
Dear Sue, 
  
Thank you, and to Bruce and John for your time on Monday.  An enjoyable and informative 
walk around the site.  I learned a great deal. 
  
I have delayed writing to consider the whole issue of SS6 specifically, and with a backdrop of 
the Tory announcement this week about the dropping of the cap on Councils borrowing to 
fund social housing, that was a timely decision.  My first reaction is that if SS6 is to be built 
on, and we have to give over more precious Green Belt then it should be done with 
maximum value for good social housing, which is sympathetic to its environment in all 
respects.  It must not be given up lightly.  However, we are lucky to have the means to live in 
our own homes.  Last night’s BBC news reports that there are one million people in England 
on the waiting list for a home, in our first world country.  That is a disgrace.  However, no 
need for tower blocks in Lymington.  Families, who live here and are in need of social 
housing, and often they will have been local for several generations, should have the chance 
to live in affordable accommodation consistent with the context of the locality.  
  
I take John’s points about the planning taking into account those species that have been 
awarded legal status / protection / monitoring and that there are other species which are 
not protected.  I would like to know more about all species in the locality and the effect SS6 
would have their habitats, and the adjacent functionally linked land. 
  
I take Bruce’s points about the policy documentation and how much attention is paid to the 
Supporting Planning Documents by the Inspector.  I met Cllr Bill Andrews yesterday for the 
first time.  I understand he heads up the NFDC Planning Cttee.  I aim to speak to him to try 
to ascertain SPD precedence in the decision making by the Inspector.  I recognise the 
frustration in trying to extract information from public and corporate bodies, and the 
planning design and profiling of the proposed housing in SS6.  In addition, the progress 
made on the highways survey / assessment. 
  
I take, also, the concern about the character and distinctiveness of Lower Pennington Lane 
and  Ridgeway Lane.  Sadly, I feel these attributes have already, really, been lost with the 
progressive development of housing along the lanes as far as the Oakhaven / Northfield 
entrance on LPL and the Poles Lane junction on RL over the years that I have known 
them.  It occurs to me that further damage beyond these points has been prevented simply 
because that is where the NF NPA boundary lies.  And that is a fact of reassurance for me; 
that people have been stopped from ruining anything in NF NPA.  That is a stop line for me 
and I will advocate that remains the situation.  As for these lanes from these points back up 
to Pennington Cross roundabout I do think recognition of the traffic flow and coincidence 
with walkers, cyclists and riders must be acted upon, and made safer, somehow. 
  
It is right that there are checks and balances in the ‘development of housing’ process and 
PALLS plays an important part in that process, specifically for SS6.  Please keep it up.  In so 
doing facts, not just opinion, can be brought to the discussion, and I am hopeful that an 
appropriate and balanced situation can be reached. 
  
Many thanks again, all the best, 
  
Andrew 


