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Application Number: 20/10228 Full Planning Permission

Site: Land at BURGATE ACRES, SALISBURY ROAD, BURGATE,

FORDINGBRIDGE SP6 1LX

Development: Construction of 63 dwellings, creation of new access, parking,

landscaping, open space and associated works, following

demolition of existing buildings

Applicant: Metis Homes Ltd

Agent: Metis Homes

Target Date: 30/06/2020

Case Officer: Stephen Belli

________________________________________________________________________

1 SUMMARY OF THE MAIN ISSUES

The key issues are:

1) Principle of development -

whether the principle of development would be acceptable having regard to Local and
National Planning Policy

2) Transport –

whether the development would have an acceptable impact on the local highway network,
whether the access arrangements would be safe, sustainable and meet the appropriate
needs of the highway users, whether the proposed development would have an acceptable
impact on existing rights of way in the vicinity of the site      

3) Housing –

specifically, whether the proposed development would deliver an appropriate mix of housing
types, size and tenure to deliver a mixed and balanced development, whether the
development would make an appropriate provision of Affordable housing

4) Quantum, Layout and Design –

whether the quantum of development proposed is acceptable, whether the layout and
design of the dwellings would result in quality development and relate sympathetically to the
surrounding area  

5) Heritage –

whether the development would have an appropriate -impact on designated heritage assets
(Listed Buildings) and non-designated heritage assets adjoining and within the site

6) Existing Landscape features 

Whether the development would have an acceptable impact on trees within and adjoining
the site



7) Green Infrastructure –

whether the development would deliver an appropriate amount of green infrastructure and
open space appropriate locations to create a sustainable development   

8) Air Quality, Noise and Amenity –

 whether the proposed development would have an acceptable impact on the environment
and local human and natural receptors in terms of  noise, air quality and contamination
effects. Whether the proposed development would have an acceptable relationship with
neighbouring residential and commercial properties          

9) Ecology

a) Whether the impact of the development on the New Forest European sites would
be acceptably mitigated through the provision of appropriate areas of ANRG and
the provision f appropriate mitigation contributions 

b) Whether the development would achieve required levels of  on-site biodiversity
protection and biodiversity net gain (BNG)

c) Whether the proposed development would achieve nitrate neutrality

10) Flooding and Drainage –

whether the development would provide a sustainable surface and foul water drainage
solution and whether the proposed development would be safe in terms of flood risk

11) S106 Agreement matters, and contributions required

2 SITE DESCRIPTION

The application site forms the south eastern corner of the strategic housing site known in
the recently adopted Local Plan 2016-2036 as SS18 Land at Burgate, Fordingbridge.

The site measures 3.98 hectares and consists of an existing dwelling ‘Burgate Acres’ and
its extensive garden and garage block, and semi-improved and amenity grassland and
woodland. It is relatively flat and benefits from an existing access on to Salisbury Road.

The site is located approximately 1.2km north of Fordingbridge town centre in Lower
Burgate. It is bounded by Salisbury Road (A338) and existing residential and commercial
uses to the east; to the north are agricultural fields and farm buildings proposed for
development as part of the SS18 allocation, as well as a residential property ‘Keepers
Gate’. A public footpath which forms part of the Avon Valley Path runs along the northern
edge of the site and extends from Salisbury Road at Burgate Farmhouse to Fryern Court
Road (near Tinkers Cross) to the west. A further public footpath runs to the south providing
a connection to the Fordingbridge Primary School.

The Burgate School and Sixth Form and associated sports pitches and recreation grounds
lie to the south and west of the application site. On the eastern edge of the site there is a
linear group of dwellings as well as two commercial properties i.e.  Fordingbridge Day
Nursery and The Surma Valley restaurant both of which are Grade II Listed Buildings.
There are three other properties bordering the site to the east i.e. Doleswood, Duveen
(Grade II Listed) and Ivy Cottage. The original farm buildings and Lower Burgate
Farmhouse (Grade II Listed) lie close to the north eastern corner of the site to the north of
the public footpath with its own privately maintained junction onto the path and then onto
the A338.



The remainder of Strategic Site 18 lies directly to the north and to the east. The Local Plan
states that Site 18 is expected to deliver in total a minimum of 400 homes. There are
currently other planning application or pre-application enquiry proposals in front of the
Council for the development of the remainder of Site 18. In particular Members are referred
to the application by Pennyfarthing Homes on land to the north-west and north-east which is
in outline form for residential development and off-site highway works.

In addition, the Council is in receipt of two other applications on Site 17 (Land at Whitsbury
Road), as well as an application on Site 16 (Station Road) for up to 240 homes. This last
application is currently being held in abeyance pending the submission of revised
proposals. The earlier two applications are currently out to consultation and are at an early
stage in consideration.

3 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The originally submitted application was for the demolition of the existing dwelling on the
site and the construction of 74 new dwellings.

A new vehicular access is proposed via Salisbury Road to the east, from which a green
corridor links to an area of Alternative Natural Recreational Greenspace (ANRG) in the
north-western portion of the site. This space includes a dedicated dog exercise area,
wildflower meadow and informal grass kick-about area.  The area also contains other
footpaths/cycleways, natural play area, pond, wooded areas, and links into further areas of
open space on-site and to future off-site open space on the remainder of the SS18
allocation. It is intended that the POS and ANRG areas combined will provide ecological
and amenity benefits.  Until recently the north western portion of the site  was owned by the
Burgate School but has now been sold to the developers with a covenant that no buildings
are erected on this part of the site.

The proposed vehicular access to the north of the Burgate School will only serve this
development proposal and the southern part of the wider Site 18 allocation and will not
provide any vehicular link to land to the north or the track serving the property known as
Keepers Gate located just outside the north western corner of the site.

In addition to the new vehicular access it is intended to retain the original access to Burgate
Acres, and this will be used occasionally for access to the sewage pumping station located
in the southern corner of the site. This access will also double as a pedestrian and cycle
access to the secondary school. Where the current turning circle and main access gates for
the secondary school exists, it is intended to provide a new off road link from the Burgate
Acres trackway.

The school will be served by an improved access from the south utilising the current slip
road leading to the turning circle. The existing bus lane which connects the turning circle
with the A338 will be closed and instead a one way access for buses will be provided linking
the turning circle with the new residential estate road. The school will also benefit from a
new drop off lay by on the slip road to the school.

Amended plan details

Following detailed discussions with NFDC officers and other key consultees the applicants
have amended their proposals and now propose a reduced number of 63 new dwellings all
other matters relating to access have remained as originally submitted. The amendments
cover other matters such as design and site layout.



The proposed housing mix is as follows

4 no. 1 bed units.
26 no. 2 bed units
23 no. 3 bed units
10 number 4 bed units

The houses proposed are all two storey in height with a total number of 11 flats with the rest
either detached, semi-detached or terraced units constructed in a traditional design using
facing bricks, under tiled or slated roofs.  The amendments have been the subject of a
re-consultation exercise.

4 PLANNING HISTORY

ENQ/18/21146/LDNF  Pre-app enquiry for 68 dwellings – advice offered January 2020

19/11560                     EIA scoping opinion  - advice offered 17/03/20

19/10993                      EIA screening opinion - EIA required

00/69644                      Change of use land to school grounds etc. – approved 05/10/00

See also the following applications on other strategic sites

20/10522         Outline for 240 dwellings Station Road Fordingbridge (Site 16)
21/10052         Outline for residential development  (part of Site 17)
20/ 11469        Full application for  63 dwellings at Tinkers Cross (part of Site 17)

Site constraints/ designations

Strategic Allocated Site
Tree Preservation Order covers whole site
Adjacent to Grade 2 listed buildings
Includes non-designated heritage asset
Public Right of Way adjoining site

5 PLANNING POLICY AND GUIDANCE

The Core Strategy (Saved policy)

CS7: Open spaces, sport, and recreation

Local Plan Part 2 Sites and Development Management Development Plan Document   
(Saved Policies)

DM1: Heritage and Conservation
DM2: Nature conservation, biodiversity, and geodiversity
DM4: Renewable and low carbon energy generation
DM5: Contaminated land
DM9: Green Infrastructure linkages

Local Plan 2016-2036 Part 1: Planning Strategy   

STR1:  Achieving Sustainable Development
STR2: Protection of the countryside, Cranborne Chase AONB & New Forest National Park
STR3:  The Strategy for locating new development
STR4: The Settlement hierarchy



STR5: Meeting our housing needs
STR7: Strategic Transport Priorities
STR8:  Community services, infrastructure, and facilities
STR9:  Development within a mineral safeguard area

ENV1: Mitigating the impacts of development on International Nature Conservation sites
ENV3: Design quality and local distinctiveness
ENV4: Landscape character and quality

HOU1: Housing type, size, and choice
HOU2: Affordable Housing

CCC1:  Safe and Healthy Communities
CCC2:  Safe and Sustainable Travel

IMPL1:  Developer contributions
IMPL2:  Development standards

Strategic Site SS18: Land at Burgate Fordingbridge

Supplementary Planning Guidance and other Documents

SPD Mitigation Strategy for European Sites
SPD Parking standards
SPD Housing design, density, and character
SPD Fordingbridge Town Design Statement
Relevant advice

National Planning Policy Framework 2019

Section 2 Achieving sustainable development
Section 5 Delivering a sufficient supply of homes
Section 6 Building a strong, competitive economy
Section 11 Making effective use of land including appropriate densities
Section 12 Achieving well-designed places
Section 14 Climate change, flooding, and coastal change
Section 15 Conserving and enhancing the natural environment
Section 16 Conserving and enhancing the historic environment

National Design Guide 2019

6 PARISH / TOWN COUNCIL COMMENTS

Fordingbridge Town Council

Amended plans- Fordingbridge Town Council recommends permission under PAR3 as the
application provides open space that we didn’t have access to before and provides much
needed housing of that type.

Fordingbridge Town Council would like to be involved in the open space design and what is
put there.

Original submission - Please note that no planning meeting was held by Fordingbridge
Town Council due to the Coronavirus pandemic. Members submitted comments individually
by email as below.



1. I am very uneasy about the proposed entrance to and from this development. I, and
many others, raised this with Metis Homes at the public consultation but our concerns have
been ignored. We will have two, dead stop junctions onto a busy main road within a very
short distance of each other. The alteration to the Salisbury Road junction necessary to
allow the proposed entry to this development will result in long tailbacks. I think the
arrangements are an accident waiting to happen. My personal view is that the proposed
roundabout and connecting road should be built and all developments in the area routed to
the A338 via this roundabout. I also note the matter raised by the nursery school and agree
this could be a problem.

2. In principal I support the application, but at this stage my views are much in line with the
comment above regarding the road access and its proximity to Fordingbridge Nursery and
so I cannot support it.

3. l agree with the comments above. I think at this stage questions should be asked about
the position of houses in direct line with the day nursery. Also, I can see serious issues with
the entrance as my colleague has already explained very well and in depth (comment 1).

4. I oppose this application with the current road layout proposals. The removal of the
current northbound slip road will cause hold-ups on Salisbury Road and make the junction
much more dangerous. HCC are wrong to say there will be no impact by removing the slip
road when Wiltshire Council require traffic lights on new developments in Downton. There is
enough space to build an improved combined road junction outside Burgate School and
Metis Homes should be providing this.

5. Overall, I think that as a plan it is quite nicely laid out and well screened. I am a little
surprised at the small number of garages provided, I know not many people park their cars
in them, but they are well used and often reduce debris left at the front of homes. I like the
number of affordable homes and hope that they will be given due consideration and not
reduced as the application proceeds. It does look as though there are considerable
constraints on the suitability of infiltration suds on the site to help with drainage, I’m no
expert here, but I hope that the developers take serious notice of this and the costs involved
don’t mean a reduction on other provisions including affordable homes. There are houses
close to the nursery boundary, they appear to be side on, so as long as fencing is of a good
height, hopefully overlooking shouldn't be too much of a problem, but should certainly be
taken into consideration. The nursery has now been there for some considerable time and
should not be put in the position of worrying about the noise the children make. Prospective
purchasers should be aware as nursery was there first. If they have reservations they
should not purchase these properties, but how this is dealt with I’m not sure. If developers
will not change layout, then there should at least be substantial hedging to shield the noise.
I also have reservations regarding access.

6. I liked the application in principle but if this produces affordable housing it has my full
support.

7. I agree that we should raise the Day Nursery concern, that the new dwellings are in close
proximity to the children's play area. Clearly quite a sensitivity matter which we should raise.
Affordable housing get a favourable comment from councillors, but we are only getting 19%
(×14) Shared Ownerships dwellings.

8. I have full support for what they are trying to do.

9. I agree with others that the Access looks difficult and potentially dangerous especially in
the early morning and late afternoon when the school traffic is there. The "Important
boundary onto curtilages of listed buildings? If it is "Important? why doesn't the developer
do something about it. A green space, hedging and trees. The access to the SANG from
The Avon Valley footpath should be positioned on the very edge of development to make



"Green? footpath rather than an alleyway between houses. It seems from the plan that
there will not be any Green space for adoption by the local council. This would not be
acceptable. The application conflicts with the Local Plan Main Modifications to the Local
Plan December 2019

Strategic Site Allocations Overview SS18. The plan does not include any "Public Open
Space Suitable for Mitigation? in the area covered in this application. The plan only includes
Potential Public Open Space in the area covered by this application.

I contest the developers Planning Statement 8.0 Open Space. Policy CS7 sets out
standards for open space provision.

               - 2.0ha of Informal Open Space
               -  0.2ha of Play Space
               - 1.25ha of Formal Recreational space

The developer calculates this to be 0.41ha by omitting any Formal Recreational Space

With Calculation of 185.7 population including this space it would be 0.65ha.

Whatever your calculation clearly an area less than the size of a football pitch is not
sufficient for a population of 185 people living in small dwellings with either small gardens or
no garden at all.

I do not consider this site to suitable for ANRG. It gives nothing in the way of interesting
environment or views and would obviously be better suited to Open Space and a less
restrictive layout, imposing on the listed building in close proximity

7 COUNCILLOR COMMENTS

No comments received

8 CONSULTEE COMMENTS

NFDC Conservation Officer

Amended plans – note design and layout changes to the scheme. Still judged to be
insufficient information submitted regarding impact on heritage assets. Burgate Acres
should be retained with insufficient justification for its removal. Changes to location and
design of dwellings nearest to Listed Buildings is noted but fundamental concerns about
impact on setting still not addressed. Still insufficient attention to design and local
distinctiveness. Wish to object to application as modified.

Original submission -  insufficient heritage impact assessment in my view including their
significance. Impact on setting is insufficient also. Loss of existing house Burgate Acres is
regrettable as this constitutes a non-designated heritage asset in my view. Loss of open
space at the rear of this linear group of Listed Buildings has a fundamental impact on their
setting. Design of dwellings as proposed insufficient to offset this. Less than substantial
harm to the setting of Listed Buildings with insufficient regard to local distinctiveness.
Recommends refusal.

NFDC Ecologist

Amended plans - Avon phosphates are still an issue to be resolved as there would
currently be an adverse impact on nature conservation with no adequate mitigation scheme
in place. With regard to Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) I broadly support the revised
proposals. Recommends a monitoring plan is put in place for BNG. Further recommends



that the Construction and Environmental Management Plan includes appropriate elements
for BNG. An updated reptile survey should also be undertaken to inform future mitigation
requirements. Ecological Mitigation and Management Plan required by condition.
Landscape management and maintenance  plan also required. Further clarification required
regarding impact on protected species on site.

Original submission – Further clarity required on landscape management and
maintenance plan to support the HRA. Removal of invasive species required.

NFDC Environmental Health

a)  Pollution  - noise impact

Thank you for re-consulting Environmental Health (Pollution) following the submission of a
technical advice note prepared by Clarke Saunders dated 13th of November 2020 in
response to a request for further information.

The information supplied addresses concerns raised in respect of noise arising from the
day nursery and nearby school and concludes that such sound sources are unlikely to
significantly influence the daytime averaged noise levels in the locality (currently dominated
by traffic noise) and therefore the Acoustic Design Statement (Stage 2) remains
appropriate. It is also noted that mitigation is proposed and that all private amenity spaces
feature 1.8m high close boarded timber fencing, including Plots 42 – 44, thereby providing
an equivalent level protection to existing dwellings bordering the day nursery. Furthermore,
it is evident noise associated with the day nursery is already controlled by an extant
planning condition in relation to the use of the outside play areas.

Further details submitted in respect of cumulative traffic noise from future development in
the local area acceptable to Environmental Health and outline that any increase in traffic
noise will have a negligible impact in the short term and minor impact in the longer term
upon the development itself and existing dwellings in the local area.
In summary, we don’t wish to make any further representations in respect of noise and light
amenity issues; however, we would request that the Acoustic Design Statement (Stage 2)
be made a conditional requirement of any granted planning permission, in addition to the
conditions already recommend in relation to construction of the development and lighting
levels

b)  Air quality

The potential impacts from the proposed developments are from:

Emissions from additional vehicles on the local road network when the development
is operational; and,
Dust and emissions from the construction of the development

It is recommended (as advised in comments submitted on 26 May 2020) that the proposed
development should be designed to reduce the impact on local air quality as much as
possible, and the development should encourage residents to minimise their use of vehicles
by providing access to local footpaths and cycle paths, and public transport links. In
additional, the development should provide a suitable electric vehicle infrastructure to
enable residents to charge such vehicles on the development. Therefore, I recommend that
a condition be applied to any granted planning application:

It is noted that colleagues have requested a condition for the approval of a Construction
Environmental Management Plan, which would include the provision of an agreed dust
management plan. I refer you to my email dated 26 May 2020 when specific reference was
made to a dust management plan  . . . ‘an agreed dust management plan. It would be



expected  that a dust management plan shall consider all aspects of the works being
undertaken on site using relevant guidance, and include mitigation measures which follow
good practice and are site specific. The approved dust management plan shall be retained
and maintained thereafter until the demolition and construction phases have been complete’
which provides additional details to the requirements of an agreeable dust management
plan.

c)  Contaminated Land

No objections in principle subject to standard contaminated land condition

NFDC Strategic Housing Manager

If the overarching viability statement and position is proven to be correct, and the Council
has no grounds to demand anything different, then I believe this offer should be put to
Councillors to decide.  Furthermore, as the proposal is an offer of goodwill for mostly flats
and smaller units of accommodation, and the rental tenure reflects only Affordable Rent,
then it should be publicly acknowledged that the affordable housing scheme stems from an
offer which is not fulfilling a policy requirement.   Unless this clarity and transparency is
achieved then the proposed approach and generous offer would be at great risk of setting a
precedent.  A precedent which might be perceived and presented by others as a Policy
compliant acceptance.  This could compromise much larger strategic site developments
and negotiations that are capable of meeting the full Local Plan policies.     

NFDC Open Spaces Officer

Note that the POS and ANRG are suggested to be delivered by the developer and
thereafter maintained through a private management company. My preference is for these
areas to be formally adopted by the Council but recognise there is no legal impediment to
private maintenance provided the quality of the scheme is up to standard and maintained as
such into the future including safeguards to guard against any failure of a management
company. Particular care is needed where underground drainage may impact on tree roots
or the use of the POS. These matters can be further discussed as part of the S106 clauses.

NFDC Urban  Design including landscape

Amended plans - The application offers a good selection of pleasant looking dwellings
each with some pleasant garden space or enough room to personalise dwellings and
overall offering the sense of a neighbourhood with some quality. The overall project will
provide pleasant spaces both public and private and, subject to continued collaborative
working through conditions for details, I suggest that this constitutes a good quality scheme
which will satisfy design policies being functional, appropriate, and attractive.
The design achieves “a high quality design that contributes positively to local
distinctiveness, quality of life and enhances the character and identity of the locality by
creating buildings, streets, places and spaces” (policy extract)

There are still some concerns regarding ANRG and how this functions as the criterion in the
mitigation guidance are not fully complied with. It is nevertheless a valuable recreational
asset. I understand there are also additional benefits to consider alongside this so there is
also a need to consider how this proposal for ANRG, when combined with the network of
other ANRG proposals on the remainder of SS18, operate. This can properly include
consideration of any other linkage and accessibility improvements between the Metis site
and the rest of SS18 in coming to a view as to the adequacy of the ANRG offer.

With regard to drainage still some reservations over drainage below ground but this is not a
concern over the adequacy of the drainage proposals.



There is therefore no insurmountable objection in terms of design.

Please apply a detailed landscape condition to include the drainage elements and
construction details so as to demonstrate that the drainage and landscape schemes work
together. Other standard landscape details will also be needed as will a management plan
(which will also form part of a S106 agreement for longevity).

Original submission – Concerns regarding recreational mitigation, site layout and overall
design of units, inadequate information regarding landscape framework and concerns over
how drainage impacts on use of POS and ANRG

NFDC Tree Officer

Amended plans – note improvements but attention still needed to drainage runs and need
for detailed method statement to be submitted prior to determination.

Original submission - some concerns regarding impact on veteran trees on site

NFDC Waste Management

Please check turning areas on site for refuse vehicles

Hampshire County Council Highway Authority

Amended plans  - No objections to new junction and off-site highway works or to school
slip road changes. Final design will be subject to a S278 agreement with the Highway
Authority. No objections stated to design of school bus access onto new estate road. The
following points still need to be addressed, however.

Some concerns still about internal site layout and vision splays. Note developer’s
intention to maintain internal roads as private. Advance payment code bond will
be required to deal with any future requests by the new residents to seek adoption
and for any necessary works to be carried out.
Supports the off-site improvements for pedestrians accessing the town centre and
welcome other improvements to local footpaths to improve accessibility for all.

Recommend conditions and S278 and/or S106 Agreements to cover the following matters
Site access to main site to be secured
Improvement to school access including bus lay by and bus link
Walking route improvements to town centre
Construction traffic management plan
Cycle storage for new residents 

Original submission - no objections in principle to new junction or changes to school
access but visibility splays need to be shown with some other changes needed to bus
arrangements for school. Some issues about internal road layout and insufficient data to
support trip generation and junction adequacy. Requests further information but in the
meantime, there is a holding objection.

Hampshire County Council Countryside Team

Amended plans – No objections subject to the developer contributing to or carrying out
on a proportionate basis off site public rights of way including a contribution
towards future maintenance. Support new non-car sustainable transport links. Any works
that do take place must be in accordance with a written approval from HCC and be
controlled via appropriate conditions or S106/S278 agreements.



Original submission –  insufficient detail regarding improvements to off-site rights of way
to support sustainable transport initiatives.

Hampshire County Council Education Authority   

No comments received to original or amended plans

Hampshire County Council Fire and Rescue

No objections - points the developer to Building Regulations related to fire safety and
access for emergency vehicles. Also reference necessary safeguards in using timber
framed buildings.

Hampshire County Council Local Lead Flood Authority

Amended plans – We are now satisfied that the proposal is acceptable and the submitted
information has adequately addressed our earlier concerns. No objections to scheme as
amended subject to being carried out in accordance with approved plans and any further
details that may be submitted being with our approval. Recommend guidance notes be
attached to any decision notice.

Original submission – further information needed to address surface water disposal
concerns

Strategic Gas Networks

Offers standard advice when working near to pipelines.

Wessex Water Authority

No objections  - note provision of on-site pumping station and proposals to connect to Ford
1 site (Augustus Park) with new rising sewer main along Footpath 83. Both the pumping
station and rising main will be offered for adoption with the remainder of surface and foul
systems on site being maintained privately. This will be subject to Building Control approval

9 REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED

The following is a summary of the representations received.

Amended plans

5 letters received raising the following objections

Concern about proximity of some units to eastern boundary and effect on amenity
and openness.
Concerns about new junction and extra traffic casting doubt on survey information,
queries road safety audit carried out and considers highway safety adversely
impacted,
Note amendments but still objects due to adverse impact on day nursery
Loss of property values

Original submission

54 letters received raising the following objections

Significant adverse impact on day nursery given proximity of new housing to eastern
boundary – houses are too close and need to be moved away to avoid noise and
other issues and complaints arising from the new residents. Raises safeguarding
issues



Loss of privacy and amenity for those residents closest to the eastern boundary.
New houses should be moved further away with open space on the eastern side
instead of as shown on the western side.
Loss of outlook across open fields
Concerned about surface water flooding and run off from the development
Concerned about access and inadequacies of survey information
Note the quality of the housing scheme but hope the Council ensures this quality is
achieved in the final outcome.
Serious concerns about the access proposals and survey information. Considers
new development will adversely impact on highway safety and exacerbate local
congestion.
Pedestrian safety at risk for those needing to cross the road
Would like to see traffic speed limit reduced in this area.
Damage to the setting of nearby Listed Buildings
Access onto the northern boundary lane would impact on safety
Access conflict between improvements to right of way along northern boundary and
private access drive to adjoining dwelling
Concerned about safety of students and staff during road works – construction
management plan needed
Adverse impact on local services such as healthcare and schools
Development will have adverse environmental impact through noise and emissions
Loss of property values along eastern boundary of site
Electricity needs to be diverted

Burgate School - Representations received from Burgate School who confirm they support
the proposals and have had detailed discussions with the developer prior to submission to
agree the bus lane improvements, along with a new bus lay by and junction improvements.
Also request that consideration is given to upgrading recreational facilities within the school
and that any money generated by the S18 developments is put towards such
improvements.

10 ASSESSMENT

Introduction

Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004

Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires that “where in
making any determination under the planning Acts, regard is to be had to the development
plan, the determination shall be made in accordance with the plan unless material
consideration indicates otherwise. This assessment will also more widely need to cover the
level of affordable housing, impact on heritage assets, and any adverse impact on areas of
nature conservation importance in balancing these with the need to create a quality
development.

The key issues in this application are as follows

1) Principle of development

Principle of development   

The site is allocated for residential development in the adopted Local Plan 2016-2036
adopted in July 2020. The site forms part of Strategic housing site 18 which allows for a
minimum of 400 new dwellings plus associated infrastructure. The principle of development
is therefore well established by the Local Plan allocation. This allocation has also resulted in
a change to the settlement boundary shown in the 2014 Local Plan Part 2.



The Local Plan recognises that some of the strategic housing sites are split between
different land owners. Where that happens, developers are expected through the Local
Plan to cooperate and collaborate to bring forward proposals which meet with the criterion
and site specific requirements of each strategic site. In this case Site 18 is split between the
Metis Homes parcel the subject of this application and two other parcels owned or with
options to develop by Pennyfarthing Homes and Mr B Currie.

Site 18 along with the other strategic sites is guided by a concept masterplan prepared as
part of the allocation of sites. This concept masterplan can be found on page 175 (page
number of actual document) of the adopted Local Plan by following this link. Members are
also referred to page 161 which shows all the Fordingbridge strategic housing sites in
context. as well as pages 104-107 which contains generic advice on how strategic sites will
be handled.

https://newforest.gov.uk/media/705/Local-Plan-Document-2016-2036/pdf/Local_Plan_2016-
2036_Part_One_FINAL.pdf?m=637329191351130000

The specific policy for Strategic site 18 Land at Burgate, Fordingbridge states:

Land at Burgate, Fordingbridge, as shown on the Policies Map is allocated for
residential-led mixed use development and open space comprising:

Residential development of at least 400 homes and public open space, dependent on
the form, size and mix of housing provided
A community focal point including ground floor premises suitable for community use to
the west of Lower Burgate, and local shopping and service facilities subject to market
demand
Retention of existing employment and service uses, and additional employment
provision near to the A338 subject to demand

ii. The masterplanning objectives for the site as illustrated in the Concept Master Plan are to
provide a well-designed extension to Fordingbridge that minimises its impacts upon the
countryside and the wider landscape setting of the town and provides enhanced flood risk
management for the wider town, by:

a. Creating a distinctive landscape and townscape that respects the characteristics of
the Avon Valley landscape and maintains the distinctive rural and historic character
of Upper Burgate and Fryern Court.

b. Providing a comprehensive ground and surface water management system for the
site, benefiting the town as a whole including a central north-south corridor of
management of fluvial, surface and groundwater flood risk into the landscape.

c. Creating at least two access points onto the A338 to serve the development, with
internal connections for local traffic through the site to Site 17: Land at Whitsbury
Road.

d. Focusing new neighbourhoods upon a central corridor of streets and spaces
connecting Whitsbury Road to the A338 Salisbury Road, providing opportunities to
accommodate some higher density development.

e. Providing a community focal point in a prominent location near the schools including
ground floor premises suitable for community use, linking to or as part of a
mixed-use opportunity area in Lower Burgate.

f. Redefining the rural edge by providing naturally managed areas of recreational
mitigation space along the northern and western parts of the site, and locating
predominantly low-rise dwellings at lower densities close to these margins,
maintaining the separate identity of Upper Burgate and Tinkers Cross.



g. Provide pedestrian and cycle links between the new residential areas, the community
focal point and the schools.

Site-specific Considerations to be addressed include:

a. Conserving and enhancing the setting of the listed buildings in Upper and Lower
Burgate.

b. No part of the development is to be directly accessed by car from Fryern Court
Road.

c. Retain the Grade II listed Lower Burgate Farmhouse within the development area to
provide an appropriate setting so that its significance can be appreciated.

d. The developers of Strategic Site 16: Land to the north of Station Road, Strategic
Site

Para 9.174 states the following

For Strategic Site 16, Site17 and Site 18: developers will be required to work cooperatively
with each other and with Wessex Water to deliver a suitable foul sewer connection to the
Fordingbridge treatment works.

Environmental Impact Assessment

In accordance with the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, this report
has considered the application submission which includes the applicant's Environmental
Statement (ES).

EIA is a procedure used to assess the likely significant effects of a proposed development
upon the environment. The conclusion of the EIA process results in the provision of an
Environmental Statement by the applicant. The ES is required to provide the Local Planning
Authority with sufficient information about the potential effects of the development before a
decision is made on the planning application. The information contained in the ES must be
taken into account in deciding whether to grant planning permission and reasons must be
given.

In this case, the ES has been refreshed and updated during the consideration of the
application. The ES includes a description of the current environmental conditions known as
baseline conditions, against which the likely significant environmental effects of the
development are assessed both during construction and once completed. Each Chapter of
the ES states which effects are considered significant.

As required by the EIA Regulations, the application and associated ES have been
publicised and consulted upon. Where necessary, the relevant consultee responses have
taken account of the relevant parts of the ES.

The conclusions of the ES are noted and have been considered by Officers in the
assessment of the application through this report. It is considered that the applicant has
undertaken the EIA process appropriately and adequately. The use of planning conditions
and legal agreement(s) can secure suitable mitigation measures where significant
environmental impacts would otherwise occur.



Mineral safeguarding   

The applicants in their submission have addressed the need to safeguard minerals that may
be present on the site so as not to sterilise their future winning given their finite resource. In
this case Policy STR9 of the Local Plan has been taken into consideration. Appropriate
extraction will depend upon the scale and quality of minerals resource; ground water levels
if they would adversely impact on future re-use of the land; amenity, environmental and
other relevant considerations; and the need to ensure the timely provision of new homes
and other development.

The Hampshire Mineral and Waste Consultation Area Minerals Resources Map indicates
that less than half the application site is covered by superficial sands/gravel minerals
resource area. Given the relatively small scale of this area, the presence of extensive tree
and vegetation cover and ecological interests, the proximity of listed buildings and stand-off
distances from existing residential properties and the need to deliver new homes in the
short term, it is considered that incidental extraction (i.e. that material that would be
excavated anyway during the course of the development) is appropriate.

2) Highway access and safety, car parking and sustainable transport

Transport is a significant issue, which is addressed in detail in the applicants Transportation
Assessment. The key issue is whether the development would have an acceptable impact
on the local highway network, whether the proposed highway works and access
arrangements within the scheme would be safe, sustainable, and meet the appropriate
needs of all highway users; and whether the proposed development would have an
acceptable impact on existing public rights of way in the vicinity of the site. The extent to
which sustainable transport options including public transport, walking, and cycling are
encouraged is also a key issue to achieve a ‘modal’ shift of occupiers away from the use of
private cars.

Highway access improvements

At the present time the site is accessible via a field gate to the A338 to the south of Surma
Valley restaurant, and via a private access road leading to Burgate Acres (existing house to
be demolished). There is also a field gate along the northern boundary which at present is
used for agricultural purposes only. The Burgate School has a slip road which runs parallel
with the A338 and gives direct access to the school gates with a turning circle for parents
who are dropping their children off at the gates. A lockable bus gate also exists which gives
a northern point of exit to buses who have dropped off children at the gates and then
allowing buses only to access the A338.

The development proposes a number of off-site highway works i.e. a new two way T
junction with the A338 Salisbury Road to serve as the single point of vehicular access into
the site; an improvement to the minor junction serving the Burgate School slip road to the
south; a new bus layby to serve the Burgate School; and a buses only road connection
between the Burgate School turning area and the new estate road serving this
development. The accommodation works for the new junction will also involve the
resurfacing and taking up of some highway hardcore areas no longer required and their
re-instatement with grass. The works submitted with this application have been the subject
of discussions with the Highway Authority prior to submission. Other alternatives such as
mini roundabout junctions have also been considered but discounted. Trip generation rates
from the new junction leading northwards and southwards have been considered and found
to be satisfactory with sufficient capacity both to serve the new development and for traffic
turning right in particular on the A338.

These improvements are all included in the submitted highway works plans and have the
approval of both the Highway Authority and the Burgate School who will be directly affected.



The works off site are all within the public highway and will need to be undertaken by the
developer in accordance with a separate S278 Agreement under the Highways Act.
Appropriate conditions will be added to ensure all the works are completed prior to first
occupation of any of the dwellings approved under this scheme. A phasing condition will be
applied to ensure that necessary road works e.g. the bus layby and bus exit along with the
new junction into the site are completed and available for use in a timely manner prior to
other works taking place on the site.

The estate road itself is a cul de sac with a main spine road running from the new junction
and turning northwards terminating into the northern boundary but with no direct vehicular
access to the A338 at this point. A spur comes off the main spine road leading westwards
to the western pocket of development on the site of the old Burgate Acres house.

Within the new estate layout there will also be constructed a series of interlinking pathways
wide enough in some case of dual pedestrian and cycle use. These pathways link all parts
of the site to the southern former access road to Burgate Acres which in turn brings
pedestrians and cyclists out at the Burgate School turning circle at the end of the slip road.

Overall, whilst the initial concerns of the Town Council (now withdrawn) and local objectors
are noted there are no sustainable highway reasons to reject the scheme now submitted for
approval.

Car parking   

Apart from the flats at the entrance to the site every new dwelling is provided with at least
two parking spaces either through surface parking, garages, or open fronted car ports. This
gives a total number of spaces of 130 set against a target in the parking SPD of 147. Whilst
there is a shortfall it is considered that this combination and level of parking presents an
appropriate level of parking for the site taking into account the overall need to shift away
from rigid parking standards and to encourage use of non-motorised private vehicles and
sustainable travel. The Highway Authority’s position is that it is for the Planning Authority to
determine an appropriate level of parking taking the circumstances of each site into
consideration. Given the shortfall in parking and to ensure that a reasonable level of parking
remains available it is considered prudent to ensure garages and car ports remain available
for parking in the future and are not converted into living accommodation which could
happen without a restrictive planning condition. To supplement car parking each dwelling
will also be provided with a secure shed or store in which two cycles can be accommodated.
The Highway Authority have suggested a condition to cover this matter. A condition will also
be applied to require electric charging points for each dwelling in line with policy IMPL2.

Sustainable transport initiatives   

The development of the site for 63 dwellings lies under the Travel Plan threshold of 100
units which requires sustainable travel initiatives such as travel vouchers for all new
residents.

Nevertheless, Policy SS18 encourages sustainable transport initiatives to be put in place for
all strategic sites. In this regard the developer proposes a series of crossing point
improvements between the site and the town centre to make walking easier. The site is
located immediately adjacent to the Burgate secondary school, approximately 500-750
metres via a choice of public footpaths or pavements to the Primary School and
approximately 1.3 kms. from the town centre. The site also lies immediately adjacent to two
bus stops with a regular bus service on the A338 Salisbury to Ringwood Road. It is also a
possibility that other parts of Site 18 will deliver a small retail unit which can be used as a
convenience store within easy walking distance of the site.



The site lies adjacent to a public footpath (FP83) along the northern boundary. This FP also
links with FP 84 which leads southwards to the primary school. It is intended that Site 18 as
a whole will deliver surfacing improvements to both of these footpaths on a proportionate
basis dependant on site frontages and number of dwellings approved. There is a
requirement in this case to resurface the whole of FP 83 between the A338 Salisbury Road
at its junction with the FP, and Tinkers Cross to its western junction with Whitsbury Road. In
addition, the stretch of FP84 leading southwards to the primary school should also be
resurfaced. These works will form part of the conditions and S106 agreement. The Council
would also support these FPs being converted into bridleways which would allow cycling. At
the present time however, it is recommended that both footpaths are resurfaced with a 3
metre width which could then allow the County to re-designate them in the future subject to
the appropriate legislation being invoked under the Highways Act. Both of these footpaths
have a width to allow a widening. At the present time both footpaths are narrow, muddy in
places and restricted by uncontrolled vegetation. It is recommended that a crushed
aggregate surface is used such as hoggin. Vegetation clearance to allow the widening
improvement will need to be carried out outside the bird nesting season.

It is likely that the developer of Burgate Acres will need to install a new rising main sewer
along the whole of their northern frontage leading westwards to the junction of the Ford 1
site to lay a new foul sewer. This will then connect up with the existing foul sewer serving
Ford 1. It is logical that this is done as part of these works and for the developer to improve
the current footpath surface and carry out the necessary widening by cutting back
vegetation as part of any required remedial works. This can be carried out either under
license or by ensuring the works are appropriately funded with the details to be agreed as
part of the Section 106. Future maintenance costs will also need to be agreed and funds
lodged with the appropriate body to ensure this work is carried out when required. As for the
surfacing of the footpath it is not recommended that a tarmacadam surface is used or that
lighting is introduced given the rural nature of this corridor, the need to ensure any surfacing
is permeable, and the need to protect wildlife interests e.g. dark corridors and bat foraging.

3) Housing

Local Plan Policies HOU1 and HOU2 are the key considerations. Policy HOU1 requires an
appropriate mix of housing types to include entry level housing and a range of tenures to be
made available including properties for rent, shared ownership, and outright purchase.
Accessibility needs and homes for older occupants should also be provided if appropriate.

The proposed housing mix is as follows

4 no. 1 bed units.
26 no. 2 bed units
23 no. 3 bed units
10 number 4 bed units

This it is considered fulfils the policy requirement with nearly 50% of the units being either
one or two bed units. There are also a number of flats provided but no bungalow
accommodation on this occasion, which is due to site limiting factors and available space
and the need to maximise the number of units for viability purposes.

Affordable Housing and viability matters

The delivery of affordable housing is a key corporate priority for the Council, and this is
reflected in the Council’s Corporate Plan.

With regard to Local Plan Policy HOU2 the policy requirement in this case is for 50% of the
units to be affordable, and those units to have a split tenure mix with 70%being affordable
homes for rent (with an equal split between social and affordable rent). The remaining 30%



of units to be intermediate/shared equity homes. The Policy states that the viability of
development will be taken into account in applying this policy as set out in Policy IMPL1:
Developer Contributions, Starter homes in line with the soon to be published new guidance
are not considered to be affordable in terms of the Development Plan policy. The policy
requirement in this case is therefore 33 units as affordable with 22 being split between
social and affordable rent, and 11 units provided on a shared equity basis as intermediate.
The affordable housing offer in this case is for 14 units (22%) split as follows

4 x 1 bed flats – affordable rent (80% of market rents)
6 x 2 bed flats – affordable rent
2 x 2 bed houses – shared ownership (with limitation on staircasing to full
ownership)
2 x 3 bed houses – shared ownership

This gives a ratio of 71% of the affordable units to be rented and 29% shared equity. There
is therefore both a shortfall in the affordable housing offer in this case due to viability
considerations. It is also true that there are no social rent units which is a high Council
priority.

Where developments cannot deliver the level of affordable housing set by policy, they need
to submit a viability assessment to demonstrate why they cannot make the site viable if the
policy level of affordable housing is delivered.

The Planning Practice Guidance (‘PPG’) which accompanies the NPPF defines viability
assessment as “a process of assessing whether a site is financially viable, by looking at
whether the value generated by a development is more than the cost of developing it. This
includes looking at the key elements of gross development value, costs, land value,
landowner premium, and developer return.”

NPPF 2018 strengthens the role of viability assessment at the plan making stage. It
requires that:

“Strategic policy-making authorities should have a clear understanding of the land available
in their area through the preparation of a strategic housing land availability assessment.
From this, planning policies should identify a sufficient supply and mix of sites, taking into
account their availability, suitability and likely economic viability.” (para 67 NPPF 2018)

NPPF 2018 standardises the inputs to viability assessment in relation to development value,
costs, returns and premiums etc. Costs should be assessed at the plan making stage and
be based on evidence which reflects local market conditions. A gross development return of
15 to 20 percent should be assumed, although there is scope for plan makers to apply
alternative figures where this is justified by particular circumstances.

In terms of land value, the PPG makes it clear that a benchmark land value should be
calculated based on the existing use value of the land, plus a premium for the landowner
(EUV+). The premium should reflect the minimum price at which it is considered a rational
landowner would be willing to sell their land.

Where up-to-date policies have set out the contributions expected from development,
planning applications that comply with them should be assumed to be viable. It will then be
for the applicant to demonstrate with appropriate evidence that particular circumstances
justify the need for a viability assessment at the application stage.

The RICS Guidance ‘Financial viability in planning’ states that:

A viability appraisal is taken at a point in time, taking account of costs and values at that
date. A site may be purchased some time before a viability assessment takes place and



circumstances might change. This is part of the developer’s risk. Land values can go up or
down between the date of purchase and a viability assessment taking place; in a rising
market developers benefit, in a falling market they may lose out. A developer may make
unreasonable/over optimistic assumptions regarding the type and density of development or
the extent of planning obligations, which means that it has overpaid for the site’.

The revisions to the Viability Planning Policy Guidance 3 and the new National Planning
Policy Framework (updated 19th February 2019 and further updated to May 2019 in other
respects) now very clearly advise that land value should be based on the value of the
existing use plus an appropriate level of premium or uplift to incentivise release of the land
for development from its existing use. Regarding how land value should be defined for the
purpose of viability assessment, it states: ‘To define land value for any viability assessment,
a benchmark land value should be established on the basis of the existing use value (EUV)
of the land, plus a premium for the landowner.’

The guidance defines existing use value (EUV) as: ‘the first component of calculating
benchmark land value. EUV is the value of the land in its existing use together with the right
to implement any development for which there are policy compliant extant planning
consents, including realistic deemed consents, but without regard to alternative uses.

Existing use value is not the price paid and should disregard hope value. Existing use
values will vary depending on the type of site and development types. EUV can be
established in collaboration between plan makers, developers and landowners by assessing
the value of the specific site or type of site using published sources of information such as
agricultural or industrial land values, or if appropriate capitalised rental levels at an
appropriate yield. Sources of data can include (but are not limited to): land registry records
of transactions; real estate licensed software packages; real estate market reports; real
estate research; estate agent websites; property auction results; valuation office agency
data; public sector estate/property teams’ locally held evidence.’

It states that a Benchmark Land Value should:

be based upon existing use value
allow for a premium to landowners (including equity resulting from those building their
own homes)
reflect the implications of abnormal costs; site-specific infrastructure costs; and
professional site fees and
be informed by market evidence including current uses, costs and values wherever
possible. Where recent market evidence is used to inform assessment of benchmark
land value this evidence should be based on developments which are compliant with
policies, including for affordable housing. Where this evidence is not available plan
makers and applicants should identify and evidence any adjustments to reflect the cost
of policy compliance. This is so that historic benchmark land values of non-policy
compliant developments are not used to inflate values over time.’

The guidance further states that: ‘Where viability assessment is used to inform decision
making under no circumstances will the price paid for land be a relevant justification for
failing to accord with relevant policies in the plan.’ It goes on to state: ‘Policy compliance
means that the development complies fully with up-to-date plan policies including any policy
requirements for contributions towards affordable housing requirements at the relevant
levels set out in the plan. A decision maker can give appropriate weight to emerging
policies. Local authorities can request data on the price paid for land (or the price expected
to be paid through an option or promotion agreement.)’



Officer assessment and comments

As this application does not propose to deliver the full level of affordable housing required
by policy a Viability Assessment report has been submitted.  This economic viability
assessment (EVA) considers all the development costs including any abnormal site related
costs, build cost of the units and the site (using national standards), developer profit, and
the price of the land with a sufficient incentive to the owner to bring the site forward. An
EVA was submitted with the original application for 74 units. The original offer equated to
19% affordable housing i.e. 14 shared ownership units with none for rent. Since the
reduction in the number of units to 63, brought about by the need to redesign parts of the
site to meet design and other objections, the EVA has now been updated and amended to
reflect the amended proposals. The offer remains the same at 14 units but with an
improved mix including now 70% of the affordable units being available to rent.

On receipt of a non-compliant affordable housing offer the Council now uses an
independent consultant to assess the EVA provided and provide an independent
assessment report  to the Council. As required under the current PPG both the EVA and
the Council’s independent assessor report are included on the web site.

The Council’s advisors confirm that by reducing the land values expected from the site this
has resulted in affordable housing being offered. The original higher land value submitted in
the applicant’s EVA combined with development costs and a reasonable level of developer
profit showed the scheme was not viable to construct with any affordable housing, still
making a significant loss with a nil offer. The Council’s assessor has also checked the
stated developer build costs and finds these to be reasonable. In addition, the developer
profit of 17.5% is in line with industry norms (15-20%). In this case the development is
considered small scale with less than 100 units (with less economies of scale), is subject to
design standards which require sensitive placing of development near to Listed Buildings
and protected trees, in three separate parcels of land, and which also requires the purchase
and demolition of an existing dwelling in the centre of one of the development parcels
costing well over £1m. Added to this are a number of off-site highway improvement works,
on site road costs where serving only a single frontage of units, off-site footpath
improvement works, contributions to formal open space provision and a CIL payment over
£650,000 which all contribute to increasing costs and reducing overall viability. The
provision of ANRG land is also a negative cost to the scheme and needs to be factored into
any viability assessment. The cost of the ANRG land per acres was initially assessed to be
too high and in their revised EVA the applicants have also reduced this cost per acre of
ANRG land. ANRG land is costed differently to potential development land.

Overall, whilst it is regrettable that the affordable housing offer is not policy compliant, the
Council’s assessor considers the justification put forward is soundly based and reasonable,
your officers concur with this conclusion . On this basis your officer considers the affordable
housing offer should be accepted and secured through the necessary S106 agreement. It is
likely that the first 11 units near the site entrance will be a first phase of development and
this will lead to an early release of 11 affordable units with the remaining 3 units coming
later. It is not intended that the scheme will however be phased given the small scale of the
development.

4) Design matters, site layout, impact on the character and appearance of the
area and wider landscape, Public Open Space provision 

Site layout, design of new dwellings, and impact on character and appearance of the area

Policy ENV3 of the Local Plan states that development should contribute positively to local
distinctiveness, quality of life and enhance the character and identity of the locality by
creating buildings, streets, places, and spaces that are functional, appropriate in
appearance and attractive. New development should be accessible for those with different



needs with realistic levels of car parking, and attractive and appropriate green spaces. The
presentation at Committee will include a selection of plans to demonstrate the submission.

The National Planning Policy Framework highlights how the creation of high quality
buildings and places is a fundamental expectation of the planning system, and how good
design is a key aspect of sustainable development.

With the allocation of all the strategic housing sites the Council has prepared a concept
Masterplan contained within the adopted Local Plan. The Plan can be viewed by following
this web link and turning to pages 104-107 for an overview of how all strategic sites are
planned together with detailed appraisals and the concept masterplans for the three
Fordingbridge sites on pages 161-175 (use actual document page numbers).

https://newforest.gov.uk/media/705/Local-Plan-Document-2016-2036/pdf/Local_Plan_2016-
2036_Part_One_FINAL.pdf?m=637329191351130000

The concept Masterplan shows the general disposition of uses on the site. This part of site
18 in the bottom south eastern corner makes some suggestions to land uses and how they
arranged on the site.  The developer should use this as a starting position in bringing
forward any development proposals. To go with this further guidance has been included in
the draft SPD guidance on Masterplanning published in 2018.

Amended plans

The proposal as originally submitted raised a number of key concerns regarding the design
and height of buildings, their relationship with adjoining properties, and their relationship
with important Listed Buildings along the eastern boundary of the site.

The original proposal for 74 new dwellings met with a number of objections both from
interested 3rd parties and consultees. Detailed discussions then took place with your
officers and a revised submission for a lesser number of units was submitted and consulted
upon in late October. The response to those amended plans is set out above.

There have been some significant changes in the layout of the site which has resulted in a
number of improvements i.e.

Reduction of units close to Fordingbridge Day Nursery
Increase in public open space areas within the site
Improved relationship with some of the residential properties along the eastern
boundary
Reduction of impact consequently on the Listed Buildings along the eastern
boundary – see below for more on Listed Building impact
Improvement in house design generally and especially with regard to the entrance
flatted units
Improvement in the design of the flats building to replace Burgate Acres
Improvement in overall layout, disposition of open spaces and roads
Improved relationship with northern boundary and adjoining public footpath

Some further plans submitted early in 2021 have made further improvements and officers
are now content that the proposed site layout and design is appropriate and fulfils the
requirement and high design standards set by the Local Plan policies referred to above.

The impact on Listed Buildings and the views of the Conservation Officer are dealt with
below. The updated views of the Urban Design team are however important to note. It is
now considered that the amended plans demonstrate sufficient quality of design and layout.
Whilst all the issues raised by objectors has not been fully resolved the revised scheme



does now fulfil the stated policy guidance and does provide a scheme of local
distinctiveness and quality. It is pleasing to note that the Town Council also supports the
scheme as now presented.

The local appearance of this part of Fordingbridge will be of course dramatically altered with
this new estate development. That was accepted in the allocation of the site along with the
remainder of Site 18. The development of the site whilst altering local character does
however fit the new development in an attractive way into its surroundings taking into
account the need to ensure trees are protected and that the northern and eastern sensitive
boundaries are also respected and adequately softened both in terms of the position of
dwellings and adequate landscaping.

The developer also respects the need to retain an open unbuilt landscape in the western
part of the site which was a requirement of the purchase of this land from the Burgate
School. This did provide a limiting factor in terms of the spread of development but has in
fact worked well to retain an open area next to the school playing fields and amenity land.
The concept Masterplanning did anticipate development along the western boundary in total
with open space more in the centre of the site. Due to land purchase covenants this has not
however been possible. This non-compliance is not by itself sufficient reason to reject the
scheme if there are other material considerations.

Overall, the scheme is considered to be compliant with both local and national design
guidance and policy subject to detailed conditions on materials etc. A condition requiring
working drawings to be submitted to and agreed in writing prior to construction will be
applied to ensure that the quality of the scheme as now shown on the planning drawings is
followed through into the final design drawings.

Wider landscape impact   

The proposed development is sited to the west of the nationally designated New Forest
National Park. There is a statutory duty for the Local Planning Authority to have regard to
the purposes of the National Park, and it is therefore important that what is proposed has
an acceptable impact on the setting of the New Forest National Park. Both Local and
National Planning policies make it clear that very significant weight must be given to
ensuring that the character, quality and scenic beauty of the landscape and coastline of the
National Park is protected and enhanced. 

In terms of the wider landscape setting and impact this is considered to be localised to the
immediate vicinity of the site particularly when viewed from the A338 Salisbury Road. Near
the Surma Valley restaurant the site has an open rural road frontage. There are glimpses of
the site from between the residential properties to the north of the restaurant, and more
wider views available from the public footpath running close to the northern boundary of the
site. The site can be viewed from high land within the National Park from the east but in this
context, it is seen in conjunction with the school buildings and large tree blocks. This part of
site 18 is generally more contained than the remainder of the strategic housing site. The
development as now proposed seeks to protect most of the trees within the site and is fitted
between these tree groups in an acceptable manner in landscape terms. The impact from
the footpath has been improved with the revised plans referred to below.

Overall, the landscape impact of the proposal is considered acceptable. The proposal is
accompanied by a detailed landscape framework plan which proposes a significant number
of new trees to be planted. Over time these new trees will help to further anchor this site
into the local landscape and break up the mass of the buildings. In conclusion, it is
considered there will be no adverse impact on either the quality and character of the New
Forest National Park or the wider local landscape



Public Open Space (POS) provision

The Council’s policies require that new residential development makes provision
towards public open space, with the expectation for larger developments being
that this public open space should be on site. Public Open Space provision is additional to  
the requirement for Alternative Natural Recreation Green space  - ANRG provision (see
ecology section below), and should be provided at a rate of 3.5 hectares of public open
space per 1000 population, including all of the following elements:

2.05 hectares on Informal Public Open Space per 1000 population
0.2 hectares on Children’s play space per 1000 population
1.25 hectares of formal Public Open Space per 1000 population

a) Informal POS

The proposal as amended provides some pleasant open space areas within the site
suitable for informal kick about and other types of recreational activity. The site also
includes a network of ecological enhancement areas such as wildflower meadows, and a
series of walkways, some of which run through two areas of tree cover and small woodland
separating the northern part of the site from the southern part adjoining the Burgate School.
A small children’s play space is also provided between the two zones.

Whilst historically Public Open Space has tended to transfer to either the District Council or
town/Parish Councils There is  no reason why the POS cannot be maintained privately by a
management company along with the underground drainage such as soakaways. The key
factor is to ensure the POS is available in perpetuity, it is provided and maintained in a way
that delivers a quality development with facilities to support and enrich the lives of its future
residents  and is adequately maintained into the future. This can be achieved by requiring  a
detailed specification of all such areas through planning condition, the completion of the
works through condition, and the maintenance of the works and continued public access
through a management company scheme outlined in a S106 Agreement. This should also
allow for any failure of the management company and a new management company being
set up.

b) Formal POS

Formal open space is defined usually as playing fields designed to be used for organised
sport. It can also include however informal large kick about or playing areas providing an
opportunity for local residents to play games as well as to support a playing pitch provision
in the town. Strategic Site 18 policy also has more specific requirements for formal open
space. The supporting text states that the Fordingbridge Strategic Sites will be expected to
deliver or to contribute towards the provision of formal open space on a proportionate basis.
It suggests that the town needs two multi use games areas (MUGAs), an adult and a youth
football pitch.

In this case Site 18 was intended to include an element of formal open space but not on the
parcel of land the subject of this application. A further parcel of land was identified on
Strategic Site 16.

At this stage therefore it is recommended that a monetary contribution is taken from this
development to put towards the provision of formal open space elsewhere

5) Impact on designated heritage assets adjoining the site

Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas Act 1990

Section 66(1) of the Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas Act applies. It requires that
special regard shall be had to the desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any
features of special architectural or historic interest which it possesses.  In considering



applications that impact on Listed Buildings the Planning Authority must take note of the
following -

The significance of the heritage asset
Its setting - wider rather than narrower meaning of visual relationship
Substantial harm (complete loss) – only in exceptional circumstances
Less than substantial harm – to be weighed against the public benefits

Local Plan Part 2 Policy DM1 states that development proposals should conserve and seek
to enhance the historic environment and heritage assets, with particular regard to local
character, setting, management and the historic significance and context of heritage assets.
This includes a balancing exercise between impact on Heritage Assets against public
benefits which is also referred to in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 2019.

Paragraph 192 of the NPPF states that in determining applications, Local Planning
Authorities should take account of the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the
significance of heritage assets and putting them to viable uses consistent with their
conservation.
Paragraph 193 of the NPPF states that when considering the impact of a proposed
development on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should
be given to the asset’s conservation.
Paragraph 196 of the NPPF states that where a development proposal will lead to
less than substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this
harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, where
appropriate securing its optimum viable use.

A site specific consideration of Strategic Site 18 policy in the Local Plan requires any
development to conserve and enhance the setting of the listed buildings in Upper and
Lower Burgate. Members will note the strongly held objections of the Conservation Officer
and the way in which he considers the setting of the Listed Buildings at Lower Burgate are
adversely affected. The Listed Buildings affected are Surma Valley restaurant (known as
the Hour Glass previously), Duveen and Fordingbridge Day Nursery (known as Tudor Rose
previously), all of which are Listed Grade II. Burgate Acres, the existing house on the site is
an Arts and Crafts inspired design of the 20th century and is not Listed but is considered a
non-designated heritage asset.

To set this matter in context Members will note above the adopted concept Masterplan for
this part of site 18 shows a brown residential development zone immediately adjacent to the
rear boundaries of the three Listed Buildings affected. Further it will be recalled from earlier
in this report that the western portion of the site was also shown for residential
development. That part of the site however has had to be excluded as land sold by the
Burgate School to the developer with a no build clause. This impacted significantly on the
developable area of the site.

The earlier scheme showed a total of 4 dwellings immediately adjoining the eastern
boundary with a narrow landscape belt between them and the Listed Buildings. Those units
in the revised scheme have been moved away from that common boundary and more
space in particular has been opened up at the rear of the Fordingbridge Day Nursery. To
give an example the closest point gable to gable with the Day Nursery was 6 metres and is
now 15 metres. A further improvement has been the introduction of a small area of POS at
the rear of the Nursery again with the intention of reducing the crowding effect and the
impact on setting. Other buildings which were located close to the common boundary have
been moved away and re-orientated to lessen the impact on setting.

When assessing the setting of a Listed Building and the impact a development may have it
is not sufficient to judge the visual relationship between buildings. It is also important to
assess how the Listed Buildings are experienced and how the setting may have changed
over time.



In this case it is true that the setting of the Listed Buildings when seen from the rear, or
when seen from the rear of the buildings themselves, is one adjoining open agricultural
land. That setting however was changed at a stroke by the allocation of the site in the Local
Plan. It was inevitable that this setting would change dramatically as the outlook from the
Listed Buildings would no longer be one of a view across open fields. Similarly, when
viewing those same buildings from within the development site the setting would have
changed dramatically with the introduction of an estate development in the foreground.

There are of course two settings with these Listed Buildings. That experienced from the
front principal elevations and that from rear more subservient elevations, which in this case,
it is true to say have changed over time with extensions and add on buildings. The principal
setting of these buildings is and always has been their roadside location located in an
isolated position away from Fordingbridge proper and constituting part of the hamlet of
Burgate split between Upper and Lower Burgate.

The Conservation Officer considers there to be less than substantial harm to the setting of
the Listed Buildings which is not sufficiently offset either by other public benefits or the
quality of the design and new buildings adjoining the heritage assets. This is a matter of
judgement of course for the planning case officer to make taking into account the need to
deliver a range of public benefits including much needed affordable and market housing.

The applicant has been advised of the objections and has responded in their heritage
response letter dated 8 December and listed as 23 December in the documents list on the
web site. They state in their view they have provided sufficient information to assess the
significance of the Heritage Assets. The changes in land use pattern and ownership of the
development land over the years since the Listed Buildings were built is pointed to. Some of
the Listed Buildings were associated with the Lower Burgate Farm further to the north but
that ceased many years ago. There has been no agricultural association with any of the
Listed Buildings from the 20th century onwards it appears.

The change in the uses of the buildings themselves is also mentioned as being part of a
changing history of land use and association. The buildings have also been substantially
altered over many years. Further the buildings are not experienced alongside one another
but they do represent a cluster of historic buildings demonstrating the development of this
linear hamlet. The applicants also point to these Listed Buildings not being experienced in
association with the farm land to the rear apart from some limited fleeting views from the
road or from the northern boundary footpath.

Set against this impact on the Listed Buildings Government policy as set out in the NPPF
requires Planning Authorities to make effective use of land (Section 11). Sterilising what
would be a large part of the eastern section of the site to try and retain some semblance of
the earlier open area at the rear of the Listed Buildings would have significantly reduced the
housing opportunity particularly when viewed against the fact that the western part has also
been removed from development opportunity by the terms of the sale of the land by the
Burgate School.  This removal of effectively half of the site from this part of the allocated
land would have significantly reduced the housing yield and other benefits such as
affordable housing. Section 12 of the NPPF further stresses the need to achieve
well-designed places that are sympathetic to local character and history whilst not
preventing appropriate change including increased density of development. Section 16 of
the same guidance is summarised above. This apparent ‘tension’ in national guidance is
reflected in local guidance expressed through the Local Plan. Policy guidance should be
read in the round however rather than in isolation and there is therefore a need to balance
the adverse impact against other benefits that would arise in developing the site.



In this case those benefits amount to a further release of both affordable and open market
housing which are both key priorities of the Council and the Government. This releases
economic benefits, as well as social benefits. The judgement has already been made above
that the design of the dwellings now proposed together with their site layout taking into
consideration the way they relate to the Listed Buildings is of sufficient quality and local
distinctiveness.

There is some environmental harm caused by the development of the site and the change
to the setting of the Listed Buildings but in balancing this against the benefits and taking
into account the historic changes to the setting and the way in which the buildings are
experienced over time leads to a conclusion that the balance on this occasion is in favour of
approval. Such harm to the significance of the Listed Buildings caused by the change to its
setting requires clear and convincing justification. This it is considered is provided by
weighing the public benefits of allowing the development to proceed. The case officer
considers that the public benefits on this occasion do outweigh the harm caused by the
development of this land.

Pill Box 22 located within the site will also be affected by the development, but the siting of
dwellings has been kept away from this non-designated heritage asset and its importance is
highlighted by the layout by running a pathway to this feature located within part of the
wooded areas.  Throughout the Fordingbridge area there are a number of such pill boxes
(part of a WWII defence line) which have been all but lost and swallowed up by
development. Their original setting has been on many occasions lost. In this case the pill
box site will at least be given some importance and protected from close encroachment.

Finally, the loss of Burgate Acres is regretted but the applicants have again demonstrated
that this non-designated asset does limit the opportunity for development in this part of the
site. Its replacement with a well-designed apartment complex which has echoes
architecturally of its past is an acceptable compromise and makes better use of this part of
the site. The original plans were much inferior to the final submissions which have taken on
board the character of the old building and tried to reflect that in the new. The loss of the
asset is considered to be justified on this occasion. A condition can be imposed requiring a
photographic and written record of the building to be deposited with the appropriate records
office.

Overall, it is therefore considered there is less than substantial harm to the setting of the
heritage assets, but it is considered that the public benefits outweigh that harm. Similarly,
the substantial harm brought about by the complete loss of the non-designated Burgate
Acres balanced against the overall public benefits is justified.

6) Impact on trees within and adjoining the site

When the site was allocated for development a blanket Tree Preservation Order was
imposed protecting all the trees on the site. These trees are located predominantly in the
southern part of the site to the north of Burgate School, surrounding Burgate Acres and
leading down to the southern access point. A line of protected trees also runs northwards
separating the main open space zone in the western part of the site into two.

The development as originally planned showed some units too close to veteran trees within
the site and shaded by other trees. Those difficulties have now been resolved with the
amended plans with the exception of plot 36 where the Tree Officer comments about
shading have been considered but which on this occasion do not warrant either the removal
of that plot or its re-orientation.

Some of the poorer specimen trees along the common boundary with the School will be
removed and replaced as appropriate. The landscape framework plan shows a number of
new trees to be planted throughout the site. These new trees will complement the existing
tree cover.



The way in which the development respects the protected trees on the site is a feature of
this proposal. It will however be necessary to imposed appropriate arboricultural
safeguarding conditions during the course of development, together with a necessary
landscape framework plan being enshrined as part of the longer term management of the
trees on the site through the S106 Agreement. It is inevitable that a new estate
development being formed within a TPO group area will have some impact on the trees.
Future works may also be required to manage those same trees. That said the
development pays due regard to these important landscape features.

7)   Impact on residential amenities of neighbours and impact on commercial uses

There are in fact very few neighbouring properties that are impacted by the development.
Surma Lodge and the Fordingbridge Day Nursery are commercial buildings and it also
needs to be considered what impact there may be in this relationship.
Dealing first with residential amenity the loss of outlook is not a material consideration.
Neither is any perceived reduction in property values. It should also  be noted that the whole
of the eastern boundary hedgerow and tree line will be strengthened by new planting.

Residential amenity

There are three existing dwellings adjoining the site i.e. from the north Doleswood, Duveen
and Ivy Cottage. The amended plans have changed the relationship with these three
properties. The nearest plot to Doleswood has been moved away from  a common side
boundary with a distance of 17 metres separating the end of plot 45 to the rear corner of
Doleswood. There are no 1st floor side facing windows in plot 45 with only some oblique
overlooking of part of the garden from the rear elevation. The new dwellings are also 1.5
storey in height which with the separation distance gives an acceptable relationship. Neither
is there any significant sunlight or daylight loss to Doleswood which would justify a refusal.
Plot 43 creates some limited 1st floor overlooking of the southern section of Doleswood’s
garden but again this is not sufficient to warrant an objection being sustained.

Turning to Duveen, the nearest property on the development is some 48 metres away which
is well in excess of the normal 21 metre back to back measure employed as a guideline.

Finally plot 37 has a back to back distance of between 34-39 metres. It is true that the plot
has changed its position in order to overcome other issues in relation to the setting of Listed
Buildings, but the distances involved are acceptable. The loss of outlook is noted but this
cannot be used as a justification for refusal.

It is considered prudent to prevent future insertion of side facing first floor windows into
plots 45 and 37 to prevent direct overlooking of the existing neighbouring properties.

Impact on existing business uses

There is no appreciable impact on Surma Valley restaurant from the location of the nearest
new dwellings. The restaurant has a large parking area to the rear and is well separated
from the new dwellings.

Turning to the Fordingbridge Day Nursery the original submission had a number of new
dwellings in very close proximity to this commercial building. This relationship caused a
number of objections to be submitted both by the operator of the nursery and his clients.
The amended plans move all dwellings further way and open up the common boundary by
introducing an area of public open space. This has helped to reduce the impact on this
important local business. The business has at the rear alongside the common boundary a
large play area for children split into different zones which are used for different play and



educational purposes. Again, concerns were raised regarding safeguarding matters given
the overlooking and close proximity of some of the new dwellings. Moving those dwellings
away and reducing overlooking has had a beneficial effect albeit it has not removed
completely any overlooking. The critical area of overlooking has it is considered been
resolved. Other overlooking is at a distance of 20 metres plus or has available tree cover
and is oblique rather than direct.  It would be prudent to prevent first floor rear facing
windows in plot 43 to prevent direct overlooking of one of the critical areas at the rear of the
nursery.

Potential noise impact from the Day Nursery is covered below.

8) Environmental health considerations

a) Construction traffic and other noise related issues

Dealing first with construction noise and cumulative traffic noise from future development
these are matters that would normally be dealt with through  a Construction and
Environmental Management Plan secured through a planning condition.
With regard to the Fordingbridge Day Nursery, it should be borne in mind that the planning
permission for the Day Nursery is time limited in terms of the use of the outdoor spaces.
Permission 14/10222 granted in May 2014 for the change of use from a public house to a
day nursery has the following conditions applied  -

Condition 4 - Notwithstanding the details shown on drawing 341:05A, full details of the
proposed location and height of the acoustic fencing shall be submitted to and approved in
writing by the Local Planning Authority. The approved scheme shall be implemented prior to
the use hereby permitted.

Condition 5 - The garden areas shall not be used outside the following times:  Areas 1 and
2: 8am-5pm, Areas 3 and 6: 9am-12pm and 1-6pm and Areas 3 and 4: 8am-7pm.

These conditions were applied because a number of objections were raised to the change
of use by adjoining dwellings. Whilst not all the rear areas appear to be controlled as there
is no mention of area 5 and the condition appears to contradict itself for area 3 there is
some level of control. The use of the nursery is also predominantly during normal business
hours and not on weekends or Bank Holidays. In addition, the applicant made the point at
the time that anyone moving next to a business use would do so in the knowledge that the
business use existed. Given the current background noise readings are dominated by traffic
noise and the EHO has commented that additional noise from the day nursery will be
insufficient to warrant a statutory nuisance particularly as each of the dwellings backing
onto the site will also be protected by 1.8m high close boarded fencing, in planning terms
the noises levels in the area are not considered to be such that  would have a detrimental
impact on the amenities of future residents of this development.

b) Contaminated land

Historic records of former land uses on this site suggests that there could be a possibility of
a level of contaminated land that could be disturbed during construction. It is good practice
in these circumstances to impose a condition to ensure that there is appropriate monitoring
during the construction phase.

c) Air quality issues for adjoining residents and wider town

The comments of the EHO are set out above and can be dealt with by conditions as
suggested both on dust management measures and encouragement of electric vehicles
through electric charging points being made available to serve the development. 



9) Ecological considerations

a) Habitat mitigation arising out of recreational impact

In accordance with the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 ('the
Habitat Regulations') an Appropriate Assessment has been carried out as to whether
granting permission would adversely affect the integrity of the New Forest and Solent Coast
European sites, in view of that site's conservation objectives. The Assessment concludes
that the proposed development would, in combination with other developments, have an
adverse effect due to the recreational impacts on the European sites, in view of that site's
conservation objectives. The Assessment concludes that the proposed development would,
in combination with other developments, have an adverse effect due to the recreational
impacts on the European sites, but that such adverse impacts would be avoided if the
applicant were to enter into a Section 106 legal agreement to secure a habitat mitigation
contribution in accordance with the Council’s Mitigation Strategy.

In this case, the applicant is required to provide for on-site Alternative Natural Recreational
Greenspace (ANRG) and habitat mitigation areas under Local Plan Policy ENV1. These
ANRG areas are necessary particularly in relation to dog walkers (but also the general new
resident population created) to reduce the number of trips into the New Forest National
Park ANRG provided on site is therefore a mechanism to deflect additional visits which
might affect European protected areas within the Park area.

The amount of land to be provided for ANRG purposes is set out by formula in the Local
Plan based on the approximate number of residents from each new housing scheme
equating to 8ha of land per 1000 new population. That requires an area of 1.33 ha in this
case. Added to this policy guidance the Council has also published draft SPD guidance to
assist applicants in the physical design of ANRG areas on the ground. 

This application actually provides a total ANRG of 1.92 ha which is well in excess of that
needed. The Concept Masterplan published in the Local Plan suggested the ANRG area to
cater for the needs of Site 18 would sit on another separate parcel of land and not on this
application site. This second parcel is controlled by another developer and has not come
forward at this time but is expected to come forwards this financial year by way of a further
application. In addition, the Council also expects the third and remaining parcel controlled
by a third developer to come forward later this year. That too will have its own ANRG area.
So, there will in effect be three separate parcels of ANRG land all physically linked through
a public right of way.

The Urban Design team have referred to the way in which the ANRG is designed on the
ground and essentially says that it is not completely in line with guidance – principally
because of the circular circumference of the main area being smaller than that required in
the guidance. The quality of the ANRG however is good as it contains a purpose built dog
exercise trail. In assessing the quality of any ANRG area it is also necessary to consider
that this area of ANRG needs to be read in context with other areas of ANRG provided on
the remainder of Site 18 within a few minutes’ walk of the application site. These linkages
are therefore important, and this is another reason why the footpath improvement works on
FP83 are necessary. In addition to this the site itself also contains another 0.47 ha of POS
which is also available to those wishing to exercise their dogs. Taken as a quantum whole
the amount of ANRG is in excess of that required, added to POS which is available and
taking into consideration the new improved linkages to other ANRG areas on Site 18. This
all leads to a conclusion that there is no requirement to carry out a further Appropriate
Assessment under the Habitat Regulations. The Council are in this respect the competent
authority in which to carry out this judgement as to whether or not the ANRG area provided
is acceptable. In this case the judgement made for the reasons set out above is that the
ANRG provided is acceptable and in line with Policy ENV1



b) On site biodiversity protection and biodiversity net gain (BNG)

In accordance with policy DM2: Nature conservation “Development proposals will be
expected to incorporate features to encourage biodiversity and retain and, where possible,
enhance existing features of nature conservation value within the site.”

Added to this there is now a requirement to demonstrate BNG through the requirements of
policy STR1 which requires a net environmental gain which the footnote to the policy
interprets as fulfilling the soon to be required national legislation set out in the forthcoming
Environment Act. The Council’s ecologist has assessed their BNG proposals and considers
with some additional work this is acceptable in principle. He suggests a condition to cover
some missing elements. On that basis this scheme is considered to be in line with policy. It
is likely that the future maintenance of BNG into the future (30 time span envisaged as a
minimum) will need to be effectively enforced through a management company. The details
of this can be provided by condition but should be controlled over the long term in perpetuity
as part of the S106 Agreement.

Turning to existing on site ecological assets the Council’s Ecologist is broadly content with
the current proposals and mitigation and management scheme but requires further
information again which can be conditioned with the details approved prior to work
commencing. The proposal is therefore in line with policy advice.

c) Phosphate impact on sites designated for nature conservation

The Council has been advised by Natural England and the Environment Agency that
existing measures to off-set the amount of phosphorous entering the River Avon, as set out
in the Hampshire Avon Nutrient Management Plan, will not be sufficient to ensure that
adverse effects on the integrity of the River Avon Special Area of Conservation do not
occur. Accordingly, new residential development within the catchment of the Hampshire
Avon needs to be "phosphate neutral". In order to address this matter, the Council in
conjunction with Natural England, the Environment Agency and adjoining local authorities
propose to develop appropriate phosphorous controls and mitigation measures to achieve
phosphorous neutrality. A Memorandum of Understanding to that effect has been signed by
the aforementioned parties. In accordance with the Portfolio Holder for Planning and
Infrastructure Decision of 11 December 2018, this Council has ring fenced up to £50,000 of
held CIL funds to direct towards a suitable infrastructure project upstream to provide
suitable mitigation.

However, following the end of the interim period on 31st March 2020, the Council has been
advised by Natural England and the Environment Agency that existing measures to offset
the amount of phosphorous entering the River Avon, as set out in the Hampshire Avon
Nutrient Management Plan, will not be sufficient to ensure that adverse effects on the
integrity of the River Avon Special Area of Conservation do not occur. Accordingly, new
residential development within the catchment of the Hampshire Avon needs to be
"phosphate neutral". In order to address this matter, the Council in conjunction with Natural
England, the Environment Agency and adjoining local authorities propose to develop
appropriate phosphorous controls and mitigation measures to achieve phosphorous
neutrality.  As this interim period has now passed, at present there is no proof that the new
dwellings will be phosphate neutral or that there is adequate mitigation in place.  The
proposal is therefore contrary to the provisions of the Conservation of Species and Habitats
Regulations 2017 and Local Plan policy. 

In July 2020, the Council adopted the Local Plan 2016-2036 Part One: Planning Strategy.
The Local Plan recognises that the Planning Authorities in the River Avon will work with
Wessex Water, Natural England, and the Environment Agency to identify suitable mitigation
of offsetting measures to enable development to achieved phosphate neutrality, including
an update of measures set out in the River Avon Nutrient Management Plan. This work is



ongoing. The principle of requiring all new development to contribute to mitigation measures
in proportion to its likely impact on the European sites is set out in policies of the Local Plan
2016-2036 Part 1: Planning Strategy, namely Policies ENV1, ENV3 and ENV4.

The proposed development therefore may by itself and in combination with other
developments, have an adverse effect on the integrity of European sites due to the impacts
of additional phosphate loading on the River Avon SAC, the River Avon SPA, and the River
Avon Ramsar site, having regard to their conservation objectives.  Without mitigating these
adverse effects through the future implementation of mitigation projects these impacts
would unacceptable and therefore contrary to the provisions of the Conservation of Species
and Habitats Regulations 2017 and Local Plan policy.

Whilst at this time no effective mitigation strategy is in place the Council does expect this
position to be resolved later this year. Once a mitigation strategy is in place this will need to
be the subject of an Appropriate Assessment under the Habitat Regulations 2017 (HRA).
The Local Planning Authority is the competent authority under these Regulations to carry
out such an assessment and in concluding on this will consider the views of the statutory
consultee Natural England. This recommendation is therefore one of approval subject to
an Appropriate Assessment first being carried out and the results of the HRA confirming
that there will be no adverse impact on sites and species of importance. This is a matter
which can be delegated to the Chief Planning Officer.

d) Air quality impact on sites designated for nature conservation

Policy ENV1 of the Local Plan Part 1 Strategy requires all new residential development to
provide for air quality monitoring, management, and mitigation.  To ensure that impacts on
international nature conservation sites are adequately mitigated, a financial contribution is
required towards monitoring and, if necessary (based on future monitoring outcomes),
managing or mitigating air quality effects within the New Forest SPA, SAC and Ramsar site.
There is potential for traffic-related nitrogen air pollution (including NOx, nitrogen deposition
and ammonia) to affect the internationally important Annex 1 habitats for which the New
Forest SAC was designated, and by extension those of the other International designations.
Given the uncertainties in present data, a contribution is required to undertake ongoing
monitoring of the effects of traffic emissions on sensitive locations. A monitoring strategy
will be implemented to provide the earliest possible indication that the forms of nitrogen
pollution discussed (including ammonia concentrations) are beginning to affect vegetation,
so that, if necessary, measures can be taken to mitigate the impact and prevent an adverse
effect on the integrity of the SAC habitats from occurring.

10) Surface and foul water drainage and flood risk

a) Surface water and flood risk

The site is located within flood zone1 as shown on the latest Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment prepared by the Council in conjunction with its latest Local Plan. There is some
evidence of surface water flooding along FP83 to the north west of the site with some larger
surface water flooding on the northern side of the footpath located in a separate part of Site
18 which is under the control of another developer. The applicants have chosen to use a
system of ground infiltration (underground systems such as soakaways) rather than surface
water ponds and ditches (SUDS). Whilst the Urban Design team have expressed a
preference for surface water attenuation ponds there is no impediment here to infiltration
methods being used and the statutory consultee Hampshire County Local Lead Flood
Authority have been consulted and raise no objections.  The system for surface water
disposal from the housing units and other site areas will be kept separate from the
proposed foul system. The concerns of one objector representing another developer of Site
18 referred to above have been taken into consideration, but there is no evidence that the
current application will either not be able to deal with its own surface water or exacerbate
surface water flooding elsewhere.



b) Foul water drainage proposals

With regard to foul water disposal there are some constraints on the current foul water
system serving the town. In recognition of the number of new housing sites to be developed
over the next few years and as allocated in the Local Plan Wessex Water have developed a
strategy of localised improvements with temporary underground sewage holding tank
facilities on Whitsbury Road and Station Road.

The developers of Site 18 are required under Local Plan policy SS18 to work cooperatively
with each other and with Wessex Water to deliver  a suitable foul sewer connection to the
Fordingbridge treatment works.

The Metis Homes developers plan to collect all sewage from their site via gravity to a point
near the southern boundary with the School, and from that point pump sewage northwards
to FP83. From FP83 a new sewer line will be laid westwards (under agreement with the FP
landowner) which in turn will then connect into the Ford 1 site and lead to an off site sewage
storage tank located south of Whitsbury Road. Another sewage storage tank will also be
constructed off Station Road. All developers of the three strategic sites have informally
agreed this plan.

Wessex Water acknowledge this in their response and have no objections to the current
application proceeding on that basis. The Water Authority have control over a fall back
position also if for whatever reason Metis Homes is prevented from connecting to the Ford 1
site. Wessex Water intend to formally adopt the pumping station and new rising main but
not the internal sewerage connection to the dwellings. This will be covered under Building
Control legislation. Surface water must also be properly maintained so as not to infiltrate the
foul system which could result in a flood risk.

11) S106 Agreement matters, and contributions required.

Following assessment of this application and taking into consideration the requirements as
set out in the Local Plan and Infrastructure Development Plan the following are the
proposed Heads of Terms for a Section 106 Agreement. The Agreement will need to be
completed prior to the issue of any planning permission.

Affordable Housing (AH) – 14 units offered = 22% of 63 unit total. 9 Affordable rent
and 5 shared ownership.  Phasing delivery of units to be agreed, and long term
retention as AH.

Biodiversity net gain (BNG) long term management/maintenance plan setting up
of management company and provisions to safeguard against failure, and setting up
monitoring arrangements. Potential monitoring charges. 30 year minimum time span
for BNG on site.

ANRG provision and maintenance and long term management/maintenance plan,
monitoring costs and requirement – potentially privately managed. Structure of
management company. Failure safeguards.

POS provision and maintenance – potentially managed by private management
company but terms of management need to be agreed to ensure long term public
access and proper management and maintenance of those areas. If to be adopted
by the Council, there will be a requirement towards future maintenance in line with
that set out in Local Plan Policy. Management Company will also be required to look
after any underground drainage works which are located within the POS areas



Formal open space contribution towards off-site formal open space to be
confirmed. Contribution to be proportionate across all three Fordingbridge strategic
sites to each site and number of dwellings.

Internal roads not to be adopted – needs management company arrangement etc
potentially a County bond.

Provision of on and off site drainage – management company to look after
on-site drainage if not publicly adopted.

Air quality assessment monitoring contributions in line with Local Plan policy.

Off-site highway works for new junction and works to improve school access –
could be conditioned Advice from highways on S278 agreement

Footpath 83 improvements – uncertainty over what will be carried out by Metis
Homes i.e. frontage only from Salisbury Road to Keepers Gate, or further on to
Augustus Park entrance following installation of sewer pipe.

Phosphate neutrality contribution – further work currently being undertaken by
the Council to bring forward a project(s). Level of contribution to be agreed. 

Developer Contributions

As part of the development, subject to any relief being granted the following amount
Community Infrastructure Levy will be payable:

Type Proposed
Floorspace
(sq/m)

Existing
Floorspace
(sq/m)

Net
Floorspace
(sq/m)

Chargeable
Floorspace
(sq/m)

Rate Total

Dwelling
houses 5532.69 5532.69 5201.8 £80/sqm £532,984.76 *

Dwelling
houses
(Affordable)

1217.83 1217.83 1145 £80/sqm £117,318.13 *

Subtotal: £650,302.89
Relief: £0.00
Total
Payable: £650,302.89

11 CONCLUSION

The site forms part of allocated site SS18 in the Local Plan which establishes the principle
of development. The initial submission led to significant objections which have now been
overcome to the extent to allow a positive recommendation. Issues remain regarding the
impact of phosphates and the adverse impact on European protected sites and species,
but it is anticipated that these can be resolved over the next few months. The proposal as
amended is now considered to be generally in line with Local Plan policy and national
guidance, creates an attractive scheme releasing much needed housing including
affordable housing, and other public benefits. Notwithstanding some remaining objections
from one consultee and interested 3rd parties, the balance on this occasion is one of
approval subject to a Section 106 Agreement being first completed, and the conditions as
laid out below.



12 OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Crime and Disorder

The proposed development has been designed so as to have good natural surveillance,
thereby helping to minimise potential crime and disorder. The streets and public spaces are
considered to be well designed and safe.

Human rights

In coming to this recommendation, consideration has been given to the rights set out in
Article 8 (Right to respect for private and family life) and Article 1 of the First Protocol
(Right to peaceful enjoyment of possessions) of the European Convention on Human
Rights. Whilst it is recognised that there may be an interference with these rights and the
rights of other third parties, such interference has to be balanced with the like rights of the
applicant to develop the land in the way proposed.  In this case it is considered that the
protection of the rights and freedoms of the applicant outweigh any possible interference
that may result to any third party.

Equality

The Equality Act 2010 provides protection from discrimination in respect of certain
protected characteristics, namely: age, disability, gender reassignment, pregnancy and
maternity, race, religion or beliefs and sex and sexual orientation. It places the Council
under a legal duty to have due regard to the advancement of equality in the exercise of its
powers including planning powers. The Committee must be mindful of this duty inter alia
when determining all planning applications. In particular the Committee must pay due
regard to the need to:

 (1)  eliminate discrimination, harassment, victimisation, and any other conduct
that is prohibited by or under the Act.

 (2)  advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a relevant
protected characteristic and persons who do not share it; and

 (3)  foster good relations between persons who share a relevant
                       protected characteristic and persons who do not share it.

13 RECOMMENDATION

Delegated Authority be given to the Chief Planning Officer to GRANT PERMISSION subject to

i) The carrying out of a further Appropriate Assessment under the Habitat Regulations 2017
to consider the likely significant effects of phosphorous entering the River Avon SAC in
consultation with Natural England. The results of the Assessment shall conclude that any
adverse impact to areas and species of importance can be adequately mitigated by
reference to any mitigation plan which the Council may bring forward or any plan brought
forward by the applicant



ii)  the completion by end of 2021,of a planning obligation entered into by way of a Section 106
Agreement to secure  the following contributions and other benefits 

Affordable Housing (AH) – Phasing delivery of 14 no.units to be agreed, and long
term retention as AH.

Biodiversity net gain (BNG) long term management/maintenance plan, setting up of
management company and provisions to safeguard against failure. Appropriate
monitoring charges. 30 year minimum time span for BNG on site.

ANRG provision and maintenance and long term management/maintenance plan, – if
privately managed. Structure of management company. and failure safeguards. If to be
adopted the transfer to the Council and appropriate maintenance contribution

POS provision and maintenance – management company to be set up and maintained,
if private, or transfer to NFDC and contributions towards future maintenance

Formal open space contribution towards off-site formal open space to be confirmed

Drainage, highways and street lighting on site – arrangements to ensure all are
provided in a timely manner and maintained appropriately in the future.

Off-site drainage – phasing and extent of works of works to be agreed.

Air quality assessment monitoring contribution

Footpath 83 improvements – to include a detailed specification of the works, the
timing of such works, a proportionate contribution towards future maintenance of any
works carried out, and appropriate landscaping works to adjoining vegetation

Phosphate neutrality contribution  Level of contribution to be agreed. 

iii)  Delegated authority be given to the Chief Planning Officer to include the conditions as set
out in this report together with any further additions, and amendments to conditions as
appropriate

Proposed Conditions:

1. The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of
three years from the date of this permission.

Reason: To comply with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning
Act 1990 as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.

2. The development permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the plans
as set out in the Approved Plan Schedule dated………  unless the Local
Planning Authority hereafter referred to as LPA have given their written
approval to any modifications

Reason: To ensure satisfactory provision of the development.



3. Prior to the commencement of any part of the development including any
site clearance and demolition works, a detailed phasing plan showing all on
and off-site works, including all landscaping, public open spaces, recreation
facilities, and all on and off-site foul and surface water drainage and
highway works, shall be submitted to and agreed in writing with the LPA.

The phasing plan as so agreed shall be implemented in full unless any
written variation has been agreed beforehand in writing with the LPA.

Reason: To ensure the development is fully completed in an acceptable
timetable and in accordance with the approved plans

4. Prior to the commencement of any part of the development including any
site clearance and demolition works,  a finalised surface and foul water
drainage plan shall be submitted to and agreed in writing with the LPA
showing all means of surface and foul water drainage systems both on and
off site, including any necessary vegetation clearance works that may be
needed. The phasing of any off-site drainage and a timetable for delivery of
the works shall be agreed as part of this condition, and in any event prior to
the occupation of the first dwelling.

Reason: To ensure that all drainage works are acceptable and not
impacting adversely on existing and future planting, and in the
interests of wildlife protection

5. Prior to the commencement of any works above slab level of any of the
dwellings hereby permitted a full schedule of materials to be used on all
dwellings i.e. facing bricks, wall renders including finish and colours, roofing
materials, eaves boards, ridge tiles, together with the materials for all hard
surfaced areas including any roadways, pavements and footway/cycleways,
fences and walls (with typical elevation sections supplied for both including
any coping details, decorative brickwork and piers etc.), shall be submitted
to and agreed in writing with the LPA. Only such materials so agreed are to
be used on the development unless a written variation has been agreed
beforehand by the LPA.

Reason: In the interests of the appearance and character of the
development and to comply with New Forest Local Plan policy
ENV3

6. Prior to the commencement of any works above slab level of any of the
dwellings hereby permitted details of all new windows and doors and any
other joinery details for porches and support pillars shall be submitted to and
agreed in writing prior to their use on the site. Only the details so agreed
shall be used unless a written variation has been agreed beforehand with
the LPA.

Reason: In the interests of the appearance and character of the
development and to comply with New Forest Local Plan policy
ENV3



7. Prior to the commencement of any works above slab level of any of the
dwellings hereby permitted details of any soil vent pipes, flues, rainwater
goods, and meter boxes including their position on the dwellings, shall be
submitted to and agreed in writing with the LPA prior to their use on  the
buildings. Only details as may be agreed shall be used on the dwellings
unless a written variation has been agreed beforehand by the LPA.

Reason: In the interests of the appearance and character of the
development and to comply with New Forest Local Plan policy
ENV3

8. Prior to the commencement of any works to the dwellings hereby permitted
including the installation of foundation slabs, the proposed slab levels in
relationship to the existing ground levels set to an agreed datum shall be
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.
Development shall only take place in accordance with those details which
have been approved.

Reason:  To ensure that the development takes place in an appropriate
way in accordance with Policy ENV3 of the Local Plan Review
2016-2036 Part One: Planning Strategy for the New Forest
District outside of the National Park.

9. Prior to the commencement of any part of the development including any
site clearance or demolition works a detailed tree protection plan for all
existing trees and hedgerows which are to be retained shall be submitted to
and agreed in writing with the LPA. The works shall only take place in
accordance with the plan as so agreed with all protective fencing and other
necessary measures in place prior to any works taking place.

Reason:  To protect all existing trees and hedgerows to be retained in the
interests of the character and appearance of the area and to
safeguard ecological assets that may be present in accordance
with Local Plan policies ENV3 and DM2

10. Prior to the commencement of any part of the development including any
site clearance or demolition works a detailed landscape framework and final
landscaping plan, to include a long term landscape management and
maintenance plan, shall be submitted to and agreed in writing with the LPA.
Such plan shall show all new planting of shrubs, hedgerows and trees
including any necessary tree pits or other root barrier systems where in
proximity to highway and drainage works. The plan shall show all pipe ways
and other underground drainage details in proximity to tree planting. The
landscaping plan shall also include a detailed phasing plan for all
landscaping works. The details as agreed shall be fully implemented in
accordance with the plan and phasing of those works in the first available
planting season (October-March). If any trees or shrubs die, become
damaged or diseased within 5 years of planting they shall be replaced with
the same species (unless a written variation has been agreed beforehand
with the LPA) in the next available planting season. Following such an initial
maintenance period all landscaping, including any off-site landscaping
alongside the public right of way, shall then be maintained in accordance
with the long term landscaping and maintenance provisions approved as
part of this permission including any relevant clauses set out in the
accompanying Section 106 Agreement attached to this permission.



Reason: In the interests of the character and appearance of the
development hereby permitted and in accordance with Local
Plan policies STR1 and ENV3.

11. No above ground works (including vegetation clearance) shall take place
until an Ecological Mitigation and Management Plan (EMMP) has been
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. This
should incorporate construction phase mitigation, full details and
specification of ecological mitigation/enhancement measures and
operational management, monitoring and remedial measures to secure
ecological mitigation and enhancement measures in the long-term. The
EMMP should identify the person(s) responsible for undertaking the works.
The EMMP shall include the purpose and conservation objectives for the
proposed works and be supported by appropriate scale maps and plans as
appropriate. The EMMP shall be implemented in accordance with the
approved details and all features shall be retained in that manner thereafter
in accordance with any Section 106 provisions attached to this permission.

Reason: In the interests of the protection of ecological assets on site and
their continued protection and enhancement in accordance with
Local Plan policies STR1, ENV3 and DM2

12. No above ground works (including vegetation clearance) shall take place
until a Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG)  Monitoring and Management Plan has
been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority
(covering a minimum period of 30 years). The monitoring and management
plan should include:

12 Methods for delivering BNG.
Responsibilities for delivering BNG – during and after construction.
Description of the habitats to be managed.
Ecological trends and constraints on site that might influence
management.
Clear timed and measurable objectives in the short, medium, and
long-term for BNG - Detail objectives for all habitats (target
condition) and define key indicators to measure success.
Define appropriate management options and actions for achieving
aims and objectives.
A commitment to adaptive management in response to monitoring to
secure the intended biodiversity outcomes.
Preparation of a work schedule.
Details for a formal review process when objectives are not fully
reached / roles and responsibilities.
Key milestones for reviewing the monitoring.
Establish a standard format for collection of monitoring data to make
it repeatable and consistent / confirming by who.
Identify and define set monitoring points (representing the key
habitats on site) where photographs can be taken as part of
monitoring to record the status of habitats on site.

The BNG monitoring report shall be produced by a suitably qualified and
experienced ecologist and shall include the following for the target habitats.
The monitoring reports are to be submitted to the LPA annually for the first
five years after completion and at 5 year intervals thereafter until year 30:



Credentials of the ecologist undertaking the monitoring.
Assessment of habitats against the objectives defined in the
management plan.
Any presence recorded of target species.
Date stamped photos accompanied by detailed site notes on extent
of growth and condition using indicators in the management plan
with any other notes of interest.
If the target species /habitat is not present, provide detailed site
notes on factors that are / could hinder growth or establishment.
Detailed specific recommendations (where appropriate) on
management actions to promote growth / establishment of target
species / habitats including timescales for undertaking actions and
marked site plans to show the actions.
Photographs from the fixed monitoring points detailed in the
management plan using high quality images.

Reason: In the interests of the protection of ecological assets on site and
their continued protection and enhancement in accordance with
Local Plan policies STR1, ENV3 and DM2

13. Prior to the commencement of development above slab level of any of the
dwellings a scheme shall be submitted to and agreed in writing with the
Local Planning Authority indicating a sustainability improvement plan for the
site. Such a scheme shall include the following together with any other
sustainability works proposed.

Electric vehicle charging points
High speed broadband installation
Installation of low NOx boilers or other sustainable forms of heating

The details as may be agreed shall be fully implemented prior to the
occupation of the dwellings hereby approved.

Reason: To promote sustainability and to comply with New Forest Local
Plan Policies STR1 and IMPL2

14. No development hereby permitted shall commence until a Construction
Traffic Management Plan, to include details of provision to be made on site
for contractor’s parking, construction traffic access, the turning of delivery
vehicles and lorry routeing as well as provisions for removing mud from
vehicles and a programme of works has been submitted to and approved in
writing by the Local Planning Authority. The approved details shall be
implemented before the development hereby permitted is commenced and
retained throughout the duration of construction.

Reason: In the interest of highway safety

15. Prior to the commencement of development, detail design of the cycle
parking facility to be provided for each dwelling including the specification
shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning
Authority. Before the occupation of any part of the development hereby
approved, the cycle store relative to that dwelling shall be erected as shown
on the approved plans and thereafter retained, maintained and kept
available for the occupants of the development at all times.

Reason:  To promote sustainable mode of travel.



16. All car parking spaces, garages and car ports shall be completed and made
available for use prior to the occupation of the dwelling to which those
parking facilities relate and shall be maintained as such thereafter.
Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country General Permitted
Development Order 1995 as amended, or any new re-enactment, the
garages and car ports hereby approved shall not be converted into
additional living accommodation but shall be kept available for the parking of
private motor vehicles.

Reason: To ensure a reasonable and adequate level of parking is
retained for the dwellings hereby permitted in the interests of
highway safety.

17. Prior to any works taking place above slab level of any of the dwellings
hereby approved a detailed specification of all new play equipment and
street furniture to be provided on the site shall be submitted to and agreed
in writing with the LPA. The details as may be agreed shall be provided and
made available for use prior to the first dwelling being occupied or in line
with a phasing plan of provision to be agreed as part of this condition. All
play equipment and street furniture shall be kept available for the public use
in perpetuity and maintained in accordance with any provisions set out in the
accompanying Section 106 agreement.

Reason: In the interests of the proper provision, design and retention of
play facilities to serve the development in accordance with
saved Core Strategy policy CS7 and Local Plan Policy ENV13

18. Prior to any demolition works to the dwelling known as Burgate Acres
including any outbuildings of that dwelling a photographic record of the
exterior of the building (including its wider setting), together with any
features of interest internally shall be carried out by an appropriately
qualified heritage assessor. The photographic survey shall be deposited
with the LPA and agreed as an adequate record of the building and site by
the LPA in writing prior to any demolition works taking place.

Reason: To ensure a record of the building is kept

19. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General
Permitted Development) Order 2015 (or any re-enactment of that Order) no
alterations to form additional first floor windows, roof windows or dormer
windows otherwise approved by Classes A, B or C of Part 1 of Schedule 2
to the Order, shall be carried out to plots 37, 41, 42, 43, 44 or 45, without a
further grant of planning permission.

Reason: To ensure that there is no unacceptable overlooking of adjoining
dwellings and commercial businesses that sit to the east of the
development site.



20. Prior to construction (including demolition) commencing on the site, a
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) shall be submitted
to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The CEMP shall
include the following details:

Development contacts, roles, and responsibilities
Public communication strategy, including a complaints procedure.
Dust suppression, management, mitigation, and avoidance
measures.
Noise reduction measures, including use of acoustic screens and
enclosures, the type of equipment to be used and their hours of
operation.
Use of fences and barriers to protect adjacent land, properties,
footpaths, and highways.
Details of parking and traffic management measures.
Measures to control light spill and glare from any floodlighting and
security lighting installed.

The approved details shall be implemented before the development hereby
permitted is commenced and retained throughout the duration of
construction. The development shall only be carried out in accordance with
the CEMP so approved.

Reason: To comply with Local Plan policies STR1 and ENV3

21. Prior to the installation of any street lighting or lighting to be placed on the
dwellings hereby permitted such details (including the design of lanterns and
lighting standards and the lux levels of lighting) shall be submitted to and
agreed in writing with the LPA. No other street lighting or on building lighting
shall be erected including any security lighting without the further written
approval of the LPA.
Any lighting installed shall not exceed the following maximum values of
vertical illuminance at the facade of any residential premises in accordance
with Environmental Zone E2: 5 lux pre-curfew (07:00-23:00hrs) and 1 lux
post-curfew (23:00- 07:00hrs) in accordance with Guidance Notes for the
Reduction of Obtrusive Light (GN01:2020) by the Institute of Lighting
Professionals (ILP).

Reason:  To promote an acceptable and light sensitive means of site and
street lighting in the interests of good design, residential
amenity, wildlife protection, and so as to promote dark skies.

22. If unexpected contamination is found after development has begun,
development must be halted on that part of the site affected by the
unexpected contamination to the extent specified by the [Local] Planning
Authority in writing, until an investigation and risk assessment has been
undertaken in accordance with DEFRA and the Environment Agency's
'Model Procedures for the Management of Land Contamination, CLR 11'.
Where remediation is necessary a remediation scheme must be prepared to
bring the site to a condition suitable for the intended use by removing
unacceptable risks to human health, buildings and other property and the
natural and historical environment must be prepared, and is subject to the
approval in writing of the [Local] Planning Authority. The scheme must
include all works to be undertaken, proposed remediation objectives and
remediation criteria, timetable of works and site management procedures.
The scheme must ensure that the site will not qualify as contaminated land



under Part 2A of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 in relation to the
intended use of the land after remediation.  Following completion of
measures identified in the approved remediation scheme, a verification
report that demonstrates the effectiveness of the remediation carried out
must be produced, and is subject to the approval in writing of the Local
Planning Authority.

Reason: To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future
users of the land and neighbouring land are minimised,
together with those to controlled waters, property and
ecological systems, and to ensure that the development can
be carried out safely without unacceptable risks to workers,
neighbours and other offsite receptors in accordance with
Policy CCC1 of the Local Plan Review 2016-2036 Part One:
Planning Strategy for the New Forest District outside the
National Park.

23. Prior to the demolition of the dwelling on site known as Burgate Acres a
detailed photographic record of the exterior of the building together with any
features of interest internally shall be submitted to the LPA.

Reason:  To ensure a historic record is taken of this non-designated
heritage asset.

24. The installation of fittings and fixed appliances in the dwelling(s) hereby
approved shall be designed to limit the consumption of wholesome water to
110 litres per person per day in accordance with Regulation 36(2)b of Part G
of the Building Regulations 2010 as amended.

Reason:   The higher optional standard for water efficiency under Part G of
the Building Regulations is required in order to reduce waste
water discharge that may adversely affect the River Avon
Special Area of Conservation by increasing phosphorous levels
or concentrations and thereby contribute to the mitigation of any
likely adverse impacts on a nationally recognised nature
conservation interest.

25. The development shall not be commenced until proposals for the mitigation
or offsetting of the impact of phosphorus arising from the development on
the River Avon Special Area of Conservation (SAC), including mechanisms
to secure the timely implementation of the proposed approach, have been
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. Such
proposals must:

Provide for mitigation in accordance with the Council's Phosphorus
Mitigation Strategy (or any amendment to or replacement for this
document in force at the time), or for other mitigation which achieves
a phosphorous neutral impact from the development.;

(a) Provide details of the manner in which the proposed mitigation is to
be secured. Details to be submitted shall include arrangements for
the  ongoing monitoring of any such proposals which form part of the
proposed mitigation measures.

The development shall be carried out in accordance with and subject to the
approved proposals.



Reason: The impacts of the proposed development must be mitigated
before any development is carried out in order to ensure that
there will be no adverse impacts on the River Avon Special
Area of Conservation (SAC) (adding, when it is in place and as
applicable), in accordance with Policy ENV1 of the Local Plan
Review 2016-2036 Part One: Planning Strategy for the New
Forest District outside the National Park and the Council's
Phosphorus Mitigation Strategy / the Avon Nutrient
Management Plan.

Further Information:
Stephen Belli
Telephone: 023 8028 5430
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