
Lytchett Matravers PDC consultation response

1a should the partial review extend from 2017 until 2031 or longer?

Yes, we recommend the 14-year period in order to keep the Local Plan in line with neighbouring districts.

1b Are there any other options that you feel should be considered?

No

2a Do we agree with delivering around 2,244 additional homes between 2013 and 2031 subject to additional testing?

No

Why do you disagree?

Because there is a chance that the number of houses will be reduced following additional testing, such as impact on heath land, AONBs, SSIs and highways. In addition, this number is the result of government statistics and is not a locally derived number and includes housing need, local demand and (as PDC presented) second home demand. PDC should present their own local figure for housing need and then show how many more they wish to build to meet demand.

2b Are there any other options that you feel should be included?

No

3a should new dwellings be dispersed proportionately in line with existing Policy LD?

Yes

3b should new development be centred in settlement extensions around the towns (Swanage, Upton and Wareham)?

Yes.

3c Should new residential development be within the key service villages such as Bere Regis, Bovington, Corfe Castle, Lytchett Matravers, Sandford and Wool?

Yes

Why do you agree?
We agree but development should be spread proportionately across the villages, with villages with no current housing allocation prioritised first before those who already have an allocation in the local plan. 
3d Should new residential development be dispersed around the local service villages such as Langton Matravers, Stoborough, West Lulworth and Winfrith Newburgh?

Yes 
3e Disperse new residential development around other villages with a settlement boundary such as Brianspuddle, Chaldon Herring, Church Knowle, East Burton, East Lulworth, Harmans Cross, Kimmeridge, Kingston, Lytchett Minster, Moreton Station, Studland, Ridge and Worth Matravers? 

Yes

3f Disperse new residential development around other villages without a settlement boundary such as Affpuddle, Bloxworth, Coombe Keynes, East Knighton, East Stoke, Horton Heath, Morden, Morton, Organford and Worgret?

Yes

Why do you agree/disagree?

We would prefer to see development spread fairly across towns and villages taking into account local infra-structure. Some development in smaller villages would help sustain them and help supply the local house need.
 Question 3b – Do you prefer a combination of options 3a-3f and if so which ones?

We prefer 3a, 3b and 3f plus consideration of 3e in order to keep smaller villages accessible to local families.
Question 3c – Are there any other options that you feel should be included?

No

Question 3d – If you feel that the Council should be allowing more development at rural settlements, what facilities and services would you like to see and where?

Most small villages have some scope for pepper pot infill or modest extensions to the settlements such as Huntick road in Lytchett Matravers. We would prefer to see these options explored before considering large scale loss of green belt.
Question 4a – Which sites do you think should be developed or not and why?

None

Option 4a: consider new development to the north and west of North Wareham

Agree
Option 4b: consider new development to the west of Wareham

Disagree
Why do you agree/disagree?
We are against any development that would be within a sensitive part of the green belt and partly in the AONB.
The Parish Council prefers development to be spread out amongst the existing towns, villages and settlements rather than being concentrated in a few areas.

Further, the Parish Council wants PDC to build homes in areas with employment opportunities (existing and new) to minimise travel. 

Question 4b – Are there any other options that you feel should be included?

We prefer development to be spread out amongst the existing towns, villages and settlements rather than being concentrated in a few areas.

Option 4c: consider new development to the south-east of Sandford

Disagree

Any development would have an impact on the already congested A351

Question 4c – Should the Council reserve land for potential future development needs beyond the plan period?

No, because land will be put forward by land owner in the meantime.

Option 4d: consider new development around Lytchett Minster 
Disagree

This would involve developing a sensitive part of the green belt and this will cause a merging effect between Upton, Lytchett Minster and Lytchett Matravers.

Option 4e: consider new development around Moreton Station (including Redbridge Pit)

Agree
Option 4f: consider new development west of Wool
Agree 

Option 5a Should PDC objectively reassess the boundaries to the Green Belt to make sure they follow logical boundaries on the ground and identify land that is suitable for release from the green belt for strategic development.
Disagree.

Parish councils and local views should be taken into account.

Option 5b Should PDC objectively re-assess the boundaries to the Green Belt to make sure they are logical on the ground, but do not release land for strategic development

Disagree.

Option 5c should PDC make no changes to the green belt and direct development towards non green belt locations

Agree.

Why do you agree/disagree?

We need to protect green belt that is performing its designated function to protect urban sprawl.

Question 5b Do you feel the Council should release green belt land for development if the land is not performing the function of the green belt?

No
The Government says that there are sufficient brownfield sites that, if all developed, would provide sufficient housing. That’s where we should be concentrating.

Question 5c – Should the Council identify safeguarded land in the green belt to meet future needs beyond the plan period?

No.

Question 5d – Are there any other options that you feel should be included?

No

Option 6a should PDC focus employment at Dorset Green Technology Park

Agree.

Option 6b should PDC focus employment development at Holton Heath

Agree.

Option 6c should PDC focus employment development at Bovington Middle School

Agree

Option 6d should PDC provide around 3 hectares of additional employment land at Upton

Agree

Option 6e should PDC provide around 1 hectare of additional employment land at Sandford Lane in north Wareham

Agree

Option 6f Should PDC provide additional employment development at Sandford First School, Botany Bay Farm and/or the Dorset County Council owned depot off the B3351 at Corfe Castle

Agree
Question 6b – Should the Council identify safeguarded employment land to meet frequent needs beyond the partial review?

No
Question 6c – Are there any other options that you feel should be included?

Yes, Villages and small settlements have the capacity and need for local employment in order to reduce travel and provide employment for local people..

Option 7a Should PDC deliver up to an additional 600m2 food retail floor space

Disagree

Option 7b Should PDC deliver more than an additional 600m2 food retail floor space

Disagree

Question 7c – Are there any other options you feel should be included?

No

Retail habits are changing with more and more home deliveries

Question 8a – Do you agree with the Council’s current approach in not allowing specific types of development within 400 metres of a heath?

Agree.

Alternative areas for dog walking in around population centres would alleviate the pressure on the heath?
Question 8b – Do you agree with the Council’s current approach to mitigating development between 400m and 5km of a heath through alternative open space and other mitigation?

Agree
Option 9a should PDC expand Nordon Park and Ride

Agree

Option 9b Should PDC leave Nordon Park and Ride as it is

Disagree

Why do you agree/disagree?

Nordon park and ride performs a vital Green function by limiting car journeys.
PDC should be promoting the provision of a regular and efficient train service between Swanage and Bournemouth for people to use to travel to work.  This should include Holton Heath and Moreton, which already have stations. This shuttle service should be timed to link to the main-line services and to bus stations for other connections.

Question 10a – Do you have any comments on any proposed changes to settlement boundaries detailed in the background papers?

No

Question 11a - Do you have any comments on the proposed changes to Wareham town centre?

No

Option 12a Should PDC use specific zones to identify local centres?

Agree, if this means village centres.
Option 12c Should PDC use criteria based on planning policy to assess planning applications?

Agree

Why do you agree/disagree?

12c will local input with each planning application to be considered using material planning guidelines and the local plan. This allows for more transparency in the planning process.
Question 12b – Are there any other options that you feel should be included?

No

Option 13a Should PDC increase the percentages of affordable housing on sites of 6 or more dwellings across the district and 11 or more in Upton and Wareham?

Disagree

Option 13b should PDC leave the current percentages as they are?

Agree

Option 13c should PDC allocate more settlement extension sites that would deliver affordable housing?

Disagree
Why do you agree/disagree?

Question 13b – Should the Council collect commuted sums in lieu of onsite affordable housing provision for eligible developments between 6-10 dwellings?

Yes

Question 13c – Have you any other suggestions for how the Council could increase its supply of affordable housing?

Use monies collected for affordable housing to bring disused houses and buildings back to life.
Option 14e should PDC do nothing and let those in need of a home buy from developer or the existing housing stock.
Agree, as it will be administratively easier to let market forces prevail. 
Option 15a should PDC allocate a proportion of settlement extensions as gypsies, travellers and travelling show people sites

Disagree

Option 15b should PDC allocate new sites exclusively for gypsies, travellers and travelling show people

Agree

Option 16a should PDC allow development of land at Morden for public open spaces and around 80-100 holiday chalets

Agree

Option 16b should PDC not allow development of land at Morden for public open space and holiday chalets

Disagree

Question 17a – Do you agree that the Council should consider how new development should contribute to the provision of recreation of open space?

Agree

Question 17b – Would you prefer for larger developments to provide their own new facilities on site?

Agree

Question 18a – Do you agree that meeting military needs is an issue?

Agree

Question 18b – MoD only housing means that it does not have to provide affordable housing. Should the Council allow the MoD to build non-military housing as well, which would provide a mixture of market and affordable housing available to the general public?

No.

Question 19a – Are there any policies that you feel would benefit from review?

No

Question 20a – Are there any new policies you feel the Council should introduce?

No

Question 21a – Are there any other issues you think the Council should look at?

No

