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ISSUE 10: Whether there is justification for a Strategic Site for 
development at West Durrington and whether it would secure significant 
benefits for the wider area  
 

1. Taking account of the length of time that this site has been 
allocated what evidence is there that it is likely to be delivered 
during the CS period? 

 
This includes, unstinting commitment from the Consortium as 
recognised by the years of work to date, the major financial 
commitment and the progression to an imminent revised application.  
The latter evidenced by the detailed works currently being undertaken 
including, amongst other things, ongoing ecological study and 
consultation; new transportation survey and investigation; masterplan 
testing; and formal scoping for an EIA (the statutory consultee response 
period ending 5th October 2010). 
 
The failure to deliver thus far has not been at the behest of the 
developers or because of local policy but rather as a result of previously 
evolving planning circumstances in terms of wider planning policy or 
legislation (e.g. speed limits and protected species), guidance (e.g. 
Manual for Streets), and third party concerns over previous iterations. 
 
It should be noted that all land for implementation is controlled by the 
three developers in consortium, all are accomplished at delivering 
major strategic housing schemes and two are leading national house 
builders.  Furthermore, principal and secondary accesses to the site are 
not in third party control and it has been demonstrated that all 
infrastructure provision is available in a straightforward manner. 
 
The Consortium will press for early determination of an application due 
to be submitted shortly and for commencement on the site as soon as 
possible – the Council’s CS approach rightly supports this in principle. 

 
2. Is there justification for releasing this Greenfield site in advance of 

brownfield alternatives? 
 

Please see relevant Statement of Common Ground 
 

3. In what way would this development secure significant 
improvements in terms of social deprivation?  

 
Please see relevant Statement of Common Ground 
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4. Does Policy 1 include sufficient flexibility in terms of dwelling 
numbers and is there justification for including the Potential Future 
Development Area at this stage? 

 
The policy is right to use the ‘approximately’ approach to numbers 
within a CS.  On the issue of soundness of the CS as a whole we would, 
however, wish to refer back to the original representations to deal with 
the Consortium’s principal point that, in summary, the ‘PFDA’ land 
should not be some kind of low status quasi reserve site but rather 
should form part of the wider allocation.  The division between the two 
areas was a Consortium and Borough agreement for historic 
application purposes which lies in the past and had its roots based on 
seeking to phase release in the early 2000s.  In the present context the 
approx ‘700 dwellings’ should be widened to approx ‘1,000 dwellings’ in 
CS Policy 1 and the distinction between ‘Main Site’ and ‘PFDA’ 
boundaries be removed from the Inset Map.  Against the background of 
other Consortium representations which are made on the AoC and 
SHLAA components of the overall housing supply, and the 
‘justification, effectiveness and national policy’ points previously set out 
(please see Section 2 et al of Submission CS representations), the 
changes to the CS (along with consequent alterations to supporting text 
and tables) are required to provide for sound achievement of the: 
 

• greatest certainty of sufficient overall housing delivery within the 
Plan period in line with the housing requirement figure (4,000); 

• provision of adequate quantum and timeliness of the affordable 
housing content; 

• continuity of the ‘whole site’ allocation approach in the adopted 
development plan; 

• comprehensive planning of facilities, movement and 
masterplanning generally; 

• ability to establish appropriate early structural landscape and 
footpath routes across the whole site; 

• maximum potential for delivery of regenerative benefits to the 
wider community; 

• greatest potential to create a new, vibrant mixed community with 
the widest range of community, social and sporting facilities able 
to be provided and viably managed for the long term to serve the 
whole site; 

• certainty and awareness for the public in contrast to the vague 
and potentially unsettling current CS approach; 

• establishment of a certain agricultural exit strategy for the 
landowner; and 

• compliance with the range of Strategic Objectives (1,4,5,6,7) and 
CS Policy objectives (8,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19) as highlighted in 
the Consortium’s Submission CS representations. 
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5. Is the lower level of AH proposed at West Durrington justified?  
 

Please see relevant Statement of Common Ground (subject to confirmation) 
 

6. Does Policy 1 provide sufficient information about the 
infrastructure, delivery and phasing requirements for this site? 

 
Please see relevant Statement of Common Ground (albeit noting the 
difference over the matter of the PFDA land).  

 
7. Are the infrastructure requirements viable bearing in mind that 

they were based on a development of 875 units? 
 

Please see relevant Statement of Common Ground 
 

 
8. Should the quantum of retail provision be specified? 

 
Not of key interest to the Consortium but taking the principles of a Core 
Strategy it should almost certainly not be at this level of detail. 
 

9. Should the extent of the District Centre be shown on the Inset 
Map? 

 
The Inset Map at final publication could usefully be updated to show 
current development and by doing this would presumably illustrate 
housing / commercial boundaries more clearly. 

 
10.Should the land adjacent to the nature conservation sites be 

deleted from the site boundary on the Inset Map? 
 

Getting involved in any change of boundaries for the WD would need a 
level of precision which would seem overly detailed and unnecessary for 
a CS.  Boundaries to the site have been well established by built 
development, highways, Conservation Area and now the National Park.  
The land at the west of the site is none of these and runs up to the 
clearly defined Titnore Lane.  The land includes some SNCI and some 
ancient woodland but also open agricultural fields.  Strategic sites in 
their allocation would generally include parts which will not be fully 
covered by built development.   
 
The Consortium has made the commitment that this land area will not 
have housing development in the emerging planning application.  
Nevertheless, this ‘blue land’ could be kept in the site boundary of the 
Inset Map allocation to provide, for example, potential mitigation and 
maintain consistency.  The CS arena would not seem to be the place to 
debate or draw a revised plan line which is presently established by a 
highway when there are so many potentially detailed variables.  The 
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Consortium would not wish to make a big issue on this matter but 
would merely underline that the CS is currently sound on this front. 

 
 
 
 
 
 


