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Dorset is changing – help us shape it.

Dorset Council is preparing a new Local Plan to guide development. The consultation explores how much development we should provide and identifies opportunity sites for new homes, employment land and traveller sites. It also identifies areas of opportunity for wind and solar power.

The Local Plan options consultation is available to view at www.dorsetcouncil.gov.uk/dorset-is-changing. You can comment on the Local Plan by completing all or part of this survey online or by using this form. You can also view the site options on a map online and make your comments. Alternatively comment on the site options using the site response form. You can view a paper copy of the Local Plan Options Consultation at your local Dorset library or at County Hall, Dorchester.  

If you need help with the survey, please contact the Planning Policy team at planningpolicyconsult@dorsetcouncil.gov.uk or 01305 838334. 

You are able to give your views between 18 August 2025 and 13 October 2025.

 (
The consultation will begin on
18 August 2025 and end on 13 October 2025
)



How can I make a comment? 
To give your views, please: 
· Make sure you give your name and either postal or email address along with your postcode so that your response can be considered appropriately.
· Use the official form.
· Make your comments within the consultation period to ensure they are considered.
· If you are part of a group that shares a common view, please include a list of the contact details of each person (including names, addresses, emails, telephone numbers and signatures) along with a completed form providing details of the named lead representative.
· Continue on separate sheets if necessary.
Please note: 
· Representations cannot be treated as confidential. By completing a representation, you agree to your name (but not your address) and comments being made available for public viewing.
· The council do not accept any responsibility for the contents of the comments submitted. We reserve the right to remove any comments containing defamatory, abusive or malicious allegations.
You can respond: 
Online 
View the consultation and submit your response online via the following link: 
www.dorsetcouncil.gov.uk/dorset-is-changing
The benefits of providing your response this way are as follows:
· less impact on the environment as we do not need to use paper or postage
· you will be emailed a copy of your response as confirmation once submitted
· you will be able to start your response, save it, and return to it at a later date - a confirmation email will send you a link to where you left off
· using the online survey greatly assists our analysis of the responses, enabling more efficient and effective consideration of the issues raised
E-mail
We can also accept responses emailed to us, preferably using this form.
planningpolicyconsult@dorsetcouncil.gov.uk

Written responses
There are paper copies of the response form available upon request for those without internet or
computer access.
Please telephone 01305 838334 to request a copy. 
Responses returned by post should reference the Dorset Council Local Plan Consultation 2025 and be sent to the Spatial Planning Team, Dorset Council, County Hall, Colliton Park, Dorchester, Dorset DT1 1XJ.


Part A
Please complete one part A form

	
	Individual
	Agent (if applicable)

	Name*
	cMrs Sandra Hillierk or tap here to enter text.
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Organisation
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Address line 1*
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Address line 2
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Address line 3
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Town
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Postcode*
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Email address*
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Click or tap here to enter text.


Client’s details if applicable:
	Name*
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Organisation
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Address line 1*
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Address line 2
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Address line 3
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Town
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Postcode*
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Email address*
	Click or tap here to enter text.


*essential fields
Group representations 
 (
Click or tap here to enter text.
)If your representation is on behalf of a group, ensure the lead representative completes the contact details box above. Also, please state here how many people support the representation:

Part B
Consultation questions 
Section 2: Vision and Strategic Priorities 
2.1. The Local Plan Vision
 (
The question of bringing jobs, homes and infrastructure is laudable but 
un
less the infrastructure is in place prior to housing developments it will meet with resistance in the more rural areas of the Council particularly in the Northern Area.
)Question 1: Do you have any comments on the proposed vision for Dorset?
2.2. Strategic priorities
 (
It is encouraging that Dorset Council wants to work with Parish Councils but this must take place in a relationship of equal partners.
Provision of a range of housing types is to be encouraged but it is difficult to see in the later parts of the plan how housing without local jobs will reduce the need to travel.
Sustainable 
economic
 growth is difficult to envision is a rural setting such as Thornhackett Parish Council area.  Agriculture is our main economic activity which is itself sustainable so agricultural land should not be permanently lost to large area activities such as solar farms.
Thornford already has an active community with many local clubs and activities.  These could be put at 
risk if
 the housing 
developments
 attract new residents with vastly differing needs.
Efforts to halt natures decline should not act to reduce the agricultural activity that is part of our community.
Public transport in the Thornhackett Parish Area is 
no
n
 existent
 except for an hourly service on the Heart of Wessex rail line.  Commercial bus services will probably only viable with help from public subsidy.
)Question 2: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategic priorities for the Local Plan?



Section 3: The strategy for sustainable development
3.2. The Strategy for Dorset
 (
The four functional area seem to be appropriate albeit the South Eastern area seems to be more diverse than the other areas.
The tiering system seems to be adequate in the Northern Area but development should not be disproportionate to the existing developments.  Targets should be set for Tier 3 villages such that growth does not exceed, say 20% of the existing population and / or residential properties.
)Question 3: The proposed settlement hierarchy lists the towns and villages that will be the focus for new homes. Are there other settlements where we should plan for new homes? Do you have any comments on whether a settlement is in the right Tier or not?
3.3. South Eastern Dorset area
 (
No comments to make
)Question 4: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategy for the south eastern area?
3.4. Central Dorset area
 (
There is already concern that Dorchester has taken considerable housing development at the Poundbury housing project and excessive new development has the potential to change the character of our County Town significantly and permanently to the detriment of the community.
)Question 5: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategy for the central area?
3.5. Northern Dorset area
 (
There is no mention of the Heart of Wessex rail service which passes through the North Area with connections to Bristol, Trowbridge and Weymouth and other mail rail connections.
The character of Sherborne needs protection to allow it to keep its tourist economy.  There is, however, too little employment provision in the plan accommodate the new population that the plan proposes in its housing targets.
)Question 6: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategy for the northern area?
3.6. Western Dorset area
 (
No comment to make
)Question 7: Do you have any comments on the proposed strategy for the western area?

3.7. Infrastructure Delivery
 (
Infrastructure as presented in the plan is woefully inadequate.  There needs to be separate assessments as to the demand for each individual infrastructure element given the housing allocations in the plan.
Therefore there should be discussion on Health provision, Education (Primary, Secondary, FE and HE), Transport (car as well as public transport, 
Telecomms
, Water and Sewage, Electricity.
Failure to address these issues will result in poor housing development ad community dissatisfaction.
)Question 8: Is there any important infrastructure that needs to be delivered alongside new homes in the Western/Central/South Eastern/Northern area?
Section 4: Housing Delivery Strategy
4.2. Local Housing Need and Housing Delivery
 (
The use of the Standard Method to calculate housing need should be challenged. This has 
lead
 to site allocations that are totally inappropriate.  The average number of houses per site as indicated in paragraph 4.2.6 is approximately 138 which seems excessive.
Paragraph 4.2.12 suggests that housing density could be determined on a site by site policy basis.  This might be appropriate but the text in Appendix A does not seem to conform to any particular set of planning policies.
)Question 9: The Local Plan sets out a strategy to meet the area’s housing needs through allocating sites for new homes, the flexible settlements policy, new settlements and the efficient use of land. Are there any other measures could help to meet housing needs?
4.3. Housing supply

Question 10: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Plan including a lower housing target for the first few years and a higher figure towards the end of the plan period to meet housing needs?
a. Agree ☐
b. Disagree ☐
 (
It is right that existing permissions should be developed before new locations but Figure 4.1 has figures for the short term would not meet a housing land supply greater than 4 years.  This would put pressure on the flexible settlements policy leading to a rush of development outside existing development areas.
)c. I have another suggestion ☒
4.4. Meeting housing needs of specific groups

Question 11: Where should a policy allowing sites for only affordable homes apply?
a. All of Dorset ☒
b. Only around those towns and villages listed in the proposed settlement hierarchy ☐
c. Only in the Green Belt ☐
 (
Affordable housing should not imply housing only in the social rented sector but should also include shared ownership.  Affordable should be able to allow residents to access home ownership as well as housing for key workers.
A blanket figure of say 30% affordable housing across all development sites can lead to problems in the integration of newcomers to an area.  There should be adequate opportunity for developments to satisfy in part or in full their obligation to provide affordable housing through a commuted sum agreement.
)


Section 5: Flexible Settlements Policy
5.2. Proposed approach – Flexible settlements policy

Question 12: We have suggested that the Local Plan will not include clear boundaries to define the edges of towns and villages. Instead, the flexible settlements policy would allow new homes to be built around certain towns and villages. How much do you agree or disagree with this approach?
a. Agree ☐
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Neutral ☐
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Disagree ☒
 (
Many villages have invested considerable time and money to produce Neighbourhood plans which allocate sites within a defined boundary which is where residents indicate their preference for development.  This Flexible Settlements policy seeks to override residents preferences.
Whilst a Flexible Settlements policy would apply to “bricks and mortar homes only” the new policy would do nothing to prevent development creep.  A better solution would be to redraw a new settlement boundary outside those currently defined but still able to control the spread of a village to a defined area.
The new policy would also not encourage the development of infill sites which often facilitate smaller developments.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning…

5.3. The scale of development
Question 13: We propose that the flexible settlements policy will include a limit of 30 homes per site. To what extent do you agree or disagree with this threshold?
a. The limit of 30 homes is about right ☐
b. There should be less homes ☒
c. More homes per site should be allowed ☐
 (
Any limit to the number of homes to be developed on a site is arbitrary however the number  of new homes should be relative to the number of existing homes in the area.  Some control could be obtained if new home numbers were set at a percentage figure relating to existing properties with perhaps fixed floor and ceiling setting for the number of new homes.
)Please explain your reasoning

5.4. Number of sites at each settlement
Question 14: At a town/village, should one flexible settlement policy site be started, before another one is permitted?
a. Yes ☒
b. No ☐
 (
In reality the issue is not the start of a new development but the completion of a new development which is more relevant.  By definition a site can be deemed to have been started at the first attempt to clear a site or to construct an access road for the site.  Further development can then be put on hold indefinitely without compromising a grant of permission to develop.  If this situation were allowed to be developed then a situation could occur as described in paragraph 5.4.2 where gaps in development could be formed.
)Please provide any further comments

5.5. Settlements where the flexible settlements policy would apply

 (
There are a number of Tier 3 settlements where public transport is absent (licensed car travel excepted) for example in Thornford, Bradford Abbas and 
Yetminster
.  If the policy described in paragraph 5.5.1 is strictly adhered to then there would be no development under this policy, they would fail on a lack of public transport. Residents of the villages quoted above would hang out the flags!  Bus operators will supply services where there is a significant number of ‘Chimney Pots’ to support the service; commercially or subsidised notwithstanding.
As a general position any development under this policy, provided compliance with paragraph 5.5.1, should apply County wide across Tiers 1, 2 and 3.
)Question 15: We have suggested that the flexible settlements policy will only apply to the areas around certain towns and villages, these are those ranked as ‘Tier 1, Tier 2 or Tier 3’ in our settlement hierarchy. What do you think about the locations where we have suggested that the flexible settlements policy should apply?


5.6. Continuous built-up areas and edge of continuous built-up areas
 (
Rather than applying any Flexible Settlement policy to ‘continuous built-up areas’ it should read ‘contiguous built-up areas’ which better describes the intent.  There is a moot point as to whether ‘paved roads’ should include ‘paved footpaths’ and if the latter are absent then provision should be made to include such paths as part of the development plans put forward for approval.
)Question 16: We have suggested that the flexible settlement policy should only be applied around the ‘continuous built-up areas’ (i.e. ‘densely populated areas with high concentrations of buildings, infrastructure and paved roads’) of certain towns and villages. Do you have any comments on our definition of this ‘continuous built-up area’?

5.7. Green Belt
 (
Green Belt policies should take priority over any Flexible Settlements policy.
)Question 17: We have suggested that the flexible settlements policy should not be
applied in the Green Belt. What are your thoughts on this?
5.8. Approach to countryside development and urban intensification
 (
If planning applications are to be determined on ‘the merits of the application’ then there may be some circumstances where a smaller development, say up to 5 or 6 homes, could be considered appropriate even if the proposed development is not in the tiered settlements lists.  The exceptions listed in paragraph 5.8.2 are valid but should not be exclusive.
)Question 18: Away from the towns and villages listed in the settlement hierarchy, there may be types of development that we could support. Do you have any comments on this approach and on the types of development that could be supported in the countryside?


5.9. Neighbourhood plans and the flexible settlements policy
 (
Whilst agreeing with the concept of not applying a Flexible Settlements policy to areas with a ‘recent made [neighbourhood] plan’  such a policy might disadvantage those settlements where for a number of reasons a neighbourhood plan is not in place.
Neighbourhood plans have to be produced which are not inconsistent with a Planning Authority Local Plan.  A Flexible Settlements policy should not lead to situations where a Neighbourhood Plan becomes retrospectively inconsistent with the new Local Plan.
In paragraph 5.9.2 the phrase ‘recently made plan’ should be defined clearly to indicate what ‘recent’ means, 1 year, 2 years, 5 years, 10 years.
)Question 19: We have suggested that the flexible settlements policy should not be
applied in places with a recently made neighbourhood plan which includes allocations
for new homes. What are your thoughts on this?


Section 6: Employment Strategy
6.3. Employment allocations
 (
Whilst not disagreeing that existing sites are protected it is difficult to support the proposed number of new houses in Tier 3 settlements without employment opportunities at the same locations.  Failure to provide employment within a T
ier
 3 settlement will lead to increased traffic movements to work.  
For example there would be an increase of commuting from Thornford to employment centres in Sherborne and Yeovil on roads that a) are narrow and already congested at peak times and b) often flood preventing egress from the village or reliant on longer car journeys to travel to work.
Tier 3 villages could be quite important in the development of ‘Cottage Industry’ types of business.
In general there are insufficient sites identified in the north west of the County to sustain the employment opportunities for the proposed housing numbers.
)Question 20: The Local Plan will retain and protect existing key employment sites,
identify new employment sites at locations close to more sustainable settlements,
allow for expansion of existing employment sites and allow for new employment sites
in suitable locations. Do you have any comments on this approach?
6.4. Employment development away from allocated sites
 (
Employment opportunities should not specifically be moved away from Tiers 1, 2 and 3 as suggested in paragraph 6.4.6 although some employment opportunities such as Tourism almost by definition needs to be located at the point of interest but that will not provide a high number of jobs.
We support the principals in paragraph 6.4.7.
)Question 21: The Local Plan will enable employment land to be developed outside
identified sites at certain towns and villages, subject to certain considerations. Do you
agree with this approach?
6.5. Mixed use development
Question 22: We have suggested that larger scale housing sites should be required to
provide land for employment uses. Proposals for 300 homes or more would be mixed
residential and employment developments, with a ratio of 0.25ha of employment
space for every 100 homes. How much do you agree or disagree with this approach?
a. Agree ☐
b. Partially agree ☒
c. Neutral ☐
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Disagree ☐
 (
We partially agree with this proposal as it will reduce the need for commuting in part.  The idea of allocating some land for employment at the rate suggested of 0.25 ha for every 100 homes developed sounds reasonable.  However to restrict it to developments of over 300 homes is counter intuitive unless it is applied on aggregate for Tier 2 villages.
We provide two examples:
Yetminster
 has 200 new homes proposed in the plan which could lead to 0.5 ha employment land being allocated at the rate of 0.25 ha per 100 homes which is probably deliverable.
The second example paints an even worse picture.  Bridport on aggregate has sites identified for 2075 new homes but only one of the development sites provides more than 300 homes which would trigger the 300 property criterion.  At best this means that only 1ha of employment land would be made available for perhaps 3000 new residents seeking employment.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning…


6.6. Protecting employment sites
Question 23: We have suggested that the Local Plan should include policies to protect
the most important existing ‘key’ employment sites.
a) Do you have any views on the strategy we have suggested for protecting (
Broadly supportive of policies to protect existing employment sites.  In particular the prevention of conversion of employment uses to residential  but there is a case to be made for employment conversion to indoor leisure use to be similarly restricted.
In answer to Q23b, Dorset does not have a large proportion of heavy industry so the criteria suggested in this question are germane.  It might be important to differentiate between businesses with long working hours such as distribution and groupage or 24 operations such as manufacturing.  Depending on location these criteria should be given some weight when determining applications.
) employment sites?
b) What criteria should we consider when defining ‘key’ and ‘non-key’ employment sites?
a. Site size ☐
b. Location ☒
c. Employment use type ☐
d. Accessibility ☒
e. Contribution to meeting economic objectives/needs ☐
f. Market attractiveness ☐
g. Opportunities for growth/expansion ☐
h. The site’s status in previous local plans ☐
i. Other ☐


Section 7: Town centre development
7.1. Town centres
 (
Plans should be drawn up to support town centres.  One aspect might be to be more flexible about shifts between Planning Use Classes assigned to Town Centre properties.  It is more important that Town Centres are vibrant, busy and providing the sorts of goods that the visitor and resident wants and needs rather than sticking rigidly to existing Class Uses.
Adequate 
cheap 
car parking 
commensurate with the size of the town 
is also important to attract people to use the Town Centres.
)Question 24: How do you think we should plan to support town centres in the future?
Question 25: What types of use do you think will be most important for the future of
our town centres?
a. Shops ☒
b. Cafes/restaurants ☒
c. Leisure (e.g. cinemas) ☒
d. Offices ☒
e. Cultural (e.g. museums) ☒
f. Community (e.g. libraries) ☒
g. Hotels ☒
 (
Independent Shops  first
)h. Other ☐

7.2. Managing town centre development
Question 26: We are suggesting that retail impact assessments should be undertaken
for retail development proposals outside the town centres defined in the Plan, that are
over the size of a small food store (280 square metres net). How much do you agree or disagree with the introduction of a threshold of 280 square metres for retail impact assessments?
a. Agree ☒
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Neutral ☐
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Disagree ☐
 (
The sequential test has served well for a number of years and should continue to be used.  Retail Impact Assessments should be used where appropriate.
This it to be caveated to note that a number of out of town businesses such as builders merchants, car sales and similar are better suited in their current locations.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning
Question 27: Should the threshold also apply to leisure uses that are net 280 square
metres? 
a.Yes ☒
b. No ☐
Question 28: We are considering whether the Local Plan should include a policy which
supports interim or temporary uses pending a permanent use for a vacant town centre
building - we have called these ‘meanwhile uses’. To what extent do you agree with the introduction of a meanwhile uses policy?
a. Agree ☒
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Neutral ☐
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Disagree ☐
 (
The temporary use of shop units while more permanent uses are investigated is one way of keeping a Town Centre vibrant.  However care should be taken to ensure that the Town Centre does not attract an undue number of ‘bargain basement’ shops that a
r
e not in keeping with other shop units.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning



Section 8: Brownfield Land
8.3. Brownfield land delivery
 (
Thornhackett Parish Council is in agreement that brown field sites should be brought forward for development in a timely manner.
We would however query for a site to be larger than 0.25 ha for inclusion in the register.  Such a site could be suitable for a development of 3 or 4 homes (depending on size and occupancy) where as a site of 0.5 acres (0.2 ha) could easily be developed for 1 or 2 homes but could not be included in the register.
Brownfield sites should not be restricted to Tiers 1, 2 and 3.
 
Consideration should be given to the use of CPO’s to purchase brownfield sites that are failing to  be released in a timely manner.  
)Question 29: How else can we encourage development on brownfield land, whilst also
planning positively to meet our needs for homes and employment land?


Section 9: Green Belt Review
9.2. Our approach to Green Belt release
Question 30: To what extent do you agree with taking land out of the Green Belt to help
meet our development needs?
a. Agree ☐
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Neutral ☐
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Disagree ☒
 (
Green Belt land should not 
released
 for development provided it still contributes to the aims of the Green Belt.
The policy should be enhanced to prevent development within a measurable distance of a Green Belt boundary designation, say 1Km.
Much of Dorset, particularly in rural areas, does not have the protection of a Green Belt designation.  For example the sites in 
Yetminster
 in Appendix A (LA/YETM/001 and LA/YETM/002) would extend the boundary of 
Yetminster
 to just over 500 metres from the existing distance of just under 800 metres
 from Beer Hackett
.  If development were later to be allowed to
 be 
 continued under a Flexible Settlements policy this could lead to the two settlements becoming contiguous.  Some protection against this coalescence should be provided in the Local Plan for areas not protected by a Green Belt.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning…


Section 10: Self-build and custom-build housing
10.3. Self-build plot delivery
Question 31: We have suggested that the Local Plan should include a flexible
settlements policy which would allow new homes around certain towns and villages.
What impact, if any, do you think the proposed flexible settlements policy might have
on opportunities for self-build homes?
a. High impact ☐
b. Some impact ☒
c. No impact ☐
 (
There is nothing in the Flexible Settlements proposals that  would prevent self-build homes being developed therein.  Ergo, there will be some impact.
To give some control over self-build homes without removing all flexibility there should be some design codes in place to ensure that houses conform to the local built environment (some vernacular designs)
)Please provide further comments or reasoning.
 (
No comments made
)Question 32: Is there anything else we should do to increase the supply of self-build plots?
Section 11: Neighbourhood Plans
11.3. Housing requirement figures for neighbourhood plans
Question 33: We have suggested that housing requirements for neighbourhood plan
areas should be finalised at the next stage of preparing the Local Plan. This is likely to
involve consideration of sites with planning permission, local plan allocations and
unplanned development. To what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed approach?
a. Agree ☐
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Neutral ☒
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Disagree ☐
 (
Given the withdrawal of Government funding for Neighbourhood Plans it is difficult to be clear what the future will be.  In this instance the policy described in this section seems acceptable.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning…


11.4. Flexible Settlements Policy
Question 34: Should the housing requirement figures for neighbourhood plan areas
outside the Green Belt, include an allowance for sites that could come forward through
the flexible settlements policy?
a. Yes ☒
b. No ☐
 (
What is being asked here is unclear
 and vague.  This seems to be in conflict with the idea  and purpose of a Neighbourhood Plan. 
There does not seem to be case that a Neighbourhood Plan drawn up against a background of the Flexible Settlements policy to not fall within this policy.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning.


Section 12: Sites for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople
12.3. Strategy for meeting Traveller needs
Question 35: We have suggested that our Local Plan objectives for Travellers should be:
• to reduce the numbers of unauthorised sites,
• to provide opportunities for sites to expand,
• to encourage new Traveller sites in sustainable locations, and
• to provide opportunities for Travellers to deliver their own sites.
 (
The objectives seem to be fit for purpose with the following caution.  
Unauthorised sites could be reduced in numbers by authorising the site provided that suitable conditions and criteria were in place.
  It has the benefit of not having to find new sites.
Additionally there should be some control over the sites where the travelling people would like to deliver their own sites.
 
)Do you have any comments on the objectives for meeting the need for Traveller sites?
 (
Question 36
 
There is great concern on this idea of co-locating traveller sites near to sites for the settled community.  This could lead to tension and discontent from both communities because of the differing life styles.
)Question 36: To help ensure that enough pitches are provided to meet Dorset’s needs, Traveller pitches could be delivered alongside homes for the settled community on large scale residential development. Are there any issues which you think we need to consider in locating Traveller pitches alongside new built homes for the settled community?


Question 37: We are suggesting that 5 Traveller pitches should be provided for every 500 homes on large development sites. Is this threshold correct?
a. Yes ☐
b. No-it should be higher ☐
c. No-it should be lower ☐
 (
Given out comments for Q 36 we would not support this policy.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning.
12.5. Criteria based policy for Traveller sites
 (
These criteria are a necessary starting point.
)Question 38: To encourage Travellers to deliver their own sites, we are suggesting that
the Local Plan should include a criteria policy which takes account of the site’s
location, access, neighbouring development, environmental impact and management
of the site. Do you think we need to add or change any of the suggested criteria?


Section 13: Strategic Heathland Recreation Mitigation
13.1. Background
Question 39: We have identified opportunity sites which could deliver more homes to
help meet Dorset’s housing needs. Do we need to change the approach to mitigating
impacts on protected Dorset Heaths habitat sites as part of planning to meet
increased housing needs?
a. Yes ☐
b. No ☒
 (
Heathland area are at risk of loss or degradation unless managed well.  The integration measures should be retained.
)Please provide further comments or reasoning.
13.3. Shapwick, Kingston Lacy and the Stour Valley Park
Question 40: To what extent do you agree or disagree with development at Shapwick
to enable the delivery of public benefits from investment in the Kingston Lacy Estate?
a. Agree ☐
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Neutral ☒
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Disagree ☐
 (
No comment made
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning


[bookmark: _Hlk211328360]Section 14: Onshore Wind, Solar, and Battery Energy Storage
14.2. Identifying suitable areas
Question 41: We have outlined some areas which could be appropriate for wind
turbines, ground mounted solar panels and battery energy storage. To what extent do
you agree or disagree with identifying broad areas of opportunity for wind, solar and
battery energy storage?
a. Agree ☐
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Neutral ☐
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Disagree ☒
 (
The Local Plan should encourage all new developments, both residential and business, to be fitted with solar panels or have predominantly south facing roof aspects to encourage retro-fitting of solar panels.
The Local Plan should also have in place policies to cover off small scale wind turbines of the type that can be fitted to building to prevent spoiling the visual amenity of our smaller villages.
In respect of wind turbines these are largely in the south of the County and do not affect the Northern Area.  However when determining applications consideration should be given the negative visual amenity of the turbines.
In respect of solar panels the area being promoted in the plan document seems to cover every square inch of the Northern Area.  Much of this land is along the Blackmore Vale which is prime dairying land and the loss of that land would have major serious consequences to the security of production and supply of milk products.  Many have a view that solar farms do not prohibit agriculture but the plants that are farmed need solar energy to grow productively and by definition solar panels prevent that solar energy from reaching the plants.
Areas of up to 120 ha for ground mounted solar energy developments seems excessively large.
 
New solar  installations need to be of an appropriate scale and the impact on the local area objectively assessed with benefits to the local community carefully considered.
In respect of battery storage it is assumed that these need to be co-located with sites of energy generation.  These storage units are understood to be the size of small (20 ft) containers.  To fill a site of 10 ha with these seems to be excessive and a risk should fires occurs which sometimes happens
 and therefore should be located close to access routes.
 
As far as is possible battery storage should be co-located in and integrated with energy generation sites.
  
Noise is also associated with battery storage and sound attenuating mitigation should be considered as part of storage solutions.
Large scale solar 
developments
 on green field land are not in line with Dorset Councils own 
Strategy to protect the countryside of Dorset.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning

Section 15: North of Dorchester Masterplan
15.3. Matter 1: Eastern edge
Question 42: Since Roman times, the centre of Dorchester has had a prominent
position in the landscape. One of the threats to this identity is at the eastern edge of
the potential development area (near the A35). Would you support keeping this
eastern area more green and open, even if that means fewer homes, facilities and jobs?
a. Agree ☒
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Disagree ☐
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Neutral ☐
 (
The Eastern edge of the town should be kept more green and open.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning…

15.4. Matter 2: Employment locations
Question 43. Supporting jobs, homes and services all in one place is an essential part
of the health of a town. Do you see new workspaces that are integrated into walkable
neighbourhoods and local centres as an attractive part of Dorchester in the future?
a. Agree ☒
b. Partially agree ☐
c. Disagree ☐
d. Partially disagree ☐
e. Neutral ☐
 (
Work spaces / Mixed use developments will reduce the need for private car use and will offer opportunities to bus operators to provide a viable and valuable service.
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning…


15.5. Matter 3: Pigeon House Farm neighbourhood
Question 44: We believe that the valley at Pigeon House Farm can play an important role in encouraging access to nature and celebrating local landscape — What type of development, if any, do you think could help support this in a sustainable way?
i. A smaller scale of development ☐
ii. A larger scale of development ☐
iii. The use of the area as an undeveloped landscape buffer, for recreation, education and nature interpretation, without any housing development. ☐
iv. A mixture of the above ☐
 (
No comment made
)Please provide any further comments or reasoning…
15.6. Matter 4: Main east to west route
 (
No comment made
)Question 45: What are your priorities for a new east–west route?
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