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Your details

What is your name?

Name:
Kirsty Riglar

What is your email address?

Email:
stinsfordclerk@gmail.com

I give consent for my name and email address to be added to the mailing list for the Dorset Council Local Plan:
Yes

What type of responder are you? (Please select the most applicable responder type)

Local organisation

What is your organisation? (if applicable)

Organisation:
Stinsford Parish Council

What are your client's details? (if applicable)

Client's details:

What is your post code?

Post code:
DT1 2LU

Demographic questions

Please select your age group

Prefer not to say

What is your sex?

Prefer not to say

The Equality Act 2010 describes a person as disabled if they have a longstanding physical or mental condition that has lasted or is likely to last
12 months; and this condition has a substantial adverse effect on their ability to carry out normal day-to-day activities. People with some
conditions (cancer, multiple sclerosis and HIV/AIDS for example) are considered to be disabled from the point that they are diagnosed. Do you
consider yourself to be disabled as set out in the Equality Act 2010?

Prefer not to say

If you stated on the previous question that you consider yourself to have a disability. Please state the type of disability which applies to you.

If you prefer to use another term, please write in here::

What is your ethnic group?

Prefer not to say

If other, please specify here::

What is your religion or belief?

Prefer not to say

Other religion or belief::



What is your sexual orientation?

Prefer not to say

If other, please specify::

What would you like to view and comment on?

Which part of the consultation would you like to read and comment on?

Opportunity sites and areas for housing, employment, Gypsies and Travellers, and renewable energy

Contents - Information on strategy and topics

Which strategy and topic section would you like to view and comment on?

2. Vision and Strategic Priorities

Contents - Opportunity sites and areas for housing, employment, Gypsies and Travellers, and renewable energy

Which opportunity sites/areas would you like to view and comment on?

Housing opportunity sites

Section 2. Vision and Strategic Priorities

2.1. The Local Plan Vision

The Vision for Dorset

Question 1: Do you have any comments on the proposed Vision for Dorset?

Add your comments here::

The vision is too general and completely unrealistic in the light of the scale of urbanisation and development proposed. The notion of distinct character
and rural market towns, hamlets and villages etc is contradictory in the light of the scale of development. Serious work is needed on the connectivity
between Dorchester and Weymouth. At present the road system throughout the Dorset Council area is dysfunctional and there is no suggestion that it
will be upgraded at any point in the proposals. The vision presents a jargon-filled statement rather than a meaningful objective vision of what is possible.

2.2. Strategic Priorities

Strategic priority: Provide affordable and high-quality homes

Strategic priority: Grow our economy

Strategic priority: Communities for all

Strategic priority: Responding to the climate and nature emergency

Question 2: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategic priorities for the Local Plan?

Add your comments here::

The vision presented in the Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan calls to maintain, protect and improve the beauty, tranquillity and accessibility of our rural
landscape, together with its diverse wildlife that residents and visitors value so highly. It looks to protect vulnerable habitat, historic and literary heritage.
We do not believe that developer-led proposals deliver affordable housing. None of this is provided with meaningful protection in the local plan options
consultation. The strategic priorities need to be fully reconsidered.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (3. The strategy for sustainable development)

Section 3. The strategy for sustainable development

3.1. Introduction

3.2. The Strategy for Dorset



Question 3: The proposed settlement hierarchy lists the towns and villages that will be the focus for new homes. Are there other settlements
where we should plan for new homes? Do you have any comments on whether a settlement is in the right Tier or not?

Suggest any additional settlements and add further comments here::

This requires a connectivity study and research into likely population flows into the County. It needs to consider the needs and expectations likely from
new residents whilst balancing with existing highways, leisure, cultural and other poor quality provision already faced by existing residents.

3.3. South Eastern Dorset area

Question 4: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategy for the South Eastern area?

Add your comments here::

Without updating the road and rail network and improving public transport the area is unsuitable for large scale employment or residential growth.

3.4. Central Dorset area

Question 5: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategy for the Central area?

Add your comments here::

Without updating the road and rail network and improving public transport the area is unsuitable for large scale employment or residential growth.

3.5. Northern Dorset area

Question 6: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategy for the Northern area?

Add your comments here::

Without updating the road and rail network and improving public transport the area is unsuitable for large scale employment or residential growth.

3.6. Western Dorset area

Question 7: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategy for the Western area?

Add your comments here::

Without updating the road and rail network and improving public transport the area is unsuitable for large scale employment or residential growth.

3.7. Infrastructure delivery

Question 8: Is there any important infrastructure that needs to be delivered alongside new homes in the Western/Central/South
Eastern/Northern areas?

Suggest any infrastructure that needs to be delivered in any of the areas:

Without updating the road and rail network and improving public transport the area is unsuitable for large scale employment or residential growth.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (4. Housing Delivery Strategy)

Section 4. Housing Delivery Strategy

4.1. Introduction

4.2. Local Housing Need and Housing Delivery

Question 9: The Local Plan sets out a strategy to meet the area’s housing needs through allocating sites for new homes, the flexible
settlements policy, new settlements and the efficient use of land. Are there any other measures that could help to meet housing needs?

Suggest any other measures here::

The proposals do not deliver any new settlements. They do provide for urban and village extensions. Land use efficiency is difficult to provide especially in
the light of the growing need for home working. No evidence is provided to suggest what efficient land use means in practice. We disagree with the
flexible settlement policy because it runs a serious risk of creating suburban sprawl and disconnected development in the countryside.

4.3. Housing supply



Question 10: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Plan including a lower housing target for the first few years and a higher figure
towards the end of the plan period to meet housing needs?

Agree

Add other suggestions here::

The strategic priorities are given no meaningful detail. 70,000 homes are given when the Dorset Council area only needs 55,000. The approach to
affordability is vague. Starting slowly may allow time for national political realignment with more meaningful residential build figures.

4.4. Meeting housing needs of specific groups

Question 11: Where should a policy allowing sites for only affordable homes apply?

All of Dorset

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (5. Flexible settlements policy)

Section 5. Flexible settlements policy

5.1. Introduction

5.2. Proposed approach – Flexible settlements policy

Question 12: We have suggested that the Local Plan will not include clear boundaries to define the edges of towns and villages. Instead, the
flexible settlements policy would allow new homes to be built around certain towns and villages. How much do you agree or disagree with this
approach?

Disagree

Add any further comments or reasoning:

This is a 'build anywhere' policy. Thirty houses is too many in some cases. Damage to settlement boundaries will be created through this approach
leading to development with inadequate infrastructure, unsustainable locations and in open countryside.

5.3. The scale of development

Question 13: We propose that the flexible settlements policy will include a limit of 30 homes per site. To what extent do you agree or disagree
with this threshold?

There should be less homes

Add any further comments or reasoning:

Thirty is too high. This should be assessed on a site by site basis with a view to maintaining the integrity and sustainability of settlements.

5.4. Number of sites at each settlement

Question 14: At a town/village, should one flexible settlement policy site be started, before another one is permitted?

Yes

Add any further comments or reasoning:

Development often causes serious disruption to existing residents. This should be kept to a minimum by limiting development to one site at a time. It is
also easier to see the impact on services, infrastructure and settlement sustainability if development is limited to one site at a time.

5.5. Settlements where the flexible settlements policy would apply

Question 15: We have suggested that the flexible settlements policy will only apply to the areas around certain towns and villages, these are
those ranked as ‘Tier 1, Tier 2 or Tier 3’ in our settlement hierarchy. What do you think about the locations where we have suggested that the
flexible settlements policy should apply?

Tell us what you think here::

We disagree with the flexible settlements policy.

5.6. Continuous built-up areas and edge of continuous built-up areas



Question 16: We have suggested that the flexible settlement policy should only be applied around the ‘continuous built-up areas’ (i.e. ‘densely
populated areas with high concentrations of buildings, infrastructure and paved roads’) of certain towns and villages. Do you have any
comments on our definition of this ‘continuous built-up area’?

Add your comments here::

It is not clear how S.6.3 fits with a flexible settlements policy allowing for potential sites to be jumped as sites further out from a settlement boundary
become available. The settlement distribution in category 2 and 3 are often too closely located to prevent settlement merger leading to urban sprawl.

5.7. Green Belt

Question 17: We have suggested that the flexible settlements policy should not be applied in the Green Belt. What are your thoughts on this?

Tell us what you think here::

We disagree with the flexible settlements policy application throughout Dorset including the green belt.

5.8. Approach to countryside development and urban intensification

Question 18: Away from the towns and villages listed in the settlement hierarchy, there may be types of development that we could support.
Do you have any comments on this approach and on the types of development that could be supported in the countryside?

Add your comments here::

This should take account of Neighbourhood Plans.
Section Q conversions should be avoided wherever possible because of the implications on open countryside and sustainability.

5.9. Neighbourhood plans and the flexible settlements policy

Question 19: We have suggested that the flexible settlements policy should not be applied in places with a recently made neighbourhood plan
which includes allocations for new homes. What are your thoughts on this?

Tell us what you think here::

We agree. We oppose the flexible settlements policy in all instances.

5.10. Flexible settlements policy and habitat sites

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (6. Employment Strategy)

Section 6. Employment Strategy

6.1. Introduction

6.2. Employment Strategy

6.3. Employment allocations

Question 20: The Local Plan will retain and protect existing key employment sites, identify new employment sites at locations close to more
sustainable settlements, allow for expansion of existing employment sites and allow for new employment sites in suitable locations. Do you
have any comments on this approach?

Add your comments here::

Some sites are in inappropriate locations as a result of an ongoing business development, relocations and the establishment of distribution functions.
Some sites such as Piddlehinton Enterprise Park should not be retained because of its damage to residential amenity resulting from inadequate highways
connectivity.

6.4. Employment development away from allocated sites

Question 21: The Local Plan will enable employment land to be developed outside identified sites at certain towns and villages, subject to
certain considerations. Do you have any comments on this approach?

Add your comments here::

No employment sites should be established in open countryside. We particularly oppose the further development of the Piddlehinton Enterprise Park
because there is no meaningful infrastructure to take heavy traffic to the site. It was originally established for incubator units but this was not policed. The
site should be retracted rather than expanded as a result of its inappropriate location.



6.5. Mixed use development

Question 22: We have suggested that larger scale housing sites should be required to provide land for employment uses. Proposals for 300
homes or more would be mixed residential and employment developments, with a quarter of a hectare of employment space for every 100
homes. How much do you agree or disagree with this approach?

Disagree

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

It is unclear where the ration of employment land to homes is derived (we think it is reasonable to seek 0.25 hectares of employment land for every 100
homes). A better understanding of the links between accessibility for business use, connectivity, employment for local residents and the likelihood of
providing employment based on existing and forecast demographics. There is also a need to look at wider infrastructure provision, especially the
highways network with emphasis on connectivity to potential business sites. This should be part of the employment land review. It needs to look at both
economic and demographic data in line with NPPF and the Employment Land Review Guidance 2004.

6.6. Protecting employment sites

Question 23: We have suggested that the Local Plan should include policies to protect the most important existing ‘key’ employment sites. a)
Do you have any views on the strategy we have suggested for protecting employment sites?

Add your views here::

We agree that location and accessibility should be issues. 6.6.10 sets out the intention to restrict types of use on ‘key’ employment sites to (any other
things) ‘storage and distribution. Given the location of the County and the limitations in road and rail network, this raises existing and future concerns. Of
direct concern to Stinsford Parish Council is the growth of Piddlehinton Enterprise Park. This site is inappropriately located because of a lack of
meaningful highway infrastructure and unregulated growth from start up units to distribution. There is a need to retract rather than expand this site and
others elsewhere in the County that are inappropriately located. We disagree with option ‘g’. Just because a site has reached its maximum capacity does
not mean that it should not be protected if it makes a significant contribution or economically diversify into new market areas.

b) What criteria should we consider when defining ‘key’ and ‘non-key’ employment sites?

Location, Accessibility, Opportunities for growth/expansion

If you selected 'other', please provide further details here::

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (7. Town Centre Development)

Section 7. Town centre development

7.1. Town centres

Question 24: How do you think we should plan to support town centres in the future?

Add your thoughts here::

The approach appears to give up on the idea of retail town centres. There is a serious risk of attracting retail business away to edge of town locations or
sites in edge of town developments. Town centres need to be community hubs but this requires serious public sector investment. Existing town centres
require a proactive approach if they are to survive.

Question 25: What types of use do you think will be most important for the future of our town centres?

Shops, Cafes/restaurants, Leisure (e.g. cinemas), Cultural (e.g. museums), Community (e.g. libraries)

If you selected 'other' please provide further details here::

7.2. Managing town centre development

Question 26: We are suggesting that retail impact assessments should be undertaken for retail development proposals outside the town
centres defined in the Plan, that are over the size of a small food store (280 square metres net). How much do you agree or disagree with the
introduction of a threshold of 280 square metres for retail impact assessments?

Agree

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here:

Research is needed to understand what will avoid business relocation to out of town locations. This may require free car parking, public transport and /
or other incentives.



Question 27: Should the threshold also apply to leisure uses that are net 280 square metres?

Yes

7.3. Change of use

7.4. Promoting the vitality and viability of town centres

Question 28: We are considering whether the Local Plan should include a policy which supports interim or temporary uses pending a
permanent use for a vacant town centre building - we have called these ‘meanwhile uses’. To what extent do you agree or disagree with the
introduction of a meanwhile uses policy?

Agree

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

This is essential to maintain vitality. Once lost it is difficult to revitalise a centre. Compulsory purchase should be considered where business property
owners deliberately leave property unlet in order to maximise returns in the longer term through the artificial creation of scarcity.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (8. Brownfield Land)

Section 8. Brownfield Land

8.1. Introduction

8.2. Brownfield land register

8.3. Brownfield land delivery

Question 29: How else can we encourage development on brownfield land, whilst also planning positively to meet our needs for homes and
employment land?

Add your thoughts here::

We appreciate the difficulty in identifying large tracts of brownfield land in areas that have not had large scale industrial and associated development.
Nevertheless brownfield sites should always be prioritised. Dorset Council should encourage the use of brownfield

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (9. Green Belt Review)

Section 9. Green Belt review

9.1. Introduction

9.2. Our approach to Green Belt release

Question 30: To what extent do you agree or disagree with taking land out of the Green Belt to help meet our development needs?

Disagree

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

With 70,000 potential house sites identified there would seem little need to release greenbelt. Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole Council may require
to do this. We appreciate that under NPPF and PPG Dorset may need to enter into a ‘duty to cooperate’ that could have implications for the greenbelt but
we feel that this is to be avoided. If it does become necessary a Duty to Cooperate: Statement of Compliance should be issued as soon as possible so that
the public can understand the reasons for infringement on the greenbelt.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (10. Self-build and custom build housing)

Section 10. Self-build and custom-build housing

10.1. Introduction

10.2. Self-build register



10.3. Self-build plot delivery

Question 31: We have suggested that the Local Plan should include a flexible settlements policy which would allow new homes around certain
towns and villages. What impact, if any, do you think the proposed flexible settlements policy might have on opportunities for self-build
homes?

High impact

Please add any further comments or reasoning here::

This policy will encourage piecemeal development in rural areas and push development outside of existing settlement boundaries possibly leading to
settlement convergence and suburban sprawl.

Question 32: Is there anything else we could do to increase the supply of self-build plots?

Add your thoughts here::

Everyone should have the option of self-build. In the last allocations for this area, sites for self-build were all low-quality. Higher quality sites are required
but also those with links to Community Land Trusts and other mechanisms for self-build of affordable homes. At present when sites come available with
outline permission they are highly priced. Self-build can be regulated through the compulsory purchase of appropriate sites to sell on at affordable
prices. When done elsewhere in the world this has added to the variety and character of streetscape. Amsterdam is a regularly used example. If flexible
development is used for self-build it should be regulated by compulsory purchase of land for communal self-build projects like that in Bridport.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (11. Neighbourhood Plans)

Section 11. Neighbourhood Plans

11.1. Introduction

11.2. Strategic priorities and strategic policies

11.3. Housing requirement figures for neighbourhood plans

Question 33: We have suggested that housing requirements for neighbourhood plan areas should be finalised at the next stage of preparing
the Local Plan. This is likely to involve consideration of sites with planning permission, local plan allocations and unplanned development. To
what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed approach?

Agree

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

Housing provision is considered in policy SNP9 of the Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan. It proposes small scale affordable development and a mix of
property types. It is to be expected that this is what will be required by many rural parishes. Dorset Council should not accept large developer-led
proposals outside of those identified in the neighbourhood plan.

11.4. Flexible Settlements Policy

Question 34: Should the housing requirement figures for neighbourhood plan areas outside the Green Belt, include an allowance for sites that
could come forward through the flexible settlements policy?

No

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

We disagree with the flexible settlements policy. This could lead to unregulated sprawl between an already close located settlement pattern in much of
Dorset. It could also lead to over development through windfall sites.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (12. Sites for Gypsies, Travellers, and Travelling Showpeople)

Section 12. Sites for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople

12.1. Introduction

12.2. Need for Traveller pitches and plots

12.3. Strategy for meeting Traveller needs



Question 35: We have suggested that our Local Plan objectives for Travellers should be: to reduce the numbers of unauthorised sites, to
provide opportunities for sites to expand, to encourage new Traveller sites in sustainable locations, andto provide opportunities for Travellers
to deliver their own sites. Do you have any comments on the objectives for meeting the needs for Traveller sites?

Add your comments here:

We agree with these objectives.

Question 36: To help ensure that enough pitches are provided to meet Dorset’s needs, Traveller pitches could be delivered alongside homes
for the settled community on large scale residential development. Are there any issues which you think we need to consider in locating
Traveller pitches alongside new built homes for the settled community?

Let us know any issues here::

We disagree with this proposal. This could lead to housebuilding in rural areas disconnected from facilities and in unsustainable locations.

Question 37: We are suggesting that 5 Traveller pitches should be provided for every 500 homes on large development sites. Is this threshold
correct?

Not Answered

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

No comment

12.4. Traveller opportunity sites for consultation

12.5. Criteria based policy for Traveller sites

Question 38: To encourage Travellers to deliver their own sites, we are suggesting that the Local Plan should include a criteria policy which
takes account of the site’s location, access, neighbouring development, environmental impact and management of the site. Do you think we
need to add or change any of the suggested criteria?

Let us know your thoughts here::

We need more information on traveller demand, the type of travellers, intensity of usage etc. At present it is not possible to answer this question on a
basis of the Option Considerations background paper on Opportunity Sites for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Show People.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (13. Strategic Heathland Recreation Mitigation)

Section 13. Strategic Heathland Recreation Mitigation

13.1. Background

Question 39: We have identified opportunity sites which could deliver more homes to help meet Dorset’s housing needs. Do we need to
change the approach to mitigating impacts on protected Dorset Heaths habitat sites as part of planning to meet increased housing needs?

Yes

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

We accept the strategy but it misses key sites identified in the Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan. These are the heathlands and the downs (Waterston Ridge)
as a potential SANG north of the North Dorchester Garden Community proposed development.

13.2. The strategic need for heathland mitigation

13.3. Shapwick/Kingston Lacy/Stour Valley Park

Question 40: To what extent do you agree or disagree with development at Shapwick to enable the delivery of public benefits from investment
in the Kingston Lacy Estate?

Neutral

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

This depends on the National Trust’s masterplan proposal.

Where would you like to go now?



Continue to the next section (14. Wind, solar, and battery storage)

Section 14. Onshore Wind, Solar, and Battery Energy Storage

14.1. Introduction

14.2. Identifying suitable areas

Question 41: We have outlined some areas which could be appropriate for wind turbines, ground mounted solar panels and battery storage.
To what extent do you agree or disagree with identifying broad areas of opportunity for wind, solar and battery storage?

Disagree

Please provide any further comments or reasoning here::

The areas are too broad and meaningless. The background paper is based on desktop studies and takes no account of on the ground conditions. It
appears to be mainly based on wind velocity rather than a range of necessary considerations. The area from Waterston Ridge south within the parish of
Stinsford will become increasingly valuable public open space should the North Dorchester Garden Community progresses.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (15. North of Dorchester masterplan)

Section 15. North of Dorchester Masterplan

15.1. Introduction

15.2. The draft masterplan for the North of Dorchester Garden Community

15.3. Matter 1: Eastern edge

Question 42: Since Roman times, the centre of Dorchester has had a prominent position in the landscape. One of the threats to this identity is
at the eastern edge of the potential development area (near the A35). Would you support keeping this eastern area more green and open,
even if that means fewer homes, facilities and jobs?

Agree

Please provide any further comments or reasoning…:

The eastern edge should be kept more green and development limited in height. However the question presupposes that North Dorchester Garden
Community will go ahead. This would be better addressed at a latter stage through masterplanning. At this stage in the consultation to include North
Dorchester over and above other potential sites is leading. At this stage a site-specific question is suggestive of predetermination. It should be removed.
We do not support the North Dorchester Garden Community. The development of the site raises too many issues including highways infrastructure,
hydrology and the East – West through route. Please delete this question for all respondents.

15.4. Matter 2: Employment locations

Question 43: Supporting jobs, homes and services all in one place is an essential part of the health of a town. Do you see new workspaces that
are integrated into walkable neighbourhoods and local centres as an attractive part of Dorchester in the future?

Disagree

Please provide any further comments or reasoning…:

This question is leading and presupposes that North Dorchester will be developed. This is an urban design / masterplan question and not suitable for a
local plan consultation. We do not support development north of Dorchester. There is no evidence that people would live and walk to work within the
proposed settlement. We request that evidence be provided to show how this assertion will work and that this be considered further if the potential is
accepted as part of the local plan. The risk of employment sites becoming used for storage and distribution is a real risk taken that the existing road and
rail infrastructure is hopelessly inadequate.

15.5. Matter 3: Pigeon House Farm neighbourhood

Question 44: We believe that the valley at Pigeon House Farm can play an important role in encouraging access to nature and celebrating local
landscape — What type of development, if any, do you think could help support this in a sustainable way?

Not Answered

Please provide any further comments or reasoning…:



This question is leading and presupposes the development of North Dorchester. We oppose such a development. This is an urban design question and
has nothing to do with the local plan. The approach taken to the North Dorchester site has not been taken to any other potential site in the consultation
and may be taken as predetermination. The masterplan should be supported by appropriate evidence and feasibility studies which have not been
produced. This is not possible as part of a wider local plan options consultation.

15.6. Matter 4: Main east to west route

Question 45: What are your priorities for a new east–west route?

Let us know your priorities here:

Please see our previous response. We do not support the development of the North Dorchester site. If it is developed we would seek assurances that it
remains within the administrative boundaries of Stinsford Parish Council. The Halcrow Report (2008) was very clear that nothing should be built on the
site before the construction of a northern bypass. The proposals have failed to explain why this is no longer considered necessary as all recent evidence
demonstrates increased traffic volumes and pressure on the local road network. A through road risks dividing the development area and disrupting
cycling and walking routes as well as social connectivity. The proposal cannot be taken in isolation without consideration of the wider traffic impacts and
alongside the traffic arising from potential development sites at Crossways, Charminster and elsewhere in the locality. We remain to be convinced that
the development of this site is viable and in line with the outcome with our consultation work with residents who oppose the development and see it as
unworkable.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the next section (16. Weymouth Town Centre masterplan)

Section 16. Weymouth Town Centre Masterplan

16.1. Background

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to view and comment on another section of the consultation

Housing opportunity sites

Select a proposed housing site option to see further details and to give your comments

Select a site you wish to comment on:

Please provide further details on these considerations, and how they might be addressed:

LA/STLB/006: North of Dorchester

Do you have any comments on how the development North of Dorchester could take place?

Add your comments here:

Please see separate site options response form emailed on 08/10/2025 as the number of characters exceeds the number permitted in this response box. 
However the concluding observations are as follows:



 
The Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan provides a serious of design elements that we would hope be adhered to and recognises the need for genuine
affordable housing. We would also hope that any new development remains within the administrative boundaries of Stinsford Parish Council without any
attempt to revise the boundaries. Stinsford Parish Council was formed in 1894. The name of Stinsford is internationally known because of its links with
Thomas Hardy and attracts many visitors to the area. If the parish loses the area west of the A35 it is unlikely that it will continue as a viable
administrative unit. Any new development should have strong active travel links across the A35 to connect it to Kingston Maurward, Stinsford and Higher
and Lower Bockhampton. 
 
There are now several versions of what is presented as a draft masterplan. These provide different boundaries making any overall assessments
impossible. The promoters have now had seven years from 2018 to develop an evidence base to suggest that the proposed site is viable. This has not
happened. We do not believe that the site is viable because of the shortfall in the evidence and remain fully opposed to the development. Therefore
Stinsford Parish Council requests that the emerging masterplan included as a supporting document to the Local Plan consultation not be submitted for
examination alongside the Local Plan because it provides the misleading impression that the site is viable and deliverable.

Where would you like to go now?

Continue to the end of the survey to submit your comments
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