate to the size and character
of the existing settlement”. This is certainly not the case in West Lulworth the number of proposed
potential new dwellings would increase the population by approximately 50%.

H8: 150 (b): this point “…. Proposed homes must not harm the character and value of any landscape
or settlements potentially affected by the proposals..” This is certainly unsound in the case of West
Lulworth which relies on the attractiveness of its buildings, its history and quaintness, not to mention
the environment/landscape which attracts thousands of visitors year round.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

I consider that with respect to the prospective developments in West Lulworth these should be drastically
reconsidered given the proposed number of houses in proportion to the population of the village and
the existing issues.  Please see attached map of village showing the proportion of proposed small
sites.

West Lulworth 8 Small Sites_ (002).pngIf you have any supporting documents please upload
them here.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

As a Purbeck (West Lulworth) resident I feel it is important to be represented at such an examination.
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Comment.

Mr Mark Dodds (1191274)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Mark Dodds (1191274)Comment by

PLPP560Comment ID

03/12/18 23:29Response Date

Policy H7: Upton  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

H7Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

This has taken into account all the previous comments regarding Lytchett Minster and Upton and is
probably the best outcome that the community can hope for. We cannot expect that development
simply avoids the area just because we deem anymore development inappropriate. More work does
need to be worked on elevating flooding due to the models that have been created previously, however
it is likely to have less of an impact on the wider area and any flooding issues are likely to be felt on
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the properties themselves rather than impacting existing dwellings. However this is the most sustainable
and sensible option that I have seen for Lytchett Minster and Upton over the last few years.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The aforementioned "improve accessibility between Lytchett Matravers and Lytchett Minster by forming
or improving defined walking and cycling routes between the villages" Needs doing no matter whether
there was development or not. Not sure why it is getting tied in with this.The development at Wareham
Road, due to being on a hill, will result in problems at the bottom in Lytchett Minster and no sound
solution has been brought forward to elevate the issues that we see here. I do not see how this positively
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impacts Lytchett Minster or is effective over the life time of the plan due to drainage not being thought
through properly.
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the duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

The draft plan avoids major new allocations within Dorset AONB. Of the allocations proposed, the
proposed site at Wool is of greatest relevance to the AONB. It is proposed that land be allocated for
470 homes, 65 bed care home, SANG, community hub and recreational space. The allocation of land
for development includes land in relatively close proximity to Dorset AONB (at closest approximately
200m) and would require a SANGS located within the AONB. As I have stated previously, although
that the proposed growth in Wool is substantial, the potential landscape and visual effect arising within
the AONB are foreseeably limited, if an appropriate design is achieved. With regard to the proposed
SANGS, it is noted that improved access between housing at Wool and the site will be required in
order to support the purpose of the SANGS, which will require a sensitive approach. Furthermore, it
should be recognised that the SANGS site is a Plantation on Ancient Woodland Site (PAWS) and the
recommendation for the management of the site will include its restoration to native woodland.
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

As I have stated in previous correspondence, the AONB Team supports this policy. It should be noted
that the draft AONB Management Plan 2019-24 contains a new Policy providing direct support for the
approach, this being draft policy C4i: “Discourage growth in the number of second homes within the
AONB.”
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I have concerns about the implementation of the policy. The Plan aims to deliver 933 new homes
through the development of small sites next to existing settlements and windfall within existing
settlements. The policy permits new homes that are closely related to towns and villages, and states
that the number of homes on each small site will reflect the specific context, including the size and
character of the nearest town or village, with an upper limit of 30 dwellings being supported.
Notwithstanding the policy’s attempts to moderate the potential effects of development, through the
statement that the developments “must not harm the character and value of any landscape or
settlements potentially affected”, it is foreseeable that the implementation of the policy will be difficult
and quite possibly lead to numerous speculative applications that seek to test the limits of the protective
clauses.

Summarising the foreseeably difficulties in the implementation of the policy, I would highlight the
following points:

1 The policy does not clearly reflect the position that development coming forward may be considered
‘major development’ in the context of NPPF 172 and therefore require a major development test
to be successfully met for planning permission to be granted. I am aware of case law for proposals
of fewer than 30 dwellings in other AONBs that have been regarded as ‘major’. Furthermore, I
note that the Council adopted an approach within its earlier paper on potential allocations within
AONBs that considered a number of potential allocations for less than 30 homes as ‘major’.

2 It is foreseeable that developers will seek to maximise the value of their land and therefore pursue
developments toward the ceiling figure of 30 homes.The full implications of this cannot presently
be foreseen. It may be that larger towns and villages will see multiple sites come forward, seeking
the maximum growth allowed by the policy, either simultaneously or in succession. Managing
multiple proposals around settlements is potentially difficult and risks the erosion of existing
landscape and built character over the life of the Plan.

3 Although I note that the policy refers to the consideration of cumulative effects, which it is right
to do, I am concerned about the effectiveness of this caveat. The assessment of cumulative
effects is often complex and, in my experience, the rejection of housing proposals on cumulative
impact grounds tends to also require the individual effect of an application being significantly
detrimental in its own right. Opposing applications on cumulative impact grounds when effects
are comparable to that of existing housing development is often difficult to justify and is a source
of professional disagreement. Landscape assessments commonly argue that previous
unsympathetic development lessens landscape and visual sensitivity, making further growth of
a similar nature less harmful. There is a risk that relying on assessment of cumulative effects to
control the amount of growth allowed would prove difficult in practice, with the potential for a
series of moderately harmful proposals to be approved due to lack of certainty as to what
constitutes a cumulative impact of such significance to justify a defensible refusal.

4 There are likely to be proposals affecting smaller villages that propose growth that is considered
excessive, but where developers will argue that this is ‘proportionate’. The word ‘proportionate’
is open to interpretation and although I assume the Council’s definition is intended to mean that
proposals should be suitable in size, when considered in relation to something else, an alternative
definition of the word is having the same relationship of size or amount to something else. Under
the second definition, a theoretical example of proportionality could be that adding 30 homes to
an existing settlement of 30 home would be proportionate, as the growth would be directly
‘proportionate’.

5 The number of applications that could come forward for small sites could result in considerable
pressure being placed upon planning officers and advisors.
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

I note the policy and am broadly supportive.The AONB Management Plan is presently being reviewed
and there appears to be a good relationship between Local Plan Policy E1 and draft AONB Management
Plan 2019-24 Policy C1a: “Support development that conserves and enhances the AONB, ensuring
sensitive siting and design respects local character. Development that does not conserve and enhance
the AONB will only be supported if it is necessary and in the public interest. Major development decisions
need to include detailed consideration of relevant exceptional circumstances.”
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Policy I1 identifies the requirement for development to contribute towards infrastructure through either
CIL or S106. The CIL Regulations prevent a development paying CIL and s106 for the same
infrastructure.

The policy confuses the differing role of S106 and CIL associated with large/strategic developments
and non-strategic/small developments.

sub section d is incorrect. This would only apply if CIL wasn't applicable. We would expect the default
to be CIL - for which the education cost needed is as set out. On the strategic sites (not paying CIL)
we would expect the requisite contributions through s106

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

The policy should clarify that strategic allocations are to be exempt from CIL (as confirmed by the
current charging levy consultation) - ie zero rated.  Policies  would be developed for each of the
allocations that clarify necessary infrastructure requirements via s106 . CIL would then be chargeable
on the non exempt sites for infrastructure not required by the exempted sites

The breakdown between the 2 mechanisms - ie site specific s106 pre requisites and CIL infrastructure
would be articulated on the r123 list

The emerging Bournemouth, Dorset and Poole Waste Plan identifies the need for a waste transfer
facility and depot to serve Wareham and surrounding areas, with a site allocated at Holton Heath
Industrial Estate (Inset 4 of the Plan). Further development in the district would add to this need and
we would therefore seek developer contributions.

Various Policies within the plan rely on I1 - there will obviously be consequential modification to policy
and site specific requirement s106 / CIL balance as a result of necessary alterations to I1

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

for avoidance of doubt

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 2

419



Comment.

Mr Richard Dodson (996349)Consultee

Email Address

Dorset County CouncilCompany / Organisation

County HallAddress
Dorchester
DT1 1XJ

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Dorset County Council (Mr Richard Dodson -
996349)

Comment by

PLPP282Comment ID

03/12/18 09:16Response Date

Policy H4: Moreton Station / Redbridge Pit  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

H4Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
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Comments from Minerals and Waste Planning Authority.We have reviewed the consultation document
having regard to the Bournemouth, Dorset and Poole Minerals Strategy (2014) and the emerging
Mineral Sites Plan and Waste Plan. The emerging Plans have reached an advanced stage in their
preparation; both are currently undergoing examination. We have set out our comments below.

Mineral Safeguarding Area

The Bournemouth, Dorset & Poole Minerals Strategy (2014) identifies a Mineral Safeguarding Area
(MSA). Policy SG1 of the Minerals Strategy applies to relevant proposals within the MSA. Policy SG1
of the Minerals Strategy states:

Policy SG1 – Mineral Safeguarding Area

‘The Mineral Planning Authority will resist proposals for non-mineral development within the Mineral
Safeguarding Area, as shown on the Policies Map, unless it can be demonstrated that the sterilisation
of proven mineral resources will not occur as a result of the development, and that the development
would not pose a serious hindrance to future mineral development in the vicinity.

‘Where this cannot be demonstrated, and where there is a clear and demonstrable need for the
non-minerals development, prior extraction will be sought where practicable and where it would not
leave the site incapable of non-mineral use’.

The intention of the Minerals Safeguarding Area is to prevent unnecessary sterilisation of important
mineral resources. Its consideration at the plan making stage is therefore important and it is considered
that where development options coincide with the Mineral Safeguarding Area, this should be flagged
up within the Plan.

The Mineral Safeguarding Area covers two main types of mineral resources: sand and gravel and
building stone. Where sand and gravel is present, the Mineral Planning Authority would expect an
assessment of the mineral resource on the site. Depending on the outcome of this assessment, the
Mineral Planning Authority may seek an agreed level of prior extraction of this resource before the site
is developed. Where relevant, this requirement should be referred to within the local plan. The Mineral
Planning Authority would be happy to discuss this further in relation to each of the relevant development
options – see below.

The following potential conflicts have been identified:

Chapter 4 – Housing

Moreton Station/Redbridge Pit

As acknowledged in the Plan, the site is within the boundary of a permitted quarry and inert landfill
site (Redbridge Road Quarry). Recycling of inert waste also takes place on this site. Extraction of
minerals is to cease by 31/12/18 (Condition 1 ROMP Notice 6/2016/0273) and restoration is to be
completed by 31/12/22 (Condition 2 of Planning permission 6/2013/0577 and Condition 23 of ROMP
Notice 6/2016/0273). Waste importation and processing can continue until restoration is complete.
Restoration is to a mixture of agriculture, woodlands and nature conservation use. Historically, mineral
working and landfilling has also taken place immediately south of Redbridge Road.

The emerging Mineral Sites Plan allocates a site for sand and gravel extraction (AS25 Station Road)
c.270m to the north-east of the proposed housing site.
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The Mineral Planning Authority has no objection in principle to the proposed housing allocation as it
is not considered that it would compromise the existing safeguarded quarry and waste recycling facility
at Redbridge Road Quarry (subject to any development being post 2022) or the proposed mineral
allocation at AS25 Station Road.

Transport Planning DCC comments

Policy H4: Moreton Station / Redbridge Pit

No further comments to make other than to reiterate our previous response to the options consultation.

We have no significant concerns with the deliverability of this site in transport terms. The location and
scale of this site has been looked at previously (2016) by the DCC Transport Modelling Team to assess
the impact on the highway network and concluded that these housing options would not have a severe
impact on the highway network. This housing location is close to the train station, employment at
Dorset Innovation Park and Dorchester and existing local services and facilities. We will need to work
with WDDC and PDC to ensure that development at Crossways and Moreton Station / Redbridge Pit
are considered together in terms of transport mitigation.

Moreton:

 Education Authority

Developments in the Moreton area will impact the Dorchester Pyramid as there are overlaps. 490
homes would impact on the capacity of Frome Valley, St Mary’s Middle School and Thomas Hardy
School and financial contributions will be sought.

DCC Planning continues to work with West Dorset DC to ensure that Frome Valley First has the
capacity to extend to 3 Forms of Entry (450 places) from its current 150 place capacity. This is a
response to both PDC proposals and West Dorset proposals in the Crossways area.

Eligible developments are expected to be subject to CIL or individual S106 to ensure that the schools
in the area are able to contain the increase in pupil numbers across the area.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?
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or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)
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Developments in the Moreton area will impact the Dorchester Pyramid as there are overlaps. 490
homes would impact on the capacity of Frome Valley, St Mary’s Middle School and Thomas Hardy
School and financial contributions will be sought. DCC Planning continues to work with West Dorset
DC to ensure that Frome Valley First has the capacity to extend to 3 Forms of Entry (450 places) from
its current 150 place capacity. This is a response to both PDC proposals and West Dorset proposals
in the Crossways area. - this will be in accordance with I1 as recommended for modifications

Moreton Station/Redbridge Pit

As acknowledged in the Plan, the site is within the boundary of a permitted quarry and inert landfill
site (Redbridge Road Quarry). Recycling of inert waste also takes place on this site. Extraction of
minerals is to cease by 31/12/18 (Condition 1 ROMP Notice 6/2016/0273) and restoration is to be
completed by 31/12/22 (Condition 2 of Planning permission 6/2013/0577 and Condition 23 of ROMP
Notice 6/2016/0273). Waste importation and processing can continue until restoration is complete.
Restoration is to a mixture of agriculture, woodlands and nature conservation use. Historically, mineral
working and landfilling has also taken place immediately south of Redbridge Road.

The emerging Mineral Sites Plan allocates a site for sand and gravel extraction (AS25 Station Road)
c.270m to the north-east of the proposed housing site.

The Mineral Planning Authority has no objection in principle to the proposed housing allocation as it
is not considered that it would compromise the existing safeguarded quarry and waste recycling facility
at Redbridge Road Quarry (subject to any development being post 2022) or the proposed mineral
allocation at AS25 Station Road.
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Response from the Minerals and Waste Planning Authority (DCC)

Thank you for consulting the Minerals and Waste Planning Authority.We have reviewed the consultation
document having regard to the Bournemouth, Dorset and Poole Minerals Strategy (2014) and the
emerging Mineral Sites Plan and Waste Plan. The emerging Plans have reached an advanced stage
in their preparation; both are currently undergoing examination. We have set out our comments below.

Mineral Safeguarding Area

The Bournemouth, Dorset & Poole Minerals Strategy (2014) identifies a Mineral Safeguarding Area
(MSA). Policy SG1 of the Minerals Strategy applies to relevant proposals within the MSA. Policy SG1
of the Minerals Strategy states:

Policy SG1 – Mineral Safeguarding Area

‘The Mineral Planning Authority will resist proposals for non-mineral development within the Mineral
Safeguarding Area, as shown on the Policies Map, unless it can be demonstrated that the sterilisation
of proven mineral resources will not occur as a result of the development, and that the development
would not pose a serious hindrance to future mineral development in the vicinity.

‘Where this cannot be demonstrated, and where there is a clear and demonstrable need for the
non-minerals development, prior extraction will be sought where practicable and where it would not
leave the site incapable of non-mineral use’.

The intention of the Minerals Safeguarding Area is to prevent unnecessary sterilisation of important
mineral resources. Its consideration at the plan making stage is therefore important and it is considered
that where development options coincide with the Mineral Safeguarding Area, this should be flagged
up within the Plan.

The Mineral Safeguarding Area covers two main types of mineral resources: sand and gravel and
building stone. Where sand and gravel is present, the Mineral Planning Authority would expect an
assessment of the mineral resource on the site. Depending on the outcome of this assessment, the
Mineral Planning Authority may seek an agreed level of prior extraction of this resource before the site
is developed. Where relevant, this requirement should be referred to within the local plan. The Mineral
Planning Authority would be happy to discuss this further in relation to each of the relevant development
options

Safeguarded waste facilities and employment sites

Policy 24 of the emerging Bournemouth, Dorset & Poole Waste Plan safeguards existing and permitted
waste management facilities meeting certain criteria, as well as sites allocated in that Plan.The purpose
of this policy is to protect against the loss of important waste management infrastructure, through
redevelopment or encroachment from other forms of development.
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Chapter 5 – Economy

There is an existing waste facility (household recycling centre) located on Prospect Business Park,
Swanage, identified as an employment site. There is also a site allocated in the Waste Plan for a new
waste transfer facility/vehicle depot at Holton Heath Industrial Estate (Inset 4 of the Waste Plan),
identified as a strategic employment site. Both of these sites are identified as safeguarded waste
facilities and are safeguarded by Policy 24 of the emerging Bournemouth, Dorset & Poole Waste Plan.
Following adoption, Policy 24 will apply to relevant proposals within 250m of the safeguarded waste
facilities.

Such waste facilities may be defined under B2 or B8 use classes as industrial processes, or may be
defined as sui generis uses. It should be noted that ‘waste uses’ are appropriate on employment land,
as set out in the National Planning Policy for Waste (2014). It is suggested that reference to waste
facilities and specifically Inset 4 of the Waste Plan is made in the supporting text and that a modification
is made to Policy EE2 to reference waste facilities as follows:

…Proposals for development in use classes other than B1, B2 or B8 uses may be permitted where
they are appropriate to the location and the proposal:

1 would not result in an excessive reduction in the supply of employment land for B1, B2 and B8
uses, taking into account;
1 the overall amount;
2 range; and
3 choice of available employment land for the remainder of the plan period; and,

2 would not have an adverse impact upon the amenity and operation of neighbouring properties
and businesses; and,

3 demonstrates that the current use has been realistically marketed for a period of at least 9 months
in the 12 months prior to the application, to demonstrate that there is no longer a reasonable
prospect of the site being used for the existing employment use.

4 or meets an identified need for waste management infrastructure.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

see above
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Wool

The land allocated for housing that falls north of the A352 is within the Mineral Safeguarding Area.
The Mineral Planning Authority would expect assessment and, subject to the outcome of the
assessment, prior extraction of this resource. Reference should be made to this in the text and within
the criteria of Policy H5.

Transport Planning

Policy H5: Wool

No further comments to make other than to reiterate our previous response to the options consultation.

We have no significant concerns with the deliverability of this site in transport terms. The location and
scale of this site has been looked at previously (2016) by the DCC Transport Modelling Team to assess
the impact on the highway network and concluded that this housing option would not have a severe
impact on the highway network. This location is close to the train station, employment at Dorset
Innovation Park and existing local services and facilities. We are still liaising with Network Rail on
options and likely costs for reducing barrier downtime at the level crossing.We have asked for Network
Rail’s views on the possibility of either relocating the station, or providing a new station at Dorset
Innovation Park (possibly utilising the existing siding) and the impact this would have on barrier
downtime. We have yet to receive a detailed response from Network Rail.

Library Service

Wool Library

The proposed development at Wool may present some implications for the local library in this community.
The library is significantly undersized (according to national guidelines) for the current population and
any further increase in population will create pressure on use of resources and space. Appropriate
mitigation will be sought in accordance with I1

Education

Wool:

Based on 470 units and on the assumption that any capital works to contain the additional 0.5 form of
entry can be delivered within the existing institutions then DCC would not be looking for a new school
site. Though it should be noted that any variation upwards of housing units in the Wool and Bovington
area would require a revisit of this position. Financial contributions will be sort for both Primary and
Secondary. Secondary provision is delivered through the Purbeck School.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

For avoidance of doubt
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or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

DCC Transport, Planning & Highways response, November 2018
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Policy H2 – Housing land supply

We fully support the principles of the spatial strategy. The best locations for new housing are those
close to and with a variety of travel options for people to gain access to employment opportunities,
services, shops and facilities. Development will mitigate its impact on the network by paying towards
or delivering transport schemes to increase network capacity where possible and encourage people
not to use their cars for every trip.

As all of the sites (Wool, Moreton, Lytchett Matravers and Upton) have already been included in the
previous consultation in 2016 and have been modelled, there is no need to re-run the model for these
options. The Purbeck Spatial Model report from April 2016 concluded that even in the worst-case
scenario (high growth forecast), with increased traffic levels, this  would be unlikely to result in a severe
residual (NPPF) impact on the highway network
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or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Minerals Planning Policy :

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 1

433

http://purbeck-consult.objective.co.uk/portal/planning_policy/purbeck_lpp?pointId=ID-4984568-162#ID-4984568-162


Chapter 5 – Economy

There is an existing waste facility (household recycling centre) located on Prospect Business Park,
Swanage, identified as an employment site. There is also a site allocated in the Waste Plan for a new
waste transfer facility/vehicle depot at Holton Heath Industrial Estate (Inset 4 of the Waste Plan),
identified as a strategic employment site. Both of these sites are identified as safeguarded waste
facilities and are safeguarded by Policy 24 of the emerging Bournemouth, Dorset & Poole Waste Plan.
Following adoption, Policy 24 will apply to relevant proposals within 250m of the safeguarded waste
facilities.

Such waste facilities may be defined under B2 or B8 use classes as industrial processes, or may be
defined as sui generis uses. It should be noted that ‘waste uses’ are appropriate on employment land,
as set out in the National Planning Policy for Waste (2014). It is suggested that reference to waste
facilities and specifically Inset 4 of the Waste Plan is made in the supporting text and that a modification
is made to Policy EE2 to reference waste facilities as follows:

…Proposals for development in use classes other than B1, B2 or B8 uses may be permitted where
they are appropriate to the location and the proposal:

1 would not result in an excessive reduction in the supply of employment land for B1, B2 and B8
uses, taking into account;
1 the overall amount;
2 range; and
3 choice of available employment land for the remainder of the plan period; and,

2 would not have an adverse impact upon the amenity and operation of neighbouring properties
and businesses; and,

3 demonstrates that the current use has been realistically marketed for a period of at least 9 months
in the 12 months prior to the application, to demonstrate that there is no longer a reasonable
prospect of the site being used for the existing employment use.

4 or meets an identified need for waste management infrastructure.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

see above #4
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Upton

The land allocated for housing is within the Mineral Safeguarding Area.The Mineral Planning Authority
would expect assessment and, subject to the outcome of the assessment, prior extraction of this
resource. Reference should be made to this in the text and within the criteria of Policy H7.
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No further comments to make other than to reiterate our previous response to the options consultation.

Transport Planning comments

The sites at Lytchett Matravers have been previously looked at in the Purbeck Spatial Model (up to
300) and are not considered to have a severe impact on the highway network. Development in this
area would not put additional pressure on the A351 and is close to the conurbation for employment.
The village also has established local services and facilities.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

For avoidance of doubt
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Chapter 1: Introduction (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 8-11Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

DNLP recommends that the DLNP’s Vision and Strategy[1] (2014), is included within the Local Plan
evidence base.
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[1] www.dorsetlnp.org.uk/Dorset_LNP_Vision_and_Strategy

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

VisionWhich policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

DLNP welcomes the vision but recommends that ‘The natural and historic assets of the area will be
protected and enhanced’. This is in line with the objectives set out in the local plan as well as the
NPPFs aim of securing net gains (NPPF para 8).
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(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 39Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

DLNP welcomes the environmental objectives set out in paragraph 39 but recommends that climate
change mitigation is more clearly referenced as set out in NPPF Strategic policies (NPPF para 20.d)
and the references in the local plan para 66.
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(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 47Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Para 47: the second bullet point references there are limited brownfield sites in the district and while
DLNP support the use of brownfield sites, a reference here (or elsewhere in the document) should
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note that brownfield sites may have a high environmental value and therefore an environmental
assessment should be undertaken.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
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Para 49-50Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

DLNP requests that Dorset Local Nature Partnership is referenced within Environment chapter
introduction.   Dorset Local Enterprise Partnership and Dorset Health and Wellbeing Board are included
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within their relevant chapters – DLNP is the equivalent partnership for the environment and NPPF para
25 states: ‘Strategic policy-making authorities should collaborate to identify the relevant strategic
matters which they need to address in their plans.They should also engage with their local communities
and relevant bodies including Local Enterprise Partnerships, Local Nature Partnerships…’

To reiterate DLNP’s submission to the Partial Review Consultation in August 2016:

The DLNP has also published a Natural Capital Investment Strategy[1] in April 2016. This sets out
the principle that development can be achieved by taking a natural capital approach (ensuring there
is a net gain in natural capital) to increase the quality of Dorset’s assets and make them more resilient.
In particular the Natural Capital Investment Strategy makes the following recommendations:

1 That all projects in Dorset seeking LEP and Dorset Growth Board funding, or planning permission
from local authorities to develop, should quantify either their impacts on the natural environment
or their use of environmental services.

2 That all development projects increase Dorset’s Natural Capital by ensuring a net gain for the
natural environment and/or increase in the natural resource asset base. There are several
established methods to achieve this (see section 6).

3 That development projects in Dorset are planned in a way that integrates economic, environmental
and social goals (as being championed by the Resilient Dorset collaboration).

We therefore request that reference is made to the Natural Capital Investment Strategy and the DLNP
Ecological Network Maps[2] (produced by Dorset Environmental Record Centre) as set out in NPPF
para 174: ‘To protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity, plans should: a) Identify, map and
safeguard components of local wildlife-rich habitats and wider ecological networks, including the
hierarchy of international, national and locally designated sites of importance for biodiversity; wildlife
corridors and stepping stones that connect them; and areas identified by national and local partnerships
for habitat management, enhancement, restoration or creation; and b) promote the conservation,
restoration and enhancement of priority habitats, ecological networks and the protection and recovery
of priority species; and identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for
biodiversity.’

Reference should also be made to the Government’s 25 Year Environment Plan (25YEP)[3] published
in January 2018 – Chapter 1 of the 25YEP states the aim: ‘Embed an ‘environmental net gain’ principle
for development, including housing and infrastructure.’

Para 50.d: Clearer reference to climate change mitigation should be made in this sentence as set out
in NPPF Strategic policies (NPPF para 20.d).

[1] www.dorsetlnp.org.uk/Natural_Capital_Investment_Strategy

[2] www.dorsetlnp.org.uk/ecological_networks

[3] www.gov.uk/government/publications/25-year-environment-plan

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?
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Comment.

Ms Maria Clarke (1012137)Consultee

Email Address

Dorset LNPCompany / Organisation

Brocklands FarmAddress
Forston
Dorchester
DT4 7AA

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Dorset LNP (Ms Maria Clarke - 1012137)Comment by

PLPP366Comment ID

03/12/18 14:40Response Date

Climate change (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 65-67Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Para 65: we welcome this reference to climate change mitigation in this paragraph but feel more details
should be included, for example references opportunities for energy efficiency.
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Para 66: while this paragraph states that the local plan: ‘seeks to ensure the needs for growth in
Purbeck are managed to reflect the potential impacts of climate change and to support and encourage
measures that would assist in climate change mitigation’ there is limited references to energy efficiency
(see comment on Policy E12).

Para 67: Energy efficiency needs to be strengthened in this paragraph with new build maximising
opportunities for energy efficiency measures. This may be covered as part of building regulations, but
local plans have the opportunity to include higher standards for energy efficiency. See comment on
Policy E12.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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03/12/18 14:40Response Date

Policy E3: Renewable energy  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy E3Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Policy E3: Renewable Energy – we query the phrase ‘impact on the integrity of the protected sites’
and seek clarity on what this means – we would expect the policy to refuse permission is there were
adverse ecological impacts on protected sites and non-protected sites following an avoid, mitigate,
compensate approach as set out in the Dorset Biodiversity Protocol. We also query the reasoning on
including ‘unless there is no alternative solution and there are imperative reasons of overriding public
interest’ related to ecological impacts. This weakens the policy and gives an easy get out clause for
developers to argue that there are no other alternatives.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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Policy E4: Assessing flood risk  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy E4Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Policy E4: Assessing flood risk – we recommend the inclusion of seeking natural flood management
options to reduce flood risk.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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Sustainable drainage systems (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type
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YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 73Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Para 73: we support the inclusion of the wildlife and amenity benefits but recommend cross referencing
to the Policy I3: Green infrastructure, trees and hedgerows.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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(View)
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YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy E5Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Policy E5: SuDs – we welcome the policy on SuDs but recommend opportunities for natural flood
management are included.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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Conserve and enhance Purbeck's natural habitat, biodiversity
and geodiversity (View)

Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified at
an address/email address of the following:

Para 80Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does your
comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the duty
to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the Local
Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make the Local Plan legally compliant or
sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for any policy or text and where
appropriate provide evidence necessary to support / justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)
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Para 80: Reference to the Dorset Biodiversity Protocol should be made here (or para 96) including the avoid, mitigate,
compensate hierarchy which should be followed on all development.[1]

[1]
www.dorsetforyou.gov.uk/countryside-coast-parks/countryside-management/biodiversity/biodiversity-appraisal-in-dorset.aspx

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual sessions at the
examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission publication period
will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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Local biodiversity and geodiversity (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus
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YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 96Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Para 96: we recommend reference to the Dorset Ecological Networks Maps are included here.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 2

528



Comment.

Ms Maria Clarke (1012137)Consultee

Email Address

Dorset LNPCompany / Organisation

Brocklands FarmAddress
Forston
Dorchester
DT4 7AA

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Dorset LNP (Ms Maria Clarke - 1012137)Comment by

PLPP374Comment ID

03/12/18 14:42Response Date

Policy E10: Biodiversity and geodiversity  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy E10Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Policy E10: Biodiversity and geodiversity – while we support this policy in principle, as it stands
opportunities for enhancement will only be sought where development ‘affect biodiversity and
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geodiversity, and any sites containing priority species and habitats as well as those of local importance,
including Sites of Nature Conservation Interest (SNCI), Local Nature Reserves (LNR), Ancient Woodland,
and veteran trees.’ This policy should be strengthened, and environmental and biodiversity net gain
should be sought on all development whether or not the development will impact existing biodiversity
(in line with the net gain approach as set out in NPPF and the 25 Year Environment Plan).

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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Policy E12: Design  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus
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YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy E12Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
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revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Policy E12: Design

1 we recommend that all develop should support and promote sustainable mode of transformation,
stating ‘where appropriate’ weakens the policy and a clearer guide for reducing carbon emissions
is needed.

2 ‘and enhance’ biodiversity should be added.
3 we recommend reference to the adverse impacts of artificial lighting on wildlife (e.g. bats) and

not just on local amenity[1].
4 energy efficiency should either be emphasised more in this policy or a specific policy should be

added to incorporate design elements such as:
1 the orientation and design of the development to reduce the need for heating, artificial light, and

cooling and maximises solar gain
2 the design, construction method and materials to achieve an energy efficient building
In addition, reducing other resource consumption e.g. water / materials and air pollution should also
be added to point g.

The 25YEP states: ‘High environmental standards for all new builds. New homes will be built in a way
that reduces demands for water, energy and material resources, improves flood resilience, minimises
overheating and encourages walking and cycling. Resilient buildings and infrastructure will more readily
adapt to a changing climate’ (25YEP page 35).

[1] www.gov.uk/guidance/light-pollution#possible-ecological-impact and
www.britastro.org/dark-skies/cfds_environment.php?topic=wildlife

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Para 247-249Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the
Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for any policy
or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support / justify the representation. (Please be as
precise as possible)

Para 247: ‘Where possible’ should be removed from this paragraph. The default position should be that all open
space and green infrastructure will be multi-functional in some way.  Greater reference to the multi-functional benefits
of Green Infrastructure should be included. The Landscape Institute’s Position Statement Green Infrastructure An
integrated approach to land use[1] is a useful document.

Para 248: We welcome reference that Green Infrastructure has on physical and mental wellbeing but there is
increasing evidence[2] that this is not just because of physical activity.  For example, evidence demonstrates that
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spending time in nature-rich spaces reduces stresses and anxiety, reduces blood pressure and are calming spaces
so recommend that ‘and connection to nature’ is added to the end of this paragraph.

Para 249: DLNP is keen to continue our involvement in the development of the Green Infrastructure Strategy. We
also recommend linking the green infrastructure section of the Local Plan to Policy E5: SuDs.

[1]
www.landscapeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Green-Infrastructure_an-integrated-approach-to-land-use.pdf

[2] For example:
https://www.wildlifetrusts.org/sites/default/files/2018-05/r1_literature_review_wellbeing_benefits_of_wild_places_lres.pdf
and https://beyondgreenspace.files.wordpress.com/2018/09/health-and-the-natural-environment_full-report.pdf

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual sessions
at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission publication
period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to
be notified at an address/email address of
the following:

The submission of Local Plan to the Secretary of State
for Public Examination
The publication of the recommendations of any person
appointed to carry out an the Examination of the Local
Plan (the Inspector’s Report)
The adoption of the Purbeck Local Plan

ManyWhich policy / paragraph number / policies
map does your comment relate to?
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Comment.
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03/12/18 11:29Response Date

Chapter 2: Vision and objectives (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus
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0.4Version
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NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

The publication of the recommendations of any
person appointed to carry out an the Examination
of the Local Plan (the Inspector’s Report)
The adoption of the Purbeck Local Plan

ManyWhich policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies
with the duty to co-operate?
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Policy H1: Local housing requirement  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

LetterSubmission Type
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The publication of the recommendations of any
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The adoption of the Purbeck Local Plan
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

1Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

For its size, Purbeck is arguably the most biodiverse area in the UK. Given the exceptional national
and international importance of Purbeck’s habitats and associated wildlife, DWT would still wish to
challenge the scale of the proposed housing development in the district.  In the Plan’s introduction,
point 1.12 refers to a ’duty to co-operate with other councils’. Dorset is due to become a Unitary
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Authority in April 2019 and this should provide the opportunity to take a wider, more strategic approach
to housing allocations and associated environmental enhancements across the whole county.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Delay the Purbeck Local Plan until after April 2019
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Moreton Station / Redbridge Pit - 490 homes, 65 bed
care home and SANG (View)

Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

H4Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Moreton Station / Redbridge Pit) 490, 65 bed care home, community facilities and supporting
infrastructure.

In the view of DWT, this development is still problematical.Virtually all the Redbridge SNCI (SY78/027)
still appears to be covered by the proposed development.
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It is recognised that a significant part of the Redbridge SNCI is currently an active mineral extraction
site but, under the terms of the minerals planning permission (latest version 6/2018/0352), the area is
due to be fully restored to the appropriate wildlife habitat, when the period of extraction operations is
completed, and this should result in significant biodiversity gain.

The Pre-submission Draft states (p55) ‘Delivery of the homes will be phased, commencing after the
current use of part of the site as a sand and gravel pit has stopped (expected December 2022) and
the site has been restored in accordance with the relevant minerals and waste planning permission’.
So, although the proposed development would not prevent the habitat restoration work being carried
out, it appears that the biodiversity gains arising from this work would almost immediately be jeopardised
by commencement of the proposed development work.

The area is shown as a large block, covering the whole site, in the Local Plan. Without knowing more
detail re the areas to be covered by both proposals (restoration and housing) it’s difficult to know how
much of the newly restored wildlife habitat will be compromised to make way for the new development.
It would be unfortunate if, at the planning application stage, it was necessary to object on the grounds
that the area was now an important wildlife habitat.

There is mention of ‘supporting infrastructure’ but no specific reference to a new SANG. Redbridge
lies close to Winfrith and Tadnoll DWT reserves, and DWT would be very concerned about any additional
recreational pressure on that site from this development option. With these additional recreational
pressures on our reserves, along with the potential loss of SNCI, more detailed discussions about
these proposals are needed as soon as possible. These discussions should include the exploration
of significant biodiversity mitigation options.
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Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

H5Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Wool: 470 homes, 65 bed care home, SANG, community hub and recreational space

The DWT still has concerns regarding the scale of this development and the indirect effects on
neighbouring areas of national and international wildlife conservation importance.

Before the proposed development is progressed further, a full ecological survey and evaluation should
be undertaken for the proposed site and potential SANG, including the potential effects of these
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developments on the biodiversity of designated sites within the wider area and River Frome catchment.
Local wildlife groups have highlighted a number of priority habitats within the parish which need to be
carefully considered.

Although the boundaries aren’t clear, the proposed SANG for the Wool development still seems to
include Coombe Wood.  Despite a number of coniferous trees, this site contains some significant areas
of high-quality deciduous woodland with an excellent ground flora, and some very impressive veteran
trees. At least 11 Dorset notable species have been recorded here which more than fulfils the SNCI
criteria. Further survey work is required but, as an ancient wood with considerable ecological interest,
DWT have concerns regarding the suitability of developing this site as a SANG.

DWT has no direct concerns relating to our reserves or SNCIs in this area, although there are several
Conservation Verges that need to be carefully considered.
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Chapter 2: Vision and objectives (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

39Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

DWT welcomes the objectives but this section should should emphasise the international importance
of Purbeck's habitats and biodiversity.

Resilience to climate change should also refer to a need to minimise the ecological footprint of all
development so that they don't contribute to climate change or other environmental problems 

It should be recognised that, although Purbeck's habitats are protected by numerous designations and
the district is home to many rare species, much of our wildlife is decreasing and under threat from a
number of human and environmental factors
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Chapter 3: Environment (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

80Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Biodiversity assets are a fundamental and key part of sustainable development. DWT welcomes the
recognition to secure a 'net gain' in biodiversity value.
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Comment.
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Protected habitats (View)Consultation Point
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

E12Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

DWT welcomes reference to biodiversity in design but would prefer 'enhance rather than support'.
Maximising biodiversity gain through careful design should be considered at the outset - not added
on at the end of the process. Wherever possible imported topsoil should be avoided and tree planting,
seed mixes etc should use native species.
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Building materials should be as sustainable as possible with waste and carbon footprint minimised in
all construction operations.
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Chapter 6: Infrastructure (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

Policy 13Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

DWT welcomes and supports the Purbeck Green Infrastructure Strategy. It is hoped that this will
develop the opportunities provided by the scale and scope of the Purbeck Local Plan to take a more
strategic and integrated approach to the delivery of biodiversity improvements in the area.The Lawton
Review ‘Making Space for Nature’, which fed into the Government White Paper ‘The Natural Choice’,
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provides a useful basis for a ‘bigger, better more joined up’ approach (and build on the achievements
of Wild Purbeck Nature Improvement Area).This links into the Dorset Wildlife Trust’s Living Landscape
approach which encourages landscape-scale conservation efforts to halt the decline of wildlife and
restore the natural environment.The Government’s Biodiversity 2020 strategy also aims to ‘halt overall
biodiversity loss, support healthy well-functioning ecosystems and establish coherent ecological
networks, with more and better places for nature for the benefit of wildlife and people’.

To function properly SANGs should be easily accessible, by non-motorised transport, from all parts
of the proposed developments. Therefore, proposed SANGs should connect directly with the
development wherever possible. Generally, DWT has significant concerns regarding the development
of SANGs in areas that already have significant wildlife interest, unless there is an opportunity to secure
or enhance such wildlife interest. Where possible SANGs should be seen as an opportunity to restore
and enhance the wildlife (as well as recreational) value of new sites.
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Comment.
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Email Address
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Comment by
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Chapter 3: Environment (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

Policy E10Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Although 23% of the district is covered by national or international nature conservation designations,
this means that 77% of the district has no such protection.There has been a well-documented decrease
in much of our 'everyday' wildlife such as farmland and woodland birds as well as many butterflies and
other insects. Conservation of this wildlife needs to be given greater priority and is one of the reasons
why enhanced biodiversity should be a fundamental element of development planning in the district.
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Comment.

Dorset Wildlife Trust (1191048)Consultee

Email Address

Dorset Wildlife TrustCompany / Organisation

Urban Wildlife CentreAddress
Corfe Mullen
BH21 3RX

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name
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Chapter 3: Environment (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

Chapter 3Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Under a number of headings there is reference to developments not being permitted where there are
any adverse effects (directly or indirectly) on various aspects of the environment. This is a welcome
but ambitious objective which raises a number of concerns. There is some reference to the available
mechanisms to determine these potential adverse effects but, as this is arguably the key environmental
issue within the whole plan, it is felt that greater clarity in how this objective will be achieved, is required.
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)
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Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
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50Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

A brief summary of DWT’s specific biodiversity objectives relating to the Purbeck Local Plan include:

1 Protecting, expanding and improving the quality of existing sites
2 Creating new wildlife sites to expand the number and increase natural resilience.
3 Enhancing the ecological network by creating new wildlife corridors and stepping stones
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4 Reducing the pressures on wildlife by improving the wider environment, providing wildlife-friendly
recreational opportunities (SANGs) and creating appropriate buffer zones.

5 Ensuring nutrient neutrality particularly in relation to the Frome catchment area and Poole Harbour
SPA/Ramsar
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Email Address
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Comment by
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03/12/18 16:39Response Date

Policy E12: Design  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.3Version

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

E12Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

DWT welcomes reference to biodiversity in design but would prefer 'enhance rather than support'.
Maximising biodiversity gain through careful design should be considered at the outset - not added
on at the end of the process. Wherever possible imported topsoil should be avoided and tree planting,
seed mixes etc should use native species.
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Building materials should be as sustainable as possible with waste and carbon footprint minimised in
all construction operations.
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Policy H14: Second homes  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

LetterSubmission Type
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H14-Drayson-PLPP585.pdfFiles

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

H14Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?
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Comment.

Mr Ian Duckworth (1188661)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Ian Duckworth (1188661)Comment by

PLPP102Comment ID

29/11/18 14:54Response Date

Conserve and enhance Purbeck's natural habitat,
biodiversity and geodiversity (View)

Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

E9 and E10Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The pre-submission by PDC does not provide detail or even indications as to how it enhances
biodiversity. Although the plan avoids building on land designated AONB, SAC, SPA etc. it is thus
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forced into areas without such designations. However, these areas are not without important biodiversity
and form important connections to and between designated areas.The NPPF objectives clearly state:
contribute to protecting and enhancing our natural environment .... helping to improve biodiversity ...
PDC plans do not demonstrate how the developments they plan will achieve this.

For instance the large development at Wool will replace land managed organically for many years
which statistically has a much higher biodiversity than non organically farmed land, surrounded on
several boundaries by ancient hedgerows. Furthermore being adjacent to protected heathland they
plan to offer as a SANG a woodland recognised by the Woodland Trust as an ancient woodland and
ancient woodland site with recorded high biodiversity incuding listed species.The woodland is not that
near the  planned building and its biodiversity will not be enhanced by being made a SANG which will
need to be a place for people, many of them young, to exercise themselves and their dogs.The sewage
from the 460 houses will place considerable strain on the existing sewage system which is already
stressed by the last development.This sewage after treatment (or overflow) flows into the Frome River
SSSI, which already has nitrate levels 200% higher than the 1960s, then contributes to the nitrate
levels causing algal bloom and unstable saltmarsh in the Poole Harbour RAMSAR and SAC.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

PDC has failed to explain how the proposed developments will be executed to maintain and enhance
the biodiversity of ther areas as required by NPPF guidelines. For instance the development in Wool
needs to be downsized and probably relocated. Additional sewage treatment needs to be constructed
before any development and any SANG needed created in a less biodiverse and more resilient location
than the proposed Coombe Wood - ideally directly adjacent to a smaller development.
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Mr Ian Duckworth (1188661)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Ian Duckworth (1188661)Comment by

PLPP103Comment ID

29/11/18 14:55Response Date

Wool - 470 homes, 65 bed care home, SANG,
community hub and recreational space (View)

Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the following:

H5Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The pre-submission plans do not provide evidence that the planned developments at Wool are
not a response to the needs of the existing community. wages in the immediate area are low
(average £22,500)and house prices too high (£250,000 and upwards) for them to afford. There is no
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evidence provided that more housing will significantly reduce the cost of houses. There is
evidence to suggest that developers require a majority of higher cost homes to make developments
worthwhile for them.

The Dorset Green Innovation Park has not yet generated sufficient new employment to produce
additional local need. Thus the majority of people who will come to reside in the planned development
of 470 houses plus Care Home will be from outside the area and work outside the area. The effect of
their journeys, and those of service vehicles and delivery vehicles visiting them will have huge impact
on the already congested main road.There are already significant queues through the village particularly
during 'rush hour' periods and during the tourist season now very much extended into all school holidays
and weekends due to being close to a large conurbation of Poole and Bournemouth and as the road
crosses the busy main SW Railway line from London to Weymouth. This adds stress, pollution to the
inhabitants and considerable inconvenience to all needing to travel along the road. There is also the
further consideration of traffic from Lulworth village and Barracks intersecting the main road next to
this level crossing, compounding the congestion and queueing. All the Poole bound traffic on the main
road then adds to the traffic coming from Swanage and funneling through Sandford which is legendary
locally for its queues. This does not just impact on local people but also on the many tourists on which
the area is economically dependant for more than 10% of its local economy and a significant proportion
of the 30,000 jobs associated with the tourist industry in the county. The EICS study commissioned
by PDC simply stated that traffic flows were not a problem without providing the data to support this.
Independant studies undertaken by local groups provide a picture of queues stretching through the
village at peak times.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Dorset County Council state that no significant road improvements are envisaged for the area in the
future. Any enhancement of public transport would require investment unlikely to be obtained from
developers or provided by the Local Authority (District or future County Councils).

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?
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29/11/18 14:55Response Date

Support sustainable community growth to provide
for the needs of local residents (View)

Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the following:

H11Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

PDC have not demonstrated how they will ensure the Local Plan provides the homes affordable
by the local people in need of housing. In the 2017/18 Consultation by PDC they delineated the
need for increased provision of housing: "to help deal with the local gap between average income and
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average house prices by providing affordable homes for local people, to help young people who want
to stay in the area, to provide homes for people to look after us as we get older, to help people facing
homelessness or who live in overcrowded homes, to support our local economy". The average local
salary is £22,500 and a low cost home in the area is around £250,000. Clearly, PDC's Local Plan relies
on the open market and property developers to provide the housing. They also make use of the
government definition of "affordable" (80% of market rate) which does not make houses easily affordale
to those on local salaries. So even if developments of sufficient size have to contain a proportion
(maybe 40%) of so-called affordable housing, this housing will not not provide for any of the categories
listed by PDC in their consultation. How many houses will have to be built in this way for the real local
needs to be met?  The PDC have no strategy to encourage Housing Trusts, or sufficient funds to
provide for Community Land Trusts land purchase and no policy on providing council funded house
building.Thus their proposals are clearly unsound as very few local people will benefit from the proposed
house building. The beneficiaries will be developers from outside the area (no local economy stimulus
here) and local landowners only too happy to pocket the inflation of the land prices when planning
permission is granted (an increase of 10 - 12 times).The PDC policy on second home purchase is not
strong and is unlikely to prevent purchases of this nature, particularly within the small developments
envisaged around smaller settlements in the more desired locations within Purbeck. Purchase of
properties in any developments as investments by people from outside the area who then proceed to
let the properties, merely provide local people with "market rents" from which it is unlikely they can
escape to fund their own house purchase.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Housing developments have to be limited to genuinely affordable homes provided by Housing Trusts,
CLTs and Council building. Nothing else will provide housing at prices local people can afford. There
has to be mechanism to ensure that access to purchase of these properties is targeted and that
covenanants of purchase prevent future sale to non locals. Market led housing has to be limited.There
is in fact a good supply of houses available now (as Estate Agent show rooms and site signs bear
witness) but which are unaffordable to most local people and certainly those in need of housing.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?
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29/11/18 14:55Response Date

Policies List (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus
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Dorset's_Environmental_Economy_Summary_paper.pdfFiles

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

EE4Which policy / paragraph number / policies
map does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies
with the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)
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Tourism is a vital element of the local economy. The pre-submission documents offer no evidence
as to how this will be supported. Indeed much of the proposed development will actively disrupt
this. No evidence is provided that local people employed in the tourism sector will be able to afford
the so called 'affordable housing'.With salaries being low (average local salary for all sectors is £22,500
p.a.), local house prices being in excess of £250,000 and with local rents being also in line with market
forces there is insufficient provision for accommodation for those in this sector which tends to be lowly
paid and somewhat seasonal.

The scale of development indicated will put great pressure on local infrastructure,  the roads and
transport systems are particularly relevant to the tourist industry. At present and in the future envisaged
by PDC there will be many people employed, but not financially able to be resident, clogging the roads
with those commuting to better paid jobs in the nearby conurbation and the luckless tourists supporting
the local economy. The roads are very congested at present, particularly at the start and finish of the
working day, during all school holidays,weekends and thee extended holiday season. There is no
evidence in the pre-submission plans to mitigate the effects of the proposed developments
and the conflicts they produce with the needs of the local economy.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Unless the developments are reduced is size and dispersed to avoid contributing traffic to the A351
and A352 where the congestion converges on the roads to and from the conurbation then increased
congestion is inevitabkle with its effects on air pollution, the local economy and inconvenience to local
communities. Limiting housing developments to genuinely affordable homes for local people would
reduce the local traffic and improve the situation for visitors.

Dorset's_Environmental_Economy_Summary_paper.pdfIf you have any supporting documents please
upload them here.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to
the Local Plan, do you consider it necessary
to participate in the oral part of the
examination?
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YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The explanatory text in paragraph 110 states that the housing requirement is 168 homes per annum
for the period 2018-2034 equating to a total requirement of 2,688. This has been calculated using the
Government’s standard methodology. However, the calculation uses the incorrect base or start year
for undertaking the calculation, using 2017 as the starting year for applying the standard methodology,
not 2018 the base or starting year of the local plan. Reference is to the workings are set out in the
SHMA 2018 update report.How to calculate the standard methodology is prescribed in national Planning
Practice Guidance (PPG) at paragraph 004 Ref. ID: 2a-oo4-20180913. Here it states that the calculation
should be undertaken using the current year as the first year. It would not be compliant to therefore
commence the local housing need calculation commencing in a previous year, and a year before the
start date of the local plan.

Undertaken correctly the calculation of the standard methodology using the current household
projections, which as of the date of this representation is the 2016 household based population
projections published in September 2018. However, the Government’s stated policy is to deliver 300,000
homes per annum which will not be achieved by applying the 2016 household projections. The
Government is therefore consulting upon changes to the PPG which require the 2014 household based
population projections to be used as the starting point to calculate minimum housing need. It is probable
that before submission of the local plan for examination the basis for calculating the plan’s housing
requirement will have changed and certainly by the time an examination commences the pre-submission
plan’s housing requirement will not comply with national policy.

Undertaking the minimum local housing need calculation using the correct years i.e. 2018-28 and the
2014 household based projections produces an annual average of 128 homes per annum. Applying
step 2 of the standard methodology, the affordability ratio which for Purbeck is 11.1, results in a
minimum local housing need of 184 homes per annum. This is an extra 16 homes per annum or an
extra 256 homes over the plan period at 2,944.This additional requirement is significant given Purbeck’s
low housing need, representing 9% of the requirement. Given that the standard methodology produces
the minimum local housing need, and the local planning authority has not sought to uplift the requirement
beyond the minimum figure, the shortfall should be viewed as the minimum uplift to the plan’s housing
requirement and consequently the housing requirement adjusted upwards.

The derivation of the standard methodology ‘step 1’ calculation is the artificially low starting point of
the household based population projections. The housing evidence for the 2012 adopted local plan
identified an objectively assessed need of 170 dwellings per annum (dpa), however, the plan’s
requirement was set at 120dpa. Completions average over the period 2006-2018 133dpa. In the context
of the plan’s requirement completions are slightly above this, however, they are significantly below the
identified full need. Planning for less than the full need and delivering below this need affects the
population growth and ultimately impacts upon projections and hence the standard methodology
calculating the figure it does, irrespective of whether the local planning authority’s or the representor’s
minimum figure is applied. The result is the local planning authority failing to make the step change
required by government to the supply of new homes by accommodating the minimum number required
of it in an area subject to high house prices, lower than average wages, environmental constraints and
self-imposed Green belt restrictions.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

The housing requirement should be calculated correctly applying the methodology set out in the PPG
and using the most up to date  figures applying to the correct time period. By the time of submission
it is likely that the Government's position will have changed and that the calculation will need to be
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undertaken again. It is probable that the housing requirement figure will increase requiring the Council
to identify additions sites in order to make the plan sound.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

Yes. In order to to fully represent my client and to respond to the Inspector's questions and possible
suggested amendments.
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YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The housing requirement is calculated using the wrong start date and therefore the wrong data to
calculate the minimum local housing need.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Before submission the housing requirement will need to be recalculated irrespective of whether the
Government amends the base data to be used following its current consultation to ensure the correct
requirement is calculated.The outcome is likely to be an upward increase which will require additional
sites to be identified.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To represent my client in a forum whereby their views can be adequately put across.
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NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The supporting text explains that three suitable sites providing 150 homes will be provided at Lytchett
Matravers together with a SANG. It is unclear how the local planning authority have concluded that
only these three sites are suitable when a fourth site i.e. land south of Middle Road submitted through
the SHLAA was identified as suitable in principle, and why therefore a stage 2 assessment was not
undertaken as part of the Green Belt review despite being identified in the initial 2016 Green belt paper
as a potential site to be removed? The evidence base would appear to have arbitrarily not progressed
this site without justification but in the knowledge that the site was being promoted and that information
was being provided to the Council to give the certainty of the site’s deliverability.

Lytchett Matravers lies close to the conurbation of Poole, Bournemouth and Christchurch. The sites
are within the south east Dorset Green Belt and therefore require exceptional circumstances to be
demonstrated to justify their release for housing development. South east Dorset is a high demand
area for housing, has high house prices and a high affordability ratio. It is also home to many
internationally protected species and habitats that influence the spatial distribution of housing and
future growth of the sub-region.

The Green Belt is drawn tightly round settlements operating as a restraint to the housing and economic
growth of south east Dorset. Much of the eastern area of Purbeck is constrained by Green Belt, the
part of the District where the highest demand for housing and the need for affordable housing is
strongest. The Plan’s spatial strategy seeks to spread housing distribution across the plan area and
not necessarily where the demand is.

Lytchett Matravers is the largest village in Purbeck Council area, lying in the east of the plan area close
to Poole. The plan at paragraph 43 recognises that the village lies in a sustainable and accessible
location and through draft policy V1 identifies a housing number for Lytchett Matravers as part of the
spatial strategy. It is agreed that Lytchett Matravers does indeed lie in a highly sustainable and
accessible location and therefore the question is why is the allocation of sites restricted to just the
three identified in the pre-submission plan when there is a fourth that is in a central location and can
make a contribution to meeting the District’s housing needs?

The evidence base i.e. the SHLAA in its various iterations does not identify a material difference to
the sites considered in Lytchett Matravers save for the three sites now identified within the
pre-submission plan are informed by supporting text that says that the impact on the Dorset Heaths
can be mitigated, as opposed to this not being the case at Land south of Middle Road. Further evidence
was submitted to the Council in the summer of 2018 confirming that indeed the proposed SANG for
Lytchett Matravers would be available for the additional circa 30 dwellings for this site. Reiteration of
this position at December 2018 from both Natural England and the site promoter for the SANG confirms
that mitigation can be secured (see Appendix 1 of the attached document) and therefore there is no
obstacle to the site coming forward for development.

Examination of the SEA/SA for the sites at Lytchett Matravers indicates that the three proposed
allocations cannot be ruled out. Undertaking the same procedural requirements and scoring the site
at Land south of Middle Road would secure the same score and reasoning as the promoted sites.This
exercise is included at Appendix 2 of the attached document as if undertaken by the Council and its
consultants.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)
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The Plan should include the further allocation of the site Land south of Middle Road, Lytchett Matravers
to aid deliverability of the plan's housing requirement.

Pre-submission representations on behalf of
Dudsbury Homes Ltd

If you have any supporting documents please
upload them here.

Pre-submission representations on behalf of
Dudsbury Homes Ltd

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To fully represent my client and to provide clarity of position in response to questions and proposed
changes from the Inspector.
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 Introduction  

Intelligent Land have been instructed to make representation to Purbeck District Council’s 

Pre-submission draft local plan on behalf of Dudsbury Homes (LM) Ltd. These 

representations follow up the representations made to the previous Regulation 18 

consultation of January 2018 ‘New Homes for Purbeck Consultation’ and to the submission 

of further information during the summer of 2018 following meeting with the Council.  The 

representations relate to the omission of land adjacent to Middle Road, Lychett Matravers 

from being allocated within the plan without justification. A location plan is shown below 

(Figure 1). The land area extends to 2.5ha. 

Figure 1: Location Plan 

 

 Representations 

Paragraphs 110-112 

2.1. The explanatory text in paragraph 110 states that the housing requirement is 168 homes per 

annum for the period 2018-2034 equating to a total requirement of 2,688. This has been 

calculated using the Government’s standard methodology. However, the calculation uses the 

incorrect base or start year for undertaking the calculation, using 2017 as the starting year 

for applying the standard methodology, not 2018 the base or starting year of the local plan. 

Reference is to the workings are set out in the SHMA 2018 update report. 
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2.2. How to calculate the standard methodology is prescribed in national Planning Practice 

Guidance (PPG) at paragraph 004 Ref. ID: 2a-oo4-20180913. Here it states that the 

calculation should be undertaken using the current year as the first year. It would not be 

compliant to therefore commence the local housing need calculation commencing in a 

previous year, and a year before the start date of the local plan. 

2.3. Undertaken correctly the calculation of the standard methodology using the current 

household projections, which as of the date of this representation is the 2016 household 

based population projections published in September 2018. However, the Government’s 

stated policy is to deliver 300,000 homes per annum which will not be achieved by applying 

the 2016 household projections. The Government is therefore consulting upon changes to 

the PPG which require the 2014 household based population projections to be used as the 

starting point to calculate minimum housing need. It is probable that before submission of 

the local plan for examination the basis for calculating the plan’s housing requirement will 

have changed and certainly by the time an examination commences the pre-submission 

plan’s housing requirement will not comply with national policy. 

2.4. Undertaking the minimum local housing need calculation using the correct years i.e. 2018-28 

and the 2014 household based projections produces an annual average of 128 homes per 

annum. Applying step 2 of the standard methodology, the affordability ratio which for 

Purbeck is 11.1, results in a minimum local housing need of 184 homes per annum. This is an 

extra 16 homes per annum or an extra 256 homes over the plan period at 2,944. This 

additional requirement is significant given Purbeck’s low housing need, representing 9% of 

the requirement. Given that the standard methodology produces the minimum local housing 

need, and the local planning authority has not sought to uplift the requirement beyond the 

minimum figure, the shortfall should be viewed as the minimum uplift to the plan’s housing 

requirement and consequently the housing requirement adjusted upwards. 

2.5. The derivation of the standard methodology ‘step 1’ calculation is the artificially low starting 

point of the household based population projections. The housing evidence for the 2012 

adopted local plan identified an objectively assessed need of 170 dwellings per annum (dpa), 

however, the plan’s requirement was set at 120dpa. Completions average over the period 

2006-2018 133dpa. In the context of the plan’s requirement completions are slightly above 

this, however, they are significantly below the identified full need. Planning for less than the 

full need and delivering below this need affects the population growth and ultimately 

impacts upon projections and hence the standard methodology calculating the figure it does, 
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irrespective of whether the local planning authority’s or the representor’s minimum figure is 

applied. The result is the local planning authority failing to make the step change required by 

government to the supply of new homes by accommodating the minimum number required 

of it in an area subject to high house prices, lower than average wages, environmental 

constraints and self-imposed Green belt restrictions. 

Policy H1 

2.6. Objection is made to the housing requirement figure in that it is calculated incorrectly and 

should be adjusted to reflect the NPPF compliant position at time of submission. The 

requirement while being an at least figure minimises the amount of housing that the District 

is to provide and should plan positively to meet the housing need that exists. Given the 

coverage of environmental constraints the Council has not sought to identify how the step 

change in housing can be delivered and should identify sufficient additional sites to meet the 

correct minimum housing need figure. 

Paragraph 134  

2.7. The supporting text explains that three suitable sites providing 150 homes will be provided 

at Lytchett Matravers together with a SANG. It is unclear how the local planning authority 

have concluded that only these three sites are suitable when a fourth site i.e. land south of 

Middle Road submitted through the SHLAA was identified as suitable in principle, and why 

therefore a stage 2 assessment was not undertaken as part of the Green Belt review despite 

being identified in the initial 2016 Green belt paper as a potential site to be removed? The 

evidence base would appear to have arbitrarily not progressed this site without justification 

but in the knowledge that the site was being promoted and that information was being 

provided to the Council to give the certainty of the site’s deliverability. 

2.8. Lytchett Matravers lies close to the conurbation of Poole, Bournemouth and Christchurch. 

The sites are within the south east Dorset Green Belt and therefore require exceptional 

circumstances to be demonstrated to justify their release for housing development. South 

east Dorset is a high demand area for housing, has high house prices and a high affordability 

ratio. It is also home to many internationally protected species and habitats that influence 

the spatial distribution of housing and future growth of the sub-region. 

2.9. The Green Belt is drawn tightly round settlements operating as a restraint to the housing 

and economic growth of south east Dorset. Much of the eastern area of Purbeck is 
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constrained by Green Belt, the part of the District where the highest demand for housing 

and the need for affordable housing is strongest. The Plan’s spatial strategy seeks to spread 

housing distribution across the plan area and not necessarily where the demand is. 

2.10. Lytchett Matravers is the largest village in Purbeck Council area, lying in the east of the plan 

area close to Poole. The plan at paragraph 43 recognises that the village lies in a sustainable 

and accessible location and through draft policy V1 identifies a housing number for Lytchett 

Matravers as part of the spatial strategy. It is agreed that Lytchett Matravers does indeed lie 

in a highly sustainable and accessible location and therefore the question is why is the 

allocation of sites restricted to just the three identified in the pre-submission plan when 

there is a fourth that is in a central location and can make a contribution to meeting the 

District’s housing needs? 

2.11. The evidence base i.e. the SHLAA in its various iterations does not identify a material 

difference to the sites considered in Lytchett Matravers save for the three sites now 

identified within the pre-submission plan are informed by supporting text that says that the 

impact on the Dorset Heaths can be mitigated, as opposed to this not being the case at Land 

south of Middle Road. Further evidence was submitted to the Council in the summer of 2018 

confirming that indeed the proposed SANG for Lytchett Matravers would be available for the 

additional circa 30 dwellings for this site.  Reiteration of this position at December 2018 from 

both Natural England and the site promoter for the SANG confirms that mitigation can be 

secured (Appendix 1) and therefore there is no obstacle to the site coming forward for 

development. 

2.12. Examination of the SEA/SA for the sites at Lytchett Matravers indicates that the three 

proposed allocations cannot be ruled out. Undertaking the same procedural requirements 

and scoring the site at Land south of Middle Road would secure the same score and 

reasoning as the promoted sites. This exercise is included at Appendix 2 as if undertaken by 

the Council and its consultants.  

Policy H6 

2.13 Objection is made to policy H6 on the grounds that the policy omits the opportunity to 

secure an additional 30 dwellings by including Land south of Middle Road as an allocation. 

The process undertaken by the Council fails to distinguish a material difference between the 

sites proposed in the pre-submission plan and the site at south of Middle Road despite 

evidence having been submitted to the Council. Failure to fully consider this evidence and 
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provide adequate reasons for non-inclusion undermines the process of producing the plan. 

The Council should propose modifications to the Plan to include the site and therefore 

provide additional certainty to the deliverability of the overall housing requirement. 
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Appendix 1 

1. Email confirmation from Natural England that proposed SANG at Lytchett Matravers has 

capacity to accommodate the additional dwellings that can come forward on land south of 

Middle Road. 

 

2. Email confirmation from Wyatt Homes that agreement in principle for accessing the SANG land 

at Lytchett Matravers has been agreed. 
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Appendix 2 

SA/SEA for Land south of Middle Road, Lytchett Matravers. 

 

 
 

Site name: Land south of Middle Road, Lytchett Matravers  
Application Number: SHLAA/ 0030 

Old Ref. Number: 6/14/0269 

SA Objective Short Medium Long Supporting comments Mitigation 
impact impact Impact 

 
 

Help everyone n n n 
access basic 
services, 
reduce the 
need to travel 
by car and 
encourage 
cycling, walking 
and use of 
public 
transport 

 

Reduce n n n 
vulnerability to 
flooding and 
coastal change 
and plan for 
climate change 

The site would benefit from proximity to existing services and facilities. Lytchett 
Matravers benefits from some bus services but no rail connections. It is likely that many 
residents would use private vehicles to meet their daily needs. The effect on the local 
road network is unknown and would need to be explored. The size of the site would 
mean that any access/transport development delivered alongside it would probably 
mitigate adverse effects rather than enhance. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The site selection has been informed by a comprehensive Strategic Flood Risk 
Assessment. The site is not at risk from issues due to climate change and subsequent 
sea level rise. The site is located close to a watercourse to the east for which there is 
associated surface water flood risk. Mitigation would be required to avoid adverse 
impacts. There is potential for any new development to impact on flooding through, for 
example, increased run-off. However, any new development is required to demonstrate 
that impacts are neutral and drainage solutions are sustainable prior to occupation. 

Improvements to pedestrian, cycle 
ways and public transport should 
be incorporated into development 
proposals. Improvements to the 
road network may need further 
investigation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Follow the requirements of relevant 
local and national planning policy to 
mitigate flood risk. 
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Site name: Land south of Middle Road, Lytchett Matravers  
Application Number: SHLAA/ 0024 

Old Ref. Number: 6/14/0269 

SA Objective Short Medium Long Supporting comments Mitigation 
impact impact Impact 

 
 

Protect and -
enhance 
habitats and 
species and 
local 
Geodiversity 

 
 
 
 

Protect and -
enhance 
Purbeck’s 
unique 
landscape and 
townscape, 
and cultural 
and historical 
assets 

- n Whilst the site is not designated, there is the potential for some harm to biodiversity, 
geodiversity and loss of green infrastructure. This negative effect is likely but would not 
be permanent: whilst there could be some harm to biodiversity and geodiversity, and 
loss of green infrastructure that could be irreversible, new development can 
compensate by incorporating opportunities for biodiversity and new green 
infrastructure. If designed well, new development could result in a net increase in 
biodiversity and green infrastructure. The Plan requires that allocated sites deliver a 
SANG to mitigate the effects of new homes on European sites. 

 
 

n n Development at this site would not represent harm to designated heritage assets or 
their settings. Archaeological site surveys may be needed to identify the presence or 
significance of any buried remains and potential harmful impacts on them. 
The site is located outside of the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB). It is 
within the green belt and thus its removal and development would see the loss of some 
openness in this location, although the current openness is limited due to development 
to the north, east and west. 
The presence of a building site will inevitably cause detriment to the landscape and 
townscape over the short term construction phase. 
Development has the potential to minimise impact on the wider landscape through 
layout and design measures, for instance, through the use of screening and soft edges 
and with a significant area as open space that would not be removed from the Green 
Belt. 

Ensure new development designs-in 
opportunities for biodiversity and 
new green infrastructure. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Further archaeological site 
investigations are needed to 
identify any assets and/or the 
significance of them. 
Application of high standards of 
design quality within the site. 
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Mr Nigel Jacobs (1185866)Agent

Email Address

Intelegent LaneCompany / Organisation

The StudioAddress
Ferndown Forest Golf Club
Ferndown
BH22 9PH

(1191181)Consultee

Dudsbury Homes (LM) LtdCompany / Organisation

Ferndown Forest Golf CourseAddress
Forest Links Road
Ferndown
BH22 9PH

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Dudsbury Homes (LM) Ltd ( - 1191181)Comment by

PLPP557Comment ID

03/12/18 21:37Response Date

Policy H6: Lytchett Matravers  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

H6Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?
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YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Objection is made to policy H6 on the grounds that the policy omits the opportunity to secure an
additional 30 dwellings by including Land south of Middle Road as an allocation.The process undertaken
by the Council fails to distinguish a material difference between the sites proposed in the pre-submission
plan and the site at south of Middle Road despite evidence having been submitted to the Council.
Failure to fully consider this evidence and provide adequate reasons for non-inclusion undermines the
process of producing the plan.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

The Council should propose modifications to the Plan to include Land south of Middle Road as an
allocation site and providing additional certainty to the deliverability of the overall housing requirement.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

To represent my client and to provide clarity to questions and proposed changes from the Inspector.
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Comment.

Mr & Mrs Dunlop (1190181)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr & Mrs Dunlop (1190181)Comment by

PLPP174Comment ID

30/11/18 17:46Response Date

Small sites development (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

H8Which policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The National Planning Policy Framework states that in the Green Belt limited infilling in villages is
acceptable. However policy H8 refers to around the edges, this is wrong and will ultimately lead to
further and inappropriate settlement extensions and green belt boundary realignments in villages such
as Lytchett Matravers whose settlement boundaries have already been defined and that have site(s)
allocated through the local plan.

The Government attaches great importance to Green Belts giving them the upmost protection this
being fundamental to the framework. Policy H8 will seriously undermine this protection in villages such
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as Lytchett Matravers, that sit wholly within the green belt and have sites for housing allocated through
the local plan. It will lead to  a gross loss of the green belt that surrounds them as apposed to a net
gain which is sought when realigning green belt boundaries, due to their importance.

Lytchett Matravers, for instance is to be allocated a further 3 large sites bringing the total to 4 allocated
sites for the village. Despite being designated as a key service village it is no less  a hill top
village community with no railway station, poor and overwhelmed public services and a network
of narrow country lanes and roads, many of which are unsuitable and inadequate for the potential
housing increase that would come with policy H8 if applied to the edges of the village.

Policy H8  applied in its current format to large villages with allocated site(s) such as Lytchett Matravers
will inevitably result in a severe negative, cumulative impact on road safety to all road users and to
the communities on the edges of these settlements. The policy is simply not robust enough to have
sufficient control in helping to determine  planning applications that are intending to extend the boundary
of these settlements, releasing further green belt and developing out into open countryside.To determine
planning applications  "on their own merits" through this policy, especially in villages which are wholly
within the green belt and have allocated site(s)  would be non compliant and unsound. The reference
to 'around the edges' should be removed.

In a recent issue of the "About Purbeck" magazine (November 2018 issue 39 page 4), which delivers
news and information from Purbeck District Council to everyone in the district, it was stated that a
small sites policy would enable development "in some of the Districts smaller villages where development
has not been allowed before". It is obvious from this statement that the small sites policy was not
intended for large villages such as Lytchett Matravers  that already have a large site allocation and
importantly sit entirely within the green belt.

Policy H8 will fail to comply with the National Planning policy Framework if it allows further settlement
extensions around the edges of villages within the green belt, especially when the village already has
allocated site(s) for housing.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

For the plan to be compliant and the small sites policy H8 sound, either one of the paragraphs below
should be inserted. This will ensure compliance with NPPF "limited infilling in villages" is met.

In addition the policy should be strengthened perhaps by using 'directly' in-between existing buildings.
Without this the policy is too vague and weak as just 'in-between' suggests that the buildings could be
quite some distance apart with anomalous land in-between and would not comply with 'limited'.

(1). Where proposals would be within the green belt, only limited infilling, on sites positioned
directly in-between existing buildings, within towns and villages will be permitted. Except for these
villages that have sites allocated through the plan then this policy will not allow for any further green
belt release throughout the plan period. Existing towns and villages are listed under 'settlement hierarchy'
in the  glossary of the Purbeck Local Plan.

or, paragraph 2 below, which as a compromise would allow some limited development for villages and
towns with allocated sites and within the green belt but only within the settlement boundary. This will
help ensure that there will be a spread of  small sites across the district especially in those settlements
that do not have any allocated sites for housing and are in need of some new homes albeit limited.

(2).Where proposals would be within the green belt, only limited infilling, on sites positioned
directly in-between existing buildings, within towns and villages will be permitted. Except for villages
that have sites allocated for release through the local plan, then this policy will not allow for
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any further settlement extensions throughout the plan period. Existing towns and villages are listed
under 'settlement hierarchy' in the glossary of the Purbeck Local Plan.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

YesIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?

If you wish to participate in the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider it to be
necessary?

For involvement in the plans compliance with the NPPF
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Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mrs Margaret Elizabeth Dunn (1190557)Comment by

PLPP186Comment ID

01/12/18 08:50Response Date

Policy H4: Moreton Station / Redbridge Pit  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.2Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be
notified at an address/email address of the
following:

The publication of the recommendations of
any person appointed to carry out an the
Examination of the Local Plan (the Inspector’s
Report)

H4 dWhich policy / paragraph number / policies map
does your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

'Identifying important trees' will not mitigate the loss of the caravan site - an unusually attractive wildlife
area.
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The caravan site, moulded by old quarrying, now provides mature woodland on former heathland, for
a wide variety of wildlife. Housing development here would result in the loss of an unusually attractive
area, unknown by many due to its secluded location but not to those who have enjoyed it as a caravan
site. It needs to be visited to appreciate the potential loss.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

The caravan site should be retained as a recreation area.

The caravan site is too valuable as a recreation area to be lost to development. Mature woodland set
in this unusual undulating landscape would provide a more suitable SANG, unlike the area identified
at the eastern end of the main quarry. It is already laid out with paths etc so would need minimal
landscaping.

General comment if I may:  I understand this consultation is about potential housing and SANG  in the
Moreton / Redbridge area but it must also be seen in the context of Crossways as a whole. This area
provides an invaluable recreational outdoor space for this growing community, qualities increasingly
recognised as being so important by health and education authorities. To appreciate the area it really
needs to be visited.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the
Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the oral part of the examination?
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I do not consider that concentrating the developments largely to Wool and Moreton is 'spreading
development across the district ' as stated in para 3. I do not agree these areas are not environmentally
constrained. they may have a railway connection but the majority of the people in the new houses will
be travelling by car. Wool is suffering badly, environmentally with the build up queuing of vehicles at
the railway crossing which frequently, and at least twice per hour, causes stoppage of up to 8 minutes.
the pollution from vehicles is a major unnaceptable concern. A by pass is needed now and will be
essential if the proposed plan goes ahead!

As a PPG member I know the current medical/health facilities are overstretched and its not the building
but the ability to recruit the necessary staff.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

To be sound the plan needs to take account of the need stated by the communities concerned. Wool
currently has a NEED of less than 30 additional homes for its people. there is no point assuming that
the Dorset Innovation Park is going to dramatically expand. History has shown this to be a flop. Although
a new company is said to be relocating from Poole the owners have openly stated they will be bringing
their current staff with them.They will, in the main, not move home but just add to the traffic difficulties.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 2

611



Comment.

mr barry dyke (1189098)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

mr barry dyke (1189098)Comment by

PLPP22Comment ID

22/11/18 15:26Response Date

Chapter 1: Introduction (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

2If yes, how many people do you represent?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

13Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
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The Council has produced a duty to co-operate position statement providing an update on the activities
undertaken by the Council since the publication of the New Homes for Purbeck consultation in January
2018. This details the discussions that the Council has had with a number of key partners including
other local planning authorities, Dorset County Council, Highways England, utility companies, health
and education providers. Further joint working will continue.

contrary to this statement there has been insufficient consultation in the Wool situation with the health
and school providers.  I was approached, as a PPG member to see what I knew about the proposal
to include a major care home in the Wool development. The Surgery said this would have a MAJOR
impact and would be unsustainable. They had not been consulted at any stage.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

To listen to the views of the existing population. Coming to meetings, hearing the comments then going
away and ignoring them is unacceptable and unfair.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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Increasing the population of Wool is hardly consistent with the aims of maintaining uniqueness and
community which is vital to these villages.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

By reducing the total numbers planned and/or spreading more evenly over the district.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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Developments need to provide, or contribute to, necessary infrastructure. In a small rural District with
comparatively low levels of development, the resources available for infrastructure are limited and will
need to be prioritised.

If the level of building proposed is to go ahead, even at a lower level, the this final statement is
unacceptable. INFRASTRUCTURE RESOURCES HAVE TO BE FOUND/PROVIDED otherwise the
development plans should be shelved until they are available!

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Do not proceed with any significant development without GUARANTEED Infrastructure in place.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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main concern here, as previously stated, is the sudden suggested provision of Care Homes for 60+
in Wool and Moreton. The impact on Wool Surgery has not been considered. Moreover, the new Care
Home in Sandford is currently not even half full and, I understand, is going to be split into apartments.

I recently visited a retirement apartment block in Poundbury where over fifty fives can live independently
but have onsite facilities and a duty warden always on call. Something along these lines, in my opinion,
would be a far better option allowing the freeing up of overlarge homes by the local elderly for younger
families. Financial inducements/assistance could/should be provides as incentives.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

see above

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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why not build at Hilton Heath?? It is closer to the industrial/work areas than either Wool or Mreton.
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Reinstate the old plan and spend what is necessary to clear the ground. Providing homes for the
workers in the Poole/Bournemouth area.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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The existing sewage works in Wool is overloaded and produces frequent bad odour. I believe and
understand that the level of development proposed will cause the need for major upgrade. It is also
essential that pollution from whichever plant is not let out into the river/estuary.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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With Wools current housing need of around thirty the plan intends to meet the 'local' needs of other
communities by proposing 470 plus infill of maybe 90 in Wool.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Reconsider the plan and put the houses where they are needed.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 2

625



Comment.

mr barry dyke (1189098)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

mr barry dyke (1189098)Comment by

PLPP29Comment ID

22/11/18 16:28Response Date

Policy H2: The housing land supply  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

2If yes, how many people do you represent?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

allWhich policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 1

626

http://purbeck-consult.objective.co.uk/portal/planning_policy/purbeck_lpp?pointId=ID-5054384-19#ID-5054384-19


The distribution of proposed builds is totally unfair. As stated earlier the majority of workers will,
regardless of what we might like, be travelling by car. How come that Were Regis being on a major
artery in the road network supplying Dorchester, Poole/Bournemouth and even Wimborne, Blandford
and Ringwood is not getting a much larger proportion of the development when there is ample
land/countryside surrounding the village?? 

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

put a significant volume of the 'need' in the Beer Regis area which with minor tweaks to the roundabouts
would serve the industrial and domestic requirements well.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 2

627



Comment.

mr barry dyke (1189098)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

mr barry dyke (1189098)Comment by

PLPP30Comment ID

22/11/18 16:34Response Date

Provide a mix of housing, to include affordable
options, that meets the needs of local people
(View)

Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

2If yes, how many people do you represent?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

allWhich policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 1

628

http://purbeck-consult.objective.co.uk/portal/planning_policy/purbeck_lpp?pointId=s15269023375837#s15269023375837


Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Affordable has to be defined otherwise these statements are irrelevant . We in Wool have determined
that £150k would be the maximum level and even then deposit support would be required.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Serious consideration needs to be given to building Council/Social housing which I believe the
government has recently given support to including the suggestion of funding availability 

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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A serious second homes policy needs to be applied across the whole area as per St Ives. At a minimum
owners who are not letting their property and are not occupying on a near permanent basis should be
subject to a suitable levy, i.e., double council tax. This could be used to provide affordable housing
support for the real needy cases.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

see above, 

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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it omits the positive statement of the essential by-pass for Wool

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Ensure by whatever means that the by-pass around Wool is on the agenda. The under/overpass of
Wool crossing could be an alternative gutless satisfactory option.

[Having lived in Holland for many years I would suggest that if the Dutch can put in suitable underpasses,
when they are all below sea level, then our engineers have no excuse]

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
oral part of the examination?
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Comment.

Mrs Lesley Elliott (1188187)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mrs Lesley Elliott (1188187)Comment by

PLPP55Comment ID

27/11/18 21:50Response Date

Policy H14: Second homes  (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

YesAre you responding on behalf of a group?

2If yes, how many people do you represent?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

H14 / 185 & 186Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

YesDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)
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Under the terms of the military covenant, the definition of second homes should not penalise Service
personnel living in military accommodation from owning property in Purbeck. The very nature of their
employment means that they are unable to select where they live whilst serving Queen and Country
and, especially if posted abroad, may not be able to occupy a property in Purbeck to satisfy the criteria
in para 186. Likewise, if a Serviceman/woman owned a property in Purbeck, it would be unreasonable
for this to be treated as a second home should he/she be posted away from the District.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Add the following words to the end of para 185

"and military personnel living in service accommodation."

This would ensure that they were treated fairly and not penalised for their military service.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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Comment.

Mr Richard Ettling (1190536)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Richard Ettling (1190536)Comment by

PLPP128Comment ID

29/11/18 19:59Response Date

The green belt (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

V2Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with the
duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

The document does not demonstrate that the removal of land from the Green Belt is proposed for
"very special circumstances" and is therefor unlawful.
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Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

Degrees of importance are allocated to the importance of Green Belt and the Draft Local Plan allocates
parcels 18 and 20 as being of high importance. To suggest that they can be removed from Green Belt
protection is contradictory particularly when evidence is not provided that non Green Belt options have
been exhausted. Therefore, parcels 18 and 20 must be removed from the plan.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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Comment.

Mr Richard Ettling (1190536)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Purbeck Local Plan Pre-submission DraftEvent Name

Mr Richard Ettling (1190536)Comment by

PLPP130Comment ID

29/11/18 20:14Response Date

The green belt (View)Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.2Version

NoAre you responding on behalf of a group?

Please tick the box(es) if you would like to be notified
at an address/email address of the following:

V2Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does
your comment relate to?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is legally
compliant?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan is sound?

NoDo you consider that the Local Plan complies with
the duty to co-operate?

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is / is not legally compliant, sound
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Since 2012, 143 dwellings have been built or are in the planning process meaning that Lytchett
Matravers has already contributed significantly to the development of local housing stock. This is not
reflected in the plan.
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The plan does not address the issue of increased traffic joining the hazardous junctions onto the A350
and the A35. It would be naive to suggest that new residents would use public transport at a time when
services are being reduced or cut entirely.

Having regard to your previous comments, please set out what change(s) you consider necessary
to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.You will need to say why this change will make
the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording for any policy or text and where appropriate provide evidence necessary to support
/ justify the representation. (Please be as precise as possible)

The issue of the contribution already made by Lytchett Matravers to the local housing stock should be
properly acknowledged and the method and funding for the necessary road improvements should be
included in the plan.

It should also be borne in mind that some of the other proposed locations in the plan have direct links
via major roads to centres of employment such as the Poole/Bournemouth conurbation, Dorchester
and beyond. In addition, some of the options are withing walking distance of rail links to the same
areas; this represents a move environmentally friendly solution.

(Please note that the Planning Inspector will make the final decision on who will be invited to attend individual
sessions at the examination, although all members of the public may observe the proceedings)

Only those who have made representations to the Local Plan during the statutory six week pre-submission
publication period will be allowed to participate in the public examination.

NoIf your representation is seeking a change to the Local
Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in
the oral part of the examination?
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