Christchurch and East Dorset Core Strategy

Reported at: 11/02/13 11:07

Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Event: Schedule of Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Changes considered

Is the Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
o | oqp | ot (COMMeNt | Page | petorence | R |t | 25200, | is unsound. Comments also supporting legal | "CSSary 1o make the | "kt | mpersyn | st
compliant? compliance or soundness ;
complaint or sound
The plan is unjustified — (Christchurch has no more space, The Roeshot Hill
why should allotments be sacrificed for houses, no site to go | Allotments to be retained
c54046 M PCCS119 |5 12 ves o ustiied | tO, Egst Dorset has' more space for_ hoyses etc) & it is not & the plans to over- g;rvﬁlcfgapeog wishto
Pardy — national policy | consistent with National Policy (which is to preserve Green develop the Christchurch | examination
Belt land and the best agricultural land (we are Grade 2, the | conurbation should be
best in Dorset). abandoned
The proposed changes to
the core strategy have
been constructed and
worded so as to further
confuse the electorate.
The presentation to the
public has been confusing
and the approach low
key.
i E?:J;_”ri'i The statement allows changes to be made to the core l]g?rﬁa?,f g):éﬁgdr;% T: d Yes, | wish to Because | wish to put
654437 Ron PCCS116 |5 1.2 No No JE‘;;“C’{FVZ strategy after the document is considered by the inspector. o ’ participate at the oral | the voters and residents
e consistentwith | Therefore making the core strategy invalid and illegal. yet the wording is examinaton views forvard:
- - g ay g
national policy concealed in a different
section of the core
strategy document.
The proposal to allow
changes to be made after
the document is
submitted and cleared by
the inspectorate
invalidates the whole
document.
This paragraph allows the Council to make changes beyond | Remove reference to
what is specifically set out in this document. Whilst it might future documents defining
s - be appropriate to allow some finer level of detail to be policies and site No. 1 do not wish to
655010 S PCCS149 |5 1.2 No No JE‘f‘fZ“C’{?Vi documented at a later date, this wording makes it clear that | allocations. Alternatively | participate at the oral
Moran P . . . o examination
further policies and site allocations will be specified re-draft the Core Strategy
undermining the purpose of this document and opening the [ since it was prepared
door to changes which will endure less scrutiny. before NPPF.
The reference to Burton as a site for the relocation of the
allotments has been removed, as alternative sites are being
r investigated. However, the revised statement fails to say
656832 Paul PCCS284 |5 1.2 whether Burton is still being considered as a possible site or
Ramsey . . . . .
not. | object to this. It is deliberately vague and infers,
without confirming to the public that the allotments are
definitely not moving to Burton area.
The vagueness over the future and the relocation site for the
wr Positively Roeshot Hill Allotments appears to be unacceptable. The No. | do not wish o
718095 William. C PCCS127 |5 1.2 No Prepared vast majority of plot holders have made considerable participate at the oral
King Effective examination

investments in their plots. | would have thought that the
location of the site is an essential element within the
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Christchurch and East Dorset Core Strategy

Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Is the

Details of why the document is not legally compliant or

Changes considered

Contact Ccomment Page Is the . X X necessary to make the Participation in the
Contact Contact Full Lo document It is unsound Reasons why you Attachments to
Person ID Name Orgsntlslzlatlon |D Number Reference Legally d(s)cumdegt because it is not IS unsound. Comments aIso Supportlng Iegal document |e a” @l pgrt (:f iz wish to participate Response
e compliant? | =4MC1 compliance or soundness . gally examination
complaint or sound
Christchurch housing strategy and should be resolved before
further decisions are taken.
Vs Managing MEM Ltd are also grateful that the supporting text
521508 Lisa Director PCCS487 |10 2.11 recognises the role of the rural estates in the local econom
Jack Jackson LB A iR
ackson . .
Planning Ltd and environment.
wr We support the changes to this paragraph which is broadly
359277 Jsafl?ie Tedowking | PCCS101 | 19 3.1 Yes Yes in line with our recommended changes in our previous
ullivan .
representations.
Page 19 para 3.1
. . . Recommend Amended
There continues to be considerable concern about the highly .
i . Text be changed (in red)
restrictive approach to business development and a .
; o - S L to read: “Providing
diversification where it is clearly implied that this will only be
Clerk to the . Co " adequate land ......
Council permitted at the major villages. For example, when applied
s S . . . Estate, as well as
. penny to the major rural industry — agriculture — only one of the ;
359529 Lisa Handieywith | PCCS171 |19 3.1 ; . : . L enabling the rural
Goodwin Pentridge — twenty odd farms and small holdings in this parish which is : .
Parish ; oo : economy to diversify and
council adjacent to the major village could benefit and to apply such :
L . flourish through the reuse
a restriction is quite unacceptable. The Core Strategy should o
; . . of buildings and small
not incorporate a policy that effectively caps rural
development new employment
' developments where they
are needed.”
| am a ward councillor. |
believe that the basis
on which new
developments is
founded is unsound,
untested and is not
evidenced on need.
The Burton
Conservation Area
Appraisal and
H |
The new wor_ds de_ny the opportl_mlty for employm_ent grpwth gﬂ;;;ggr;5ntpan was
in small or minor villages which in the fullness of time will Chrstchurch Borough
. . . ouncil in an
Posively lead to the further decline of these villages whilst larger s been gnored n e
1 compilation of this
wr Prepared villages may grow to become small towns. Suggest remove the Yes, | wish to stratogy, and the need
476036 Colin PCCS159 |19 3.1 Yes No Effactive The proposed statement is contradictory in that the proposal | words at the major participate at the oral | for 45 houses in Burton
Jamieson Consistent with h f | . h d h h ” examination has not been
e to remove the farm later in the document when the 45 villages evidenced.
houses are built conflicts with this statement and the Burton (eleve that the need
Conservation Appraisal and Management Plan adopted very Belt has not been
. . evidenced because the
recently (2007) after extensive consultation. local housing need has
not been agreed by the
councillors, | believe
that the building of 45
or more houses in the
green belt will effect the
adjacent flood plain,
and destroy the
strategic gap between
Burton and the wider
conurbation.
The new and amended text quotes "enabling the rural
economy to diversify and flourish through the reuse of
buildings and small new developments at the major villages."
wr This statement opens the door for Meyrick Estates to convert
653893 Michael PCCS365 |19 3.1 the old barns on Burton Farm for commercial use and their
ailey

desire to turn the village into a Rural Services Centre.

| object to this proposed development on the grounds that
such a proposal would directly impact on the operation of the
Farm with the loss of the tenant farmers and farm workers
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Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Contact
Person ID

Contact Full
Name

Contact
Organisation
Details

Comment
ID

Page
Number

Reference

Is the
document
Legally
compliant?

Is the
document
Sound?

Itis unsound
because it is not

Details of why the document is not legally compliant or
is unsound. Comments also supporting legal
compliance or soundness

Changes considered
necessary to make the
document legally
complaint or sound

Participation in the
oral part of the
examination

Reasons why you
wish to participate

Attachments to
Response

livelihood.

Perhaps Christchurch Council consider that the loss of rural
traditional employment is less important than the
establishment of commercial units. Burton Farm has been
farmed by the same family for the past 135 years. It cannot
be right for Meyrick Estates to summarily destroy the family's
livelihood.

656832

Mr
Paul
Ramsey

PCCS282

19

3.1

In this section, a statement has been added regarding the
re-use of buildings, and small new employment
developments in major villages to boost rural economy. This
statement could cover the justification for commercial units in
the old barns on Burton Farm. | object to this development,
which, if approved would cause the loss of the only working
farm with the loss of the farmers' and farm workers' jobs.

663076

Mrs
Sheila
Richards

PCCS122

19

3.1

Objections to the Schedule of Proposed Changes to the
Core Strategy Pre-Submission November 2012, as it relates
to CN2 3.1

In this section, a statement has been added regarding the
re-use of buildings, and small new employment
developments in major villages to boost rural economy. This
statement could cover justification for commercial units in the
old barns on Burton Farm. It would appear that Christchurch
Council is working in tandem with the Meyrick Estate who
wishes to turn Burton into a Rural Services Centre. |
OBJECT TO THIS PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT, WHICH,
IF APPROVED, WOULD CAUSE THE LOSS OF A
WORKING FARM WITH THE LOSS OF TENANT
FARMERS' AND FARM WORKERS' LIVELIHOODS.
Christchurch Council would appear to consider these
potential losses of rural employment as having less
importance than one or two proposed commercial units with
unknown take-up.

359437

Ms
Gill
Smith

Affordable
Housing
Officer

Dorset County
Council

PCCS383

19

3.2

Comment on Proposed Change

1.1 At the Pre-submission consultation Dorset County
Council highlighted its concerns that requirements under the
duty to co-operate should be more fully addressed. The
Council was concerned that there is currently uncertainty
that the various cross boundary issues set out in the
National Planning Policy Framework are being addressed at
the strategic level and that this could undermine the
County’s ability to provide infrastructure and other services
for which it is responsible.

1.2 The response of Christchurch and East Dorset Councils
(AoR para 2.13) that “the Councils... look forward to working
in partnership with other neighbouring authorities and the
Dorset LEP to deliver the Plan”, is noted. However the
change proposed at paragraph 3.2 (which makes reference
to the introduction of the National Planning Policy
Framework but not the duty to co-operate) does not appear
to address the concerns expressed by the County Council.
1.3 These concerns will only be addressed in full if there is
an assurance from both Councils that they will work with
neighbouring authorities and other bodies to identify and

Further change proposed
Dorset County Council
therefore considers that
the concerns it raised on
the duty to co-operate
have not been addressed
in the proposed changes
and wishes to re-iterate
these concerns and
would welcome the
opportunity to participate
in any discussion of this
issue at the Examination.

Yes, | wish to
participate at the oral
examination

Dorset County Council
wishes to partake in
any oral hearing on this
matter in order to fulfil
its role under the duty
to cooperate and
ensure that its interests
are considered in the
emerging Core
Strategy.
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Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Is the

Details of why the document is not legally compliant or

Changes considered

(oontact | - Contact Full Or%ﬁf:}zzon € nrlgw ent Zﬁ?ﬁber Reference R dglgfn:w}gt peis unsound is unsound. Comments also supporting legal ne((:j%scsuar%;ct) {Za';ﬁ the Paézzgl;%tr:{;%ﬁéhe Reasons whyyou | Attachments to
compliant? ' compliance or soundness complaint or sgour{d
resolve matters of a strategic nature. It is understood that
Christchurch Borough Council approved the draft
“Memorandum of Understanding “on 5th September 2012.
This effectively gives the assurance needed, although it is
not reflected in the Plan. A similar assurance is needed from
East Dorset District Council.
1.4 It is acknowledged that, in the absence of a spatial policy
framework it is currently a difficult time for plans to
demonstrate how they relate to the wider area. With this in
mind, the County Council would wish to see more explicit
recognition of cross boundary implications in the plan and
would welcome the opportunity to attend the Examination
into the soundness of the plan to develop this issue.
Re-instate the sentence
Mrs "the provision of a new No, | do not wish to
717728 Jean PCCS81 19 3.2 Yes Yes community facility in participate at the oral
Parcy Christchurch Town examinaton
Centre will be supported.”
1.’ The quality of this is special environment will be secured | 1. Change in line with
sustaining the growth of the local economy, and the welfare | NPPF (7,8,9) to reflect
of its local communities, rather than being used as a reason | the three dimensions of
to turn our back on growth which can be achieved sustainability, their mutual
sustainably’ dependence and the
Whilst supporting the proposed wording as an improvement | need to jointly seek
to the Pre-Submission Core Strategy, we do not consider economic, social and
that the changes fully address the concern we expressed at | environmental gains
that consultation. through the planning
Although the wording now secures the quality of the special | system. We suggest the Dorset Wildlife Trust is
environment, this is still in relation to sustaining growth of the | following wording: This a voluntary nature
local economy and welfare of local communities, with the special environment organisation which has
implication that the environment has been used to turn our underpins the local the widite of Dorest
back on growth which can be achieved sustainably. Arguably | economy and quality of o e e g
much unsustainable growth has occurred on this area with life and our vision is to the Sites of Nature
y the significant loss of habitats locally (eg 75-80% loss of see sustainable growth g(?hnesnewrev?czlrotrflénéif:tty,
Urban &_E_ast Positively . . : H H . are members of the
e Dorset Living The Core Prepared _heat.hlgnds) gnd evidence natlonally shows that bloc_ilversny that_ benefits the Yes, | wish o Enst Dorset
359461 Nicola Mamasapes | PCCS309 |20 . No No ustined is still in decline. We therefore consider that the environment | environment, economy participate at the oral | Environment Action
Brunt Dorset Strategy Vision Consistent with hould b | | h f the th d £ dl | e examination Theme Group, the
Wildite Trust e heian | should be clearly shown as one o the three strands o and local communities. Dorset Biodiversity

sustainability, important in its own right, and that all these
strands should be viewed positively in order to move forward
together. NPPF seeks net gains for biodiversity which is not
reflected here.

2. ‘The intrinsic landscape and biodiversity value of the
Dorset Heathlands, the Cranborne Chase and West
Wiltshire Downs Area Of Outstanding Natural Beauty,
Christchurch Harbour, the coast, beaches and rivers will be
protected and their connectivity enhanced. Improving our
special environment and its green infrastructure will ensure
that recreation and commercial activity sustains these

We support the proposed wording as it recognises the
biodiversity value of the areas referred to and the need to
enhance connectivity, but continue to consider that this does
not fully encompass all the biodiversity of the area (such as

2. Suggested change to
reflect NPPF 117 ‘The
intrinsic landscape and
biodiversity value of the
Dorset Heathlands, the
Cranborne Chase and
West Wiltshire Downs
Area Of Outstanding
Natural Beauty,
Christchurch Harbour, the
coast, beaches, rivers
and all priority habitats
and species will be
protected and their
connectivity enhanced.
Improving our special

Officers Group and
Dorset Biodiversity
Partnership. We
consider that the
changes proposed do
not give sufficient
protection or gain for
the environment and
would wish to contribute
to an oral examination
in support of this view.
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Changes considered

Is the Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
Contact Contact Full Contact Comment Page document Isithe It is unsound . y 9 y b necessary to make the Rarticipationliniiic Reasons why you Attachments to
Person ID Name Organlslatlon Reference Legally e because it is not IS unsound. Comments aIso Supportlng Iegal @l pgrt OF iz wish to participate Response
Details 1D Number compliant? Sound? Compliance or soundness document IegaIIy examination
complaint or sound
lowland deciduous and wet woodland, species rich environment and its green
hedgerows and grassland), and that reference is needed to | infrastructure will ensure
priority habitats and species. that recreation and
commercial activity
sustains these
areas........... ’
. . The Plan raises issues
Consideration needs to of nature conservation
- be given to the NPPF e g
We generally support the amendments made to the Vision. gIve o which the RSPE is
hich identif th t familiar and has
o . which identifies the nature i .
We comment elsewhere on the aspiration for a Christchurch . considerable expertise.
Bypass of sustainable We are actve in the
Conservation ; : development, and the for Sustanable
r Officer The Core Justified However, we are concerned that there appears to be an need to seek economic Ves. 1 wish to dovelopment and
350571 Renny Royal Sediety | bCCS245 | 20 - Yes No Efectve W | implicit assumption that growth is needed to secure : : * | participate at the oral | biodiversity
Henderson for the E— Strategy Vision Consistent with . . .. social and environmental examination conservation.
Protection of national policy | environmental conservation and enhancement. This is ; L We wish to reserve the
Birds . . . gains. The vision needs wanity t t
clearly not the case. The environment is worth protecting for OPpoRuY o appeara
its own sake as for the societal and economic benefits it amendment to be nature conservation
brings consistent with the NPPF, issues. We consider
' particularly paragraphs 7, positoned to advise an
8 and 9. Inspector on these
matters.
Although the revision is a slight improvement on the original,
it is still negative in its approach (para 1) implying that the
environment is an impediment to sustainability. The wording
also indicates a continuing failure to understand
« that the environment is one of the 3 strands of sustainability
all of which must be addressed (NPPF para 7);
* the requirement to move from a net loss of biodiversity to As part of the East
achieve net gains for nature (NPPF para 9) Dorset Cammunity
. . . . artnersnip, S
Posiively « the principles of connectivity of all habitat types on a romit o bislogical
. H H e sciences and
s Chaierson The Core Prepared landscape scale, not just a selected few (NPPF 113,114, We retain our original Yes, | wish to sustaimabilty is wider
360302 Hilary TAG (East PCCS440 | 20 . . No Effective 117); objection and participate at the oral | than that of Natural
Chittenden —_ Strategy Vision ' ) . . . - . . examination England or Dorset
Dorset) Consistentwith | o the jmportance of including reference to priority habitats recommendations. wildife Trust.
national policy and species (NPPF117) Membership includes
| : . highly qualified natural
Despite our repeated requests for survey at appropriate scientists and town &
. . e . parish representatives.
times of year and in sufficient detail, no data have been
presented to inform the selection of sites in the Core
Strategy so it is not possible to establish how ecological
networks will be supported/enhanced/created. Such survey
data should have informed site selection at a much earlier
stage. They are required now and should be made available
for public scrutiny.
The amendments to the first paragraph require a comma Comments included in L‘;‘ﬁ;i‘;{ﬁ;ffh‘;“g;!?s"'
between the words "secured and sustaining” in order to above statement ggvgflgg':ngm .
make sense of the sentence he amendments to the founded is unsound,
The paragraph beginning "Housing will also continue to be | first paragraph require a untested and is not
delivered in our towns and villages" should be endorsed with | comma between the The Buton
" The Core Justified a statement supporting the proportionate evidence and refer | words "secured and Appraisal and
476036 Colin PCCS160 |20 - No No Efectve win | t0 @ local housing needs assessment. sustaining” in order to Management Plan was
LER—A 41— Consistent with adopted by
Jamieson Strategy Vision Christchurch Borough

national policy

Bournemouth Airport is two words and not a single word and
that needs to be amended

The new wording starting with "the challenges of supporting
a significant elderly population... " needs to be reinforced
with a statement regarding infrastructure because currently
the infrastructure is inadequate to support significant growth

make sense of the
sentence

The paragraph beginning
"Housing will also
continue to be delivered
in our towns and villages"

Council in 2007 and
has been ignored in the
compilation of this
strategy, and the need
for 45 houses in Burton
has not been
evidenced.

| believe that the need
to redefine the Green
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Changes considered

Is th Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
Contact Contact Full o Coqtactg Comment Page Ref do§um2nt d Isithe q It is unsound . y d. c [ 9 y | b [ necessary to make the Pamcl'pa“tonf'&the Reasons why you Attachments to
Person ID Name rgsnlsla on |D N b ererence Legally gcumen because it is not IS unsound. omments also Supportlng ega d | ” oral part ot the wish to participate Response
etails umbper liant? | Sound? a ocument egally examination
compliant? compliance or soundness .
complaint or sound
H H H iliti H Belt has not been
in housing and associated facilities. should be endorsed with e e o the
The removal of the reference to "provision of a new a statement supporting local housing need has
. e s . " . not been agreed by the
community facility in Christchurch" should be amended to the proportionate councilors, | believe
read "The Support of a new community provision in evidence and refer to a that the bullding of 45
Christchurch" as the loss of support of such provision is not | local housing needs green beltwil effect the
. . o . . adjacent ool ain,
proportionally evidenced. The current facility is not fit for assessment. and destroy the
purpose, and consequently is under-utilised. This does not | Bournemouth Airport is strategic gap between
mean that there is no need for such a facility. two words and not a conurbation.
Single word and that Therke hasdbet_enalotof
SMOKe and mirrors
needs to be amended Fetonion of Dt Hall
The new wording starting and whilst it is accepted
. " that this out of date
with "the challenges of facility is not fit for
. P purpose, the
supporting a sugmﬂcant P oportonate evidence
elderly pOpU'atIOﬂ... " to remove the provision
. of this facility has not
needs to be reinforced been evidenced.
with a statement
regarding infrastructure
because currently the
infrastructure is
inadequate to support
significant growth in
housing and associated
facilities.
The removal of the
reference to "provision of
a new community facility
in Chrischurch" should be
amended to read "The
Support of a new
community provision in
Christchurch” as the loss
of support of such
provision is not
proportionatly evidenced.
The current facility is not
fit for purpose, and
consequently is under-
utilised. This does not
mean that there is no
need for such a facility.
Supports specific reference to quality of a village as a
Mrs Clerk i i Yes, | wish to
490815 Trish Burton Parish | PCCS477 | 20 The Core . speC|aI envwonment_. . . participate at the oral
Jamieson Council — Strategy Vision Strengthens protection of Burton Village against unwanted examination
and unneeded development.
The paragraph commencing may be strengthened by the The Vision requires
insertion of the text: modifications to be in
"The intrinsic landscape and biodiversity of the Dorset accordance with the Natural ’)Erf;g'ig';ds;?:cymc
Justified eathlands, the Cranborne Chase an est Wiltshire . Natural Englan advice to the Inspector
r gg;;'d The Core _ Heathlands, the Cranb Ch d West Wiltsh NPPF. Natural England :
o230 | Nk Dorsetand | PCCS256 | 20 Strateqy Vision | ™ No et wwitn | DOWNs Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Christchurch has suggested some e sects of
uirrel omerse! . " .y .
9 Team 9y national policy Harbour, the coast, beaches, RIVERS AND PRIORITY additional wording. The European and

HABITATS AND SPECIES will be protected and their
connectivity enhanced. Improving our special environment
and its green infrastructure.

modifications proposed
by the Dorset Wildlife
Trust are supported by

Internationally
designated sites.
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Changes considered

Is the Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
o, | oqp | ot (COMMeNt | Page | peforence | R |t | 25200, | is unsound. Comments also Supporting legal | "CSSary 1o make the | "kt | mepersyn | st
compliant? compliance or soundness ;
complaint or sound
Natural England.
1. The previous draft says on P21;
‘Perhaps most important of all, our communities will thrive...
Community facilities will be safeguarded and support will be | Reinstate the support for
given to the community groups and organisations to develop | a new community facility,
volunteering, and to obtain premises from which to deliver as adopted in 2007 by the
services. The provision of a new community facility in full council as their policy
Christchurch town centre will be supported.’ after extensive public
This last pledge has been deleted without any reason being | consultation and a
Positively given. planning application
653652 urs The Core Sustted. 2. The Localism Act is not complied with: Druitt Hall has approved and fundraising
usan PCCS98 |20 . No No . . )
Newman-Crane — Strategy Vision et Wiy | D€€N Nominated as an Asset of Community Value. So, had commenced and was
national policy national policy has been ignored. active for a considerable
3. Removing the hall and not replacing it as council planning | length of time. At that
brief previously agreed is not a sustainable decision as the stage it was accepted that
central location of both the new and the existing hall is this facility was very much
provided by its central location with good public transport needed, and nothing has
links. changed in the town to
4. The public will be disadvantaged by the removal and non- | alter that assessment.
replacement of Druitt Hall as set out in this policy and
especially the elderly for whom it is particularly important.
The statement that "The provision of a new community
facility in Christchurch town centre will be supported.” has
been deleted without justification; only recently the
Christchurch Partnership was fundraising for just such a Re-instate the sentence
wr The Core facility. A town centre community hall will be even more “The provision of anew |, | o notwish to
654046 David PCCS139 |20 - Yes No Justified needed if the Council goes ahead with plans to demolish community facility in participate at the oral
Pardy Strategy Vision . . examination
Druitt Hall. Christchurch town centre
Furthermore this flies in the face of Policy LN6 - "Loss of will be supported.”
facilities will be resisted unless it is shown that the facility is
no longer needed. My own experience of using Druitt Hall
shows that this facility IS needed
The original policy is consistent with the town centre policy of
past 10 or more years.
“The provision of a new community facility in Christchurch
town centre will be supported. “
The amendment removed this and stated “Reference to a
new community facility in Christchurch town centre has been
deleted as the Council does not have an aspiration for this.” Restore the original
Continued below ion - “Th ginar. f _ -
Positively This sudden recent amendment to a long standing Town version - “1nhe p_:m?sm_}_r: 0 Lwant 10 give specifc
U pces223 | 20 The Core Ve . Justted Centre policy is out of line with National Policy in particular %rgm igtocr::S:gI[n“tgwiCI y ves lviehlo | ESimacyartis
Marx EE— Strategy Vision Hfectve win | PAragraphs 7, 23, 69 and 70 of the NPPF (National Planning examination believe the Council will

national policy

Policy Framework )

# Localism Act: The deletion of this line is contrary to the
spirit of the Community and Localism guidance referring to
the encouragement of local voluntary organisations, and a
welcoming of bids to take over valued local community
assets. A Nomination of the current Druitt Hall as an Asset of
Community Value has been submitted ; this is an
acknowledgment of the importance of a Town Centre
Community Hall to the people of Christchurch.

centre will be supported. “
This will be compliant with
NPPF

be able to give these
objectively.
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Changes considered

Is th Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
Contact Contact Full o Coqtactg Comment Page Ref do§umee:nt d Isithe q It is unsound . y d. c [ 9 y | b [ necessary to make the Pamcl'pa“tonf'&the Reasons why you Attachments to
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& The deletion of this line in the Core Strategy Vision is
counter to the pro-active encouragement of local voluntary
organisations which need an affordable place to meet (NOT
as suggested in one council document the Mayor’s Parlour,
a listed building on the High Street used mainly for formal
occasions and requiring an attendant for security.)

« Core Strategies are supposed to be aspirational not just
detailed factual plans. Indeed ours refers to this in the
paragraph preceding the Vision. Aspiring to the provision of
a Community Hall is just such a balance between realism
and aspiration. It does not infer a financial commitment to
fund or run such a hall but the aspiration that such a facility
will be provided. Indeed a sponsor has offered to fund the
refurbishment of the current hall and keep it running until a
new hall, funded by him for up to £1.5 million can be built.
The Council have stated that it does not believe a town
Centre Community Hall is needed.

« Mary Portas Reviews have been taken on board by
Government and encourage a mix of community retail
leisure and recreational uses on High Street or it won’t
survive-- this has big government backing-- her Pilots gave
grants to lots of areas to put it into practice. Druitt Hall and
its absolutely incomparable prime High Street location, make
it an ideal Mary Portas Asset—and in the perfect place for a
community hall. Our High Street has an unfortunate
predominance of Coffee shops—a community asset is an
essential draw for visitors and to increase footfall in the town
centre and help the current retail outlets survive.

The procedure by which this amendment was made has
aroused questions * SEE APPENDIX, It is in opposition to
the widely expressed public wish for continuity of a town
centre community hall. The community should be consulted
BEFORE considering such an amendment , given the huge
popular support for keeping a town centre community hall
and the fact that positive references have been made to its
importance for past 10 years in Council Plans and Policy,
(NO public responses in the first Core Strategy Pre
Submission consultation ending June 2012 advocated such
amendment) There is reason to question if the amendment
was made with the agreement of all Councillors or their
knowledge.

« Sustainable transport and the town centre hierarchy are
central to the council’s plans for sustainability. Retention of a
community hall in the very centre of Christchurch accessible
by public transport makes this achievable.

& ‘Equalities’ --demolition of hall or removal of this aspiration
would disproportionately disadvantage the less well-off (town
centre hall is accessible by public transport, a short walk
from bus stops, possible with rollator or wheelchair)

# Although deletion of the sentence does not PRECLUDE
someone building a hall, retaining the aspiration means
Council would give support in spirit, also should give the
land. An affordable central meeting space is essential to
community self-sufficiency and resilience. This is a very
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significant and important aspect of Town Centre vitality and
viability in economic downturn..

# This amendment goes against all that we hear from Eric
Pickles and all his policy about Community under the
Localism Act

# This amendment could put at risk the Open Space of
Druitt Gardens, which are under a Covenant to be
maintained as a town centre woodland, nature reserve and
public open space for the enjoyment of the general public.
Building housing on Green Belt land, such as advocated in
this Council’'s Core Strategy, is only one step away from
developing in Druitt Gardens. Demolition of the Hall will
leave access for a through road, and the failure to replace it
will leave land unoccupied which could be extremely
lucrative if developed.

& The role that the Leader of the Council has had in this
matter, spearheading the move for demolition with a sudden
and extremely blunt message in his Blog in October 2011,
then pushing on with this ambition despite huge public
opposition, makes this abrupt amendment of longstanding
town centre policy appear an outcome of his personal
‘Vision’ rather than a considered planning strategy which has
emerged after consultation with other Councillors and the
public. Please see APPENDIX. This could reflect very
negatively upon the public’s perception of Council neutrality.
People are anxiously wondering about a ‘hidden agenda’

& The Druitt Hall was paid for by public subscription and built
on the Druitt Gardens -- land given by Charlotte Druitt as a
bird sanctuary, and garden of rest for the use of the people
of Christchurch. She gave them to Hampshire CC, not
Christchurch, as she did not trust Christchurch to abide by
her wishes. Christchurch bought it from Dorset(formerly
Hants) in 2006 and on transfer it was protected with a
Covenant to maintain the gardens for the purpose for which
they were gifted and to maintain the hall. The spirit of this
Covenant—is now being threatened by the twin Council
moves to apply for planning permission to demolish the hall,
and to remove from the Core strategy the aspiration to
support a replacement. A large and growing popular
groundswell of opinion wants to protect them.

APPENDIX In February: 2020 signatures on petitions
opposing demolition without a replacement in place.
Opposing the recent application for demolition over 200
letters and over 1000 signatures on a petition opposing the
planning application. Regular letters in both local papers
feature public support for keeping the continuity of a town
centre community hall.

Druitt Hall is Christchurch’s Coronation Memorial, in constant
use for nearly 60 year—council proposes demolition in the
Queen’s Jubilee year.

PETITION TO CHRISTCHURCH BOROUGH COUNCIL
presented at the Council Meeting 18 December with speech
as follows

We, the undersigned, strongly object to the proposed
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amendment to the Core Strategy Vision, which removes the
sentence “The provision of a new community facility in
Christchurch town centre will be supported,” with the note
that “ reference to a new community facility in Christchurch
town centre has been deleted as the Council does not have
an aspiration for this.” We wish to question the procedure
leading to the inclusion of this amendment. Within the
Schedule of Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-
Submission Document of November 2012.

MR MAYOR, TOWN CLERK, CHAPLAIN, ALDERMEN,
COUNCILLORS, LADIES AND GENTLEMAN.

MY NAME IS PETER FENNING, | AM RETIRED, AND LIVE
IN BRIDGE STREET. | PRESENT A PETITION WHICH
READS

"WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO THE
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CORE STRATEGY
VISION WHICH REMOVES THE SENTENCE "THE
PROVISION OF A NEW COMMUNITY FACILITY IN
CHRISTCHURCH TOWN CENTRE WILL BE SUPPORTED"
WITH THE NOTE THAT " REFERENCE TO A NEW
COMMUNITY FACILITY IN CHRISTCHURCH TOWN
CENTRE HAS BEEN DELETED AS THE COUNCIL DOES
NOT HAVE AN ASPIRATION FOR THIS". WE WISH TO
QUESTION THE PROCEDURE LEADING TO THE
INCLUSION OF THIS AMENDMENT WITHIN THE
SCHEDULE OF PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE CORE
STRATEGY PRE SUBMISSION DOCUMENT OF
NOVEMBER 2012.

ITIS ASMALL PETITION WITH JUST 41 NAMES OF
CONCERNED RESIDENTS.

IT CONCERNS AN ITEM WHICH IS RARELY OUT OF THE
HEADLINES; THE FUTURE OF DRUITT HALL AND ITS
POSSIBLE REPLACEMENT.

EARLIER THIS YEAR BOROUGH RESIDENTS HAD THE
OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON OUR FUTURE TOWN
PLAN, NOW RENAMED WITH THE FUTURISTIC TITLE OF
THE CORE STRATEGY.

IN THIS DRAFT PLAN WE WERE PRESENTED WITH A
CORE STRATEGY VISION WHICH INCLUDED THE
SENTENCE "THE PROVISION OF A NEW COMMUNITY
FACILITY IN CHRISTCHURCH TOWN CENTRE WILL BE
SUPPORTED"

RESIDENTS WERE URGED TO COMMENT ON THIS
USING A COMPLEX RESPONSE FORM. THESE
RESPONSES WERE ASSESSED BY OFFICERS WHO
PRODUCED A DOCUMENT OF A SCHEDULE OF
PROPOSED POLICY CHANGES TO THE ORIGINAL
DOCUMENT. THE OFFICERS STATE THAT THESE
PROPOSED CHANGES HAVE BEEN MADE AS A RESULT
OF THE RESPONSES RECEIVED.

IN REVIEWING THE CHANGES WE WERE SHOCKED TO
FIND A COMPLETE REVERSAL ON SUPPORTING A NEW
COMMUNITY FACILITY. THIS WAS DELETED AND
REPLACED WITH THE STARK CHANGE TO
"REFERENCE TO A NEW COMMUNITY CENTRE IN

Page 10 of 156




Christchurch and East Dorset Core Strategy Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Changes considered

Is th Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
Contact Contact Full o Coqtactg Comment Page Ref do§umee:nt d Isithe q It is unsound . y d. c [ 9 y | b [ necessary to make the Pamcl'pa“tonf'&the Reasons why you Attachments to
Person ID Name rg;:tlasizlaslon |D Number ererence Legglly (s)gﬂnmde;] because it is not IS unsound. omments also Supportlng ega document |ega”y ocreia'r)ﬁi;;ione wish to participate Response
compliant? ' compliance or soundness

complaint or sound

CHRISTCHURCH TOWN CENTRE HAS BEEN DELETED
AS THE COUNCIL DOES NOT HAVE AN ASPIRATION
FOR THIS".

SO THE COMBINATION OF THE COUNCIL BEING HELL
BENT ON TEARING DOWN DRUITT HALL NEXT MARCH
PLUS THIS CHANGE THEN SOUNDS THE DEATH KNELL
FOR A COMMUNITY HALL PRESUMABLY FOR EVER.
WE LOOKED THROUGH THE LARGE TOME OF
RESPONSES AND FOUND NO SIGN OF ANY RESPONSE
FORM REQUESTING A CHANGE.

ON THE 5TH NOVEMBER AT A MEETING OF THE
CHRISTCHURCH CITIZENS ASSOCIATION IN THE
THREATENED DRUITT HALL OUR TWO WARD
COUNCILLORS PLUS ANOTHER COUNCILLOR WERE
ASKED ABOUT THIS VOLTE FACE.WE SAW THREE
BEWILDERED FACES -THEY KNEW NOTHING ABOUT IT.
WE HAVE ASKED QUESTIONS AND PERUSED COUNCIL
DOCUMENTS TO FIND OUT HOW THIS CHANGE
OCCURRED. ALL WE CAN DISCOVER IS THAT
APPARENTLY IN MID OCTOBER A GROUP OF
OFFICERS PLUS TWO COUNCILLORS HELD A MEETING
AT WHICH THIS CHANGE WAS MADE. NO MINUTES
APPEAR TO EXIST AND THE GROUP NAME IS
UNKNOWN, SO WE ARE UNABLE TO CHECK WHO WAS
PRESENT.

HOWEVER IT APPEARS THAT THIS GROUP SPEAKS
FOR THE WHOLE COUNCIL IN THIS MATTER AND AT
PRESENT IT SEEMS WE ALL WASTED OUR TIME IN
FILLING IN RESPONSE FORMS.

WE CONSIDER THIS APPROACH TO BE
UNDEMOCRATIC AND QUESTION THE VALIDITY OF
THIS MODE OF DECISION MAKING.

| JUST WISH THAT COUNCILLORS HAD THE TIME
YESTERDAY MORNING TO POP INTO DRUITT HALL TO
ATTEND THE LONG ESTABLISHED MONDAY MARKET. |
DID ATTEND AND MET SEVERAL VERY SENIOR
CITIZENS, SOME OF WHOM MAKE IT INTO THE TOWN
RARELY MORE THAN ONCE A WEEK BUT WERE
MEETING OLD FRIENDS.THEY WERE ENJOYING A CUP
OF COFFEE, PRICE 30PENCE AND A FREE MINCE PIE.
THEIR MEAGRE BUDGETS DO NOT STRETCH TO THE
GLITZY COFFEE SHOPS OF SAXON SQUARE WITH
COFFEE AT OVER £3 A CUP.

COUNCILLORS, WHEN A DECISION IS MADE TO TEAR
DOWN AN EXISTING COMMUNITY HALL AND YOU TELL
US THAT THERE IS NO NEED FOR A REPLACEMENT
PLEASE TAKE A STEP BACK AND CONSIDER THOSE
SENIORS. ALSO CONSIDER THE GROUPS AND OTHER
CLUBS WHICH USE THIS HALL .IT IS NEARLY
CHRISTMAS CAN YOU PLEASE CAST OUT MR
SCROOGE.THANK YOU AND A MERRY CHRISTMAS TO
YOU ALL.

Question to the Leader of the Council from Elliot Marx
For the Council Meeting 18 December 2012
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How many public consultation responses from members of
the public to the Pre submission Core strategy consultation
document advocated deleting the line “The provision of a
new community facility in Christchurch town centre will be
supported” because the “Council does not have an
aspiration for this” and which Councillors and Officers
proposed this amendment, which Councillors and Officers
supported this and when was the amendment made?

Letter to the Editor, Bournemouth Echo:

A recent and sudden amendment to the Core Strategy
consultation document has caused great disquiet. | therefore
asked the Leader of the Council at the Christchurch Council
Meeting on 18 December who was responsible for proposing
or supporting this. In his reply Mr Nottage did NOT answer
my question of WHO proposed this amendment.

The Core Strategy Vision is the KEY aspirational statement
of this Core Planning Policy which will shape our area for the
next 15 years. The amendment proposes to delete the
statement in this section 'Provision of a new community
facility in Christchurch town centre will be supported.’

This abruptly breaks the continuity of over 10 years of
planning consultation and plans.

The deleted statement in no way commits the Council to
funding or running Druitt Hall. It refers to a long standing
aspiration to encourage a community facility in the Town
Centre.

The significance of the deletion of this KEY final sentence of
the Vision cannot be under-estimated. Linked with the
Council's recent statements that a community facility is not
needed, and that they no longer 'have an aspiration for this'
it is extremely worrying.

We want it made clear in the 'Vision' that the Council 's aim
is to ENCOURAGE a town centre community facility. This is
the meaning of the current policy before amendment.

In the last stage of this public consultation members of the
public made at least 23 positive references to the importance
of Druitt Hall or an equivalent town centre community hall--
NONE advocated the withdrawal of the sentence in question.
We believe that the decision was made without full
consultation with Councillors and we wish to question the
procedure leading up to the inclusion of this amendment in
the Schedule of Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy
Pre-Submission document of November 2012

Elliot Marx

654660

Ms
Anne
Mason

chair
Transition
Town
Christchurch

PCCS166

20

The Core
Strategy Vision

Yes

No

Positively
Prepared
Justified
Effective
Consistent with
national policy

This Core Strategy amendment is contrary to paras 7,23,69
and 70 of the NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework)
This amendment contravenes the spirit of Community and
Localism guidance. Communities should be involved in
planning decisions.

This decision goes against all evidence of community wishes
and needs as seen in petitions numbering 2,020 previously,
and 1,000 recently, plus 200 + letters opposing the
demolition of Druitt Hall without a replacement in place.

The Council cannot justify
this change, which goes
against all evidence of the
expressed needs and
demands of residents,
and against evidence of
the continuing use of the
existing hall for 60 years,
and the need for a

No, | do not wish to
participate at the oral
examination
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NPPF says Positive Planning should guard against the loss | replacement if the current
of valued facilities which help communities to meet their hall is
every-day needs. demolished.
Druitt Hall meets needs of community meeting space,
reducing social isolation, supporting local groups and local
small enterprise.
It is on all bus routes (sustainable transport) and is a central
location helping to revitalize the High Street. The growth of
population means a centre hall is even more necessary. We
guestion the procedure by which this amendment was made
— without Full Council consultation..
Text should read as in original document. ("Provision of a
new community facility in Christchurch Town Centre will be
supported.”) This would comply with the NPPF
It is essential that the
original wording is
reinstated, not least
| object to the removal of the last sentence. 'The provision of | because this is a planning
a new community facility in Christchurch Town Centre will be | document. The
supported.' The reason for the proposed change is specious | community has an
and inconsistent with the inclusion of a new reference to aspiration for a new In my capacity as the
Posiively supporting a_si_gnificant elderly anq retire_q _population community facility in Mermber of Parliament
wr The Core Prepared through provision of ....... community facilities'. | Christchurch and the Ves, 1 wish to Consttuency which
654962 g:g:;opher PCCS374 |20 Strategy Vision No No Effecive When and how did th(_a C_ouncnlors_, decide that "The Council | Council has an obligation partcipate atthe oral | Giigtchurch Borough
g:ﬂ”;r'gf;m;h does not have an aspiration for this.'? | have a letter from the | under a Covenant to and a signiicant part of
Chief Executive of the Council dated 20th December 2012 provide land for a Council area within its
giving a different reason for the proposed change, namely replacement Hall. Without boundary.
that the original wording 'was considered to be potentially endorsement in the Core
misleading as it might be inferred to mean we would provide | Strategy it could be open
some or all of the finance'. to the Council in the
future to reject a planning
application for a new
community facility.
A statement has been added - 'Rural traditional employment
will be supported.’
Mr The Core | object to this development, as the Council's actions, in
eosssz E:ﬂsey PCCS283 |20 Strategy Vision pursing this development will cause the closure of the last
working farm in the village, this cannot be said to support
rural traditional employment.
Original Core Strategy by Council was that "The provision of
a new community facility in the town centre will be
supported”. This was agreed by the Borough Council wh(_) This document will be
approved the draft Core Strategy. The proposed change is . L
Mr The Core 'Reference to a new community facility in Christchurch Town made ‘'sound" if the . No, | do not wish to
662364 Peter PCCS281 | 20 . No Justified Yy y chanage proposed by just participate at the oral
Fenning — Strategy Vision Centre has been deleted as the Council does not have an gep _”p ~a byl examination
aspiration for this'. It is understood that this change was two councillors Is
. . . : withdrawn.
inserted simply at the request of 2 councillors, without other
councillors not being informed. No response forms or
documentation detailing reasons for change are available.
662364 gerter PCCS317 |20 The Core . No No ﬁ?espl)t;iz Return to qugmal ;:rsi{;i;:\gtsget\?lhe oral Lﬁgg;firflsfgg:fen“n
Fenning — Strategy Vision Justified statement in the Core examination the post submission
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o, | oqp | ot (COMMeNt | Page | peforence | R |t | 25200, | is unsound. Comments also Supporting legal | "CSSary 1o make the | "kt | mepersyn | st
compliant? compliance or soundness ;
complaint or sound
Consistent ith Strategy section on "Core Undemoerats manner
national policy Strategy" page 21 which without any public
states "The provision of a consulation.
new community facility in
Christchurch town centre
will be supported.”
The Core Strategy Amendment is contrary to paras 7,23,69 Text should read as in
and 70 of the NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework). It | _ ="
i i i localism, the community should be orlgma'\l FJocument
Posiively is against community and : , y ("Provision of a new e o are
M & Mrs The Core Prepared involved and the numerous signatures and letters sent community facility in No. 1do notwish o | othere better versed,
PCCS169 | 20 Strategy Vision | |'°  [greawe - |should be enough; also, there is a need under NPPFfor | cpigionirch Town Dot e T | bt e e
g:ﬁ";':f;;ﬁgh valued facilities for everyday needs. It is on the bus route. Centre will be representations.
There will be even more need when the new houses come. " .
Other facilities are over-used, so that one meeting can see supported_. ) This would
) comply with NPPF.
another clearly through glass windows.
Objections to the Schedule of Proposed Changes to the
Core Strategy Pre-Submission November 2012, as it relates
to CN2
Mrs The Core A statement has been added - 'rural traditional employment
eo307e Richards PCCS123 120 Strategy Vision will be supported'. | object to this development, as the
Council's actions in approving this development, will instigate
the closure of the farm, which does not show support for
rural traditional employment.
Interpreted as referring to deletion of last sentence of the
Vision - reference to community facility in Christchurch town
gg:ri)tiavrzlg centre. . N Refer to original policy. _
691333 - PCCS314 | 20 The Core o o Justiied 1) No consultation on demolition. Changes should not be T e 0 e oral | "Yes" box ticked but no
Sherry — Strategy Vision e win | 2) At odds with previously stated aims for replacement of hall | made without examination comments given.
national policy | before demolition. consultation.
3) Totally at odds with the intended aims of the Druitt
covenant.
Spread across pages 6,7,8 of The Proposed Changes to the | The proposed change to
Core Strategy Vision page 20, is a new or amended text to delete “The provision of a
delete “The provision of a new community facility in new community facility in
Christchurch town centre will be supported.” because “...the | Christchurch town centre
Council does not have an aspiration for this.” No mention of | will be supported.” must
the aspirations of the community and people who might use | itself be deleted to leave
it. Also this contradicts an addition to the document “The the original document at
challenges of supporting ...will be planned for ... provision para 20 to state “The
Posively of...and comr_nunif(y faciliti_es. This fits the bill of Unsound; provision_ of a new
wr The Core Prepared legally compliant is questioned in that the changes propose | community facility in No, I do not wish to
718880 Stephen PCCS222 |20 - Yes No Lustified clearly do not comply with the NPPF paras 7, 23, 69 and 70 | Christchurch town centre | participate at the oral
Robson Strategy Vision Consistent with examination

national policy

but in particular Para 23 with the policy to promote
opportunities for meetings between members of the
community. The person or persons who drafted this change
have done so against the clear indication of petitions and
letters supporting the need for a community hall.

Whilst other councils are creating or expanding community
halls CBC seem intent on destroying this opportunity. That is
clearly unsound if not legally unconstitutional especially as
the NPPF para 70 states

...ensure that established shops, facilities ... retained for the

will be supported.”

This will then comply with
the NPPF as well as the
aspirations of the
community which have
been previously
acknowledged by the
Council in the granting of
planning permission for a
new hall 8/08/0407 in July
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poonect | Conect Ul | organsaion | COMMENt | PAGE | peference | Semument | sorumen | s urseund, is unsound. Comments also supporting legal o ooy | oo’ | Temarsn, | s
compliant? ' compliance or soundness complaint or sound
benefit of the community.” 2008 and granting of a
renewal in July 2011 at
8/11/0210.
Previous petitions and
letters support the
community aspirations in
addition to the fact that
the hall has been is use
for 60 years. No justifiable
reason has been given for
the proposed change. It
should be noted that this
does not impose a large
cost to the Council as a
benefactor has agreed to
pay for a new facility.
Positively I will support the
Mr The Core iy . community centre as | No, I do ot wish to
718913 Denis PCCS181 |20 Strat Visi Yes No Effactive Local people should have control and be community based. | h d participate at the oral
Daly rategy vision Consistent with a WayS ave ana my examination
national policy famlly before me.
Return to the previous
Positively . . . I wording, i.e, "The
s The Core Prepared Changeq WIthO'U'[ consultation. Nat!onal pollcy is to s_upport provision of a new No, 1 do not wish to
719393 Kathleen PCCS287 |20 - No No Effective community - this change goes against the spirit of this . S participate at the oral
Roberts Strategy Vision Consintont with R community facility in examination
national policy IeQISIatlon' Christchurch town centre
will be supported.”
Return the policy to its
Posiively There has been no public consultation response supporting | previous version "The
T I . . . . . .
oo | TE PCCS290 | 20 The Core . . Justed this change. Wording of the amendment goes against recent | provision of a new No,1 donotuish o
Tuck E— Strategy Vision e wwin | c€Ntral Government initiatives of community Localism Act community facility in examination
national policy | and other policies such as support for our high streets. Christchurch town centre
will be supported”.
y Interpreted as referring to deletion of last sentence of vision - - .
2?5;‘;12'5 reference to provision of new community facility in Refer to original policy.
M )2 No, I d ish
719401 M_rasureen PCCS291 |20 ;?I’etcoreVi on No No JE‘f‘fsgg:ﬁ/‘l Christchurch. gha:?:SdSh\?vl‘ijtlﬁ n?t have pgrtic!;a?;;mﬁe L?al
Fisher ategy Visio ﬁ;’;ﬁ;‘iﬁ;})&h No consultation. Cgre]su“;ioen ou examination
No consideration for the elderly in the area. '
Changed without consultation. Council supported idea of Core Strategy
. . ! amendments should only
Community Hall. Elderly and disabled will suffer - present be made after
Positively hall easy to get to. Public policy stresses community and itation. R hi
The Core i localism - deleting the support for a community centre goes | COnSUltation. REWIM ISy, | 4o natwisn o
719409 Jacquetta PCCS292 | 20 . No No Justified X . 9 pp i X Yy g to previous Wordmg " The | participate at the oral
Morris — Strategy Vision Eﬁﬁg}'svtzm ~itn | @gainst an important aspiration, which previously supported rovision of a new examination
national policy | jdeas of community. Core Strategies are supposed to (F:)ommunit facility in
include aspirations and this has been in Council policy for 10 Christchur)::h tow¥1 centre
years. ; "
will be supported".
Positvely Interpreted as referring to change to last sentence of vision - | Any proposals should
Mrs The Core Justied deletion of reference to community facility in Christchurch. have been agreed by the | No.!donotwishto
719411 Jane PCCS293 (20 . No No Effective " . T s participate at the oral
Low — Strategy Vision conasontwin | 1- Changes made without consultation. public in Christchurch. examination

national policy

2. Against localism act.

Community facilities
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Christchurch and East Dorset Core Strategy

Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Changes considered

Is th Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
Contact Contact Full o Coqtactg Comment Page Ref do§um2nt d Isithe q It is unsound . y d. c [ 9 y | b [ necessary to make the Pamcl'pa“tonf'&the Reasons why you Attachments to
Person ID Name rgsnlsla on |D N b ererence Legally gcumen because it is not IS unsound. omments also Supportlng ega d | ” oral part ot the wish to participate Response
etails umbper liant? | Sound? a ocument egally examination
compliant? compliance or soundness .
complaint or sound
3. It will disadvantage the elderly and immobile who are an should be maintained,
important part of Christchurch society. safeguarded and
supported.
The change should not be
710418 s PCCS296 | 20 The Core There has been no prior consultation. Not in the interests of | implemented. This part of ;;Sticliggfe 5 e oral
Rogers I vIedy . . . . . ipate
Strategy Vision residents. At variance with Localism Act. the Core Strategy should | examination
stay in its original form.
There has been no consultation regarding the changes. It
Positvely totally disregards the Localism Act. It totally disregards the The desirable changes
Mr repare i No, | do not wish to
10435 peter PCCs301 |20 The Core N o o Jusied wishes of the Iarge'zlnu.mber of regular users of the present' would be to r_eturn th'e partipate i the ora
Smith — Strategy Vision coramentwin | NAIL A popular facility is to be 'replaced by a project for v_vhlch document to its previous | examination
national policy | there has been no request or interest from the community - it | wording.
is obviously someone’s "pet project” being foisted on us.
Interpreted as referring to deletion of last sentence of vision -
reference to a new community facility in Christchurch town
Positively centre.
Prepared . . . . . X
Mrs o No, | do not wish to
1oas 5 PCCS305 | 20 The Core N o o Jusied Council pollc_y fqr the' last 10 years has asplra}tlon to sup'port Return to previous paricpate i the ora
Mullins R Strategy Vision congisentwitn | tN€ N€wW hallin line with new Government policy supporting | wording will be supported | examination
national policy | community and Localism Act. Policy was changed without
consultation. Mary Portas reviews stress mix of community
recreation plus retail to keep our High Street alive.
Positively Goes against tenures of council policy. Not legally compliant. :
Mrs Th Prepa'red i i i Return to prEV|OUS No, | do not wish to
_ e Core Justified No consultation on change. Goes against localism and o . 1
719475 Eileen PCCS306 |20 . No No Eftecti . L. " X . . Word|ng ... will be participate at the oral
Ward — Strategy Vision conastentwin | COMMunNity aspirations. This hall is essential for equalities, " examination
. ; . . supported
national policy access on public transport, short walk for disabled.
The text should state "
The provision of a new
community facility in
Christchurch town centre
will be supported" as per
the previous Core
Strategy Draft. This would
Positively comply with the NPPF as Itwould provide the
. : H opportunity to expand
Mr Ef:::lﬂgm The Core JPL:EEZ;d setout in Para 6 of this ves, | wish to and explain the 2399890 0 1.pdf
719483 James Coles Miller PCCS312 | 20 .. Yes No Effactive See attachments proforma and would see a | participate at the oral | comments made in this | 2228922 B4
Cain = - Strategy Vision : ) . . examination proforma and to deal
Solicitors Egt?osﬁlenél‘i,gm continuation of the status with any questions that
policy quo Of a We”_used the Inspector may have.
community facility that
continued to satisfy a
demand that has been in
place for 60 years. The
Council had offered no
justification to delete the
sentence set out above.
Positvely Refer to original policy.
The Core atifiod . : : Changes should not have | No.!donotwishto
719484 Poter Mark PCCS310 |20 - No No P No consultation. No consultation for the elderly in the area. 9 . participate at the oral
Strategy Vision Concistont with been made without a examination
national policy meeting or consultation.
Mrs Positively 1 1S] - No, | do not wish to To give important
10490 s PCCS311 | 20 The Core N ves o oo Interpreted to refer to dele'_uon of_ I_asF sentence of vision "Il'ext gh_ould read. el | G ampotart i
Gay EE—— Strategy Vision Justified reference to new community facility in Christchurch town Provision of a new examination unsound.
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Christchurch and East Dorset Core Strategy

Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Changes considered

Is th Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
Contact Contact Full o Contact Comment Page f do§um2nt d Isithe It is unsound . y d. c [ 9 y | b [ necessary to make the Partlcllpatlonfmhthe Reasons why you Attachments to
Person ID Name rganlslatlon Re erence Legally D! because it is not IS unsound. omments also Supportlng ega ora palrtoAt € wish to participate Response
Details 1D Number - Sound? § document IegaIIy examination
compliant? compliance or soundness complaint or sound
Consistentuitn | CENMTE. community facility in o was foked for
national policy | The amendment contravenes paras 7, 23 - 26, 69 - 70 of Christchurch town centre question 8.
NPPS. will be supported". This
Communities should be involved in planning decisions. No would comply with NPPF.
consultation of the loss of valued facilities which
communities need to meet their everyday needs.
Core Strategy changes
should only be made after
N . . . _— consultation. Should be
Positvely Changes without consultation. Council supported aspiration changed back to the
repare! . . . . .
10499 L"ifgel PCCS313 | 20 The Core o o Justified for a community hall for past 10 years. Previous policy fitted revious wording "the F'?;’;n'cﬁ?a?e°;¥ﬁ'ﬁ2 o
Morris — Strategy Vision Erective Wi | Well with central government initiatives facilitating provision of a ngw examination
national policy | community, localism and Mary Portas reviews. P . S
community facility in
Christchurch will be
supported".
Return to previous
wording and fulfil
Positively . . . S community expectations,
Prepared No consultation. Against Localism Act. Age discrimination \ Y expect No. 1 do not wish
Liz The Core Justified ; _— S don't change previous 0, | do ot wish to
719516 PCCS325 (20 - No No - against old and infirm. Disability discrimination - level access L participate at the oral
Evans —== Strategy Vision Effective olicy just because
gy Vist Consistentwith | and close to transport. poliCy Ju u | eemnaten
national policy current leader of Council
disagrees with previous
policy.
Positively .. .
Prepared . . . . Original policy. Changes i Hall hould b
Mrs The Core Juaifiod No consultation. Not taking notice of local people and saying ginal poticy 9 Yes, | wish to fistened to. The Council
ez Sherry PCCS328 120 Strategy Vision | " Effective that the hall is not needed is totally wron should not be made Beaminaion | | seemo be deafto
erry gy Consistent with y g without consultation. examination public demand.
national policy
. . - This is very simple.
Interpreted as referring to deletion of last sentence of vision - Y P
- ) e ! The change should not be
Posiively reference to new community facility in Christchurch town accepted
repare . )
719560 | Rob PCCS339 | 20 The Core No No Jusiied centre. , The original wording bariinats a1 the ora
Evans — Strategy Vision corasentwitn | Tere has been no consultation and the proposed change should stand examination
national policy | shows complete disregard for the wishes and needs of the o L
This is the aspiration of
residents. .
the residents.
Changes should have
been discussed and
positvely Interpreted as referring to proposed deletion of last sentence | agreement reached.
r The Core Prepared of vision - reference to new community facility in Changes to Core Strategy | . | o notwish to
719572 ;atgl ) PCCS346 |20 Strategy Vision No No JE‘f‘fZ“C’{iev‘l Christchurch town centre. cannot be made without parlic!pa:g at the oral
oberts . . . . . examination
y g;?;fatf;éw Change was not discussed. Just appeared without consultation. Return the
consultation. wording to the previous
version "Provision....will
be supported.”
Interpreted as referring to proposed deletion of last sentence
Posively of vision - reference to new community facility in
Prepared Christchurch town centre. . .
e The Core Justied - Return to previous No, I do not wish to
719575 Emily PCCS352 |20 .. No No Effectiv No consultation. . participate at the oral
Graves I Strategy Vision Consintont with wording. examination

national policy

Against Localism Act.
Discrimination against local community.
Destruction of community facilities.
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Christchurch and East Dorset Core Strategy

Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Is the

Details of why the document is not legally compliant or

Changes considered

Contact | Comment | Page ISithe i . . necessary to make the | Participation in the
i | hame ! | oraniaton . Reference | ‘e |eosment | LEI0U, | is unsound. Comments also supporting legal ¢ orapanortne' | RSN | M oo
Details 1D Number - Sound? . document IegaIIy examination
compliant? compliance or soundness complaint or sound
Interpreted as referring to proposed deletion of final _
posiively sentence of vision - reference to a new community facility in POt the iews of e
Mrs repare i Yes, | wish to seems the Counéil is
719579 Rosemary PCCS353 |20 The Core . No No ‘Ilzlfjfsmt'.ed ChrlStChUrCh' tOWn' centre. Refer to Origina| pO“Cy participate at the oral | not listening to the
Hacker E— Strategy Vision coramentwin | NO consultation with people who use the hall on weekly examination public and not doing
national policy | basis. Where will the Farmers Market go? Will helrjob. We want a
holidaymakers sit outside in the rain?
Interpreted to refer to proposed deletion of final sentence of
Positvely the vision - reference to a new community facility in Changes should not have
Mr repare 1 101 No, | do not wish to
10507 - PCCS357 | 20 The Core N o o JEL%st.ft.?d Chrlstchurch' town' centre. been made t.o the original Dot at he ova
Hacker E— Strategy Vision corastentwitn | NO consultation with users of the hall. Removal of the Hall document without examination
national policy | without replacement does not service the interests of consultation.
residents or summer visitors.
Any changes should have
Interpreted to refer to proposed deletion of last sentence of | been put to the
Posively vision - reference to a new community facility in Christchurch | Christchurch community
Mrs repare 1 No, | do not wish to
10606 mrs PCCS360 | 20 The Core - o o Jusied town centre. _ _ _ for consultation and e o
Pigott — Strategy Vision o i | 1. Changed without prior consultation. agreement. You cannot | examination
national policy 2. Does not support elderly residents. just change legal
3. Against Localism Act. documentation as wished
to suit yourselves.
Interpreted as referring to the proposed deletion of last Should have been agreed
Posiively sentence of Vision - reference to a new community facility in | by the public in
Ms repare i i i No, | do not wish to
10610 M usan PCCS361 | 20 The Core - o o JElegt.ii Christchurch. _ _ Chrl_s_tchurch. Community e S e
Fitzpatrick — Strategy Vision corae i | 1 Changes made without consultation. facilities should be examination
national policy 2. Against Localism Act. safeguarded and
3. Disadvantage the elderly / immobile. supported.
Should not have been changed without wider consultation.
Goes against long-standing Town Centre Strategy.
Community Hall in town Centre has been part of local
planning for over 10 years.
A new hall was planned and planning permission granted—
then this was extended for another 3 years in July 2011. The
Council supported this aspiration then. Nothing has changed
except the need is greater with the economic crisis and need
to rely more on self-sufficiency and volunteers, who need
somewhere to meet.
u uni u i
Valued Community assets should be possible for the
Positvely community to protect. A nomination was made to the Put it back like it was
repare . . . )
Mrs The Core Justiied Council. For Druitt Hall as an Asset of value. Why has . No, | do not wish to
720046 Stephanie PCCS421 | 20 .. Yes No Effeciv . . . . Before the line was participate at the oral
King — Strategy Vision corae i | €ouncil suddenly decided a community hall is not needed? examination

national policy

The library extension is not a big enough meeting place or
able to have market or longbow archery ping pong and other
activities for the community at off office hours.

Why has such a big public response fallen on Deaf ears?
Over 2000 on first petition. 200+ letter opposing demolition
planning application and petition of over 1000. Huge
opposition to demolition huge support for new hall. Why
does Council say a Hall is not needed when Druitt has been
inconstant use for nearly 60 years and only recently --
because council refuse booking and do not maintain it --do
they now argue bookings are low!!!? This amendment is not
correct planning policy based on real life in our town.

deleted.
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Christchurch and East Dorset Core Strategy

Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Changes considered

Is th Details of why the document is not legally compliant or o
Contact Contact Full Contact Comment Page do§um2nt 52 It is unsound . y 9 y P necessary to make the | Participation in the Reasons why you Attachments to
Person ID Name Organlslatlon Reference Legally e because it is not IS unsound. Comments aIso Supportlng Iegal @l pgrt OF iz wish to participate Response
Details 1D Number 7.~ | Sound? a document IegaIIy examination
compliant? compliance or soundness ;
complaint or sound
Provision for a town
centre community centre
should be reinstated in
y Positvely The Core Strategy document has been amended without the Core Strategy
r repare 1 i " i No, | do not wish to
720136 Roger Theodore pPCcCsa26 | 20 The Core N o o Jusied authorlty. by de'ltlatloln of the words "The provision qf anew documgnt, and the e S o
Strent I Strategy Vision conastentwitn | COMMunity facility in Christchurch Town Centre will be demolition of Druitt Hall | examination
national policy | supported". should not be permitted
until the new centre is
constructed and in
operation.
1. ‘Impact close to designated sites will be avoided, and
residential development will contribute to mitigation of
development on Heathland habitats.’
In our view, this revised wording is less appropriate than the
original wording and we object to this change. Impacts
should be avoided on designated sites rather than just ‘close | 1. We suggest rewording
to’. With respect to heathlands, this should be consistent is required to clarify that
with ME2 and be clear that development is not acceptable impacts should be
on heathland, and that development near heathlands will avoided on designated
contribute to mitigation of impacts upon this internationally sites and residential Dorset Wildlife Trust is
protected habitat. development should a voluntary natre
2. We welcome the addition of ‘and biodiversity contribute to mitigation of organisation which has
, . .. . specialist knowledge of
enhancements’ but consider that provision of greenspace impacts of development the wildlife of Dorset
and biodiversity enhancements should not just be restricted | near heathland. e e e g
to major housing schemes, for example the Dorset 2. We suggest rewording the Sites of Nature
. . . . . onservation Interest
Urban & East Posively Heathlands Planning Framework 2012-14 requires is required to clarify that scheme for the county,
s Dorset Living Prepared contributions to greenspace where provision is not possible | not just major housing Ves. 1 wish o are members of the
350461 Nicola hneeapes | PCCS315 | 22 Objective 1 No No Lysuihed on site. New greenspace is an overall aim of the Green proposals will be required | paricipate at the oral | Environment Action
run . . . . . . examination eme Group, the
Dorsel st ggt?;'j;f;;w Infrastructure Strategy and is vital to give people access to to provide new Dorset Biodiversity
i Officers Group and
open space/nature for health and wellbeing. NPPF 118 greenspace and Dorset Biodivereity
encourages opportunities to incorporate biodiversity biodiversity Partnership. We
. consider that e
enhancement in and around developments. enhancements . changes proposed do
i i i t gi fficient
3. Whilst supporting the protection and enhancement of 3. We recommend brotaction of gain for
important natural features, we do not consider that this additional wording is the environment and
. . . . . . . . would wish to contribute
objective fully encompasses all the biodiversity of the area required to give protection to an oral examination
and the intention of NPPF with respect to conserving and to priority habitats and in support of this view.
enhancing the natural environment. For example, the area species and wording to
supports significant areas of other priority habitats such as reflect the vision’s aim to
lowland deciduous and wet woodland, species rich enhance connectivity of
hedgerows and lowland grassland. NPPF also seeks natural features.
positive gains and positive planning for networks of
biodiversity and green infrastructure. Thus we consider a
wider statement giving protection to all priority habitats and
species is required and reference to landscape scale
conservation.
. . . . The Plan raises issues
This objective is poorly drafted. of nature conservation
Impacts should be avoided on designated sites either : importance, matters
. P . o g Amendments are required which the RSPE is
Conservation - through direct or indirect means. Development on - . familiar and has
Mr oyl Societ P designated sites is to be avoided, but development close to | © clarify that both direct | v, | yien 10 e e e
359571 Renn oyal Society i i Yes No ective . ! . . indi i participate at the oral ¢ are aclive in the
Henderson for the PCCS243 |22 Objective 1 Consistent with | thage sites may also cause harm (as is well known in the and indirect impacts on examination Plan area as advocates

Protection of
Birds

national policy

case of heathlands).
Consistency is needed with the bespoke conservation
policies, especially ME2, in its treatment of heathlands.

designated (and other)
sites are to be avoided.

for sustainable
development and
biodiversity
conservation.

We wish to reserve the
opportunity to appear at
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Christchurch and East Dorset Core Strategy

Responses to the Proposed Changes to the Core Strategy Pre-Submission

Is the

Details of why the document is not legally compliant or

Changes considered

Contact | Comment | Page ISithe i . . necessary to make the | Participation in the
rammaacty | SN | organisaton D ber| Reference | ‘et |aocument | Lo is unsound. Comments also supporting legal o o orapariofthe | | SIS | A aelpones
Details 1D Number compliant? Sound? Compliance or soundness ocument egally examination
complaint or sound
an examination of
nature conservation
issues. We consider
that we are in well
positioned to advise an
Inspector on these
matters.
The revised wording has made it worse and changes have
been made to the wrong bit of the first sentence.
The phraseology still implies that development takes place
on heathlands. The intent is not entirely clear and we advise AS part of the Esst
that all wording should be unambiguous to avoid any Dorset Community
ppe . . . . artnersnip, S
difficulties at the Planning Application stages of femmit on bivlogical
. Positively sciences and
Mrs (E:rl:\?ilrrgr?rrw?grr:t . . Prepared developments. . i L X We retain our objection Yes, | wish to sustainability is wider
360302 Hilary TAG (East PCCS441 |22 Obijective 1 No Justified We support the inclusion of biodiversity enhancements but : participate at the oral | than that of Natural
Chittenden Consistent with . . . . . . and recommendations. examination England or Dorset
Dorset) national policy advise that the objective still fails to address the issue of wildife Trust.
landscape scale coherent ecological networks and does not e comlired matira
comply with NPPF 165 which requires an assessment of scientsts and town &
. . . . arish representatives.
existing and potential components of ecological networks. P P
“Priority habitats” have been omitted so failing to comply with
NPPF 117 bullet point 3: there is nowhere else in the
Objectives for reference to be made to priority habitats.
Cosivly
Mr England, e No, | do not wish to
612430 Nick Dorset and PCCS262 |22 Objective 1 Yes Yes ‘I]El;fse“cftlﬁli Natural England support participate at the oral
Squirrell Somerset — Consistent with the modifications made. examination
Team national policy
The criteria as set out regarding the Green Belt, nature
conservation, sensitive heathland, congested roads, etc, are
not protected in this document. Please note - The
Posiively This document has to address the housing pressure problem | respondee has suggested
repare . _ h . . . ]
653852 - PCCS423 | 22 Obiective 1 No No Justifed in ways other than endlessly building (what's going to be deleting text which has g;ﬁ';;a[‘eomsg o
Newman-Crane E— ) Hfectve win | DUIIt OVer in the next Plan? It can't go on) where the above- | not been altered in the examination
national policy mentioned habitats are lost or threatened and congestion Schedule of Proposed
can only worsen. Crucial to this is defending the Green Belt, | Changes.
which is not being done. That's the only way to protect the
habitats and considerations described.
In my capacity as the
. . . i Member of Parliament
Positively | object to the change of wording from 'impact on designated for the Christchurch
Mr Beporey sites' to 'impact close to designated sites'. ‘Close to' is vague Yes, | wish to oy
. H H ustitie . I Incluaes all o
i Chone” ! PCCS375 |22 Objective 1 " " Effective and subjective and the rewording dilutes the key objective Draminaton |+ O | Christchurch Borough
ope Consistent with I A | R X g . ) y | examination and a significant part of
national policy | which is to avoid any impact on designated sites. the East Dorset Disiic
ouncil area within Its
boundary.
Suggested change to the
L wording of the second
The change to the wording in the second sentence seems to g i
. . . : sentence;
make things less clear than it was before. It is the impact on Impact on designated
po