
DORSET LOCAL PLAN CONSULTATION JAN - MARCH 2021 

RESPONSE FROM THE JOINT COUNCILS’ COMMITTEE of the BRIDPORT AREA NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 

 

PROLOGUE 
The Joint Councils; Committee (JCC) of the 2020 “MADE” Bridport Area Neighbourhood Plan (BANP) comprises of elected representatives from the 

participating Councils (Allington, Bothenhampton & Walditch, Bradpole, Bridport & Symondsbury) and is charged with delivering, monitoring and 

reviewing the Neighbourhood Plan. 

A prime consideration in monitoring the performance and effectiveness of BANP is to consider the extent to which subsequent changes to Local and 

National policies may have consequences for BANP. 

At the time of responding the medium-term effects of both BREXIT and COVID-19 are unknown and this is reflected in some of our responses. 

It is in the context of the above that we provide this response from the JCC. 
 

The JCC supports the Dorset Council decision to progress the Local Plan process despite the issues arising from “Planning for the Future”. 

In the West Dorset area there has already been much delay since a review of the 2015 WDDC Local Plan was initiated in 2016.  

Unification resulted in that Plan, which probably would have come into effect this year, being suspended and replaced by the new Dorset Plan which will 

not be adopted until 2023/24.  

It is encouraging to note that accumulated evidence from the WDDC Local Plan review has been brought forward and updated in this new Dorset Plan but 

we are aware that there are likely to be amendments prior to the publication stage. 
 

The JCC considers that this first iteration of the Dorset Local Plan generally reflects, respects, and reinforces BANP. 

Whilst the JCC acknowledges that a Local Plan has to have regard to national guidance, much as a Neighbourhood Plan has to, we do have concerns 
regarding both the basis for allocating housing numbers and the overriding  issue of Climate Change. These are reflected in our comments hereunder. 
In regard to Climate Change (Sec 3) the Local Plan years to 2038 are going to be critical during which robust action will need to be taken.  
We have only responded to questions where we wish to add comment.  
Where we have not responded we are generally content with the text and draft policies as written. 

 
This response was approved by the Joint Councils’ Committee of the Bridport Area Neighbourhood Plan. 

 
 

Signed: Cllr C J Baker 
Chairman 

 
Date 4 March 2021 

 

 



SECTION POLICIES QUESTIONS BANP-JCC RESPONSE     

1: 
INTRODUCTION  

 None Re: Neighbourhood Plans the general support is 
welcome. BANP was “Made” in May 2020  the 
reference to precedence is understood.  
The draft Local Plan, as it stands, presents very few 
conflicts with existing BANP policies, we shall monitor 
this as the Plan evolves. 

2: DEVELOPMENT 
STRATEGY  

P.18  Q: Vision and strategic priorities?  
1: Do you have any comments on the Vision 
and Strategic Priorities? 

As above.  

 P.20  
DEV1: The housing 
requirement and the need 
for employment land in 
Dorset 

Q: The housing requirement and the need 
for employment land in Dorset? 
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

The housing requirement is largely driven by 
Government methodology which does not necessarily 
take account of LOCALISM on which Neighbourhood 
Plans are founded. 
In Para 2.2.2 & 6. it is noted that proposed Govt. 
changes may affect the housing requirement. This to 
be reflected in Plan changes prior to the publication 
stage. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

P. 31 - 34  
DEV2: Growth in the south 
eastern Dorset functional 
area 
DEV3: Growth in the central 
Dorset functional area 
DEV4: Growth in the 
northern Dorset functional 
area 

 
Re BANP: not our area.  
 DEV5  
 
 

Comment: 
Although not in the BANP area what happens in other 
Dorset areas could impact upon the Western 
functional area. 
As elsewhere much is dependent upon the resolution 
of the “Planning for the Future” White Paper. 
 
 

 
 

P. 35 
DEV5: Growth in the 
western Dorset functional 
area 
 

Q: Growth in the western Dorset 
functional area  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section / 
chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

3. Changes in the dynamic of the workforce due to 
COVID-19 may call for a reappraisal of home sizes, 
numbers etc. to provide for homeworking and for 
those wishing to move their homeworking base into 
our attractive surroundings. 
This is a developing situation and, as with any BREXIT 
impact, will require consideration before the Plan is 
submitted for Independent Examination. 



 P.51 Q: Meeting the housing need  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section / 
chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

P.48 Fig 2 “Potential supply of new homes from 
option sites” indicates nil for Bridport but at para: 
2.7.12 1469 for West Dorset. In deducting the figures 
for Beaminster & Lyme Regis (-160) it seems we are 
left with 1309 for Bridport. It is understood that these 
are already covered as “Existing Sites” (allocated or 
consented) resulting in the above “nil” figure. 
Overall this appears to be a significant increase over 
the WDDC 2015 Plan numbers (945) for the Bridport 
area although it is acknowledged that this new local 
Plan takes the position 7 years forward to 2038. 
The numbers appear to be Govt. target-led rather 
than relying on local knowledge. It is accepted that 
the needs of all have to be considered which includes 
incoming workers and retirees (Dorset being a 
favourite area). 
We note that the figures will be updated prior to the 
publication stage to reflect the position at that point. 
We are pleased to note the intention to address the 
5-year housing supply situation which has been a 
problem in the BANP area and elsewhere. 

 P.55 Q: Meeting the employment need  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section / 
chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

 
1 & 2 No comment 
 
 
3. We do not currently know what the future holds re 
the medium to longer effects of COVID-19, as well as 
that of BREXIT, particularly on our smaller businesses. 

 P.58:  
DEV9: Neighbourhood plans 

Q: Neighbourhood Planning  
1: Do you have any comments on the 
approach to establishing housing targets for 
Neighbourhood Plans? 
 

BANP is already “MADE”, nothing to add. 

3: ENVIRONMENT 
& CLIMATE 
CHANGE  

P.60 Q: Climate change  Fig 1 page 60 refers to “renewable energy 
developments appropriate to Dorset”  



 1: What else could the local plan do to 
mitigate climate change and help people 
adapt to its effects? 

It is unclear as to what  energy developments are 
considered inappropriate for Dorset. We should be 
taking full advantage of both our latitudinal and 
coastal geographical position.  
There is a need for viable large scale green energy 
generation if we are to become energy neutral. There 
is a fine balance in both encouraging and allowing all 
dwellings to adapt and to improve their energy 
efficiency whilst having strategic policies to protect 
our local heritage and environment.  
BANP has a range of Climate & Design policies which 
we expect the Local Plan to re-enforce.  
See ENV1 below. 

 P.64 
ENV1: Green Infrastructure: 
Strategic Approach 

Q: Green infrastructure: Strategic 
approach  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section / 
chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

3.2.7  
REPLACE “should” with “will” 
1. YES. In consultations with residents the protection 
and enhancement of our green environment is 
consistently afforded the highest priority. 
2. ENV1:II. REPLACE “expected to” with “required to” 
     ENV1:III. REPLACE “should” with “will” 
3. ENV1:V. Adequate provision should be made for 
the long-term management and maintenance of the 
green infrastructure network for at least 30 years. 

 P.74 - 76:  
ENV2: Habitats & Species 

Q: Habitats and species  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section / 
chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 
 
 
 

3.3.29 We support Dorset Council’s commitment to 
the preservation of ancient woodlands and to 
sensitive tree planting.  
Since the benefits of the latter will only be seen in the 
longer term it should not be used as a means of 
avoiding taking measures needed now to make a 
significant impact. 
Similarly it should not be a way in which developers 
can be seen to be mitigating adverse effects on the 
landscape where otherwise such development plans 
would be in conflict with national and local policies 
including BANP.  
Ref: Bridport/AONB Tree Plan 

https://www.bridport-tc.gov.uk/bridport-area-tree-plan/


See also: ENV4. 

 P.83/84:  
ENV 4:Landscape 

Q: Landscape  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

1. YES.  
P.81 - We strongly agree with para: 3.5.2 which 
accords with BANP. 
2. Replace “should” with “will” throughout ENV4. 
ENV4:v. How are “Exceptional circumstances” to be 
defined and by whom? 
3. One of the effects of  COVID-19 has been a move 
from the town to the country to work and live. There 
is an opportunity to enable many more people to 
have a better work life balance post COVID. The AONB 
(paras 3.5.9/10.) has a significant role to play. 

 P.96/97:  
ENV6: Geodiversity 

Q: Geodiversity  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

The Jurassic Coast, and its “setting”, is a locally 
important WHS and the link to ENV5 is appropriate. 
However that should not prevent development some 
miles from the WHS “setting” where other planning 
measures would come into play. 
Concern exists whether para 3.7.6., given the 
Secretary of State’s comments, can sit comfortably 
with the Dorset Council Climate Emergency 
Declaration. 

 P.101:  
ENV7: Achieving High 
Quality Design 

Q: Achieving high quality design  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

1. Yes. Reflects National policy and BANP policy D8. 
There is a place for good quality contemporary design 
where it enhances the local area. We note that a 
Dorset Council Design Supplementary Planning 
Document (SPD) will be produced alongside this plan 
and will have regard to the BANP and others. 
We also note that the Govt launched, on 30 Jan 2021, 
draft New Design Codes for new developments 
2 & 3 No Comment 

 P.104:  
ENV8: The Landscape & 
Townscape Context 

Q: Landscape and townscape context 1: Do 
you agree with the suggested approach and 
what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  

1. Yes but single one-off examples (e.g. the Sage, 
Gateshead) can “place an area on the map” 
 
2 & 3 No Comment 

https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/national-planning-policy-framework-and-national-model-design-code-consultation-proposals


3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns 

 P.106:  
ENV9: Achieving High Levels 
of Environmental 
Performance 

Q: Achieving high levels of environmental 
performance  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

1. Yes. Subject to the ambition that the installation of 
suitable solar panels, or such other future energy 
efficient methods, should be presumed for all 
buildings. 
2. & 3. Reflects WDDC ENV 13 but the opportunity 
should be taken to engage “will be expected”. 
Sits alongside BANP D9 

 P.111:  
ENV11: Amenity 

Q: Amenity  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns 

1, 2, & 3. YES 
Similar to existing national, local & BANP guidelines 
and important to our residents. 

 P.113:  
ENV 12:Pollution Control 

Q: Pollution control  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

Dorset Council needs to take a lead by better using 
the legislation and licensing laws it has available to it. 
Dog fouling, fly tipping etc. are also forms of pollution 
but we are unsure how this could be written into 
planning guidance. 
 
 

 P.118/119:  
ENV 13: Flood Risk 

Q: Flood risk  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

1 & 2 YES 
3. A serious issue in the BANP area, and the wider 
local area, where there is a need to have regard to the 
effects of the entire catchment area of the water 
sources. 
The BANP area comprises of several iconic hills. These 
can lead to surface water run/off and pollution 
problems as we have recently witnessed.  
See also ENV14       
Should more innovative design be introduced?  



The BANP area also encompasses a small section of 
the Jurassic Coast, predominantly around West Bay, 
where the coastal flood risk is recognised. 

 P.124:  
ENV14: Sustainable Drainage 
Systems (SUDS) 

Q: Sustainable drainage systems (SUDs) 1: 
Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

Generally OK but consider replacing “should” with 
“will” in policy wording. 
 
Affected residents will be pleased to see that these 
issues are understood within this draft plan. 
 

 P.130:  
ENV16: New built 
development in Coastal 
Change Management Areas 

Q: New built development in Coastal Change 
Management Areas  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

 
 
1 & 2 No comments 
 
 
3. Need to consider the impact of rising sea levels 
resulting from climate change 

 P.132:   
ENV17: Replacement or 
relocation of existing 
development in Coastal 
Change Management Areas 

Q: Coastal erosion  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

ENV 17.V. Good to see use of the phrase “appropriate 
for” rather than “in keeping”. 
No other comment 

4: HOUSING 
 

P.135:  
HOUS1: Housing Mix 

Q. Housing mix  
1. Do you agree that major residential 
development sites should provide at least 
20% of the homes as accessible and 
adaptable homes to meet the needs of the 
elderly and less mobile? 

 
1. Yes.  
There is a need for sufficient accessible housing 
provision to enable people to live in homes longer.  

 P.141:  
HOUS2: Affordable housing 

Q: Affordable housing  
1: Do you agree that affordable housing 
should be delivered by developments at 
different rates across Dorset?  

The preamble recognises the difficulty in achieving 
truly “affordable” housing in an attractive area such 
as ours 



2: Do you agree with the suggested tenure 
split? 
 

1. Fig 4.2 introduces an affordable housing 
requirement for Zone 2 (incl BANP area) within a 
range of 30% to 40%. 
The WDDC Local Plan figure is 35% and this is 
reflected in BANP text accompanying BANP policy H1.  
 HOUS2 II. Specifies 35% on sites in Zone 2. We 
would expect this to remain the minimum 
requirement for the BANP area. 
 
2. There is a significant need for “Social” rented 
housing despite the restrictions expressed in 4.3.4. 
and others. 
4.3.13. appears to suggest social housing should be 
40% of 30% (i.e. 12%, or 14% where the specification 
is for 35% affordable homes). We do not have the 
data to comment further but do have concerns in this 
area and note that more work is to be undertaken on 
this which is welcome. 

 P.143/144:  
HOUS3: Affordable housing 
exception sites 

Q: Affordable housing  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 
 
 

Largely in line with BANP 
Para: 4.4.8 change “should” to “will”. 
 

 P.151:  
HOUS6: Self-build and 
custom-build housing 

Q: Self build and custom build housing  
1: Do you think the council should identify 
sites for self / custom build housing?  
2: Can you suggest any additional sites which 
could be allocated for this purpose? 

Enhances BANP policy H7.  
 
1. Having a stock of potential sites is a good idea. 
2. No, up to individuals subject to all other planning 
guidance. 

 P.154 Q: Second homes  

1: What approach do you think the Council 
should explore to address the pockets of high 
second home ownership? 

There is a need to tightly define what a principal 
residence/second home is. 



1. Consider Council Tax adjustments, if appropriate, 
but can this also be extended to existing second 
homes for continuity? 
The BANP process considered aspects surrounding  
the introduction of a “Second Homes” policy and, 
along with the examiner, concluded that there was 
insufficient local evidence to sustain such a policy at 
the time. 
A monitoring project has been established to consider 
all aspects in a future BANP review and a similar Local 
Plan approach could be adopted. 

 P.155/156: 
 HOUS7: Isolated homes in 
the countryside 

Q: Isolated homes in the countryside  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

  
1. YES, given national policy, for the purpose of 
specifying criteria in the limited number of cases that 
may arise. 
2. There should be a presumption in favour of rural 
workers. 
3.  Incorporate (2) 

 P.167: 
 HOUS10: The requirement 
for traveller sites 

Q: The requirement for traveller sites  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

 
There are no site allocations in the BANP area but the 
position may require monitoring along with full public 
consultation relating to any potential sites. 

 There appears to be no 
HOUS11 

?  

5: ECONOMY  
 

P.182:  
ECON1: Protection of key 
employment sites   

Q: Protection of key employment sites  
1: Should any sites be added or removed 
from the list of Key Employment Sites in 
Appendix 6? 

The status of existing WDDC Local Plan key 
employment sites and those in the BANP MAP4  
should be maintained. 

 P.202/203:  
ECON6. Supporting vibrant 
and attractive tourism 

Q: Supporting vibrant and attractive tourism  

1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  

 
1 & 2 YES 
3. There is a need to consider the impact on the 
amenity of neighbouring residential properties. 



3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

Example: airb&b s are burgeoning and appear to lack 
adequate control.  
Enforcement needs to be enhanced to deal with this 

 P.211:  
ECON10: Diversification of 
land-based rural businesses 

Q: Diversification of land based rural 
businesses  

1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

 
Define “Rural Business” what does it cover? 
The local infrastructure may require upgrading 
depending on the nature of any diversification. 

6. COMMUNITY 
INFRASTRUCTURE  
 

P.223:  
COM1. Making sure new 
development makes suitable 
provision for community 
infrastructure 

Q: Making sure new development makes 
suitable provision for community 
infrastructure  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

1. YES  
2. YES Cash flow from CIL in their area is important for 
local councils/residents. 
 
3. Self-build CIL exemptions can result in a loss of 
potential CIL income and requires close subsequent 
monitoring to confirm residency requirements are 
met.  
Is there a better way? 

 P.226:  
COM2. New or improved 
local community buildings 
and structures 

Q: New or improved local community 
buildings and structures  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

 
 
1 YES. Reflects and enhances  BANP policy CF2 
 
2. Yes it is clearly defined but leaves flexibility for 
innovative and modern designs and use. 
 
3. No comment 

 P.234/235:  
COM4. Recreation, sports 
facilities and open space 

Q: Recreation, sports facilities and open 
space  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

6.4.2 We are pleased to see  reference to the Town 
and Parish Councils portion of CIL being retained. 
1. Safeguarding existing facilities is a particularly 
important statement and reflects BANP CF1 
Good to see at 6.4.6 reference to the “Fields in Trust” 
6-acre standard. 
2. YES 

http://www.fieldsintrust.org/knowledge-base/guidance-for-outdoor-sport-and-play
http://www.fieldsintrust.org/knowledge-base/guidance-for-outdoor-sport-and-play


3. Where Dorset Council holds surplus CIL levies input 
from the “functional” area where the development 
took place should be sought. 

 P.236:  
COM5. Hot food takeaways 

Q: Hot food takeaway  
1: Should the council look to restrict hot food 
takeaways around areas where children and 
young people congregate?? 

1. Yes. Re new applications. 
Will this restriction also apply to a business already 
within this zone or will it only be applied when a 
change of ownership happens? 

 P.238:  
COM6. The provision of 
education and training 
facilities 

Q: The provision of education and training 
facilities  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

 
1. YES 
2. YES 
3. There is some distance to travel to post-16 
educational & training facilities from the BANP area.  
Some such needs within the BANP area are not 
currently being met. Applications will be supported 
under COM6:1 

 P.240:  
COM7. Creating a safe, 
efficient and low carbon 
transport network 

Q: Creating a safe, efficient and low carbon 
transport network 
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

1.& 2. YES but this relates to new developments. 
3. Existing towns and villages are poorly served by 
public transport making the use of  cars essential. 
There is a fundamental issue with the current lack of 
public transport that needs to be addressed on a 
wider basis than just on new developments. 
BANP (A & M) policies largely relate to Bridport Town 
centre. BANP projects 11 & 12 seek to address this. 

 P.241/242:  
COM8. Parking standards in 
new development 

Q: Parking standards in new development  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

1 & 2 YES 
 
3. Define Parking Standards in the Glossary or provide 
a link. 

 P. 243/244 :  
COM9. Provision of 
infrastructure for electric 
and other low emission 
vehicles 

Q: Provision of infrastructure for electric 
and other low emission vehicles  
1: Do you agree with this proposal? 

Yes, assuming that this is effective from the date from 
which plan is MADE.  
Whilst a 20% requirement looks low in 2021 it could 
look totally inadequate later in the plan period (to 
2038). The conflict between viability and the potential 



loss, particularly of additional affordable housing, is 
understood. 
There should be an ambition to achieve vehicle 
charging points in all new dwellings where planning 
applications indicate a parking provision. 
However this policy applies to new development and 
consideration needs to be given to how this may be 
accomplished in existing dwellings. When considering 
new applications from existing households perhaps? 
Building regs should control the safety aspects. 

 P.246:  
COM10. Low carbon and 
renewable energy 
development 

Q: Low carbon and renewable energy 
development  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 
 
 
 
 
 

Generally YES but whilst protection of the 
environment is important, and covered elsewhere, 
there should be an ambition to achieve a position 
where the presumption is in favour of renewable 
energy sources. 
As in Section 3: ENVIRONMENT & CLIMATE CHANGE 
we should be maximising the benefits on offer from 

our geographical location. 
Schemes should be financially viable together with 
proven energy efficiency.  
There have been cases where Local Authorities have 
supported initiatives only to subsequently find they 
have wasted taxpayers’ funds on failed “Green” 
businesses. 
See Govt 2020 Energy White Paper 

 P.247:  
 

Q: Wind energy  
1: The locations identified as opportunities 
for larger scale wind developments are 
shown on Figure 6.5 and Figure 6.6. Do you 
support the principle of allocating any of the 
areas for wind turbines?  
2: Are there any planning issues that would 
need to be resolved to enable community 
backing to be secured? 
 
 

As above  
 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/energy-white-paper-powering-our-net-zero-future


. P.250/251:  
COM11. Small scale wind 
energy development 

Q: Small scale wind energy development  
1: Do you agree with the suggested approach 
and what it is trying to achieve?  
2: Do you agree with the suggested wording?  
3: How could the paragraph / policy / section 
/ chapter be amended to reflect your 
concerns? 

As above  
BANP has various policies and projects relating to 
renewable energy sources. 
 

 P.253:  
COM12. The provision of 
utilities service 
infrastructure 

Q: The provision of utilities service 
infrastructure  
1: The plan requires the provision of full fibre 
broadband connections to each home on 
major development sites. Do you agree with 
this proposal? 
 

There is a need to raise the threshold and, as with 
COM 10 above, the presumption should be in favour 
of the delivery of utilities fit for all in the 21st. c. 
The supply of fresh drinking water is important when 
considering increased housing and this aspect has not 
been overlooked throughout this draft plan. 

SECTION 34.  
WEST DORSET 
FUNCTIONAL 
AREA  
 

  The BANP area is sensitive to development being 
washed over by the Dorset AONB.  
It is therefore pleasing to see the text at 36.1.4 and 
36.1.5 supporting BANP. 
 
We would expect that all development sites within 
the BANP area will achieve 35% affordable housing 
(incl. social rent etc.) in line with HOUS2 above. 
 

COVID-19 & BREXIT implications may apply to the 
nature of both housing and employment in the BANP 
area. 
This, and the matter of housing numbers, is referred 
to elsewhere in this response. 
 
 
Please note: 
36.1.4 /5: “Bothenhampton, Walditch” should 
perhaps read Bothenhampton & Walditch. (a joint 
parish) 
36.4.2: “Barack Street” should read Barrack Street. 

https://bradpole.org.uk/bradpole-content/uploads/2018/11/2018-Landscape-Assessment-Bridport.pdf


BRIDPORT → 
 

P.306/307:  
BRID1: Future town centre 
expansion 

Q: Future town centre expansion  
1: Do you agree with the allocation of this 
site?  
2: Is there anything not covered within the 
policy that should be considered in relation 
to the site?  
3: Are there any community infrastructure 
needs within the area that should be 
considered? 

Covered in BANP, No additional comment from the 
JCC. 
Please refer to the response from Bridport Town 
Council. 

 P309/310:  
BRID2: Land at Vearse Farm 

No Questions - Already allocated Comment: 
Confirmation of the allocation (incl. + c.170 dwellings) 
is noted and has been known about for some years. 
Please refer to the response from Bridport Town 
Council regarding concerns surrounding the town’s 
ability to assimilate and cope with the impacts on 
traffic and infrastructure arising from the additional 
170 dwellings. 
The critical mass that will be achieved on this whole 
development will provide the sustainable community 
infrastructure required. 
Existing S106 agreements will support local 
community facilities (e.g. Medical & Sports Centres) in 
line with BANP objective #8. 
Importantly this development will also reduce 
pressure on other sensitive sites within the BANP area 
as noted above. 

 P.312:  
BRID3: Land to the east of 
Bredy Veterinary Centre, off 
Jessopp Avenue 

No Questions - Already allocated This land was allocated in the 2015 WDDC Local Plan 
but there have been no development applications 
since. Is it therefore considered to be an allocation 
that can be delivered?  
As it is it represents 40 homes that have not been 
delivered putting pressure on other areas. 

 P.314:  
BRID5: Bridport Gateway 
Care Village 

Q: Bridport Gateway Care Village  
1: Do you agree with the allocation of this 
site?  

1. YES 
This has been subject to recent local public 
consultation. 
 



2: Is there anything not covered within the 
policy that should be considered in relation 
to the site?  
3: Are there any community infrastructure 
needs within the area that should be 
considered? 
 

2. No comment. 
3. Local infrastructure (pedestrian needs etc.) should 
be addressed. 

 P.315:  
BRID6: Land adjacent to 
Bridport Community 
Hospital 

No Questions In line with BANP policy H8. 
A welcome development via a CLT, that provides 
affordable accommodation where the community will 
have an encouraging degree of control over their 
homes. 
The site is under construction and we presume all 
necessary infrastructure needs have been considered. 

 

We note that a  GLOSSARY is being created but probably requires expansion. 

 

FINALLY 

Participating BANP Councils have been encouraged each to consider how they, independently, respond to this Consultation in relation to their own parish 

areas. Consequently differing responses may be expected. 

 

Respond to: Email: planningpolicy@dorsetcouncil.gov.uk 
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