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Description of Development 

 
1. This application for Planning Permission is in respect of the demolition of this 

large detached property, which is located to the rear of properties fronting 
Wimborne Road, close to Redhill Roundabout. So, the property in question, 
No1179 is a large chalet style property, accessed via a narrow single vehicular 
width metaled road, although this application site also incorporates a section of 
rear garden serving No1177 Wimborne Road. Around the perimeter of the site, 
but largely outside the site boundary are number of trees, particularly along the 
boundary with the rear gardens of properties to the north west, which are known 
as 1 – 6 Riverside, although they also front Wimborne Road.      

 
2.  To the rear – east are further rear gardens of properties in Strathmore Road, 

whilst beyond the northern boundary the land drops away quite steeply to a 
wooded copse. This site was subject to a Pre – Application enquiry in 2018, in 
respect of a scheme for demolition of No1179 and the erection of 4 bungalows 
– chalet bungalows, with Officers stating:  

 
 



❖ “Side dormer windows should be avoided where possible, where they 
would face neighbouring gardens, as even if obscure glazed could lead to 
a perception of overlooking if there is none at present.  

❖ Again, the main concern of living conditions to neighbours is Unit 4. I 
consider that a single storey hipped roof property would be likely to be 
appropriate here to prevent issues of overlooking to neighbouring 
properties and the height and bulk of roof in proximity to the south east 
side boundary could potentially have some impact on number 1175 
Wimborne Road.  

❖ A Tree Survey is required to assess the impact of light and shading to the 
proposed properties.  

❖ The property is not listed, locally listed or sited within a Conservation Area 
and there would be no objection to its loss.  

❖ In my opinion the size and spacing of these three properties would appear 
broadly acceptable and not too cramped and congested for the site. There 
would be reasonable garden space to the rear and landscaping 
opportunities at the front.  

❖ Some reference to local design and materials would therefore be 
beneficial to tie the development into its area and context. An enhanced 
and higher quality design would therefore be required to help to improve 
the character of the area.  

❖ There appears to be around 16 metres from the rear of 1177 to the main 
elevation of proposed Unit 4, which is borderline but around the acceptable 
distance. It would be quite close to 1175 though. My concern is that this 
property looks quite cramped in the plot area available, in terms of width 
across the plot and proximity to the south east side boundary. It may also 
benefit from the removal of the garage to reduce plot coverage.      

 
Conclusion:  
 

❖ Overall and based on the information submitted I consider that an infill 
development in this location similar to that put forward would appear to 
have some merit, subject to a detailed tree survey and method statement, 
and other changes as suggested to the design of the dwellings, particularly 
Unit 4 and highways issues.”  

 

3. The current application is based largely upon the Pre-Application scheme and 
still proposes four units, however the revised plans appear to have addressed 
Officers comments above. The plans detail three bungalows (Plots 1 to 3) on 
the site of the existing bungalow and one (Plot 4) on land currently forming pat 
of the rear garden to 1177 Wimborne Road. To the front (south) would be a 
new turning head and parking which extends up to the rear boundary with 
Strathmore Road, to the east.        

 

4. The access from Wimborne Road at the site entrance would be utilised and 
improved by a slightly widened entrance, along with a presentation point for 
bins on refuse collection day.       

 

5. The applicant has provided the following information: 

 



 
Key Issues  

 
6. The issues to consider in my opinion are whether the proposal overcomes the 

previous minor concerns regarding the Pre-Application scheme, and so 
whether or not the design, scale and massing of the new dwellings within the 
site would create an acceptable environment or adversely affect neighbours 
on 3 sides, and therefore whether it complies with the relevant policies set out 
above and other material planning considerations set out below. The key 
issues are:  

 
❖ Impact of the proposed development on the character and appearance 

of the area: 
❖ Impact on neighbouring residents: 
❖ Impact upon living conditions; 
❖ Protected species; 
❖ Flooding 
❖ Impact upon Trees 
❖ Parking/Traffic/Highway Safety and Bin stores: 
❖ Heathlands mitigation.  

 
7. These points will be discussed as well as other material considerations below. 

 

Planning Policies 
 

8. The relevant planning policies are as follows: 
 

Development Plan:  
 
  The key document being the Bournemouth Local Plan. Various Development 
Plan Documents (DPD) make up the Local Plan, the Bournemouth Local 
Plan: Core Strategy (October 2012) being the overarching document.  The 
CS has superseded the Bournemouth District Wide Local Plan (DWLP) as 
the strategic policy framework for the Borough although various policies in 
the DWLP have been retained as ‘saved’ policies. The Core Strategy covers 
the period 2006 to 2026. The following Policies are considered relevant to 
the current application: 
 
Bournemouth Local Plan: Core Strategy (2012) 

 
 Policy CS1, CS2, CS4, CS16, CS18, CS21, CS33, CS41  

 Existing Proposed Total 

• Use Residential No change  

• No. of units proposed 1 4 4 

• Parking spaces/garages 5-6 spaces 9 9 

• Affordable housing units N/A 0 units 0 



 
District Wide Local Plan     

 
 Policy 6.8  

 
The National Planning Policy Framework (2019)  
 
Paragraph 11 sets out the presumption in favour of sustainable development. 
Development plan proposals that accord with the development plan should 
be approved without delay. Where the development plan is absent, silent or 
relevant policies are out-of-date then permission should be granted unless 
any adverse impacts of approval would significantly and demonstrably 
outweigh the benefits when assessed against the NPPF. 
 
Others 
 
Residential Developments: A Design Guide (2008) 
Dorset Heathland Planning Framework SPD (2015) 

 
Relevant Planning Applications and Appeals:  

 
❖ PRE-17307: Pre-Application enquiry in respect of new infill development 

(Discussed above). No objection, subject to the recommended changes 
made in the BCP response.  

  
Representations 
 
9. Site notices were placed in the vicinity of the site on 1st November 2018 with 

an expiry date for consultation of 28th November 2018. SIxteen letters of 
objection have been received, which include the following concerns:  

  
 

❖ Impact upon trees, in particular the mature Oak trees outside their site, 
but within our garden, which have already been severely lopped, and 
impact upon any bat roosts; 

❖ Parking – congestions concerns. The existing slip road outside the site is 
parked regularly with lorries and vans blocking the highway. This 
application, to create 4 new homes will add considerably to this 
congestion and traffic;  

❖ 4 new dwellings on this site would result in a cramped development, out 
of keeping with the current spacious and open nature of the area; 

❖ The application forms implies there are two dwellings, whereas in reality it 
is one property with an attached annexe, used ancillary to the main 
house, so there would be a net gain of 3 houses, not 2; 

❖ Some of the properties have dormers, and therefore overlooking of the 
rear gardens in Riverside and Strathmore Road will occur, particularly if 
further dormers are added.     

 
10. The issues raised above are considered under the Key Planning issues 

below. 



Consultations   
 

11. Highways, Waste and recycling and Trees were formally consulted, and their 
responses are set out below, where necessary. So with regards to Highways, 
amended plans were submitted on 21st March addressing the Highways 
comments, with the Agents supporting Email stated;  
 

“1. The integral garages to be 4 min. 3m x 6m internally which allows for 
cycles (with corresponding changes to internal adjoining dimensions). 
2. A 6m length driveway in front of these garages without the grass block 
parking previously shown. 
3. The turning head has been slightly revised as a result of 1 & 2 above. 
4. Cycle shelters for 3 & 4 to be shown (subject to detail). 

 
Highways have now stated:  
 
“No highway objection, subject to usual conditions.” 
  

12. Waste and recycling also had no objection provided a Waste Management 
Plan was entered into and a presentation point is provided on bin days, which 
is now shown on the amended plans dated 13th June 2019 as point ‘B’.   

 
13. An Arborcultural Impact Assessment (AIA) and associated plan were 

received from Mark Hinsley Associates and Trees comments were received, 
and as a result of further discussions, the AIA and MS were amended and an 
amended Arborculturist plan was submitted on 11th March 2019. As a result 
of these amended tree protection measures in respect of trees outside the 
site, the Trees Officer is satisfied (A) trees can be adequately protected 
during construction and (B) that appropriate landscaping will be undertaken 
around and between the new dwellings.            
 

17. Flood Management have no objection, and recommends the SuDs include:  
  

“…calculations or approximate size of soakaway…If existing 
soakaways, their size and capacity should be determined. The 
soakaway sizing should use the infiltration rate of the ground in a 
recognised calculation of its minimum size. Building regs part H 
and BRE digest 365 provide step by step guidance on this and the 
soakaway volume design. 
 
The flood mapping for the area indicates that Redhill roundabout 
and other neighbouring areas are subject to high risk of surface 
water flooding. It is essential to ensure that the proposed 
development does not exacerbate these existing issues..” 

 
18. Wessex Water have also indicated they have no objection: 
  
 “In principle a condition will be appropriate, i.e. covering the site 

investigation, subsequent calculations to determine soakaway sizes 
and locations.  



The flood map area only affects part of the existing driveway and, 
with no alterations in levels, should not be an issue.”   

 
19. Final comments from Wessex Water have been requested and these will be 

reported to members, and added to the update sheet. However, relevant and 
enforceable conditions are recommended below requiring a SuDs scheme to 
be submitted, agreed and implemented, whilst the new units would connect 
into the Public sewer in the usual way.   

 
20. Waste and Recycling comments are set out below: 
 

 “The Bin Capacity Residential: 4 x 240L DMR, 4 x 140L GW, 4 x 23L FW 
Presentation: At the curtilage of the property where it meets the 
footpath to Wimborne Road, this area only to be used on collection 
the bins being returned to the properties after collection.” 
 

21. An amended plan has been submitted on 13th June 2019 showing a larger 
presentation point, where the bins can be presented on refuse day, off of the 
access road into the site, thus avoiding any conflict with cars and other 
vehicles entering – exiting the site.   

Constraints  

22. TPO trees outside the site – see previous Tree Officers comments and 
amended plans received, along with an amended AIA report and plan to 
ensure trees are protected before, during and after construction. With 
regards to Ecology this is addressed below, as a Biodiversity Mitigation and 
Enhancement Plan has been produced and signed off as acceptable by 
Dorset Council.    

Planning Assessment 
 
Key Issues: 
 
Impact of the proposed development on the character and appearance of the 
area: 

 
23. Policy CS21 of the Core Strategy requires residential development to be of 

good design, to contribute positively to the character and function of the 
neighbourhood and to maintain and enhance the quality of the street scene. 
Policy CS41 requires all development through its scale, density, layout, 
siting, character and appearance to be designed to respect the site and its 
surroundings whilst providing a high standard of amenity for future residents 
and to contribute positively to the appearance and safety of the public realm.  

 
24. In support of these policies, the Bournemouth Residential SPD ‘A design 

guide’ also sets out criteria against which various types of development, 
including infill development shall be measured – considered. Section 4.2 
refers to infill development, requiring developments;  

 



 “to the rear only possible if it can be achieved without an adverse effect upon 
the character of the area.”  

 
25. The SPD also states: “Infill on under – utilized sites is desirable as part of 

increasing density.” In this case, the application site comprises an existing 
large detached chalet bungalow, which sits behind other dwellings fronting 
Wimborne Road, and consequently currently has little or no visual impact 
upon the area. It is accessed via a narrow single vehicle width access – 
driveway, which extends from Wimborne Road, alongside the flank wall of 
No1177 Wimborne Road.   

 
26. So, three of the bungalows would be situated on the northern section of the 

site facing south, with a driveway and turning head in front, and parking 
around this area, plus Plots 1 and 2 have integral garages too. The further 
dwelling (Plot 4) takes up a section of the rear garden of No1177, with a 
small garden to the side, and parking on the side between it and the potential 
new boundary fence with No1177. The attached garage shown at Pre – 
Application stage has been omitted, as recommended by Officers.    

  
27.  So, in terms of the potential overall impact of the development, this is to the 

rear of properties fronting Wimborne Road, and within the site, the new 
dwellings would be relatively subordinate, with their relatively shallow pitched 
roofs (Plots 1 and 4\) or chalet bungalows (Plots 2 and 3).  So, in terms of the 
impact upon the wider street scene, the site is surrounded on 3 sides by the 
rear gardens of neighbouring properties, however whilst 4 dwellings will 
clearly increase the residential density here, it will still not result in a cramped 
development, with adequate spacing between and around the dwellings 
within the site and between the dwellings and the site boundaries. 

 
28. In addition, the revised Arboricultural report and associated plan will ensure 

any of the trees located outside the site, and in particular their roots would 
not now be affected, as the building footprints are positioned outside the Root 
Protection Area of these trees. Such matters as materials would be the 
subject, in this case, to further approval (Condition 4).  In mind of all of the 
above, it is considered the proposed development would retain and 
safeguard the visual amenities of the area, and the wider locality. It is 
therefore considered this aspect of the proposals would not cause harm to 
the visual amenities of the locality and is in accordance with policies CS21 
and CS41 of the Core Strategy.  

 
Impact on neighbouring residents: 
 
29. The proposed layout would ensure adequate distances are retained to 

properties on all sides as the garden depths of neighbours are particularly 
deep, including the rear gardens of houses in Riverside which are extremely 
deep. 

  
30. The flank wall of the closest dwelling (Plot 1) would be 34 metres away from 

the properties in Riverside, which would far exceed the minimum 21m 
distance advocated within the Residential Development SPD. 



31. On the other, eastern side, the flank wall of Plot 3 would align with the 
existing flank wall of the much deeper bungalow, and so would be no closer 
or have any greater impact upon neighbours in Strathmore Road. With 
regards to Plot 4 and its relationship with No1177, the Pre-Application 
response did flag this up, as the back to side distance was just under 16 
metres, however an attached garage on this side has been removed, and the 
distance here has increased to 17.2 metres. Due to the single storey nature 
of this unit it would not appear overbearing or oppressive upon neighbouring 
properties.   

 
32. With regards to Plot 4 and its potential relationship with No1175, the rear wall 

of this plot would adjoin the side boundary of No1175, however the existing 
boundary fence here would remain and continue to afford adequate 
screening and prevent overlooking. Condition 7 removes permitted 
development rights for the creation of dormer windows and roof lights to 
negate scope for adverse overlooking. Overall, in terms of overlooking the 
dwellings are either bungalows with shallow pitched roof and no first floor 
accommodation (Plots 1 & 4) or where there is an element of first 
accommodation (Plots 2 & 3) it is subservient, set away from the boundaries 
of the site and lit only by dormer windows with obscure glazed windows 
serving bathrooms and a staircase.  

 
33. It is considered there will not be any harmful impact in respect of the 

development appearing overbearing or oppressive, or indeed it will not result 
in any subsequent loss of privacy and as such there is no conflict with Policy 
CS41.  

 
Impact upon living conditions 
 
34. Plots 1 to 3 are three beds whilst plot 4 would be a smaller two bed dwelling. 

Overall, the room sizes meet the nationally prescribed Technical Housing 
Standards and each property have their own private garden.   

 
Protected Species  
 
35. The application includes a Biodversity Mitigation and Enhancement Plan, and 

a Certificate of Approval from Dorset Council, approved in October 2018, 
with a survey finding no evidence of protected species. However, the ecology 
report and associated plans include proposals for Bat tubes, Bee bricks and 
a sparrow terrace, to be built into the new homes or set out around the site, 
to ensure the development accommodates these species, and the Standard 
Informative, (Informative 14) refers to this.   

 
Flooding:  
 
36. As discussed, then Wessex Water have indicated they have no objection, 

however their formal comments will be reported via the update sheet.  
 
Impact on Trees: 
 



37. As discussed, the only tree within the site of any substance is an Ash tree 
located close to the northern boundary, however the Arborcuturist report 
acknowledges this is dying and should be replaced by a new tree, which is 
shown on the overall site plan, as amended. In addition, the new dwellings 
building footprints have been slightly repositioned, so they sit outside the 
Root Protection Area of the nearby trees just beyond the NW boundary of the 
site within the rear gardens of properties in Riverside.  

 
38. The supporting Arboricultural impact Assessment (AIA) and tree protection 

measures would ensure these trees are protected during construction and 
landscaping condition (Condition 10) would be imposed to ensure new 
landscaping around and between the new dwellings. 

     
Parking/Traffic/Highway Safety and Bin stores: 
 
39. The existing access is retained and a new turning area with sufficient parking 

for each of the dwellings is created with the site, including integral garages 
for Plots 1 and 2. Adequate parking in accordance with the Parking SPD is 
achieved within the site, and as such no highway safety issues would arise. 
Indeed the Highway Officer has concluded:  

 
 “The amended plan addresses most of the points raised in my consultation 

response, the garage forecourt spaces for plots 1 & 2 should however measure 6m 

in length to enable a car to park  and the garage door to be opened.”    
 
40. The amended plans have shown the units repositioned slightly to achieve the 

recommended 6m distance to enable cars to park and the garage doors to 
be opened, whilst a larger bin presentation point (Point ‘B’ on the amended 
plan received on 13th June) is shown at the entrance to the site, which is now 
large enough to accommodate refuse & recycling bins on refuse collection 
days. 

 
Heathlands mitigation: 
 
41. The site is within 5km of a designated Dorset Heathlands SPA (Special 

Protection Area) and Ramsar Site, and part of the Dorset Heaths candidate 
SAC (Special Area of Conservation) which covers the whole of 
Bournemouth. As such, the determination of any application for an additional 
dwelling(s) resulting in increased population and domestic animals should be 
undertaken with regard to the requirements of the Habitat Regulations 1994.  
It is considered that an appropriate assessment could not clearly 
demonstrate that there would not be an adverse effect on the integrity of the 
sites, particularly its effect upon bird and reptile habitats within the SSSI. 

 
42. Therefore as of 17th January 2007 all applications received for additional 

residential accommodation within the borough is subject to a financial 
contribution towards mitigation measures towards the designated sites. The 
existing building is to be demolished and so there would be a net gain of 3 
units, and so a capital contribution is therefore required and in this instance 
the contribution would be £1,065.00, plus a £75 administration fee.  



 
Affordable Housing:  
 
43. All applications proposing residential development in excess of 10 units net 

will be subject to the Council’s adopted affordable housing policy, however, 
this scheme involves just three new units and therefore falls below the 10 
unit threshold and is not therefore required.    

 
Community Infrastructure Levy: 
 
44. The development proposal is liable to a community infrastructure levy charge 

of £6,051.50 and a liability notice will be issued upon the granting of Planning 
Permission. 

 
45. Summary:  

 

• The proposal align closely with the pre- application submission and has been 
further amended in the light of the Councils feedback;   

• The proposal seeks additional residential development in an urban   
sustainable location, where other sustainable modes of transport are 
available, in accordance with the NPPF, as amended;   

• The layout, scale, design and height of the dwellings respects the prevailing 
character and appearance of the area area;   

• The proposals safeguard the residential amenities of neighbouring 
properties; 

• The proposal includes a landscaping scheme and the development would be 
located beyond the Root Protection Area of protected trees outside the site, 
including measures to protect these trees during construction;  

• Adequate parking, turning and bin storage areas are provided.      
 

46. Planning balance  
  

The Council encourages development in sustainable locations and whilst the 
development would intensify the level of built development within the site the 
modest scale of the proposed units and spacing between dwellings and to 
neighbouring properties in this context is considered in keeping with the 
character and appearance of the area. The scheme would make a more 
efficient use of land in an urban context and deliver much needed housing, for 
which there is an acknowledged need, whilst safeguarding the amenities of the 
locality.  

 
47. Recommendation 

 GRANT permission Subject the signing of a S106 agreement, and with the 
following conditions, which are subject to alteration/addition by the Head of 
Planning Services provided any alteration/addition does not go to the core of 
the decision: 

 
 
 



1. Development to be carried out in accordance with plans as listed 
 
The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the 
following approved plans: 1373/01A, 02D, 03A, 04A, 05, and 06.    
 
Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper planning. 
 
2. Access/Turning/ Parking/Garaging 
 
Prior to the occupation of the development hereby approved, the access and areas 
for turning, parking including the marking out of spaces and garaging, shown on the 
approved plans shall be constructed in accordance with the approved details and 
permanently retained and kept available for the residents and visitors of the 
development hereby permitted, at all times. 
 
Reason: In the interests of highway safety and in accordance with Policies CS14 and 
CS16 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: Core Strategy (October 2012). 
 
3. Method statement to be submitted to include operatives’ car parking, noise 
reduction measures 
 
No site clearance or development work shall commence until there has been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority a Method 
Statement that includes the following measures: 
 
a) parking arrangements for operatives and construction vehicles working on-site; 
b) noise reduction measures [including times of piling operations]; and the 
c) details and siting of equipment, machinery and surplus materials on the site. 
The parking arrangements for operatives and construction vehicles shall be 
implemented prior to development commencing and the development shall be 
carried out in accordance with the approved details. 
 
Reason: To safeguard the amenities of occupiers of adjoining and nearby properties 
and in the interest of highway safety in accordance with Policies CS38, CS41 and 
CS14 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: Core Strategy (October 2012). 
 
4. Prior Approval of Materials  
 
No development shall take place until details/samples of the bricks, tiles, including 
hanging tiles, windows, doors, and other materials to be used on the external 
surfaces of the proposed development have been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority. Development shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved details.  
 
Reason: To ensure a satisfactory visual relationship between the existing and the 
new development in accordance with Policy CS41 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: 
Core Strategy (October 2012). 
 
5. On site working hours (inc demolition) restricted when implementing 
permission. 



 
All on-site working, including demolition and deliveries to and from the site, 
associated with the implementation of this planning permission shall only be carried 
out between the hours of 8 a.m. and 6 p.m. Monday - Friday, 8 a.m. and 1 p.m. 
Saturday and not at all on Sunday, Public and Bank Holidays unless otherwise 
agreed in writing with the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To safeguard the amenities of occupiers of adjoining and nearby properties 
and in accordance with Policies CS14 and CS38 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: 
Core Strategy (October 2012). 
 
6. Surface Water Drainage (SUDS Implementation) 
 
Before the commencement of development, unless otherwise agreed in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority, a scheme for the whole site providing for the disposal 
of surface water run-off and incorporating sustainable urban drainage systems 
(SUDS), shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. The drainage works shall be completed in accordance with the approved 
details prior to occupation of the development or in accordance with a timetable to be 
agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall include the 
following as appropriate: 
 
a) A scaled plan indicating the extent, position and type of all proposed hard 
surfacing (e.g. drives, parking areas, paths, patios) and roofed areas. 
b) Details of the method of disposal for all areas including means of treatment or 
interception for potentially polluted run off. 
c) Scaled drawings including cross section, to illustrate the construction method 
and materials to be used for the hard surfacing (sample materials and literature 
demonstrating permeability may be required). 
 
Reason: To provide satisfactory drainage for the development in accordance with 
Policy CS4 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: Core Strategy (October 2012) and in 
order to achieve the objectives set out in the Local Planning Authority’s Planning 
Guidance Note on Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems. 
 
7. No Permitted Development for Windows, Dormer windows. 
 
Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General 
Permitted Development Order) 2015 (or any order revoking and re-enacting that 
Order with or without modification), no additional windows shall be installed or 
dormer windows shall be constructed without the grant of further specific planning 
permission from the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To avoid loss of privacy for adjoining properties in accordance with Policy 
CS41 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: Core Strategy (October 2012). 
 
8. Boundary Treatment (Location shown on plan & type on forms) 
 
Prior to the occupation of the development hereby approved fence(s)/wall(s) shall be 
erected in the position(s) shown on the approved plans of the type and dimensions 



specified. The fence(s)/wall(s) shall be thereafter retained unless otherwise agreed 
in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: In the interests of amenity and privacy and in accordance with Policy CS41 
of the Bournemouth Local Plan: Core Strategy (October 2012). 
 
9. Provision of Refuse Bin presentation point 
 
The bin store presentation point hereby approved shall be constructed in accordance 
with the approved details prior to the occupation of the proposed development and 
shall be retained and maintained for that use thereafter. 
 
Reason: To preserve the visual amenities of the locality in accordance with Policy 
CS41 of the Bournemouth Local Plan: Core Strategy (October 2012). 
 
10. Implementation of the approved Arboricultural Method Statement 
 
The tree protection measures, as detailed in the amended Arboricultural Method 
Statement dated 12th March 2019, and associated Tree protection plan, prepared by 
Mark Hinsley Aborcultural 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). 
 
11. Biodiversity Mitigation measures: 
 
The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved Biodiversity 
Mitigation Plan by Emma Pollard, BSc (Hons) MCIEEM, dated October 2018. The 
mitigation measures shall be implemented in full.   
 
Reason: To ensure that protected species are not harmed during clearance/ 
construction works, and that these measures are implemented as part of the new 
dwellings. 
 
12. Informative Note: Potential contamination 
 
INFORMATIVE NOTE: If during site works unforeseen contamination is found to be 
present then no further development shall be carried out until the developer has 
consulted the Local Planning Authority. The contamination will need to be assessed 
and if necessary an appropriate remediation scheme agreed with the Local Planning 
Authority.  
 
13. Informative Note: CIL liable development 
 
INFORMATIVE NOTE: This permission is subject to the Community Infrastructure 
Levy (CIL) introduced by the Town and Country Planning Act 2008. A CIL Liability 



Notice has been issued with this planning permission that requires a financial 
payment on commencement of development. Full details are explained in the notice. 
 
14. Informative Note: No storage of materials on footway/highway 
 
INFORMATIVE NOTE: The applicant is advised that there should be no storage of 
any equipment, machinery or materials on the footway/highway this includes verges 
and/or shrub borders or beneath the crown spread of Council owned trees. 
 
15. INFORMATIVE NOTE: Wildlife and Countryside Act 
 
The granting of consent for tree works does not override the provisions of the Wildlife 
and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and the Conservation (Natural Habitats, 
&c.) Regulations 1994. In particular you are advised that it is your responsibility and 
that of any contractor employed by you to ensure that no harm is caused to 
protected wildlife through the implementation of the tree works. Tree works may 
have a particular impact on bats (protected under European & UK law) and nesting 
birds (protected under UK law). Failure to take account of protected species may 
result in a fine of £5000 per offence and/or six months imprisonment. Your attention 
is drawn to the enclosed information sheet on bats and nesting birds. 
 
16. Informative Note:  Summary of Reason for approval 
 
INFORMATIVE NOTE: The proposed development, as amended and following a 
previous Pre Application Enquiry, is of an appropriate size, height and design and 
does not adversely affect visual amenities or neighbour amenities, highway safety or  
adjacent TPO trees outside the site, and as such the proposal, as amended during 
the course of this application,  is considered acceptable and is in accordance with 
the Bournemouth Local Plan Core Strategy policies, as set out earlier.  
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