
Fordingbridge Town Council recommends REFUSAL of planning application 21/10052 under PAR4 for 
the following reasons. 

1. The link road from the A338 must be built before this application can be started. This should 
be the most important condition. The existing roads will not be able to cope with all the 
construction traffic and vehicles from 342 additional dwellings unless a link road to the A338 
is built first.  

2. We disagree with the Highway Authority for raising no objection, as they do not report on 
the impact of traffic using (i) residential roads that carry school traffic, are used for school 
parking and have children walking to school or (ii) a single lane country road too narrow for 
cars to pass without pulling into residential drive entrances in order to reach the A338 to the 
north of the town.  

In addition, previous Highways comments on the traffic assessments for the Bridge Street 
mini-roundabout junction appear to conflict with one another:  

20/10522 comment 

"The model results show that without the proposed development in 2024...the Bridge Street 
mini-roundabout would breach its capacity and is likely to experience delays and congestion 
as a result..... Any additional traffic would exacerbate this situation and add further delays, 
congestion and the likelihood of accidents to the highway network such that any additional 
impacts would be considered severe." 

21/10052 comment 

"The modelling forecasts that with the traffic development and committed development, 
the mini-roundabout B3078/Salisbury Street/B3078 Bridge Street junction would operate 
within capacity in both future years of 2025 and 2036." 

3. With 342 new houses and no new employment land all traffic will have to travel through the 
already congested town roads to access employment. There is a lack of measures looking at 
sustainable transport. 

4. The Council consider a traffic management plan necessary for this development. 

5. The figures on the amount of recreation land do not add up. Most of the proposed open 
spaces are small areas spread around the site, rather than accessible ANRGs. The proposed 
areas don’t compensate for the SANG being lost from the previous development to form the 
new roundabout and access road. Some areas noted as ANRG will not be able to be used all 
year round. The proposed new road separates the existing SANG, reducing both its utility for 
recreation and also for wildlife, eliminating the possibility of creating a wildlife corridor as 
recommended in the Nature Recovery Plan adopted by Fordingbridge Town Council. The fact 
that the provision of Formal Public Open Space can be avoided by way of a contribution 
detracts from the proposed scheme and is to the detriment of residents of the site. 
Appropriate Formal Public Open Space should be included within the scheme. 

6. The impact on existing facilities such as healthcare and schools. The existing facilities 
struggle to provide services to existing residents and won’t be able to cope with additional 
demands. There are no proposals to improve these facilities. 

7. The ecological damage caused by developing this green space which has always been an 
important rural part of the town. 

8. The impact on, and the reduction in, the quality of life of the residents of Fordingbridge due 
to construction work and additional traffic using roads through residential areas. There will 
be significant harm to quality of life for many residents. 



9. The large number of conditions is not acceptable. The responses from some statutory 
consultees are dependent on many conditions being complied with, and most of these will 
be difficult to enforce. The Highway Authority require an hourly bus to be provided, but the 
adjacent roads are not suitable for buses. They also require a construction phase traffic 
management plan, but no roads are currently suitable for large lorries.  

10. Phosphate mitigation needs further explanation, especially if decommissioning of the 
Bickton trout farm has already started. What was the level of phosphates from the Trout 
farm previously versus what will be the level of phosphates from all the developments?  Was 
the farm already being decommissioned prior to purchase by Penny Farthing homes?  
Allowing additional phosphates (mitigated elsewhere) is to the detriment of the local area. 

11. The capacity of the sewerage system needs further explanation. There appears to be no 
overall strategy to improve the sewerage works. The proximity of the proposed new 
pumping station to existing properties in Sharpley Close was considered to be very close. 

 

 


