Housing threat to Whiteparish

Let’s make our voices heard…..we have just five days left to respond.
As most of us are aware, there has been an ongoing consultation process about planning for future housing growth in the area. We may well be forced to accommodate at least 100 houses, possibly more. 
Though over 130 people from Whiteparish responded to the consultation on the Core Strategy Document in April, Salisbury District Council has not taken any notice of what we told them in the responses we made and ignored the significant concerns we raised. The deadline for comments is 24th October.
During late summer a document from Salisbury District Council, cunningly disguised as a piece of junk mail, appeared on our doorsteps. This magazine-style publication, called Our Place in the Future dated Sept ‘08 (it’s on the SDC website - copies at the Post Office) contains proposals revised in the light of input to the previous consultation. If anything these proposals paint the future of Whiteparish in an even poorer light. However, Our Place in the Future gives people one final chance to make their views known

Whilst we recognise the need for some modest growth, if we don’t get SDC to listen to us, there is no chance of developing a coherent and sustainable plan to protect our village. If you agree that the village can’t sustain the level of growth envisaged for it in the proposed strategy and you haven’t yet responded to Salisbury District Council (SDC), it is vital that you do so within the next few days. 
How to respond

‘Our Place in the Future’ contains a response form at the end of the document which we have reproduced below and you can utilise. The first five questions are not of particular relevance to Whiteparish. The only opportunity we have to comment directly on the real concerns we have about the future of Whiteparish is by responding to Question 6; ‘Do you wish to make any other comments including on any of the other issues’. You’ll see that for such a key issue there is not exactly a lot of room for comment, so if you want to make a few points you can use an extra sheet. You must also include your name, address etc.  

You can also respond by email. Whilst in theory  this is the easiest way to respond, since SDC does not have any direct electronic submission mechanism, to do this you will need to go into the preferred option page on the SDC website (www.salisbury.gov.uk/core-strategy) and download the word version of the comment form, complete this and then attach and send by e-mail to ldf@salisbury.gov.uk
Many of the points we made in our previous responses are equally applicable and can be re-iterated. We thought you might find a summary of some of the potential key points to raise useful. These are only suggestions; it’s important that you tell SDC your opinion in your own words and as emotively as you feel fit. It is important to note that each member of the household can make a separate submission
Background information to help construct your response
SDC is proposing a staged approach to meeting the Government’s 12,400 housing requirement over the next 20 years as follows: years 1 to 5 focus on providing housing in Salisbury and Amesbury with 3,775 new homes years 6 to 20 the 8,625 balance being provided between the Salisbury/Amesbury (7,165), Southern Area (590), Mere & Western (510) and Nadder (360).

The document (page 13) proposes that 590 houses fall to be provided by the Southern area which includes Whiteparish. Given the rural nature of the Southern area this figure itself looks too high. We have very significant concerns as to how 590 houses would be distributed over the Southern Area. The new proposals will disproportionately impact Whiteparish since 290 houses need to be found between ourselves, Winterslow, Woodfalls & Morgans Vale, whilst only 200 go to Downton, just 50 to Alderbury (who put up a strong fight) and a mere 50 to Laverstock. 

As one of the larger of the three settlements we may well be asked to take 100+ houses - This would undoubtedly have a very significant adverse impact on our village. Bearing in mind there are just over 400 dwellings within the Whiteparish 30mph limit boundary, such an increase (c25%) is unsustainable, unacceptable and inconsistent with the documents stated aim (page 12 paragraph e)  that ‘any growth sits comfortably in existing settlements'' and retaining the character of our village.
The actual limited comments requested on the latest consultation document focus on the next 5 years - the real concern is that this document, with a 20 year time horizon, which includes the 590 houses and allocation to Whiteparish, will be ‘set in stone’ and inherited by new the Wiltshire Unitary Authority. To date SDC has not sufficiently listened to our responses and the importance of retaining the character of our village. It essential we voice our concerns now since our strong opposition to significant additional growth has not been heard and will be lost unless it is recognised in the final stage of this existing consultation. 
Potential comments on question 6 you may want to make

You may wish to consider the following issues in your response:

· We would like to make specific comments on the implications on Whiteparish 

·    Per page 13 of the consultation, 590 houses will be required in the Southern area of which 290 will be allocated between Whiteparish, Winterslow, Woodfalls & Morgans Vale. Therefore Whiteparish may be allocated over 100+ houses. This represents a 20-25% increase which is completely incompatible with the stated aim of page 12 paragraph e) of the consultation which is to ensure that ‘any growth sits comfortably in existing settlements'' and retaining the character of our village.
· Such further growth in Whiteparish is equally incompatible with the 2026 vision in the previous Core Strategy Preferred Options document that stated (para 12.25) “Whiteparish will have evolved only modestly, with limited infill growth sympathetic to their character” We fully agree with this vision and would strongly disagree and resist any potential development that goes beyond this.
· The SDC received very strong representations from Whiteparish, over 130 comments (per forward planning), that strongly opposed significant further growth in the village. There was some support for modest growth provided this limited growth is sustainable and does not significantly impact the existing rural character of the village. By any standards this equates to no more than 5-10% growth. Therefore our concerns as a village appear to have been completely disregarded.    

· The oft repeated comment in the Officers response to individual comments on the previous consultation is that “Whiteparish has been identified as a ‘Main Village’ in the settlement strategy (topic paper 3). The settlement strategy is based on the principle locating development in areas with a wide range of services facilities and employment opportunities.” This is a circular argument since this is the very assertion with which we disagreed previously.
· Sustainable development should be judged in the context of the current status quo pertaining to Whiteparish. There is limited local employment, one small village shop, a primary school that has reached capacity and a woefully inadequate public transport in addition to ongoing road infrastructure issues. We continue to strongly disagree with any assertion that 'Whiteparish is one of the more sustainable places to accommodate further growth ' (as stated in the Topic 2 Housing addendum).
· No one is against development per se we just want sustainable modest growth that maintains the unique rural character of the village. Significant further growth would threaten this.
· Due consideration has not been given to the proximity of Whiteparish to the New Forest National Park. Parts of the village are indeed within the New Forest National Park. Any development would, by definition, affect views into and out of the New Forest National Park.
· Whiteparish is in the process of a preparing a Village Design Statement, as recommended by the SDC, but this will be overridden and negated if we are swamped with houses.
· Since the Southern Area is rural in nature, both the total number of houses (590) and the allocation within the Area must be revised before the consultation document is finalised this year. Similarly the new Wiltshire unitary authority must take our strong views into consideration in future plans 
· The road constraints used to justify limited growth in Alderbury apply equally to Whiteparish.
Please remember the deadline of 24th October, you can use your own words and be as emotive as you want and each individual householder can respond. 
We know that as village we have been ‘late to the train’ and our views have not been taken into account by SDC, let us take this very last opportunity for our voice to be heard
Hugh Francis

OUR PLACE IN THE FUTURE RESPONSE FORM

PLEASE RETURN BY 24 OCTOBER 2008

Question 1 (page 9):

Should we take the suggested steps to meet our identified needs?

YES/NO

If no, which steps should we leave out and why?

Question 2 (page 10):

Do you agree with the ‘dispersed growth’ approach?

YES/NO

If no, which other approach would you suggest?

Question 3 (page 11):

Do you agree that these sites are appropriate to meet our needs?

YES/NO

If no, can you suggest any alternative sites?

Question 4 (page 15):

Do you agree that these sites are appropriate to meet our employment needs?

YES/NO

If no, can you suggest any alternative sites?

Question 5 (page 15):

If these sites are developed, what type of business activity would you like to see?

	
	Offices
	Research and Development
	Light Industry
	General Industry

	Harnham Business Park
	
	
	
	

	Churchfields
	
	
	
	

	UKLF, Wilton
	
	
	
	

	Solstice Park, Amesbury
	
	
	
	

	Fugglestone Red
	
	
	
	

	Old Sarum
	
	
	
	

	Hampton Park
	
	
	
	

	Archers Gate, Amesbury
	
	
	
	


Question 6:

Do you wish to make any other comments, including on any of the other issues discussed in this magazine or the previously published Preferred Options document (‘The Black Book’)?

Name:

Address:

Postcode:

Telephone:

E-Mail:

Please return:

By post to:       Forward Planning and Conservation, Salisbury District Council
Planning Office, 61 Wyndham Road

Salisbury, Wiltshire SP1 3AF

By e-mail:    ldf@salisbury.gov.uk                                      By fax:  01722 434247  

