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1 Introduction

In December 2024, a revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) was published. This
included a new, binding approach to calculating housing need for local planning authorities
which has resulted in a significantly higher housing target for Dorset. Through the Local Plan
production process, the housing requirement for the area will be established.

This Local Plan as described in the consultation paper is likely to have an impact on
Winterborne St Martin. The Parish Council has sought the views of residents in order to form a
response which adequately reflects the view of parishioners.

The mechanism for obtaining this view has been open meetings in which views could be aired
and soundings taken.

The ongoing is a summary of opinion from both the Parish Council and the wider electorate of
Winterborne St Martin.

Please take this as an official response from Winterborne St Martin Parish Council to the
consultation paper.

The order in which these comments are made is not indicative of their priority.
2. Larger Villages

Section 3,2,7 and 3,2.8 of the consultation paper describe villages of over 500 residents which
have a reasonable level of facilities enabling day to day needs to be met. These villages are
listed in Figure 3.2 which specifically doesn’t include Winterborne St Martin. We would
reasonably conclude that the reason for the non-inclusion, is that the facilities in the village do
not meet the criteria. The paper goes on to say that these areas are unlikely to be suitable for
growth in line with National Policy.

Itis surprising therefore that Appendix A to the document then does have a section for
Winterborne St Martin in which it proposes a site for 40 homes.

Even if this conflict was a gross error in the document, it still would not fit with the Flexible
Settlement Policy which states ‘this policy may allow schemes of up to 30 dwellings provided
certain criteria are met’. The maximum number of homes proposed is 40 as described in
Appendix A
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3. Flexible Settlement Policy

We have disquiet that Dorset Council is adopting a Flexible Settlement Policy which will make it
easier for planning permission to be granted outside the existing settlement boundary.

National Planning guidelines state that no major developments (above 10 homes) should go
ahead in National Landscape areas (which includes Winterborne St Martin) without very strong
reasons for doing so. No strong reasons have been made for the proposed 40 homes which are,
as already stated, above Dorset Council’s limit of 30 homes under the Flexible Settlement
Scheme.

4. Green Agenda and Climate Emergency Considerations
The Parish Council and the village support schemes to reduce emissions and reduce car use.

The site suggested in Appendix A does not satisfy us that it will reduce emissions. The site is
external to the village. Access to work, schools, hospitals, shopping centres will almost
certainly be by car. The local bus service is limited and it's continuity is not guaranteed.

The desire to  promote future sustainable travel modes that limit future car use’ as noted in your
document will be extremely difficult to meet.

The car-based requirement, which we believe will come from the proposed development, will
exacerbate traffic on the C53 from Winterborne St Martin to the monkey jump roundabout. This
road is currently used as a short cut between Weymouth and Dorchester and at peak times is
very busy. The delays at the Monkey jump roundabout and outside the McDonalds restaurantt
will become even more intolerable. No provision as been made to reduce the safety issues at
this critical point.

The consultation states at 5.5.1 that

‘We do not think that it is appropriate to allow development across the whole of Dorset as this
would potentially result in increased reliance upon car travel to meet everyday needs. Doing so
would not fit with national Policy. We think that the policy should only apply to those
settlements that have a reasonable access to facilities and public transport’

You will no doubt be aware that we have no school, a small local shop, a milk machine, pub and
avillage hall. There are no other facilities. It is hard to imagine that a large development in
Winterborne St Martin would satisfy such criteria as above.

The proposal for 40 more homes would increase the housing stock by approximately 20% for
which the current facilities would be inadequate.

Additionally, Annex A to the document argues against a village such as Martinstown providing
more than five houses.

There is support in the village that for any new housing, it should be built with PV panels and
other energy saving systems



5. Housing Considerations and Affordability

Whilst many residents have expressed support for more housing, the type and cost is of
concern to many.

There are strong views that any new housing should be ‘affordable’ and designed to meet the
needs of younger and less affluent families. Social housing too should be regarded. There is
scant consideration of this in the consultation. Whilst it could be argued that this is more
suitably addressed later in the planning process it would satisfy many parishioners if it could be
publicly stated now.

Reference to 2.1.7 suggests that ‘in rural areas planning policies and decisions should be
responsive to local circumstances and support housing development that reflect local
needs.....supporting opportunities to bring forward rural exception sites that will provide
affordable housing to meet identified local needs’

This extract coincides with our view expressed above.
6. Sewage System

6.1 Parishioners concern over the inadequacy of the sewage system in Winterborne St
Martin is voiced perhaps more than any other. The system is not fit for purpose and despite
numerous discussions with Wessex Water no long-term solution has been provided. At time of
heavy or persistent rainfall the system pipework floods necessitating a constant supply of
tankers pumping out for days even weeks on end. Even on Christmas day! Whilst the resilience
of the tanker drivers is admired it is not acceptable for this to be needed.

6.2 Housing developments in Winterbourne Steepleton will increase the sewage load.
Should the proposed 40 home build in Winterborne St Martin proceed, this will put even more
strain on an inadequate network. We believe that no further major development should take
place without prior major overall of the sewers

7. Integration into Village

Concern has been expressed about the proposed site and it's ability to integrate with the village.
Whilst some people hold the view that it could help Mallards Green existing residents become
more linked, the proposal would demand suitable footpaths to be provided before any building
took place, that gave safe passage to pedestrians, families and disabled persons.

The current pedestrian access to Mallards Green from the village is hazardous. Made more
difficult in the winter when the grass areas are very muddy and necessitates walking on the
roadway. The same argument applies for access to Park Farm Close and 4 Acres.

Consideration should be given to the possibility of pedestrian access from the north of the
existing Cowleaze development or some other safe access to the village. For this possibility and
for other infrastructure needs section 106 and 278 funds may be required from developers

There is considerable opinion from Parishioners that they would prefer to have localised
building within the existing village development boundaries. Particularly lower cost, affordable
or social housing.



8. Infrastructure
The issue of infrastructure has been referred to in several sections already.
However, it is probably beneficial to state them again.

The bus service is infrequent and not certain to be continued with. Pedestrian access to the
village from the proposed area is hazardous. Pedestrian access would be a considerable
distance unless a more direct way could be constructed. There is some agreement that
Winterborne St Martin needs to attract younger residents and families. The proposed site, it is
suggested, will not attract that demographic due to the lack of integration and poor
infrastructure.

The village has a flood risk problem and that is, as far as we are aware, not addressed in the
document.

It should be noted that a proposed development, on the site in question, dated November
2021, was withdrawn partly due to concerns that the land could not be drained satisfactorily
see P/OUT/2021/03095

The need for facilities such as playing fields and playgrounds should be part of any new major
building project.

If 40 houses were to be built on the proposed site, there is a danger that it could become a
village within a village. It would be the second largest development in Winterborne St Martin,
Manor Grove being of similar density but less acreage.

9. Summary

9.1 The Parish Council of Winterborne St Martin has considered the Consultation Plan
Document and consulted as best it can with parishioners.

9.2 The need for new housing both nationally and locally is accepted.

9.3 The Consultation Document is seriously flawed for the reasons given in section 2 of our
response and should in any case have a maximum allowable build of 30 houses as we have
explained.

9.4 The sewage system is inadequate for the current population and could not cater for
more people. This issue was raised more than any other by parishioners and is an overriding
concern.

9.5 The lack of suitable facilities and infrastructure is a major concern to many people
particularly for the proposed site.

9.6 The proposal to build 40 new homes fails to satisfy any green agenda to reduce car use
and actually increases emissions.

9.7 Any new homes built should be both ‘affordable’ and suited for younger and perhaps
less financially secure families.

9.8 The proposal for 40 new homes in a National Landscape is contrary to UK government
policy.

9.9 More consideration should be given to local infill housing as opposed to a large estate.



9.10 At ouropen meetings it was apparent that a small number of residents were against any
expansion.



