FORDINGBRIDGE TOWN COUNCIL

Minutes of a meeting of the Planning Committee held on Wednesday 8" November 2023 at
7.30pm in the Town Hall
(Minutes subject to approval at the next meeting of the Council)

Present: ClIr Paton - Chairman
Cllrs Cameron, Hinton and Wilson

In attendance: Rachel Edwards, Asst Town Clerk
ClIr DeBoos (Ringwood Council)

1. Toreceive any apologies for absence
Apologies were received from Clirs Bailey, Lewendon, Perkins, Shering and White. Also, from Clir
Woods (NFDC).

2. To receive any Declarations of Interest
No declarations of interest.

3. To confirm the minutes of the meeting held on 11" October 2023 and report any matters
arising

CliIr Hinton proposed and it was seconded by ClIr Wilson and therefore RESOLVED: that the minutes

of the meeting held on the 11" October 2023 be signed as a true record. All who attended were in

favour.

Matters Arising

Agenda item 9 — PennyFarthing Homes reported that FTC writing to Hampshire County Council to

aid and support an expeditious decision on a temporary haul road for construction traffic for site 18

to and from the A338, rather than construction traffic being routed through the Augustus Park

estate, has helped.

Agenda item 12 — No objections were raised by FTC to the proposed street names Sheridan

Gardens, Kymer Grove and Falaise Drive.

4. To receive any matters raised by Members of the Public

Planning Application 23/10316

Application for full planning permission to provide 198 dwellings (including affordable housing
provision), new pedestrian and cycle routes, landscaping, parking, public open space, Alternative
Natural Recreational Greenspace, improvement of existing access, drainage and all other
necessary on site infrastructure; and demolition of former outbuildings and agricultural buildings.
(AMENDED REASON TO ADVERTISE)

The NFDC Planning Committee voted in favour of the recommendation that "Delegated Authority
be given to the Head of Service to GRANT PERMISSION subject to the completion of a planning
obligation entered into by way of a Section 106 Agreement to secure those matters set out in the
report by the end of June 2024 and the imposition of conditions." at their meeting on the morning of
8" November 2023.

Clir DeBoos gave the following presentation regarding planning application 23/10316:

During the meeting of NFDC Planning Committee this morning, Mr Stephen Belli was asked at
about 1h, 3m and 30s into the meeting about the percentage of profit assumed in the viability
appraisals. Mr Belli stated: “I believe that the percentage was 20% and 20% is within the range of
Government targets for developer profit, anything between 15 and 20%”. The Member went on to
say that her understanding is that Government targets are between 15 and 20%, so why did we not
push for 15%7? Mr Belli replied “We did ask our viability assessor to consider a lower profit level,
but it was clear that the more you reduce that profit level, the greater impact it has on affordable
housing provision” and later said “We did ask the developer and our financial advisor to look at a
lower percentage profit, but it was considered that that would have an adverse impact on the level
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of affordable housing”. Neither the Chair, Deputy Chair nor any officer on the bench challenged this
statement. To me, the statement appears to be logically flawed. In my view, it is sufficient to call in
the decision, if a District Councillor agrees.

If the decision is called in, it would give NFDC Members the opportunity to ask follow up questions
about the finances, which Mr Belli’s reply stifled.

For example, looking at the viability appraisals, the difference between a developer profit of 20%
and 15%, which is stated as “GDV”, can be calculated from the data in the Turner Morum Viability
Appraisal. At 20%, without any affordable housing provision, the cash amount is about £22M. So a
profit drop to 15% releases £5.5M that could be spent on affordable housing provision. This is not
an “adverse impact”.

Also, the Dixon Searle report, section 3.5.10, points out that the Quantity Surveyors report contests
the Applicants costs to the tune of about £2.9M.

Add £2.9M to £5.5M and we are at £8.4M.

Moving on to the Benchmark Land Value, Dixon Searle, Section 3.2.1, suggest this is high at £500
per hectare and that a more reasonable value could be £250 per hectare. The difference could add
another £4.3M to the pot, so now we are at £12.7M.

The question this figure begs is whether it is significant. The answer is in the Table in Section 2.1.7
of the Dixon Searle report. The deficit for 50% affordable housing is stated as about £11.4M.
£12.7M would easily cover this deficit.

That is all | have to say Chair.
[Clir DeBoos left the meeting.]

Members discussed the NFDC Planning Committee meeting and agreed to seek the support of the
District Councillors to call in planning application 23/10316.

5. Toreport any Results on Planning Applications, Appeals, Tree Works Applications & Tree
Preservation Orders made

Application 23/10758

SITE: 28 SHAFTESBURY STREET, FORDINGBRIDGE SP6 1JF (NB:
SUBJECT TO UNILATERAL UNDERTAKING)

DESCRIPTION: Change of Use of an Existing Class E Commercial Use to a Mixed
Use Comprising a Class E Office Use and a Class C3 Dwellinghouse;
front addition.

DECISION: Granted Subject to Conditions

Application 23/10904
SITE: 14 WAVERLEY ROAD, FORDINGBRIDGE SP6 1EX

DESCRIPTION: Demolition and replacement of existing garage with garage with
home office to the rear

DECISION: Granted Subject to Conditions

Application 23/10949

SITE: 8 AUGUSTUS AVENUE, FORDINGBRIDGE SP6 1FL
DESCRIPTION: Conservatory to the rear

DECISION: Granted Subject to Conditions

Chairman 13.12.2023
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Application 20/10160

SITE: LAND OF FOREST VIEW, SALISBURY ROAD, BURGATE SP6 1LX
(NB: SUBJECT TO LEGAL AGREEMENT)

DESCRIPTION: Erection of 4 bedroom detached cottage; formation of repositioned
access; erection of new front boundary wall following demolition of
garages and outbuildings

DECISION: Granted Subject to Conditions

Application 23/10881

SITE: 12 WHITSBURY ROAD, FORDINGBRIDGE SP6 1JZ
DESCRIPTION: New driveway, vehicle access & dropped kerb
DECISION: Granted Subject to Conditions

Application 23/10970

SITE: THE PADDOCKS, MARL LANE, FORDINGBRIDGE SP6 1JR

DESCRIPTION: Erection of a single storey detached outbuilding to provide 3 cat pens
for boarding up to 6 cats for business purposes.

DECISION: Granted Subject to Conditions

Tree Work Decisions

Case Ref: TPO/23/0427

Site Address: 30 PARK ROAD, FORDINGBRIDGE, SP6 1EQ
Proposed Works:  Crown lifting allow for 2.5m height to lowest branch.
Reason for Work: ~ Lower branches currently obstructing pavement and road.
Decision: Grant

Case Ref: CONS/23/0494

Site Address: THE WHITE HOUSE, BICKTON LANE, BICKTON,
FORDINGBRIDGE, SP6 2HA

Decision: Raise No Objections

6. To consider new Planning Applications

23/11065 |21 GREEN LANE, FORDINGBRIDGE SP6 1HU [Mr Chandler

Development of 5 terraced houses with associated car parking

ClIr Hinton presented this application. There is no impact on the neighbours nor the
neighbourhood amenity. However, there could be an issue with access and parking as cars
already park opposite. Two letters of representation had been submitted from members of the
public; one requesting a pavement to the front of the site and double yellow lines to the road
outside Avon Court south side as the road is very narrow and currently a bottle neck for traffic,
the other regarding solar panels and air source heat pumps. Hampshire Highways require
further information before a recommendation can be made.

ClIr Wilson proposed and it was seconded by Cllr Cameron and therefore RESOLVED: to
recommend PERMISSION under PAR3, as Fordingbridge needs small housing units. All in
favour.

Chairman 13.12.2023
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7. To consider new Tree Works Applications
Members considered the following tree works applications.

Case Ref: CONS/23/0522

Proposed Works: Yew x 1 Reduce

Site Address: 10 Farriers, Fordingbridge, SP6 1FE
Case Ref: CONS/23/0547

Proposed Works: Willow x 1 Reduce
Sycamore x 1 Fell
Beech x 1 Reduce
Ash x 1 Reduce
Site Address: The Millers House, 33 Provost Street, Fordingbridge, SP6 1AY

Case Ref: CONS/23/0559

Proposed Works: Poplar x 1 Reduce

Reason for Work: One twin stem Poplar is to be reduced in height at the Pumping
Station to 10-12m above ground level. The final pruning height will
be determined by suitable growth points and equal to adjacent
leader snap point. The lateral extent of the crow n is to be reduced
to achieve natural shape and even w eight distribution. The stem
has a lean with substantial crow n w eight toward the Pumping
Station and we are looking to actively manage a potential risk. All
works will be carried out in accordance with BS 3998:2010.

Site Address: Pump House Rear Of 26, Bridge Street, Fordingbridge, SP6 1AH

8. To consider any Licensing Act 2003 applications
Members considered the following licensing act applications and noted that the fireworks event had
been cancelled due to bad weather.

Our Ref: TEN 10884 / LICTE/23/05443 - VL

Date: 18 October 2023

Application Type: Temporary Events Notice

Date(s) Of Proposed Event: |02/11/2023 17:30:00 to 02/11/2023 21:00:00

Premise Address: Friends of Fordingbridge Infant School Fordingbridge

Federation Pta Fordingbridge Infant & Junior School,
Pennys Lane, Fordingbridge, SP6 1HJ

Applicant Details: Debra Poole

Event Details: Fireworks Display

The sale by retail of alcohol

02 November 2023

17:30 hrs to 21:00 hrs

450 persons

Chairman 13.12.2023
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Our Ref: TEN 10870 / LICTE/23/05396 - VL
Date: 16 October 2023
Application Type: Temporary Events Notice
Date(s) Of Proposed Event: |18/11/2023 19:50:00 to 18/11/2023 22:00:00
Premise Address: Our Lady of Sorrows & St Philip Benizi RC Church, 15
Salisbury Road, Fordingbridge, SP6 1EG
Applicant Details: Marguerite Helen Eales
Event Details: Musical Evening with band & choir
The sale by retail of alcohol
The provision of regulated entertainment
18th November 2023
19:50 hrs to 22:00 hrs
70 persons

9. To consider writing to HCC regarding S106 agreement for site 18

Pennyfarthing Homes reported that a lack of response from Hampshire County Council was
delaying the section 106 legal agreement being issued by NFDC and that this in turn was holding
up the delivery of the link road for the town. They asked that Fordingbridge Town Council write to
Hampshire County Council to expediate a response. Members considered the request and asked
that a briefing meeting be held with Pennyfarthing Homes first.

Action: Asst Clerk to confirm date of briefing meeting with Pennyfarthing Homes

Members discussed the provision of formal public open space for the new developments, noting
that there was no provision on site. Cllr Hinton wished to know from NFDC how and when
decisions will be made on where the developer contributions are spent, what will be the process of
consideration of these options and what involvement FTC will have in these considerations and
decisions. ClIr Hinton reported that under the Site 16 officers report, page 28 under heading: (iv)
Formal public open space, is written:

It was considered that such facilities would be better sited at the Burgate School or on the existing
town recreation grounds to the south. A further decision will be taken shortly on grant funding for
the associated changing rooms and sports pavilion at the school which again has the benefit of a
recent planning permission. Any further monies still available can be used for other sports
provision facilities in the town.

Action: Asst Clerk to write to NFDC as above

10. To consider aresponse to the Mineral Extraction at Midgham Farm Consultation

ClIr Hinton reported that despite over 900 objections to the Hampshire Minerals and Waste Plan
being received, the Partial Update Regulation 19 Stage — Proposed Submission Plan is currently
being reviewed by five Local Planning Authorities before going out to public consultation in
January. The Harbridge Protection Society (HPS) reported that “There are a number of issues with
statements made within the (CEMEX) Flyer which are considered to be misleading and could
amount to an attempt to deceive.” The HPS have asked CEMEX for a detailed response to all the
points of concern. Please see appendix 1 for the full report from the Harbridge Protection Society.
Action: ClIr Wilson to make representation at the HCC Cabinet meeting on 12" December

11. To note any items of correspondence
The November Strategic Sites update can be found in appendix 2.

12. To receive areport from the Clerk or any other relevant planning business
Nothing further to report.

13. To note the date of the next meeting as Wednesday 13" December 2023
The meeting closed at 20.25pm.

Chairman 13.12.2023
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APPENDIX 1

Chairman 13.12.2023
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3. Welenme

3.1  The Fiver states: “Our proposais alzo inchude restoration plars (o refers
the land back o agriculiure... " “Rextorafion (using materials suck as clay and
snited..... "

HPS Commeni: With aver 40 years of seeing the attempts in this arca to restore
land after mineral extraction, there is very clear evidence for all 1o see, that it has not
been possible to restorg land back fir agricultural use, it is 8 misnomer. At best, griss
can be grown but not crops, the so-called restorsd land is non-productive and prone to
waterloggimg due to the removil of the undeslying gravel. The usc of clay, ns
suggested in the Flyver will, without the undeslying gravel, farther imhibil draieage and
the sedl will tumn to mod when the land is worked. What has tzken 10008 of vears to
crepte will hawve been dastroyed. In this regard, the Flyer is misicading and considered
to, a3 thase issues are woll known within the mineral extraction isdusiry. Sadly, the
staterrents made in the Flyer have been made, knowing full well that it will be sevesal
decades before the falure of the restoration o agricaltoral land materialises.

12 The Flyer states; v ereale addidoral kabitaty across e aife
ersuring that the site deliver significant gaing in Modiversity, ©

HPS Compment: In extracting the mincrals from the kand, everything is fimst
destroved. Hedgerows, wees, habitats, flors and founa are removed and/or displaced.
Having taken 1,000s of years to establish, this can never, within many generations,
become the same again. When saying that there will be “significant gains , one must
congider whot has been lost in the process of these alleged pains. What will be lost is
our gxiating hedgerows, trecs, habitats, flora and fauuns, ete, and these will be lost at
the commencement of the preparation for the Midgham Farm site during the sommer
of 2025, The end date for extraction and restoration is currently 2046, That will be 23
vears and then all the planting and restorstion will need w mature, taking a further 20
venars, This means that these “significant gains " will not be secn for 43 years, This =
further compounded by the vnrealistie and over-nflved “Need' for imanerals, resalting
in planning end dates being extended time and time agam, One local site his been
extended mony times and 15 now nearly 30 years bevond itg original end date, Ths
could mean that vour “signifcant gairs ™ will not be seen for over 70 years, Any
reaspnahle person looking at thiz would not consider this s gain or indeed o benefit.
The Flyer is very misleading,

33 The Flver states: “The Midgham site is g poteniizl replacemeni to
aperations af Hamer Warren orce rexerves af Shat gquarry rus out.”™

§ Cominent: Cemex have previously stated that the Homer Warren ansd
proposed Midpham Farm site will not tun concurrently.  The wse of the terms
= potential raplacement to operations at Hamer Warren once reserves af ihal quarry
rum owd, ” Indicate that these sites could well run concurmrently. The bocal rosd
infrastructure 15 plready insdequate for current operational traffic and cenainly could
e snsiain two operating sites.  The suspicion of concurrent the operation of Hamer
Warren and Mudgham Farm siie i further compounded by the stated intention to

Chairman 13.12.2023
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commence Cobley Wood Farm site in 2036, The proposal states that the Cobley Wood
Farm site would feed its extructed minerals to the Hames Warren site for processing
from 20038 onwards, Cemex need o clarify their imentions, as this s confrary (o what
they have already said publichy,

4. Public Consultation

4.1 The Flver stotes: "We are excited fo bring forward these plans jor a new
gquaryy ar Midgham Farm that will help bring foby and invesiment in the local

COTHITICHTEY

HI'S Comment: We challenge this statement, The processing plant esaploy
relptively few people and the drivers are nearly all supplied on o contract basis from
companies outside this aren. Vehicles delivering waste are also from outside of this
ares and those collecting minerals from the sites are from all over Hampshie and
Dorsed. I Cemex do intend to close down Hamer Warren before setting up the
Midgham Farm site, then the few jobs st Hamer Warren will transfer 1o the new site,
S0 no new jobs and it is very difficalt to see what, iTany *. ..investment in the loca!
community. " will take place. There is no certainly evidence of this over the last 40
yeurs vet and any examples from Cemex would be very interesting. Another
mistesding statement?

%, Minimising the Impact on Neighbours

5.1 The Flyer states: “The rextoration program woidd foliow on from the
exiraction program filling in phases progressively affer they are worked out. This is a
common way of working sand and gravel zitey and ensuwres that the exient of ford
impacted by the  operation af  awy ome  dme i85 limited "

HPS Comment: The Cemex statement smys, “that the land impacted by the
operation at any one fime is limited " This has pot been the case in the past.  When
planning permission has been granted previously for mineral extraction in this area,
ther= are "end dates” atiached in the granting of planning permission. These "end dates’
are tatally ineffective and are always extended. In one case locally, an "end date’ has
been extended agam and again and kas now been exceeded by nearly 30 years. Wihen
previously challenged on this st o recent HWLP meeting Cemex were dismissive. This
is nod “Minimising the Impact on Meighbours” and is very misleading,

There is no mention of the ssgnificant impact on neighboeurs of the very mony HGVs on
the narmow and unsuitable lanes in the arca. There is oo mention of the impact of the
drendiul eyesore that these quarries generate through the destruction of the beautiful
area and the mud on the lanes, There 15 also ne mention of the impact and disraption to
our local feotpaths. The traffic, appearance and footpaths ore very important issues for
residents in this arca but not, apparently, regarded as important by Cemex,

Chairman 13.12.2023
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6. Benefits

6.1  The Flver stades: “New job creation for local people. including full-time
staff at the quarry, drivers, and contraciors for the sef-up, marmiEnanee, and
resioration of the site.”

HPS Comment: This has been addressad at 4.1 above, There would appeor to
he o benefits to the area here.

6.2  The Flyer siates; “A sustaineble sapply of local building materials
wiinimizing distances HG Vs corvemily have to travel o the local area, as there aré no
arher sites rearinp, ™

HEE Comment; The ‘Nead” for minesals have been greatly over-eslimated for
miore than 40 years in this area as evidenced in the stream of consequential extensions
of ‘end dates”, kighlighted above at 4,1 above. There s, thevefore, no “Need” at the
present time locally.

They say, .. there are no other sives rearty.” This is factoally wrong; the Hamer
Warren aite is less than £50 metres from the proposed site, the Plumley Farm site less
than 1,600 metres and the Tarmac quarry on the A538 (with fir better road
connections) is less than 3,900 metres from the Midgham Farm proposal. This is not
a henefit and is very maslcading.

6.3  The Flver states: “Rights-of-way network improve for local wse,
inchuding the insiallation of new permissive path along the western boundary of the
site ar the owivet of the develomment.

HP'S Comnmieni: Public Rights of Way (PRoW) ane very important to residents
i this arca. These FRoWs have been established for 1005 of years with their owm
umique mix of o and fauna and beawtiful views scross the Aven Valley towarnds the
Mew Farest. The re-routing of the existing footpath/s is not welcomed. The new
permissive path will be devaid of established flora and fisomia anxl iz not likely to be
pleasant 1o wse, 1t appears that this path will nesd to crnzs the mmn site entrance and
there is & reed for greater clarity on what arrangements will be put in place for
footpath users. Will this be the same as the PRoW that crosses the main site enirénce
at Homer Warren? Will foolpath users have priorty? Will there be any gates on this
footpath? These are important questions that need 1o be answered s we cannol havie
a repent of the sitsation on Foctpath 23, As it eurrently stands, there do not appzor o
be an improverent for local use, and it is ot therefore a benefit, onee again it is very
misleading.

6.4  The Flyer states: “Significant enfancements in grasslands as par! of the
proposed restoration. ™
HPFE Conmamcnt; This has been covered at 2.1 above. This 5 not likely w

lappen for over 20 years, assaming the planning il date i2 not extended. There is no
enhancement and certainly ot 8 benefit. This is misleading statement.

6.5  The Flyer states: = Additionel rative ivee and shrab planiing improving
the viznal amenity and bindiversity of the xite, "

Chairman 13.12.2023
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HPE Comment: To sy there will be « A dditional mative tree and shrub
planting ... " after the existing troes and shrobs hive been grubbed out and destroyed,
Tt will take many years for pew planting ko estahlish itsalf (zee 2.1 above) and will
hasdly be *...improving the visual ameridy and biodiversity of the site.”, Tor very
musty yenrs, What phanting that has taken place on the proposed site has failed, with
most saplings having died due to lack ol weler, Such negligence and waste does not
hode wedl for the future. This is far from bemng a henglit and it is very miskeading.

6.6  The Fiver states. “Cemex regulardy support local projects in the
community, speaks to local schools and encouragas edweational site visis. ™

HPS Comment: In the last 40 vears of the Harbridge Protection Society with all
the minesal extraction in the immediate atea, we have not seen o single local project
heing supported by Cemex. We have seen i ot of disraption 1o cur lives in very
many ways which are documented clsewhere, Thene are o sehools within this
 medinte area. This is not seen as a benefit to the community, it maybe aspirational
om Cemiex parl but it is a wery tnisleading staterneat o muke hased on OUr expericnoe
arver the lasi four decades.

7. How to get involved in our Consuttation.

7.1 The Flyer staies: "ﬂemmmﬂmm@gﬁumgm
COMTALRITY (R aur praposale.”

HPS Commenk: Whilat Cemex are looking o engage oo futre proposals one
s to book back at the track recond of Cemen engagemenl with the commusiity, As
part of the plarming permission for Hemer Warren, Cemex wene o enjgage in regular
Lisizon Panel meetings, thess wers kinown 8 the Hamer Warmen Ligison Panel
(HWLP). These took placs regularly until Ocsober 20117 when they stopped, for no
known reason. [Mspits Very many Toquesls fromm the commumity to Cemex, the
HWLP oaly resumed again, after a break of 6 years, in 2023,

There have heen issues with the amrangements of & Hamer Warren HGY crossing on
local FRoW which have been the subject of complaints since 2003, Over three
months ago (12 July) the conmonunity submitted two simple proposals to Cemex in an
attemnpt to resolva the matier. These written proposals lave not even becn
acknowledged by Cemex and have apparentdy been totally ipnored. At thie most
recent HWLP meetingg on the 290 *F September, Ceme made o mention of our
proposals bt instead statied that they intend to apply o HOC fior & proposal the
community had rejected last July. This calls into question the stated eommitment of
[emex engaging with the local commmunity. This apparent benefit in the Flyer
“eopmitted to engaging the Incal community” is therefore without foumdation.

®,  Conclusion
81  The Cemex Flyeris a vory mislcading document and challenges all the

chjectives of the Harbridge Protection Society, something we have atl worked very
hard to achieve for over 40 yours, We fially understand that Cemex im a cormmarcially

Chairman
13.12.2023



Planning Committee 08.11.2023

Chairman 13.12.2023



Planning Committee 08.11.2023

led organization and there are desires to put 8 gloss on what they seek to achieve,
They know the veal facts;] they have been in this busmess since 1990, We also know
the real facts, we have lived with this every day of our lives and seen the results of the
various attempts at restoration and all the disruption, singe 1982,

8.2  Maoy HPS members attended the Public Exhibition on the 16% October. Tt
was disappointing that not a single copy of the Flyer that was sent oul to overyone
wits ivailable at that event. A photoeepy was produced eventually but it was an
earficr version with significant changes. This, somewhat inhibited detailed dscussion
aboat the comtents of the Flyer at the evend, hence this document.

R3 w:mmmmmmmx-mammmummmmmm
rarsed above.
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APPENDIX 2
Strateqgic Sites Update (November 2023)

FORD 1 — Augustus Park, (Land East of Whitsbury Road), Fordingbridge SP6 1NQ
Planning Permission Ref: 17/10150 — 145 dwellings
Developer: Pennyfarthing Homes

The new pathway link from the Northern end of the Western SANG (Suitable Alternative
Natural Green space) through to the Tinkers Cross site is being constructed.

It has been agreed that the section of highway verge that requires completion in the
Northern end of the Western SANG will be seeded whilst they were doing the seeding on
the adjoining site at Tinkers Cross. This section of hedgerow will be re-planted, with a
fence being installed too.

Our Open Spaces Officer and the Planning Case Officer continue to liaise with the
developer to progress the transfer of the POS (Public Open Space). They have now
received the required updated arboricultural report from the developer and have added
any remedial works/planting to the defects sum. This has been sent to the developer for
negotiation.

Monitoring of this site by our Open Spaces Officer will continue in the short and medium
term.

Chairman 13.12.2023



Planning Committee 08.11.2023

FORD1 - Occupation Status — 3" November 2023
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SS18 — Land at Burgate Acres, Salisbury Road, Burgate, Fordingbridge SP6 1L X
Planning Permission Ref: 20/10228 — 63 dwellings
Developer: Metis Homes Ltd.

The build is progressing well. The South-Western corner, especially, is really taking shape.
Plots 16-19 (flats) are at the internal and external stages. The kerbs are going in for the
spur road and the car ports have been built.

There is no problem with mud on the roads at the moment.

There are no problems with noise.

The landscaping contractor has commenced the planting in the North-Eastern section of
the site.

The play area equipment has been installed in the ANRG (Alternative Natural Recreational
Greenspace) and the contractor was laying the play surface. The post and rail fence has
also been installed. The paths have been constructed in this area. They will be inspected
to ensure that they concur with the agreed details. | have arranged a site inspection with
our Open Spaces Officer to undertake this.

The dog agility equipment has been ordered and is expected at the site in the short term
when it will be installed.

The integral bat tubes are being installed on the houses in the Northern section of the site
alongside the cladding that is due to be fitted soon.

The site manager informed me that the next handovers are due on in a couple of weeks.
Plots 41, 42 and 49-53 are at ground floor level.

Plots 43-48, 54-58 and 60-62 are at roofline.

Plots 1-11, 16-40, 59 and 63 are at the internal and external stages.

Plots 13-15 are occupied.

Plot 12 is the Sales house.

| spoke to the Sales Executive and she informed me of the following:

Plots 19, 32, 37, 48, 58 and 60 are for sale.

Plots 36, 41, 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 62 and 63 have been reserved.

Plots 16-18, 20-28, 31, 43 and 55 have exchanged.

Plots 13-15 are occupied.

Plot 12 is the Sales house.

Regular monitoring of this site by the Site Monitoring Officer will continue in the short,
medium, and long term.

Chairman 13.12.2023
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Land at Burgate Acres — Occupation Status — 315t October 2023
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Planning Committee 08.11.2023

SS17 — Land at Tinkers Cross, Whitsbury Road, Tinkers Cross, Fordingbridge SP6
iNQ

Planning Permission Ref: 20/11469 — 64 dwellings

Developer: Pennyfarthing Homes Ltd.

The main road remains clear of mud. The developer is cleaning the road regularly using
their jet wash attachment.

There are no problems with noise.

The tree protection fencing is all in situ.

The Western swale is still being constructed.

The developer is still waiting upon Hampshire Highways for the S278 agreement for the
main entrance details to be signed off. | have been informed that the agreement is
currently with the legal team at Hampshire County Council.

The profiling of the ANRG (Alternative Natural Recreational Greenspace) has been
completed. The whole area has been prepped and the landscaping contractor was
seeding the area whilst | was on site. It's really taking shape.

The new pathway from the FORD1 (Augustus Park) SANG (Suitable Alternative Natural
Green space) through to the Tinkers Cross site is currently being constructed.

| have been informed that the landscaping contractor will be commencing the tree planting
from November. The planting season runs from October through to the following March.
The block paving to Plots 45-49 is being constructed in the short term, with the ecological
features being installed on the houses after that.

The drainage continues construction adjoining Plots 28-31.

| checked Plots 45-49, 52 and 64 against the elevation plans. A few of the porch roofs still
need installing.

Plots 11-14, 32-36 and 58-61 have their foundations in.

Plots 37, 56 and 57 have their slabs in.

Plots 19-31, 38, 39 and 42-44 are at ground floor level.

Plots 40 and 41 are at first floor level.

Plot 55 is at roofline.

Plots 45-54 and 62-64 are at the internal and external stages.

Regular monitoring of this site by the Site Monitoring Officer will continue in the short,
medium, and long term.

Chairman 13.12.2023



Planning Committee 08.11.2023

Land at Tinkers Cross — Occupation Status — 3" October 2023
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Strategic Sites at Application Stage

Land North of Station Road, Fordingbridge SP6 1JW — SS16
Planning Application Ref: 23/10316 Full Application 206 dwellings
Developer: Cala Homes (Thames) Ltd.

The developer has permission to carry out some infiltration tests, forming part of the
application process. These comprise of some small, shallow trial pits.

No further works appear to have been carried out on the site. The application will be
considered by the Council’s planning committee on 8 November 2023 with a
recommendation to grant permission.

Land West of Burgate, Salisbury Street, Fordingbridge SP6 1LX — SS18

Planning Application Ref: 21/11237 Hybrid Planning Application - comprising: Outline planning
application (all matters reserved except means of access only in relation to new points of vehicular
access into the site) for residential development and change of use of land to Alternative Natural
Recreational Greenspace, together with a community hub (to comprise a mix of some or all of;
local food retail, local non-food retail, community use and business use) and all other necessary
on-site infrastructure. Full planning application for the first phase of development comprising 112
dwellings, public open space, Alternative Natural Recreational Greenspace, surface water
attenuation and all other necessary on site infrastructure (AMENDED PLANS / AMENDMENTS TO
ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT DETAILS) - 112 dwellings

Developer: Pennyfarthing Homes.

The developer has permission to carry out archaeological works in area 4 of the site.

No archaeological dig work appears to have commenced on site yet.
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