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Agenda Items 

6 Planning 
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See below 

 

 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS 

Item 
No. 

Application No.  

6b 7-2019-26555-A 
 
36a Stourfield 
Road and land 
rear of 38/38a  
 
 

Amend report paragraph 9 sentence 10, replace the word 
‘Livingstone’ after the words ‘number 42’ with the words ‘Stourfield 
Road’  

6c 8/19/0395 
 
21-25 Chewton 
Common Road 

A completed signed and dated Unilateral Undertaking to secure 

the Heathland SAMM contribution has been received.  

Amend Recommendation: To approve subject to conditions as set 
out in the Agenda and an informative referring to the legal 
agreement. 

6d 7-2018-11441-E 
 
58 Charminster 
Avenue 

Add:  
16. Informative Note: Protected Species 
INFORMATIVE NOTE: If a protected species is discovered during 
the course of development, then works should cease and advice 
be sought from an ecological consultant. 

6e 7-2018-17307-C 
 
Land rear of 1177 
– 1179 Wimborne 
Road.    
 

Amend report paragraph 37, after the word ‘repositioned’ replace 
the remainder of the sentence with;  
 
‘and whilst Plot 1 would remain within the Root Protection Area, an 
amended Arboricultural Method Statement (AMS) and associated 
tree protection plan has been submitted. The Trees Officers have 
visited and assessed the trees just beyond the NW boundary of the 
site, within the rear gardens of properties in Riverside, as the 
neighbours there had asked the Council to consider imposing a 
Tree preservation order upon those trees.  
 
Having assessed those trees, the tree officers do not consider they 
are worthy of a TPO, given their limited life expectancy. However, 
the amended plans and AMS show pile and beam foundations, 
and protective fencing during construction, which would now 
protect those trees in any case.  
 
Amend Condition 10: 
“The tree protection measures, as detailed in the amended 



Arboricultural Method Statement dated 12th March 2019, and 
associated Tree protection plan, (Plan No:5126-A and foundation 
details/specification shown on Drawing 1373/03, contained within 
the AMS, dated 11th March 2019)’) prepared by Mark Hinsley 
Aboricultural Consultants Ltd shall be implemented in full, in 
accordance with the approved timetable and maintained and 
supervised until completion of the development. 
 
Reason: To ensure that trees and other vegetation to be retained 
are not damaged during construction works and to accord with 
Policy 4.25 of the Bournemouth District Wide Local Plan (February 
2002)”.  
 
Wessex Water have provided final comments, expressing no 
objection:  
 
“We have reviewed the development proposals and it would 
appear that you are proposing to utilise an existing foul 
connection to discharge the domestic foul flows from the 4 
houses to the public sewer. An indirect connection is 
acceptable in principle and will be subject to Building Control 
approval for satisfactory size and condition. You have advised 
that surface water will be discharged via soakaways which will 
be subject to Building Control approval as you have noted.  
 
With regards to surface water flooding of the Redhill 
roundabout, this would be a highway drainage matter as you 
are proposing to discharge on site via infiltration and there will 
be no additional flows to the surface water sewer network. I 
would suggest that you ensure that the run off from your 
private drive does not discharge into the public highway and 
therefore does not increase the risk of surface water flooding 
at Redhill roundabout.” 
 
A SuDs condition already forms part of the report/recommendation 
(Condition 6), to be complied with and therefore no further 
amendments are necessary.    
   
 

6f 7-2019-7957-I 
 
6 Clarendon Road 

Update recommendation (paragraph 53) to refer to the correct 
updated NPPF paragraph numbers: 
 
Recommendation 
 
REFUSE permission, for the following reasons: 
 
It is considered that the proposed development, including the 
demolition of the existing dwelling, which is considered to 
contribute positively within the West Cliff and Poole Hill 
Conservation Area, would amount to ‘less than substantial harm’ to 



the heritage asset. The demolition of the dwelling has not been 
justified and would be harmful to the character and appearance of 
the Conservation Area, and the proposed replacement 
development by reason of the scale, bulk, massing, footprint, siting 
and detailed design would form an unsympathetic development 
which would fail to preserve or enhance the character and 
appearance of the West Cliff and Poole Hill Conservation Area. 
 
In addition, the loss of protected trees and landscaping with limited 
scope for replanting, and the amount of development falling within 
Root Protection Areas of protected trees would have a detrimental 
impact upon the trees on the site and consequent impact on 
amenity in the Conservation Area. 
 
The proposal would therefore be contrary to the Planning (Listed 
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, paragraphs 193, 194, 
196, 200 and 201 of the NPPF, Policies 4.4, 4.25 and 6.10 of the 
Bournemouth District Wide Local Plan (February 2002), Policies 
CS21, CS39 and CS41 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: Core 
Strategy (October 2012), and ‘Residential Development: A Design 
Guide’ (2008). 
  
Furthermore, it is considered that the development would be 
harmful to designated Dorset Heathlands SPA (Special Protection 
Area), Ramsar Site and Dorset Heaths SAC (Special Area of 
Conservation).  The failure to make an appropriate contribution 
towards mitigation measures would have an adverse effect on the 
integrity of the sites and is considered contrary to Policies CS32, 
CS33 and CS34 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: Core Strategy 
(October 2012) as well as the provisions of the Dorset Heathlands 
Planning Framework. 
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