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Appendix 1 
Summary of questions from residents with any Parish Council responses in italics 
 
Mr W – asked for clarification of the 2nd site; it was confirmed as site 11 corner of A338 and Snails 
lane, Blashford.  
- stated the silence of other residents should not be believed as support, and feels going ahead with 
site 4 blatantly ignores public opinion, and would encourage the Parish Council to continue with site 
11. 
- concerned professional advice from HARAH is being ignored. 
Mr L – raised concerns on the statistics within the reports; why a big jump in support from the 
Community Plan (33%) to the HARAH Housing Need survey (75%)?  It was confirmed these are 
statistics of those residents in support of affordable housing in the parish who responded to each 
survey (Community Plan 265 respondents, HARAH Housing Need Survey 126 respondents).  
- also raised concerns over who conducted the reports.  It was confirmed the Community Plan was a 
steering group separate to the Parish Council, with two Parish Councillors as volunteers, the August 
2014 Housing Need survey was conducted by HARAH and data was collated by HARAH.   
- stated he is not against affordable housing, but feels there is not sufficient local support for this 
site. 
- wouldn’t want to live near Ibsley Village Hall as it is too noisy. 
Mr T – concerned on affordable homes being protected from any futureright to buy scheme. 
- stated the feedback summary report by HARAH site 4 comes out as the least favoured site, and the 
Parish Council is railroading through residents’ opinions.   
- concerned that Site 4 is the only site within the National Park without any facilities.  If it is 
developed, gone is the large open space which has been used by residents and animals. 
It was confirmed CCllr Heron has confirmed the right to buy for affordable homes has been 
withdrawn, and the Parish Council would insist on this being included within the land transfer and 
s.106 as further protection.  
Mr H – raised concerns on how waste from the homes would be treated, as issues could be caused 
as no mains sewerage. 
- stated not met with anyone in the village who is in support of this site; very unpopular with locals. 
Mrs H – concerned as statistic state initially 16 people in need of affordable homes, now latest 
figures state 5; how can we be sure there is a need?  It was confirmed previous experience has 
shown additional people come forward once development commences.  5 are currently listed with 
NFDC on their housing register. – unhappy with suggestion of bringing in elderly people to such 
homes, as this could result in stretching care services.  It was clarified that those who have expressed 
a need to downsize are already living within the parish. 
Mr R – stated he is in favour of this scheme and this site, and reminded that people in need of such 
housing are not always outspoken as it is a very private issue.  
– if New Road and Cuffnells Close had not been built there would be a lot of families without a home 
in the forest. 
– felt Site 11 is more closely aligned with the community of Ringwood, and this is a rural housing 
issue. 
Mrs P – raised concerns that site 4 is too isolated 2 miles to local doctor, chemist shop, post office – 
3 miles when the ford at Highwood is flooded.   
- concerned on how waste water would be disposed, as the ground is saturated and recently came 
over the Gorley Road.  It was confirmed this would be looked at within the planning considerations. 
- why site 8 Mockbeggar Lane not being considered?  Site has been withdrawn by landowner. 
Mr J – concerned that there are two conflicting proposals; the Parish Council proposing site 4 and 
HARAH site 11.  
- feels HARAH will provide a more balanced view, and believes there is an element of bias in the 
Parish Council’s proposal.  It was confirmed that of the 26 forms completed and returned following 
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the September 2015 meeting, 21 forms completed were residents of Mockbeggar; analysis of these 
shows 10 gave no feedback whatsoever on site 4 and only 9 had negative comments. 
Mr G – expressed concerns how Mockbeggar residents are feeling railroaded as there were several 
sites put forward in Mockbeggar. 
- viewed HARAH as the expert so the Parish Council should listen to them. 
- raised concerns of any impact on wildlife and site 4 is considered a village park.  It was confirmed 
that site 4 is privately owned land. 
Mrs S – expressed concerns that residents are not being listened to. 
Mrs B – stated the attending residents have been residents of Mockbeggar for a long time, and they 
are all anti site 4; they should be listened to. 
Mrs B – not against the principle of affordable housing, but site 4 is just not the right site. 
Mr B – requested for a straw poll vote of attending residents.  The majority were in favour. 
Mrs A – stated she was unclear on proposals for site 4, therefore did not give feedback for this site 
on her form.  
– living opposite site 11 in Snails Lane, her concerns are there is no community or any facilities in 
Blashford; like Mockbeggar it is 2 miles to the doctors, chemist and Post Office in Poulner.  
– once looked into affordable housing, realised it is a good idea but it needs to be built within a 
community.  Site 4 is within a community, site 11 is not. 
 
 
Summary of comments from Councillors 
 
During WW2 there was a shop on site 4 and up to 3000 people living on the cluster of wartime 
communal sites around the parish.   
People leave the parish due to the high cost of housing, and there is a lack of community spirit. 
Through studying the reports and talking to residents it is obvious site 4 is the least favoured by 
residents, unsuitable for the reasons listed in HARAH’s report. 
None of the arguments against site 4 have been persuasive.   
Reiteration that this scheme is for people with a local connection who have left our rural parish. 
Saddened the Parish Council is not working in tandem with HARAH. 
Must view the parish as a whole, and there are no local services and facilities (eg doctors, schools 
etc) anywhere in the parish so cannot judge a site unsuitable as no services. 
Reasons against affordable housing on site 4 stated on September 2015 feedback forms as 
‘downgrade the parish’, ‘negative impact’, ‘adverse impact on Ibsley Village Hall’, ‘local opposition’ 
and ‘detrimental effect’.  Many of these are yet to be proven. 
The likely residents of affordable housing are not poor and needy, they will have own transport and 
come from our community.  
Site 4 is a site of tranquillity. 
Would need to know what infrastructure would be required, eg road facilities, street lighting, 
pavements, to determine the impact of it. 
Remember it is a small collection of 4 to 6 dwellings, for people with a local connection to Ellingham 
Harbridge & Ibsley. 
Drainage would need to be carefully looked at. 
The average age in our parish is a lot older, we need affordable housing for young people to keep 
them in the forest.  Difficult to afford to buy homes, not because they don’t work, but because of 
high cost of housing. 
Concerned there is not a lot more detail at this stage to allay fears. 
Local support is paramount. 
This is the beginning of a process, not the end. Disappointed there is not more flesh to the proposal 
at this stage. 


