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Blandford + does not consider that the Local Plan is sound and view the plan as unjust in several 
areas. Blandford + has concerns that there are conflicts, and inconsistencies, in fact, approach or 
interpretation particularly in relation to Dorset County Council reductions. Please see below why 
Blandford + consider part of the plan to be unsound: 

Positively Prepared - Blandford + does not consider that the plan has been based on strategy which 
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements because: 

- The data used is not current and projections are weakened by using out of date information which 
can be seen by reviewing the publication dates of NDDC's Local Plan Evidence Base; 

- There is no evidence to demonstrate that the highway infrastructure could cope with the existing 
one way system in Blandford Forum which will be serving the development at the west of Blandford 
Forum (locally known as Crown Meadows). The Market Towns Site Selection Background Paper 
prepared by NDDC refers to several transport studies. These studies identify Crown Meadows as 
accessible, but it does not measure the impact the development will have on the local highway 
network. A recent planning application, that would have needed to use the same road that is 
proposed for access to the development on Crown Meadows, was refused (2/2012/0849/PLNG). 
One of the reasons being the increased use onto the B3082 would be likely to cause additional 
danger to road users. The application was only for one dwelling. No evidence has been provided that 
would mitigate the impact of the proposed 150 homes on the highway network in Blandford 
Forum;There appears to be a lack of information in respect of potential development sites in 
Blandford St Mary in particular the pending Blandford Homes A350 application. 

- Paragraph 8.24 in the Local Plan states that the Council's preferred approach is to develop land 
west of Blandford Forum and west of Blandford St Mary. This is not the community's preferred 
approach, which has been made clear to NDDC by the submission of a petition of approximately 
5000 signatures. The community supports development and growth within their local area, and have 
suggested a alternative sites (Land to the North-East of Blandford Forum and Land adjacent 
A350/A354 Junction Blandford St Mary). Blandford + are also hoping to review Land North of the 
bypass as a further potential alternative site which may be suitable for housing or employment. It is 
considered, and the message from Central Government is, that Local Authorities should set the 
number of housing and employment land required for the area, and Neighbourhood Plans should be 
able to set the area in which the local community wants development. A precedent has also been set 
by Thame Town Council, who's Local Authority had to remove their preferred approach from the 
Local Plan, following an examination by the Planning Inspectorate, to give the local community their 
voice and Blandford + requests that its local community is given its voice; 

- Policy 16.x states that new sports pitches and associated facilities is to be provided within the built 
up area of Blandford Forum. This is not accurate as no new sports pitches are being provided. The 
proposals referred to in the Local Plan is a refurbishment of existing sports pitches, not the provision 
of new pitches;  

- Paragraph 7.71 of the Local Plan states that NDDC have worked with other authorities and 
providers to assess the quality and capacity of existing social infrastructure. It is not clear how the 



high number of our aging population and other vulnerable adults is being cared for or even how 
applications for care facilities will be dealt with should they come forward; 

- Paragraph 5.18 of the North and North East Dorset Transport Study, which is part of NDDC's 
Evidence Base for the Local Plan states that Blandford St Mary School can serve the development to 
the west of Blandford St Mary. It is unclear where the school will extend to, as the existing site 
cannot sustain an extension. This highlights a further inconsistency in use of data.  There is also no 
information  provided as to what percentage of the currently suggested 960 new home requirement 
will be applicable to Blandford St Mary with its present lack of infrastructure/community facilities. 

Effective - Blandford + does not consider that the Local Plan, in its current form, is deliverable over 
its period, in terms of sound infrastructure delivery planning and in working with delivery partners to 
make the Local Plan deliverable and achievable because: 

- 960 homes is not an appropriate number of housing for the area, considering that most of these 
proposed homes are either already built or have received planning permission and is due to be built 
in the near future. The Local Plan serves the area until 2026 and there is concern that this will result 
in NDDC refusing planning applications based on oversupply for the area within as little as two years; 

- As stated above there is no evidence to demonstrate that the highway infrastructure could cope 
with the existing one way system in Blandford Forum which will be serving the development at the 
west of Blandford Forum (locally known as Crown Meadows);  

- Policy 16.a states that development should be built where existing services are, but sufficient 
services are not being provided on an already strained service centre. Where services are being 
promised it is unlikely to be provided at the time of the proposed development for the area as most 
of the proposed development is already complete, taking place or will be taking place in the near 
future; 

- Policy 16.q states that grey infrastructure growth will include the provision and enhancement of 
public transport. Dorset County Council have confirmed that these services faces cuts not 
improvements, which highlights inconsistency in the Local Plan and failure to engage in factual 
information with delivery partners; 

- Policy 16.s highlights the provision of a neighbourhood hall for the northern part of the town. The 
terminology used for such a facility is not considered correct as it is hoped that this community 
facility could accommodate much needed infrastructure for the northern part of the town; 

- Paragraph 7.76 states that an assessment had been carried out that showed that there are 
sufficient day nurseries and pre-school/play groups in the District, however this does not account for 
the recent confirmation of closure to these services by Dorset County Council. A further 
inconsistency in the Local Plan and a further failure to engage in factual information with delivery 
partners. 

Justified - Blandford + accepts that there may be evidence of participation of the local community 
who have a stake in the area, however considers that the term participation has been used loosely. 
It also considers that the research and fact finding, which resulted in the choices made in the Local 
Plan, is not backed up by facts because: 



- A petition with approximately 5000 signatures, as mentioned above, was submitted to NDDC which 
has not resulted in any review or investigation into alternative sites that is preferred by the local 
community; 

- The local community are being told that the Crown Meadows development would result in 
recreational open space being provided to the community, however Paragraph 8.47 in the Local Plan 
implies that this open space will not be accessible to the public, but only serve the development 
proposed; 

- It is considered that the sites for development proposed in Policy 16 of the Local Plan is too 
restrictive and that NDDC have failed to listen to the local community; 

- Paragraph 8.45 refers to the Blandford School Pyramid, whereas this has long since been changed 
to the Blandford School Network; 

- An inconsistent approach in terming the river and the bypass as a constraint for development is 
used by NDDC, as three of the main areas for development proposed is outside this 'constraint'. It is 
also important to note that any development near the Stour River valley will impact on the Grater 
Horseshoe Bats feeding ground; 

- Paragraph 8.32 refers to Tesco Stores as out of town, but it is more accurately at the edge of the 
town, nor does it recognise Homebase as contributing to the area's retail floorspace; 

-  As highlighted before, a further inconsistency in fact is found at Policy 16.x which is not accurate as 
no new sports pitches are being provided; 

- It is not considered that the use of the protection that an AONB enforces is being used 
appropriately by NDDC, and considers that these boundaries need to be reviewed. Therefore 
Blanford + considers that Local Plan Policy 4 should be reviewed. Where development is halted, for 
example on land outside of the bypass, existing industrial estates are operating from; 

- As before Paragraph 7.76 states that an assessment had been carried out that showed that there 
are sufficient day nurseries and pre-school/play groups in the District, however this does not 
account for the recent confirmation of closure to these services by Dorset County Council. Blandford 
+ therefore, does not consider that a fair assessment is being given to the need for childcare 
facilities. 




