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Reg 14 Pre-Submission Plan Consultation 7th Nov to 19th Dec 2018 

Consultation Responses 

 

No Comment Type / Ref Method Comment 

1 Bryanston Resident 1 On-line 5.72 the Bryanston Estate no longer belongs to the Crown  

Consideration needs to be made to changes to the configuration and parking restrictions at the bottom of New 
Road/Dorchester Hill/Fairmile with the building of the new houses. 

2 Bryanston Resident 2 On-line I am grateful for all the great effort that has gone into making a very sound Plan. I support it. 

3 Bryanston Resident 3 On-line I totally agree with the Blandford+ Neighbourhood Plan 

4 Blandford Resident 1 Email Good day.  I am responding to the consultation document put through the door.   

I recently went to Stamford in Rutland-Lincolnshire and was struck, as everyone must be, at the highly successful way a 
Georgian town had been preserved.  Blandford Forum, too, is a unique Georgian town and it seems to me a pity that we do not 
take more advantage of that.  Nothing of our unique Georgian heritage, the finest period of English architecture, must be 
eradicated. or even attenuated.   

The market square - “the centre of Blandford forms one of the most satisfying Georgian ensembles anywhere in England" 
(Pevsner) -  is a perfect, human small place where, with its parish church - “a noble and eminently interesting building" (Pevsner 
again), its magnificent Corn Exchange and the inns necessary in this very important coaching stage, its Georgian character could 
be emphasised more with shopfronts and signs firmly controlled (as in Stamford).  If the now redundant Red Lion were given the 
exterior importance it deserves it could complete this scene of a bustling coaching town.    

The whole centre is as comfortable and neat as a shopping mall seeks to be.  Why can it not be an open-air shopping mall, 
planned as such?  I have no doubt that, if it could be achieved, lower rents could attract more quality, specialist shops in 
addition to the good ones we have and people would travel from a wide area around to avail themselves of quality and service.  
Large chains offer no service or even interest in the customer.  Profits would rise with a centre really worth coming to see and 
shop in. 
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The greatest pity is the state of 26 East Street with East Street Hall at its side.  East Street is the approach to the town centre and 
the dreadful condition of no. 26, in essence a good and very pleasant façade, spreads an air of dereliction over the whole 
neighbourhood.  Who would want to invest money in a town suffering from such neglect? 

We do not want a Disneyland, though there is no harm in remembering the public’s taste for that sort of thing, but we could 
take advantage of, and make money from, a most distinctive history which is still in place in its buildings. 

5 Pimperne Resident 1 On-line A Neighbourhood Plan may not propose development in an area already covered by a designated Neighbourhood Plan area. The 
Examiner for the Pimperne Neighbourhood Plan stated 'I therefore also conclude that there is no justification for increasing the 
target number of developments in the PNP'. The area proposed by Blandford+ is within Pimperne and already covered by their 
Plan. There are other suitable areas within the Blandford+ area that should be used. The Pimperne Plan examiner stated 'In my 
opinion it would be quite wrong for me to recommend an allocation at this stage, or an increase in the housing target figure in 
view of my conclusion set out in paragraph 5.15 above. I understand that the part of this site within Blandford Forum is 
currently being considered in the Blandford + Neighbourhood Plan and that the whole of it is being promoted for development. 
Clearly the consideration of a site within another NP area is not for me, but it seems to me that consideration of any planning 
application that may be made which includes the part of the site within the PNP area should be dealt with under normal 
development management procedures.' The area must be considered as Strategic and therefore outside of the remit for 
Blandford+. 

6 Blandford Resident 2 On-line The MOD Defence Infrastructure Organisation (DIO) has published a public document (early Nov) laying out their future plan for 
MOD infrastructure. Within this documents it mentions the closure of Blandford Signals Camp and looking for options for its 
future use of the site from 2023. Whilst MOD affordability is a key driver to the move - as it was on the last proposal to close the 
site - there is a potentially big impact on the town in terms of housing supply. If the camp closes then we will have several 
hundred homes available on the market in close proximity to the town. It is suggested that the team engage with DIO (Richard 
McKinney, Regional Delivery Director) to ascertain exactly what the plan is and as a minimum note the possible development for 
further updating. 

B+ NOTE: Response drafted by Roger – See Appendix A 

7 Blandford Resident 2 On-line No objections to the contents, but objection to the omission of the requirement in the original neighbourhood plan for the 
retention of Nordon, and proposals 'to reflect the heritage significance of the main building and the contribution of the site to 
the Conservation Area. This will likely mean that new buildings may be of a similar height and form to the main building but 
should not entirely surround the building or obscure its view from Salisbury Road.' 
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It is a building of architectural and historical significance which should be added to the sadly still to be formalised Local List of 
unlisted heritage assets, if not listed. Perhaps the development of a Local List and contributions to the maintenance of those 
and of listed properties and the conservation area as a whole should be part of the CIL wish-list so that a fund can be 
established to help preserve our historic town centre environment. 

Also, I note the Crown Meadows, Stour Meadows and Marsh & Ham are mentioned, along with the Langton play area, but not 
the Langton Meadows which are equally important as a 'green space'. 

8 Blandford Resident 3 On-line Thank you for allowing one to comment on your pre-submission Neighbour Plan.  Overall it is a step in the right direction to 
provide controlled growth within the Neighbourhood Plan’s designated area. 

However, I have grave reservations that the mitigation, that is proposed in your plan for the increase in greenhouse emissions, 
does not address the fact that the majority of people moving into the area will continue to work outside the area, in places such 
as Poole, Bournemouth, Southampton, Salisbury and further afield; local footpaths and cycle routes do not address commuting 
needs.  This can only be addressed by building houses either where people work or building them as and when additional 
employment in the local area is generated.  Rural bus services are in decline, the Blandford town circular bus is hardly used, 
indicating that most people will use their car to do their shopping.  The topography of Blandford is not conducive to walking.  
While going into town is downhill for most, returning with shopping, whether on a bicycle, or walking is an uphill struggle, 
especially with a push chair and children.  Cycle routes and footpaths often take circuitous routes, which while they may avoid 
roads, leave the cyclists and pedestrian frustrated and therefore don’t use them.  (The use of the bypass footbridge would be 
such a case, if it was suggested that people should not cross the bypass at Salisbury Road, but use the bridge.)  A pedestrian 
takes on average 10 times longer to travel a distance covered by a car in a 30 mph area, making them go additional distances for 
the convenience of drivers is not encouraging them to walk. 

There is little information in your pre-submission document about the highways scheme you are proposing.  The document 
states “The highways scheme comprises measures to satisfactorily manage its traffic effects on the road network ….’’ (Policy B2, 
vi).  But fails to address any issues concerning how traffic flows will be improved in and around Blandford. While fully supporting 
the need to encourage people to walk or cycle, see above, most people use their cars even for the shortest journeys.  More 
information in this area would be much appreciated by everyone.  

Climate Change is the biggest issue affecting all of us.  If our planet is to be sustained for future generations, then everything we 
do now must aim to improve the local environment and especially reduce greenhouse emissions.  The NP must do everything it 
possibly can to encourage the take up of electric and hydrogen vehicles, through insisting that all new builds provide the 
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infrastructure for charging points, both for households and industry; All new builds should have both solar water heating and 
electricity panels; All new housing should be close to where people work, etc. 

I commend you on the need to increase community facilities, especially on the northern side of the town, but recommend 
caution.  With the opening of Lidl, at least one community shop has closed citing Lidl as the cause and I expect others have 
experienced a drop in sales and footfall.  Getting enthusiastic entrepreneurs to run such facilities, building up a clientele from 
scratch is not for the faint hearted and may well be a non-starter.  Similarly finding individuals to run a community centre even if 
subsidized by the council for the first few years, may also be considered a pipe-dream, even if developers facilitate a free build 
of the venue.  We know that the current doctors’ surgeries are having difficulty coping with the increasing demand, there 
biggest issue being to attract new doctors to the area.  Providing a location for a new surgery or help to providing better and 
bigger facilities (Norden?) for the current surgeries is not likely to have any affect unless new doctors can be encouraged to 
move to the area. These practical issues need to be aired within your NP. 

At paragraph xi to xiii of Policy B2, you talk about Phase 1 and Phase 2 of a scheme which hasn’t yet been formally published.  I 
would suggest that that paragraph xi to xiii are reworded to read: 

xi.       An illustrative masterplan that defines the land uses and key developments principles for access, layout, design within the 
Blandford + Neighbourhood Plan area and the principles of phasing and implementation as necessary. 

xii.      design feature that improve energy efficiency and reduce both carbon dioxide and nitrogen oxides emissions; and, 

xiii.    a planning obligation to secure the release of all land necessary for the supporting infrastructure, the 2FE primary school 
and other community facilities following outline planning consent within the Blandford + Neighbourhood plan area prior to 
commencement of that scheme. 

At para 5.15, you state that the land can be safely accessed from the A354 Salisbury Road.  I would take issue with this 
statement.  Firstly, this land is within Pimperne Parish and therefore should not be subject to your NP.  Secondly people 
currently turning on to the Salisbury Road from both Letton Park, Letton Close and the 2 houses bordering this land have great 
difficulty exiting on to the road, due to the blind hill at by Letton Park.  Adding additional exit points on to the A354 at this point 
will increase the risk of serious accidents occurring.  The current field entrance close to the Blandford Bypass, is within your NP 
area, but is very close to the roundabout  and unless major changes are made is not a suitable of safe entrance or exit to land 
within in your NP area. 

At Para 5.19, last sentence it states “…and would mitigate the potentially considerable additional car movements required to 
ensure…”  I suggest that this should be reworded to reflect a much more pragmatic, realistic situation to read “… and would go 
some way to mitigate the considerable additional car movement required to ensure….”. 
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At Para 5.24 you refer to the examiner’s comments on the Pimperne Neighbourhood plan.  Having reread his report, I do not 
recognise all the comments you make.  He acknowledges that you are proposing to develop within your area, but states: “The 
part of this site that is within PNP area could be accommodated sensitively whilst retaining an important landscape gap 
between Blandford Forum and Pimperne.”   The important element is that which is underlined and is the gap between Letton 
and Blandford. 

Developments are necessary, but in the light of the downward revised figures for population growth in North Dorset, the need 
to reduce pollution emissions by encouraging people to live close to their places of work and therefore not building excessive 
housing in inappropriate areas, I hope that Blandford + will take these points on board and ensure that the next version of the 
NP 

• Only covers the area within their NP boundary. 

• Includes a published highways scheme that address the increase in traffic that will result from the additional housing, 
such as improvements to the bypass and all its roundabouts. 

• Includes proposals for cycle routes and footpaths that encourage people to use them. 

• Addresses that need to move people to electric and hydrogen vehicles.  

• Addresses the need of people commuting out of the area. 

• Addresses the need to reduce reliance on carbon fuels by encouraging all new builds to have both solar water and solar 
electricity panels fitted. 

• Encourage developers to produce schemes that are only within the Blandford + NP area. 

9 Blandford Resident 4 Email I live middle of Cobham road back of commentary.  There is no short cut to walk or cycle to the local shop. (one stop) because of 
commentary or the houses  long  Salisbury road. We have to go the end of Shottesford  ave.  Or go the end of Lady Baden 
Powell way. Other main points are getting to the milldown or the trailway  and the  senior schools long milldown road.the two 
short cuts are down busy tin pot lane or a path long side the DCC depot on to busy industrial state then on to a narrow path to 
the mill down or find your  way on jubilee way. Badbury Heights the streets are a mazie you soon can  get lost. They should be a 
simple and practical planning. Green spaces and play areas make it Easy axes for all the housing state not just stuck on the end 
.(green)cycles walk ways build in the plans .The point I am trying to make is people like to take short cuts to walk or cycling to 
work, school and sport, shops and have  better axes to the  bridleways and foot paths. Badbury Heights nice place better 
practical planning as I said above. In the proposals you are going to enhance the housing states in the rest of town and centre or 
will you miss out parts so you are left with a miss mash. The new Doctors surgery and Health and wellbeing centre should be in 
the easy to all the town. B+ NP constraints s plan areas of search. (A) Building houses here, you would be too far to travel to the 
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town centre to shop etc. houses would be closer to Pimperne Village than the town centre. Plan B would be closer and better 
route to the town centre. Surjection is to extend the sunrise Business Park. which I agree. You say to creating and supporting of 
jobs. You did not say for local jobs.  I have worked in Factories in North Dorset with large numbers of workers in nearly all low 
skill work. Which is take up by 90% of Easton Europe workers .Would be better bring in more smaller firms with skill and semi-
skilled work which would bring bigger range of work. Better soot to rural commune.  Most leveing  School  now with  
qualifications we should be trying keep them in Blandford. 

10 Blandford Resident 5 On-line I support the NP. 

11 Blandford Resident 6 On-line Historically, the growth of Blandford has ben to the North of the town - this is a proposed and welcomed extension to that 
historic growth. The proposed developments not only have the support of various landscape assessments but also of the 
majority of residents. With the developments come much needed social and affordable housing but will generate a new two 
form entry primary school in the north of the town where it is much needed. In addition, new community facilities and outreach 
NHS satellites are also proposed. Residents living in the south of the town, in Blandford St. Mary, Bryanston and Charlton 
Marshall want no further development in this area as the responses to the informal consultation on this document testify. With 
them come no infrastructure, a significant increase in traffic around the 'Tescos' roundabout and increased traffic journeys to 
schools especially. Moreover, any further development in the south will destroy the essentially rural nature of the villages 
referred to. I fully support the B+ NP position on the main shopping area - to increase the range of land uses away from A1 retail 
per se, to a more eclectic and varied mix of uses to attract people to the centre. 

12 BSM Resident 1 On-line I fully agree with all proposals and recommendations in the Blandford + Neighbourhood Plan V2. 

13 Blandford Resident 7 On-line I think a lot of thought and research has gone into the plan, nothing will please everyone and no plan would be perfect, but this 
is good 

14 BSM Resident 2 On-line I am in full support of the Neighbourhood Plan2 as it is currently demonstrated. 

15 Blandford Resident 8 On-line I feel so positive about this plan. Blandford will benefit hugely. Our businesses will have a better chance to thrive and our 
wonderful town can grow. This can only benefit the residents. 

16 Blandford Resident 9 On-line I fully support the proposals and look forward to their adoption 

17 Blandford Resident 10 On-line I fully support the blandfod+ proposal 

18 Blandford Resident 11 On-line I only hope that is time the plan will be approved . 
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19 Blandford Resident 12 On-line The proposed location of houses at the NE is favourable as long as the road system into the new development does not cause 
congestion on the main ring road. Also must have a new doctor and dentist to support the numbers, as the current surgeries 
can’t cope. 

20 Blandford Resident 13 On-line I agree with the NP 

21 Blandford Resident 14 On-line I am in agreeance with the Neighbourhood Plan 

22 BSM Resident 3 Email Q7 

Area F 

Dorchester Hill and Fairmile roads are very narrow, in places too narrow for vehicles to pass.  Many large vehicles use Fairmile 
as a “rat run”, causing many holdups and accidents / near-misses.  Dorchester Hill is already in the course of development, and 
the feared traffic problems have already manifested themselves.  Any development of Lower Bryanston Farm would force traffic 
through these roads to access either Blandford town or the bypass. 

b)  Traffic accessing Blandford would have to cross the bridge over the River Stour – again, this bridge is not designed to cater 
for even the existing volume of traffic, being too narrow for large vehicles to pass.  In addition, there is a pavement on one side 
only, forcing pedestrians to assess traffic movements from four directions in order to cross the road to the existing pavement.  
Once on the existing pavement pedestrians are constantly at risk from lorry and bus wing mirrors and down drafts.  The 
pavement, on one side only, from a health and safety point of view, is totally inadequate for even the existing level of 
pedestrian traffic – it is impossible in places for even two pedestrians to pass, let alone buggies, walking frames, dogs etc.  

c)  At the junction of Dorchester Hill, Fairmile and New Road there are effectively 4 roads meeting at a single point.  This 
junction is dangerous.  There are no pedestrian pavements, nor space to create these.  Long and agricultural vehicles turning left 
from New Road towards Blandford have to encroach onto the wrong side of the road on what is a blind corner.   Again, 
increased traffic flow here would be undesirable and dangerous.   

d)  There is a triangle of land currently used for parking at this junction, but if this were to be developed then on average 10 cars 
would need to be provided with adequate parking elsewhere.   

e)  There is a public right of way across the proposed Lower Bryanston Farm development site, regularly used by ramblers.    In 
addition, the roads around the junction are regularly used by cyclists taking part in speed trials, and horse riders. 

In my opinion, any additional housing created at Lower Bryanston Farm will only aggravate the existing traffic problems. In 
essence, the road structure simply is not designed to accommodate additional traffic volumes. 
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3)  Biodiversity  

We have a duty to protect habitat and biodiversity.  The proposed development area is an AONB, where many types of bats, 
birds and other wildlife flourish.    

The Planning Inspectorate has already stated that a bat mitigation programme is required which would effectively take 12-15 
years to complete.   Persimmon Homes, on Dorchester Hill, merely offered  a “5m ecology zone around the whole site for 
wildlife”, and even this has not materialised. 

Other important wildlife has been found on the site, such as Cock-chaffer and dung beetles. 

4)  Drainage.    

 The proposed area is a  sloping site.  At present, in periods of heavy rainfall, water runs off the fields onto the roads in huge 
quantities, creating rivers on the roadways.  This has already caused one dwelling at the Fairmile junction to suffer major 
flooding problems as the old drainage system can not cope with such volume.   

 Should the proposed sites be developed, this can only add to the drainage needs of the area and we believe a full assessment of 
the capacity of the system should be undertaken prior to any commitment, since we suspect that like many parts of rural Dorset 
the drainage system was designed many years ago and may not be capable of transporting additional volume.  

5)  Rural amenities  

There is a public right of way across the proposed Fairmile development site, regularly used by ramblers.    In addition, the roads 
around the junction are regularly used by cyclists taking part in speed trials, and horse riders.  

 6)  Employment  

We understand that the type of housing being considered is mixed, to enable more citizens to own/rent their own homes.  As 
professional accountants specialising in the sale of businesses we see many companies where the need now is not for low grade 
manual skills, but in this age of technology advanced skills are now in high demand, and the demand is unlikely to be found in 
Blandford, necessitating travel to Poole and Bournemouth.    

It would be important therefore before any development to carry out investigation amongst local employers as to  the type of 
skills they need in order to match housing requirements with available skills.  Since it is likely that a reasonable proportion of 
people will work outside the town, a location closer to the “A” road network would be highly preferable.    

We believe that this proposal is not viable, nor is it in the general public interest, for the reasons above.  We believe that 
alternative sites are available which would better serve the interests of the area for the following reasons:  
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1) The sites to the North of the town are adjacent to the major road network.  This would mean that:-  a) traffic would not 
have to travel through Blandford or Blandford St Mary (Lower Bryanston) to access Tesco or employment sites at Blandford 
Camp, Blandford Heights, Sunrise; b) people who work in Poole, Bournemouth, Dorchester, Salisbury etc would have direct 
access to the major roads without affecting Blandford; c) since this is currently agricultural land there would be no impact on 
wildlife d) there would be no risk from flooding.  

2) Development to the Southeast of the town, south of the junction of the A350/A354 (Tesco roundabout).  This land was 
earmarked for the potential Charlton Marshall bypass, a project which has now been abandoned, leaving the land available for 
development.  The benefits from developing this land we believe would be as follows:- a)  no risk from flooding; b)  easy access 
to the “A” road system, again ideal for those travelling to Poole, Dorchester etc, avoiding the town centre; c)  the area is not 
part of an AONB; d)  easy walking/cycling to the town centre and Tesco;   

Both sites are open and level, and there would be a greater freedom in terms of design and use of renewable energy options.  
Additionally the provision of sewerage/drainage facilities here would be adequate to accept the new volumes and road 
infrastructure would be purpose-built.   

Both of these options, to the North and to the Southeast, would not impact on Blandford either in terms of traffic and pollution 
or heritage, in that they would be effectively separated from what is essentially a Georgian town, thus maintaining the town’s 
character. Rather than regarding the bypass as a “defendable barrier to development” which it was never intended to be, I 
believe  it should be regarded as a natural separation between old Blandford and new development 

Q8 

The Infrastructure Review highlights the many shortcomings of current infrastructure, and the review, whilst laudable in its 
aims,  is mainly a high level wishlist of aspirations for the area – it does not provide practical solutions – e.g. cycle lanes/tracks – 
where in the road system of Blandford and  its environs can these aims be met, bearing in mind the narrow roads with no 
footpaths?  Doctors’ surgeries – who is to finance the building/running/clinical needs of these, where are the sites to be 
located?  Sporting and recreational facilities, schools and other educational facilities, again, where could these be located, and 
more importantly, when would they be provided? 

i)  There are no facilities in Lower Bryanston other than the Blandford St Mary primary school, which is already oversubscribed. 
To access shops, doctors’ surgeries, hospital, dentists, senior schools, sports facilities and local employment etc, people would 
have to travel along inadequate roads, either by foot, cycle or vehicle, and across the bridge (see above).     
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It has been shown by experience that most development takes place before infrastructure and facilities are put in place, with 
the inevitable strain that places on existing facilities.  This also applies to employment –if the jobs are not there from the outset, 
new residents will travel elsewhere for work, placing further strain on roads, adding to pollution etc. 

23 Blandford Resident 15 Hard 
Copy 

See Appendix B 

24 Bryanston Resident 4 On-line Such is the welter of information that is being thrown at laymen that it is difficult to respond coherently. In order to keep it 
simple we are limiting our comments to consideration of development in the area of Lower Bryanston Farm/New Road. We 
believe that any further development in that are will damage irretrievably the last "lung" that is left in Blandford. It is the only 
place where one can still leave the Georgian part od town and immediately be in the countryside. Development of the area will 
inevitably lead to a creeping development of the land to the South of New Road and all up that road, which would destroy one 
of the only remaining areas of countryside immediately adjacent to the town. It is not surprising that the new owners of the 
Bryanston Estate are promoting the current proposed development. Once they get this through there is an inevitable argument 
that more infrastructure will be needed - schools etc - and so more development is needed and will be able to argue for 
destroying a huge area of countryside. There will not be any natural boundary. For the same reasons we oppose any 
development of Crown Meadows: It falls into the same category. 

25 Blandford Resident 16 On-line The proposals in Policy B2 were put forward previously and were rejected by an independent examiner. . This decision should 
stand. Development in this location would have a detrimental effect on the whole area. The development also would not 
benefit many of the Blandford Forum residents who are seeking housing. 

The comments and objections made previously by the AONB organisation have not been addressed and are still applicable. 

In the coming years the way things are going more not less agricultural land will be needed. 

 

26 Bryanston Resident 5 On-line Important plan for the future of Bryanston and the Blandford central hub. Fully support the need for infrastructure ignored by 
past planning when increasing the number of dwellings. Plan should be adopted. 

27 Blandford Resident 17 On-line Doctors surgery.  Cannot get enough Drs at the moment -what makes the planners think Blandford will become more attractive 
with additional housing developments?  

Why another community centre- - did not build one on the Persimmons site as unable to get the personnel to man it so why 
build another one? Just a waste of money! 
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Roads and infrastructure - major upheaval ?  some proposals present dangerous accesses and egresses 

Schools - High school too small. Even with expansion there's the problem with attracting and retaining teachers. 

Parking - Developers appear to believe that households have 1 car where most have 2 due to the location of Blandford. 

Parking in Blandford is a problem now which would be even worse with the additional cars from the new developments. 

Would the natural habitat for the deer and buzzards etc be conserved especially in ANOB. 

 Would current greenery be maintained as much as possible ie marking boundary between various parish council boundaries 
and Blandford 

28 Blandford Resident 18 Hard 
Copy 

See Appendix C 

29 Shaftesbury Town 
Council 

Email I am emailing following Shaftesbury Town Council’s Planning and Highways meeting held last night, one of the agenda items was 
the Blandford+ Neighbourhood Plan 2. 

There was no formal responses regarding the plan however, the committee wanted to wish you every success with the 
submission of the Blandford+ Neighbourhood Plan 2. 

    

    

    

 

 


