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Response to Local Plan Consultation 2016.
Proposed Housing next to Derritt Lane.

Reasons why Proposed development in the adjacent Parish of Sopley is unsustainable and contrary to NPPF.
1: The area proposed is immediately adjacent to a flood zone and is not only bisected by a stream, it also has a main
stream running alongside.

This map shows flood risk from groundwater and shows “High” risk in Wiltshire Road.

It can clearly be seen that the proposed area acts as a channel for most of the flood water from Bransgore.
Most of Wiltshire Gardens and West Road are at the same contour line and drainage is very slow leading to
excessive flooding in the area. The addition of any hard surface on the adjacent fields will compound the
flooding in the built up areas. As the land is so low, SUDS will not be possible as groundwater is at ground level
in many places. Derritt Lane itself is impassible more frequently due to the flooding of the Clock house stream.
Wiltshire Road

Derritt Lane

2: Sewage treatment.
Bransgore suffers from an inability to pump sewage away in times of heavy rainfall due to contamination of
rainwater and sewage.
This leads to some houses off Wiltshire road suffering from flooding with sewage, both internally and externally.
Raw sewage runs down West Road and into the ditches where it mixes with the flood water.
The pumping station discharges its overflow straight into the stream next to the proposed development and public
open space leading to a serious potential health risk.
The proposed addition would not only compound the situation, put people closer to the outfall but also not give
enough financial contribution to upgrade the pumping station which is restricted by size and also size of pipe
heading towards Burton.

Outfall into stream adjacent to proposed development

Sewage Outfall

3: Public Open space:
There is no provision for usable public open space and the area suggested is immediately adjacent flood plain and
sewage discharge making it unusable and unsustainable.
Bransgore was mentioned in the last Local plan as being under provided for Public open space and this development
would put excessive pressure on the existing facilities, especially as it is in the Parish of Sopley and therefore
Bransgore Parish Council cannot attribute any precept to this proposed development.

4: Additional pressures on the Village of Bransgore:
Doctor Richard Jenkinson, of the Burton and Bransgore Medical centre wrote:
“There is a national recruitment crisis in general practice at the moment and things are certainly tough with rising
demand, not enough doctors and no increases in funding. Whilst we are doing all we can we have had some issues
and have had to close Bransgore on the odd afternoon, concentrating our operation at Burton.”
Doctor Nigel Savage of Twin Oaks medical centre wrote.
“We have discussed the proposed development and as things stand at the moment we believe that Twin Oaks has the
capacity to take on the new patients from the staffing point of view. Our only concern would be our building's
capacity and the need for an extra consulting room if there was significant increase in our list size.”
Bransgore school has 45 annual places and had an application for 83 pupils in 2015/2016. This was prior to the
additional pressure of Sopley Camp development which the school is concerned about. Any additional development
could not be catered for in Bransgore.
5: Bransgore suffers from lack of public transport with only two busses a week at present, this outlying development
is isolated on the edge of Bransgore and not on any bus routes making it an unsustainable location for transportation
purposes.
6: Green Belt:
This area forms a transition from the rich Avon Valley with its agricultural uses of cereal growing,soft fruit and
dairy farming as it rises to the edge of the New Forest National Park.
The Green belt is important in this area as it breaks up the potential urban sprawl and stops neighbouring
developments, such as Sopley Camp from joining, giving access corridors for wildlife to use and refuge such as in
Barrett’s Copse.
7: The line of the Green Belt, which runs along the Parish boundary, forms a recognisable separation as it follows
the main stream down from the village and has a sense of permanence.
New Forest District council has to show ,”Exceptional circumstances,” to alter the Green belt as defined in the
National Planning Policy Framework.
Given that:

1: This is adjacent to a flood zone and would compound flooding on site and in
existing urban areas.
2: Sewage discharge would increase leading to public health issues.
3: No Public Transport and access road closed during heavy rain.
4: Inadequate and unsustainable Public Open Space provision.
5: Undue pressure on Doctors’ Surgeries
6: Inadequate School places.
7: Removal of strategic Gap in Green Belt.

The proposed development is unsustainable in it own right and has potential to cause environmental harm and
increase social pressures on Bransgore outweighing any , “Exceptional Circumstances,” in this area.

Conclusion:
The proposed development would be contrary to the following sections of the National Planning Policy Framework.

Section 14:

Sustainable development

Section 14 clearly emphasises that there should be presumption in favour of sustainable development
and indeed describes it as a, “golden thread,” running through plan making.
This proposal would result in an un-sustainable development due to location and pressure on
adjacent rural village of Bransgore.

Sections 79, 80,83 :

Green Belt and Exceptional Circumstances.

The first three purposes of the Green Belt are described as, checking urban sprawl of built up areas,
preventing neighbouring towns from merging and safeguarding the countryside from encroachment.
This proposal would go against the first three purposes by joining developments through urban
sprawl to the detriment of the countryside which acts as an important transition from Avon Valley
to nearby National Park.

The proposed development would be subject to the following policies.

Sections: 99,100,102:

Flooding

Local Plans should take account of climate change over the longer term, including factors such as flood
risk.
Inappropriate development in areas at risk of flooding should be avoided.
It must be demonstrated that the development provides wider sustainability benefits to the community
that outweigh flood risk.
This proposed development would add substantially to the flood risk in the immediate area and
other areas in the village of Bransgore and would not be Climate Change future proofed.

For All of the above reasons I have to place on record my objection to the proposed change of Green Belt
Adjacent to the village of Bransgore.

The material harm caused would outweigh any “exceptional circumstances,” used to
Remove the Green Belt.

Signed: Richard Frampton. NFDC Councillor Bransgore and Burley Ward.

Appendix
National Planning Policy Framework:
14: At the heart of the National Planning Policy Framework is a presumption in favour of sustainable
development,which should be seen as a golden thread running through plan-making and decision taking.
79:

The Government attaches great importance to Green Belts. The fundamental aim of Green Belt policy is to
prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open; the essential characteristics of Green Belts are their
openness and their permanence.

80. Green Belt serves five purposes:
●● to check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas;
●● to prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another;
●● to assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment;
●● to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and
●● to assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict
and other urban land.
83.

Local planning authorities with Green Belts in their area should establish Green Belt boundaries in their Local Plans
which set the framework for Green Belt and settlement policy. Once established, Green Belt boundaries should only be
altered in exceptional circumstances, through the preparation or review of the Local Plan. At that time, authorities should
consider the Green Belt boundaries having regard to their intended permanence in the long term, so that they should be
capable of enduring beyond the plan period.

99.

Local Plans should take account of climate change over the longer term, including factors such as flood risk, coastal
change, water supply and changes to bio diversity and landscape. New development should be planned
to avoid increased vulnerability to the range of impacts arising from climate change. When new development is brought
forward in areas which are vulnerable, care should be taken to ensure that risks can be managed
through suitable adaptation measures, including through the planning of green infrastructure.

100.

Inappropriate development in areas at risk of flooding should be avoided by
directing development away from areas at highest risk, but where
development is necessary, making it safe without increasing flood risk
elsewhere. Local Plans should be supported by Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment and develop policies to manage flood risk from all sources,
taking account of advice from the Environment Agency and other relevant
flood risk management bodies, such as lead local flood authorities and
internal drainage boards. Local Plans should apply a sequential, risk-based
approach to the location of development to avoid where possible flood risk
to people and property and manage any residual risk, taking account of the
impacts of climate change, by:
●● applying the Sequential Test;
●● if necessary, applying the Exception Test;
●● safeguarding land from development that is required for current and
future flood management;
●● using opportunities offered by new development to reduce the causes and
impacts of flooding; and
●● where climate change is expected to increase flood risk so that some
existing development may not be sustainable in the long-term, seeking
opportunities to facilitate the relocation of development, including
housing, to more sustainable locations.

102.

If, following application of the Sequential Test, it is not possible, consistent with wider sustainability objectives, for
the development to be located in zones with a lower probability of flooding, the Exception Test can be applied if
appropriate. For the Exception Test to be passed:
●● it must be demonstrated that the development provides wider sustainability benefits to the community that
outweigh flood risk, informed by a Strategic Flood Risk Assessment where one has been prepared; and
●● a site-specific flood risk assessment must demonstrate that the development will be safe for its lifetime taking
account of the vulnerability of its users, without increasing flood risk elsewhere, and, where possible,
will reduce flood risk overall.
Both elements of the test will have to be passed for development to be allocated or permitted.

