


MINUTES OF A MEETING OF HAZELBURY BRYAN PARISH COUNCIL HELD ON TUESDAY 9th SEPTEMBER 2025 AT 7.15 PM IN THE VILLAGE HALL.
Present: Councillors Steve Murcer (SM), Liz Stockley (LS), Neil Robson (NR), Ken Huggins (KH), Val Rubie (VR), Ivana Booker (IB); Members of the public – 65; Minutes: Malcolm Wilson (MW) – parish clerk.
.
170/25 – Apologies for absence: Received from Tracey Collins (TC)
171/25 - Declarations of interest: SM has taken advice from the monitoring officer at Dorset Council. Although he doesn’t have a disclosable pecuniary interest, through his employment, he could be judged to have an indirect interest in some of the sites in the Local Plan. He will not take part in discussions on these sites, MW will make the presentations
172/25 – Adoption of the minutes of the meeting held on 12th August 2025: The minutes were approved as drafted
173/25 – Matters arising from these minutes: None
174/25 – Public open session: Reference was made to the pick-up truck parked on the highway outside the village hall. Provided it is taxed and insured etc then there is nothing that can be done by the Police or Highways. KH will put a notice on the windscreen asking if it can be parked elsewhere.
175/25 – to consider and potentially agree a response to Dorset Council’s Local Plan consultation: 
i) Background: SM set the context. Dorset Council (DC) must have a Local Plan for development. The Government has set itself a target of building 1.5 million new homes in the life of this Parliament. DC’s share of this target means it now needs to build 3,246 new homes every year, up from 1,793. Currently about 1,500 are being built. By 2043 DC needs to have seen 50,000 homes built in Dorset. There are existing approvals for 25,000, so sites for 25,000 more need to be identified.
Through a somewhat unclear mechanism, DC has selected 45,000 sites as “development opportunities” as set out in Appendix A of its consultation paper. Hazelbury’s current share is 299, in addition to the 55 already targeted in the Neighbourhood Plan. Given we only have about 520 homes at present this is a huge increase. 
The consultation ends on 13th October 2025. DC will then consider all the responses and expects to see the target shrink to about 30,000 homes. A further consultation is expected in August 2026 with a public examination likely in the summer of 2027, and the new Plan adopted by the end of 2027. 
It’s not feasible for HBPC to object to all of the proposed developments. However, HBPC does have a view on what might be built and where. These will be covered shortly. Residents are urged to complete their own responses on the Plan direct to DC.
Councillors had met informally in advance of this meeting and considered the planning history of the sires and their status in relation to the Neighbourhood Plan. MW had prepared draft comments on each of the sites and circulated these in advance for councillors to reflect and allow decisions to be made tonight on each of the 4 sites proposed by DC
ii) The sites:
003 – Land south of Churchfoot Lane – 30 homes: This site had been turned down by a planning inspector in 2020 on the grounds that it was an unsustainable location, with no amenities, no transport links and no safe footpath links; it also conflicted with many policies in the Neighbourhood Plan. The parish council agreed to object to development here. The full reasons are attached in Appendix 1
There were some public comments on having a new town for all the development and how and if DC conducted a SHLAA. These are best directed to DC in individuals own responses.
017 – Land north of Churchfoot Lane – 58 homes: Given its close proximity to site 003, councillors believe the same grounds for refusal – sustainability and conflict with the Neighbourhood Plan – apply to this site and the parish council agreed to object to development here. The full reasons are attached in Appendix 2
004 – Land east of the Causeway – 100 homes: This site is spit between 3 owners. The northernmost site was turned down by a planning inspector in 2022. The southern sector was turned down for development by North Dorset District Council in2017. The middle section is partly developed at Daisy Meadow. The owner of this section told the meeting he hadn’t been advised by DC that his site was being put forward. SM will check this with DC officers who had confirmed to him that all landowners were aware.
Given the need to allow some extra development, this southern part of this site is one of the more sustainable options. The parish council agreed to object to the proposed 100 homes, but would support a Flexible Settlements Policy development of 30 homes provided this did not go northward beyond Daisy Meadow. The full reasons are attached as Appendix 3
008 – The Ferns – 116 homes: This is a site split between 2 owners. An application to build 12 homes at the northeastern edge of this site was turned down by North Dorset District Council in 2019, on the grounds on unsustainability and conflict with the Neighbourhood Plan policies. This part of the site also includes employment buildings and a large solar panel site, neither of which is the parish council happy to see removed. Given the need to allow some extra development, this southwestern part of this site is one of the more sustainable options. The parish council agreed to object to the proposed 116 homes, but would support a Flexible Settlements Policy development of 30 homes in the Saunders Mead field provided the impact on existing homes on Wheat Close was minimised as much as possible. The full reasons are attached as Appendix 4
The public expressed concerns over the adequacy of the road network and the allocation by DC of Hazelbury as a Tier 3 village in the Local Plan. These are points that need to be made direct to DC in individual’s responses.
iii) Traveller’s sites: There are 3 established in Hazelbury and there were no objections to the plans to regularise their status as traveller’s sites and to increase the number of plots by 1 in two of the locations
iv) Consultation response: As well as site specific comments, DC has asked for more general and widespread responses across a whole range of issues. MW had prepared a draft response and this has been agreed for submission.
175/25 - Finance- to approve accounts for payment:
The payments listed below were all approved.
	Cheque
	Payee
	
	
	
	
	Net
	VAT
	Total

	DD
	Lloyds Bank
	
	
	Charges
	
	7.25
	
	£7.25

	SO
	IKServices
	
	
	Dog bin emptying
	£157.50
	
	£157.50

	DD
	Wessex Internet
	
	Monthly charge
	£1.00
	£0.20
	£1.20

	DD
	Dorset Council
	
	Cemetery Business Rates
	£19.00
	
	£19.00

	1664
	JB Gardens
	
	
	Cemetery/play area
	£320.00
	£64.00
	£384.00

	1665
	JB Gardens
	
	
	Allotment strimming
	£75.00
	£15.00
	£90.00

	1666
	M Wilson
	
	
	September pay
	£463.79
	
	£463.79



176/25 – Planning: a) to consider any planning applications received: P/HOU/2025/05227 – 9 Partway Lane, DT10 2DP – part conversion of garage: No objections
177/25 to consider a request from Mr Graham at the Antelope pub to hire the pavilion and Alec’s Field for changing and car parking facilities linked to an outdoor boxing and music event in June 2026: NR and MW had attended a meeting with Mr Graham and the promoter, John Le Monnier. MW had circulated details and concerns. NR proposed that these be considered by the Recreation Ground Committee and MW will arrange a meeting.
177/25 – Correspondence to note: British Solar Renewables are holding a public drop-in session in the village hall from 5pm – 8pm in the village hall concerning the arrangements for construction traffic at the North Dairy Farm site in Pulham work is due to start early in October.
178/25 – Date of next meeting: Tuesday 14th October 2025 at 7.15pm in the village hall. NR gave his aplogies.
179/25 – Close of meeting: With no further business to discuss SM closed the meeting at 8.50 pm
HBPC minutes 19th September 2025 – Appendix 1 - 003 – Land south of Churchfoot Lane
Dorset Council Local Plan 2025 – opportunity site for 30 homes
This site was put forward for development for 15 dwellings in application 2/2018/0462/OUT to North Dorset District Council. The application was refused and the applicant appealed the decision. This appeal – reference APP/N1215/W/19/3227814 – was dismissed by the Inspector on 20th January 2020. It is the view of Hazelbury Bryan Parish Council (HBPC) that nothing significant has changed to alter the grounds on which the appeal was refused and objects to the attempted allocation to develop 30 homes at the site in the draft Local Plan which should be refused.
The objections to development here, largely set out in the Inspector’s Decision are as follows. The paragraph references that follow relate to the Decision:
1. Inspector’s refusal decision:
i). Sustainability. Paras 11-18 highlight the lack of any facilities in the hamlet of Wonston. Access to local services including the shop, pub, village hall and recreation ground involve a walk along rural roads with no footways or street lighting. There are public rights of way but these are not made-up paths and would not be used frequently in all weathers or when it is dark. The primary school and church are nearer but walking access is via the narrow, single track Churchfoot Lane which again has no lighting or footways. Few children in Hazelbury Bryan walk to school on a regular basis. Most are delivered and collected by car, which causes untold difficulties of parking, access for through traffic and emergency vehicles. The situation is so bad the school has just built a new car park on part of its playing field to help alleviate the problems. Even from this proposed new development, people will drive. The Inspector found that the proposed development here would “lead to an over reliance on the use of the private car and as a consequence would not constitute sustainable development”. HBPC believes this still to be the case today and in the future.
ii). Landscape character. Paras 22-28 focus on character and appearance. The site is typical of the Rolling Vales Landscape Character Type (LCT). The Inspector recognised that the development “would have a significant change in the character of the site, with a substantial urbanising effect”. The Inspector noted that planned removal of hedgerows, even with mitigation measures, would “adversely impact upon the landscape in developing this site for housing, with localised views and more long-range views possible which would be affected.” Overall, the development “would have a harmful effect on the character and appearance of the area”.
2. National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF): 
There are many aspects of the NPPF regarding safety, access, biodiversity, conservation, heritage etc that will have to be taken into account should a formal planning application for outline approval be submitted. However, paragraph 89 is relevant now, stating that “in rural areas……it is important to ensure that development is sensitive to its surroundings, does not have an unacceptable impact on local roads and exploits any opportunities to make a location more sustainable (for example by improving the scope for access on foot, by cycling or by public transport). The only concrete proposal for this site in Appendix A is to “create a pedestrian link to LA/HAZE/017 to the north” – this presumably is just a gap in a hedge. 
3. Neighbourhood Plan. 
i) Planning weight: HBPC had a NP that was originally made in March 2019. The NP was refreshed and made again after examination in March 2024. Paragraph 14 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) December 2024 states that “In situations where the presumption (of sustainable development) applies to applications involving the provision of housing, the adverse impact of allowing development that conflicts with the neighbourhood plan is likely to significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits, provided the following apply a) the neighbourhood plan became part of the development plan five years or less before the date on which the decision is made; and b) the neighbourhood plan contains policies and allocations to meet its identified housing requirement. The Policies in HBPC’s neighbourhood plan should therefore carry full planning weight until March 2029, especially as the housing allocations in the plan will more that meet our identified housing requirement.
ii) Policies: The application for housing development at this site conflicts in varying degrees with policies in the plan.
HB3 – the development is immediately adjacent to a valued and very sensitive Green Space, namely the HBPC owned cemetery. This was opened in 1947 and is still active with both burials and cremations. It is a well-loved spot for quiet thought and contemplation and not just for those with loved-ones buried in the cemetery. Having an urban sprawl adjacent and in full view will extremely detrimental.
HB4 – the development will be visible from one of the Key Rural Views in the plan. The inspector acknowledged this without giving the matter much weight. However, that was for a development of 15 homes whilst this is now for 30, which might have a more significant impact depending on design and layout etc
HB13 – development here will diminish the important “Gap” between Wonston and Droop. 
HB15 – the site is not one allocated for housing in the neighbourhood plan. Given that the plan provides more than sufficient housing to cover the identified local need, a development of this size will undermine the viability of those sites identified in the plan for housing development. There is no evidence of unlimited demand for housing in Hazelbury Bryan. 

4. Conclusion: HBPC recognises that it needs to play its fair part in helping Dorset Council achieve the new target for development set by central Government. HBPC strongly believes that for all the reasons stated above, this is not a site suitable for sustainable development. There are better alternatives in the community.

















HBPC minutes 9th September 2025 – Appendix 2 - 017 – Land north of Churchfoot Lane
Dorset Council Local Plan 2025 – opportunity site for 53 homes
As far as HBPC is aware, no applications for development at this site have been made in recent times. However, the site is just the width of a narrow country lane away from a site on the south of Churchfoot Lane. Here the site was put forward for development for 15 dwellings in application 2/2018/0462/OUT to North Dorset District Council. The application was refused and the applicant appealed the decision. This appeal – reference APP/N1215/W/19/3227814 – was dismissed by the Inspector on 20th January 2020. It is the view of Hazelbury Bryan Parish Council (HBPC) this northern site is so close to the southern site that the Inspector’s grounds for refusal of development on the southern site apply equally as well. Nothing significant has changed to alter the grounds on which the appeal was refused and HBPC objects to the attempted allocation to develop 53 homes at this northern site in the draft Local Plan which should be refused.
The objections to development here, largely set out in the Inspector’s Decision are as follows. The paragraph references that follow relate to the Decision:
1. Inspector’s refusal decision:
i). Sustainability. Paras 11-18 highlight the lack of any facilities in the hamlet of Wonston. Access to local services including the shop, pub, village hall and recreation ground involve a walk along rural roads with no footways or street lighting. There are public rights of way but these are not made-up paths and would not be used frequently in all weathers or when it is dark. The primary school and church are nearer but walking access is via the narrow, single track Churchfoot Lane which again has no lighting or footways. Few children in Hazelbury Bryan walk to school on a regular basis. Most are delivered and collected by car, which causes untold difficulties of parking, access for through traffic and emergency vehicles. The situation is so bad the school has just built a new car park on part of its playing field to help alleviate the problems. Even from this proposed new development, people will drive. The Inspector found that the proposed development here would “lead to an over reliance on the use of the private car and as a consequence would not constitute sustainable development”. HBPC believes this still to be the case today and in the future.
ii). Landscape character. Paras 22-28 focus on character and appearance. The site is typical of the Rolling Vales Landscape Character Type (LCT). The Inspector recognised that the development “would have a significant change in the character of the site, with a substantial urbanising effect”. The Inspector noted that planned removal of hedgerows, even with mitigation measures, would “adversely impact upon the landscape in developing this site for housing, with localised views and more long-range views possible which would be affected.” Overall, the development “would have a harmful effect on the character and appearance of the area”.
2. National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF): 
There are many aspects of the NPPF regarding safety, access, biodiversity, conservation, heritage etc that will have to be taken into account should a formal planning application for outline approval be submitted. However, paragraph 89 is relevant now, stating that “in rural areas……it is important to ensure that development is sensitive to its surroundings, does not have an unacceptable impact on local roads and exploits any opportunities to make a location more sustainable (for example by improving the scope for access on foot, by cycling or by public transport). This proposal will have “unacceptable impacts” 

3. Neighbourhood Plan. 
i) Planning weight: HBPC had a NP that was originally made in March 2019. The NP was refreshed and made again after examination in March 2024. Paragraph 14 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) December 2024 states that “In situations where the presumption (of sustainable development) applies to applications involving the provision of housing, the adverse impact of allowing development that conflicts with the neighbourhood plan is likely to significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits, provided the following apply a) the neighbourhood plan became part of the development plan five years or less before the date on which the decision is made; and b) the neighbourhood plan contains policies and allocations to meet its identified housing requirement. The Policies in HBPC’s neighbourhood plan should therefore carry full planning weight until March 2029, especially as the housing allocations in the plan will more that meet our identified housing requirement.
ii) Policies: The application for housing development at this site conflicts in varying degrees with policies in the plan.
HB3 – the development is very close to, and will be very visible from, a valued and very sensitive Green Space, namely the HBPC owned cemetery. This was opened in 1947 and is still active with both burials and cremations. It is a well-loved spot for quiet thought and contemplation, and not just for those with loved-ones buried in the cemetery. Having an urban sprawl nearby and in full view will be extremely detrimental. 
HB4 – the development will be highly visible from one of the Key Rural Views in the plan. 
HB13 – development here will diminish the important “Gap” between Wonston and Droop. 
HB15 – the site is not one allocated for housing in the neighbourhood plan. Given that the plan provides more than sufficient housing to cover the identified local need, a development of this size will undermine the viability of those sites identified in the plan for housing development. There is no evidence of unlimited demand for housing in Hazelbury Bryan. 

4. Conclusion: HBPC recognises that it needs to play its fair part in helping Dorset Council achieve the new target for development set by central Government. HBPC strongly believes that for all the reasons stated above, this is not a site suitable for sustainable development. There are better alternatives in the community.














HBPC minutes 9th September 2025 – Appendix 3 - 004 Land east of the Causeway
Dorset Council Local Plan 2025 – opportunity site for 100 homes	
This site consists of three parcels of lane each owned we believe by different parties. Some have previous planning applications as below
Southern area – owned by Hall and Woodhouse, known locally as the fields north of the Antelope public house – subject to planning application 2/2017/2022/OUT for 35 homes. Application rejected by North Dorset Council Planning Committee on 7th March 2019
Middle area - owned by A J and D Moore, and located to the side and rear of the existing Daisy Medows development – no previous planning applications recently
Northern area – owned by V C and U Smith – subject to planning application 2/2018/0958/OUT for 12 homes. This application was rejected by Dorset Council and the applicants appealed the decision. This appeal – APP/D1265/W/22/3312576 – was dismissed by the Inspector on 1th August 2023.
The proposal in the Dorset Council Local Plan of August 2025 is for a development across the site of 100 homes.
Hazelbury Bryan Parish Council (HBPC) has significant objections to this proposed development as outlined below. These objections mirror those highlighted by the Inspector, North Dorset District Council’s planning committee and well as HBPC’s Neighbourhood Plan.
1. Inspector’s refusal decision – northern area
i) Location: Paras 6-10. These reference the lack of need for this open market housing to be located on a green-field site in the countryside, the conflict with policies in the neighbourhood plan especially HB13 and HB15. 
HB13 references the long-held, strategic policy of maintaining the “Gaps” between the individual and distinct seven hamlets that comprise Hazelbury Bryan. The Examiner of the first plan (David Kaiserman, BA, DipTP, MRTPI) commented in his report of 22nd November 2018 on this unusual arrangement “Hazelbury Bryan is a large rural parish situated at the southern end of the Blackmore Vale. It is a somewhat unusual settlement in that it does not readily conform to the typical image of a nucleated village with a clearly identifiable historic core and a scattering of smaller groupings roundabout. Instead, it is comprised of seven hamlets – Wonston, Woodrow, Partway, Park Gate, Droop, Pidney and Kingston.” Development of this parcel of land would virtually obliterate the Gap between Woodrow and Partway.
ii) Character and appearance: Paras 11-17. Development here would remove “the almost continuous verdant feature” of The Causeway given the removal of the main hedgerow, and would make a significant change to the character and appearance of The Causeway. The proposed development “would cause unacceptable harm to the character and appearance of the area……it would also conflict with neighbourhood plan policies HB1, HB5, and HB13 which restrict development within defined gaps where it would undermine the rural, undeveloped nature of the countryside or diminish the distinction between settlements and require the existing landscape to be respected”
iii) Conclusion: The proposed development conflicts with the (current) development plan as a whole and there are no material considerations, either individually or in combination, including the NPPF and its presumption in favour of sustainable development, that out-weigh this conflict. The appeal is dismissed”


2) North Dorset District Council refusal decision – southern area
The application was refused as it conflicted with the then extant North Dorset District Council Local Plan and with policies HB5, HB7, HB9, HB13 and HB15 in the HBPC neighbourhood plan. The policies in the neighbourhood remain valid, including the provision of sufficient sites within the plan to meet local housing need.

3. Neighbourhood Plan. 
i) Planning weight: HBPC had a NP that was originally made in March 2019. The NP was refreshed and made again after examination in March 2024. Paragraph 14 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) December 2024 states that “In situations where the presumption (of sustainable development) applies to applications involving the provision of housing, the adverse impact of allowing development that conflicts with the neighbourhood plan is likely to significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits, provided the following apply a) the neighbourhood plan became part of the development plan five years or less before the date on which the decision is made; and b) the neighbourhood plan contains policies and allocations to meet its identified housing requirement. The Policies in HBPC’s neighbourhood plan should therefore carry full planning weight until March 2029, especially as the housing allocations in the plan will more that meet our identified housing requirement.
ii) Policies: The application for housing development at this site conflicts in varying degrees with policies in the plan.
HB5 – Locally distinctive development
HB7 – Partway distinctive character
HB13 – development here will obliterate the important “Gap” between Partway and Woodrow. 
HB15 – the site is not one allocated for housing in the neighbourhood plan. Given that the plan provides more than sufficient housing to cover the identified local need, a development of this size will undermine the viability of those sites identified in the plan for housing development. There is no evidence of unlimited demand for housing in Hazelbury Bryan. 

Conclusion:
HBPC strongly objects to the possibility of 100 new homes in this site. However, it is mindful of the need to help Dorset Council achieve the target for the County imposed by central Government.
The southern end of this site is adjacent to most of the facilities within the village – shop, pub, playing field – and although it is without any public transport it is relatively “sustainable “ when compared to other sites. The distance to the school is an issue and no safe, usable in all weathers or seasons, walking route is feasible.
HBPC has noted the proposals for a Flexible Settlements Policy in its draft Local Plan. Villages with neighbourhood plans are to be excluded, we believe. However, our neighbourhood plan expires in 2031, and loses full planning weight in 2029. HBPC would potentially support a Flexible Settlements development of 30 homes in the southernmost part of this entire plot provided the northern extent of any development did not go beyond the existing Daisy Meadow development and the development was as linear as possible. This would maintain the existing Partway to Woodrow Gap. 
It would also give an opportunity within the development for a safe walking route to the shop from Pidney and Partway, and avoid the need to walk on the dangerous blind bend on the Causeway.



HBPC minutes 9th September 2025 – Appendix 4 - 008 – The Ferns
Dorset Council Local Plan 2025 – opportunity site for 116 homes
This site comprises two areas of land with different owners. 
The northern area, has its northern boundary on Military Lane and its southern boundary where it adjoins the field known as Saunders Mead
The southern area is the field known as Saunders Mead under Land Registry title DT412924 owned by D F and P A Cooper 
The proposal in the Dorset Council Local Plan of August 2025 is for a development across the site of 116 homes.
Hazelbury Bryan Parish Council (HBPC) has significant objections to this proposed development as outlined below. These objections mirror those to an earlier application by North Dorset District Council’s planning committee and well as HBPC’s Neighbourhood Plan.
1. Application 2/2017/2016/OUT for a development of 12 homes 
This application was refused by North Dorset District Council on 24th January 2019. The reasons for the refusal remain valid today and are detailed below
“The site is considered to be unsustainable because
a) it is in a remote location, with very limited range of services
b) it is a distance of approximately 5.8km by car to the nearest town
c) it has no safe footpath routes on or off road to local facilities in Hazelbury Bryan
Great weight is afforded to the underlying principle within the NPPF of achieving sustainable development. Given the unsustainable location failing to meet, amongst other things, the social objective regarding accessible services, the unsustainability of the proposal from a social perspective would significantly and demonstrably outweigh any benefits of a boost in the housing supply in this location

The proposed development, which would be on a greenfield site…….would conflict with policies in the emerging HBPC neighbourhood plan”.

The conflicts with the made neighbourhood plan are detailed below

2. Neighbourhood Plan. 
i) Planning weight: HBPC had a NP that was originally made in March 2019. The NP was refreshed and made again after examination in March 2024. Paragraph 14 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) December 2024 states that “In situations where the presumption (of sustainable development) applies to applications involving the provision of housing, the adverse impact of allowing development that conflicts with the neighbourhood plan is likely to significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits, provided the following apply a) the neighbourhood plan became part of the development plan five years or less before the date on which the decision is made; and b) the neighbourhood plan contains policies and allocations to meet its identified housing requirement. The Policies in HBPC’s neighbourhood plan should therefore carry full planning weight until March 2029, especially as the housing allocations in the plan will more that meet our identified housing requirement.
ii) Policies: The application for housing development at this site conflicts in varying degrees with policies in the plan.
HB5 – Locally distinctive development – This policy looks to new development to include measures to reduce energy consumption and carbon emissions, and include renewable energy measures in new building. Development at this site might involve the removal of a significant layout of solar panels and thus remove an important source of renewable energy.
H11 – Kingston distinctive character – This policy required that development in Kingston “should be sensitive to and reinforce the rural and historic character of the hamlet and rural nature of the roads and lanes. A development of 116 homes would be contrary to this policy. 
HB15 – the site is not one allocated for housing in the neighbourhood plan. Given that the plan provides more than sufficient housing to cover the identified local need, a development of this size will undermine the viability of those sites identified in the plan for housing development. There is no evidence of unlimited demand for housing in Hazelbury Bryan.
HB20 – Economic and Development Opportunities - retention of employment sites. Employment sites in Hazelbury Bryan are few and far between and any attempt to reduce these should be resisted.

The “Proposed approach” in Dorset Councils Appendix A does talk about “retaining the Employment use and Solar array” and restrict development to the southern field and area to the west of the employment site. However, as noted above, development of the area to the west of the employment site has already been refused as “unsustainable” by North Dorset District Council and nothing has changed to alter this judgement.

Conclusion:
HBPC strongly objects to the possibility of 116 new homes in this site. However, it is mindful of the need to help Dorset Council achieve the target for the County imposed by central Government.
The southern field at the end of this site is nearest to the facilities within the village – shop, pub, playing field – and although it is without any public transport it is relatively “sustainable “ when compared to other sites. The distance to the school is an issue and no safe, usable in all weathers or seasons, walking route is feasible.
HBPC has noted the proposals for a Flexible Settlements Policy in its draft Local Plan. Villages with neighbourhood plans are to be excluded, we believe. However, our neighbourhood plan expires in 2031, and loses full planning weight in 2029. HBPC would potentially support a Flexible Settlements development of 30 homes in the southern field that forms part of this entire plot. 







