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Comment by Mr Peter Yarnold (1188089)
Comment ID PLPP67

Response Date 28/11/18 16:42
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Version 0.1

Are you responding on behalf of a group? Yes

If yes, how many people do you represent? 2

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

Which policy / paragraph number / policies map does 4
your comment relate to?

Do you consider that the Local Plan is legally No
compliant?

Do you consider that the Local Plan is sound? No
Do you consider that the Local Plan complies with No

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 plan presents no evidence that building 470 houses in Wool will cause house prices to drop by
40% as this is the % drop needed for genuinely affordable (for rent or purchase)

As stated in the January 2018 consultation: "the average cost of a house in Purbeck is £250,000"
which is 17 times the average salary in Purbeck. To be genuinely affordable therefore a house needs
to cost £150,000. This plan is unsound as it perpetuates the myth that building 470 houses in Wool
will somehow provide houses that local people can afford.

How can a 'plan’ not specify where additional houses are to be built as a third of the proposed houses
(933 of 2,688) are on unspecified 'small sites' which could be anywhere in Purbeck. In the original
consultation the 65 bed care home was not included and was never on the table for discussion so in
our opinion the consultation information was incorrect and misleading. The plan lacks clarity.

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 need to provide evidence that any building will provide genuinely affordable housing in the Purbeck
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.

If your representation is seeking achangeto the Local Yes
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?

Not having the academic qualifications to put my concerns into this document | feel it may help if I can
express my concerns verbally.
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The sudden inclusion in the plans for Wool of a 65 bed care home should be challenged. There is no
reference to or mention of the proposal to build such a facility in Wool in any of the previous consultation
documents. In addition, the legality of its inclusion should be questioned on the grounds that it would
appear that non of Social Services, the Local Surgery, NHS Dorset or the CCG were involved in any
form of of discussion or consultation, leading one to conclude that it has been added as a purely
speculative commercial by the would-be developer. It would likely be the biggest building in Wool,
which directly contravenes the planning principle found elsewhere in the Pre-Submission Policy
Document that any development should be sympathetic and in keeping with local architecture and
scale of building.

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)

As we feel this has not been consulted on and in our opinion should be removed from plan and if
necessary the consultation should be deemed null and void.

(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.

If your representation is seeking achangeto the Local Yes
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?

Not having the academic qualifications to put my concerns into this document | feel it may help if | can
express my concerns verbally.
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The plan merely assumes that the Wool Primary School (which has no means of extending) and The
Purbeck School can be adequately expanded. Whilst there is at last acknowledgement that there will
be increased traffic, noting previous surveys and pressure on the level crossing given that many new
residents will commute to the Poole/Bournemouth conurbation, the only mitigation suggested is to
encourage motorists to seek alternative routes ?? No mention is made of the ability (or otherwise) to
expand the already overloaded sewage works. The plan should be challenged because it fails to offer
any definitive guarantees in terms of infrastructure that will be required to support the number of houses
being proposed 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)

Local traffic survey carried out by members of the community and an independent expert using superior
systems than PDC, confirmed substantial increases in traffic problems but disregarded by PDC initially.

It would appear that only National Statistics (ONS) obtained by using less sophisticated equipment is
used for local government traffic modelling.

(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.

If your representation is seeking achangetothe Local Yes
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?

Not having the academic qualifications to put my concerns into this document | feel it may help if | can
express my concerns verbally.
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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)
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The plan talks about the results of the January 2018 consultation and says 'the most favoured option'
was Option A. Technically this is correct; but when asked what was their preferred option, 35% of
respondents chose Option A, 28% chose None. In Wool, whilst 30% chose Option A, 60% said None.
That is far from a ringing endorsement for this Plan by any measure. In terms of Wool therefore, the
process has been legally and morally questionable because it had repeatedly denied the stated
democratic wishes of the community.

Like all the previous consultations, this one is severely flawed and there is evidence to suggest that it
too has been designed to prevent large numbers of the community from responding easily and fully.
The first consultation, for example, contained the erroneous and deceptive comment that "there was
significant support for 1,000 houses in Wool"; the second consultation persisted with the apparent
impression that there would be between 40% and 50% of all houses being built being affordable; all
the consultations and attendant publicity have been deliberately vague - and therefore potentially
misleading - over infrastructure (for example continuing to state that "a bypass could be considered");
the insistence on an 'online' response to this consultation is seen to be discriminatory and
disenfranchising.

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)

Transparent use of the consultation figures: and not use them to manipulate the case for disproportionate
housing numbers.

Make access to any consultation accessible to all by simplifying the process and make it less daunting
for the average respondent.

(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.

If your representation is seeking a change to the Yes
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?

Not having the academic qualifications to put my concerns into this document | feel it may help if I can
express my concerns verbally.
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or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. (Please be as precise as possible)

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 1


http://purbeck-consult.objective.co.uk/portal/planning_policy/purbeck_lpp?pointId=s15263849389231#s15263849389231

3236

There is little, if any, acknowledgement of the disastrous effect that such large scale (and unnecessary)
development will have on the environment in terms of the destruction of the current bio-diverse habitats
that now exist. There has been no satisfactory environmental or ecological study carried out by reputable
bodies or outside experts.

Dorset Wildlife have stated: "there are concerns regarding the proposed SANG,; to function properly
SANG's should be easily accessible by non-motorised transport from all parts of the proposed
development. The SANG for this site as shown does not connect directly with the proposed development
and this requires a careful re-assessment".

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)

Correct studies should be made ensuring the SANG is accessible by non-motorised means not only
for the new development but for existing residents who are having their existing areas built on.

A full environmental survey should be carried out by an expert independent body over a whole year
to capture all seasonal aspects of wildlife and the environmental changes.

(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.

If your representation is seeking a changeto the Local Yes
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?

Not having the academic qualifications to put my concerns into this document | feel it may help if | can
express my concerns verbally.
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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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There is little, if any, acknowledgement of the disastrous effect that such large scale (and unnecessary)
development will have on the environment in terms of the destruction of the current bio-diverse habitats
that now exist. There has been no satisfactory environmental or ecological study carried out by reputable
bodies or outside experts.

Dorset Wildlife have stated: "there are concerns regarding the proposed SANG,; to function properly
SANG's should be easily accessible by non-motorised transport from all parts of the proposed
development. The SANG for this site as shown does not connect directly with the proposed development
and this requires a careful re-assessment".

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)

Correct studies should be made ensuring the SANG is accessible by non-motorised means not only
for the new development but for existing residents who are having their existing areas built on.

A full environmental survey should be carried out by an expert independent body over a whole year
to capture all seasonal aspects of wildlife and the environmental changes.

(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.

If your representation is seeking achangeto the Local Yes
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?

Not having the academic qualifications to put my concerns into this document | feel it may help if | can
express my concerns verbally.

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 2



	consultee-responses-combined-document.pdf
	Marsh-Paul-1187916-PLPP123.pdf
	Marsh_PLPP126.pdf
	Affordable Housing for Purbeck.doc
	Wool



	Salter-1190873-PLPP218.pdf
	Disposal or change of use of playing field  and school land.pdf
	Summary 
	About this departmental advice
	Expiry or review date
	Who is this advice for?

	Policy
	Transactions for which you will need consent
	Disposals 
	Changes of use of playing field land

	Criteria used to assess playing field applications
	The school’s needs 
	Curriculum needs
	Other schools’ needs 
	Community use 
	Reinvestment of proceeds in sport and education facilities
	Value for money 
	Affordability

	Application and assessment processes 
	The School Playing Fields Advisory Panel

	Annex A: definition of playing field land
	What is playing field land?

	Annex B: legal framework for the disposal of playing field land
	Disposals
	Changes of use

	Annex C: area guidelines for playing field land at existing schools and academies 
	Annex D: playing field consultation guidelines
	Annex E: General Consent Orders
	Annex F: General Consents: Section 77 School Standards and Framework Act 1998
	Annex G: General Consents: Schedule 1 Academies Act 2010
	Annex H: General Consent for disposal of school playing fields by restriction
	Further information
	Other relevant departmental advice and statutory guidance 
	Useful resources and external organisations



	Wareham-the-Neighbourhood-Plan-Steering-Group-1188328-PLPP6.pdf
	Wareham_the_Neighbourhood_Plan_Steering_Group_PLPP11.pdf
	Submission draft of the Wareham Neighbourhood Plan.pdf
	Contents
	Policy List
	1 Introduction
	1.1 The Neighbourhood Plan Area
	1.2 The Plan Period
	1.3 Historic Development of Wareham
	1.4 Wareham Today

	2 Our Vision, Objectives and Themes
	2.1 The Purbeck Local Plan Review and the Housing Requirement
	2.2 What people told us...
	2.3 The overarching Vision and main Objectives

	3 Housing and Development
	3.1 How much housing development is needed?
	3.2 Type and size of housing
	3.3 Where is the Town going to expand?
	3.4 Westminster Road Area between Bere Road and Carey Road
	3.5 Johns Road
	3.6 Wareham Town Northern Gateway
	3.7 Former Hospital and Health Centre Site
	3.8 Former Cottees Market Site
	3.9 General Infill
	3.10 Potential Housing Delivery
	3.11 Parking Space
	3.12  Sandford Lane Employment Estate

	4 A Thriving Town Centre
	4.1 Introduction
	4.2 Town Centre Health Check
	1.1
	4.3 The Town Centre Area – Securing its Future

	TC5 – Maintaining and Enhancing the Public Realm
	4.4 Town Centre parking

	5 A Pedestrian and Cycle Friendly Town
	5.1 The Local Transport Strategy

	6  Local Green Spaces & Community Facilities
	6.1 The wide range of green spaces
	6.2 Health Hub

	7 A Locally Distinctive Place
	7.1 A Strong Sense of Place

	8 Key Projects, Plan Monitoring and Review
	8.1 Key project 1 – Wareham Railway Station Approaches Area
	8.2 Key Project 2 – Healthy Living Centre
	8.3 Key Project 3 – possible Community Land Trust
	8.4 Plan Monitoring and Review

	9 Evidence Base
	9.1 Key Documents




	Welbeck-Land-1188067-PLPP379.pdf
	181203 Collated Purbeck Local Plan Representations.pdf
	Sheets and Views
	A4 Landscape

	Sheets and Views
	A3 Landscape

	Sheets and Views
	Layout3-A3 Landscape



	West-Lulworth-Parish-Council-1190735-PLPP330.pdf
	West_Lulworth_Parish_Council_PLPP336.pdf
	Settlement Hierarchy 3_1.xlsx
	Sheet1



	Wyatt-Homes-1190024-PLPP474.pdf
	Wyatt_Homes_PLPP475.pdf
	HDA Blaneys Corner Landscape and Green Belt Study (June 2017).pdf
	Appendix 2_Blaneys Corner_Landscape and Green Belt Study Part 1
	Appendix 2_Blaneys Corner_Landscape and Green Belt Study Part 2


	Wyatt_Homes_PLPP492.pdf
	SHLAA Site Submission for Land at Frenches Farm_ Upton (July 2018).pdf
	Purbeck SHLAA Consultation Response - Frenches Farm
	090_DI_07.0_Coloured Concept Sketch
	090_DI_08.0_Annotated Concept Sketch







