
 

 

Planning Strategy and Environment 
Fareham Borough Council 
Civic Offices, Civic Way 
Fareham 
PO16 7AZ 
 
 

November 26th 2013 
 
 
Dear Sir or Madam, 
 
 
Ref: Funtley Village Society comments on the Fareham Borough Council 
Sustainability Appraisal of the Draft Welborne Plan (dated October 2013) 
 
 
In compiling our comments to the ‘Sustainability Appraisal’, we note that many 
of the critical and important points and comments previously submitted by the 
Funtley Village Society and Residents’ Association in our submissions to 
Fareham Borough Council dated 30th January 2011 and 8th June 2013 have 
still not been answered!  

Specifically we refer to our proposal (08/06/13) for an enhanced buffer zone 
between Funtley and Welborne in accordance with one of the principles of the 
draft Welborne plan - ‘Welborne will be designed as a separate, standalone 
settlement with a distinctive identity and physical buffers that distinguish it 
from Fareham, Wickham, Funtley and Knowle’ (source: page 21, paragraph 3 of 

the draft Welbourne Plan by FBC). 

We also refer to our comment ‘We are concerned that still no detailed traffic 
modelling has been carried out on the impact of the new Welborne 
Community by Hampshire County Council (HCC) and/or the Highways 
Agency (HA)’ (08/06/13). No traffic modelling or impact assessment has yet 
been made available for public scrutiny as at 26th November 2013 despite 
constant and continual requests for such information.  

We also note that all of the underlying assumptions of the Welborne Plan are 
based on the 2001 census figures. Since then we have had another census 
(2011) and we ask the question why hasn’t the latest data been used? 
Otherwise this raises the very serious question of how valid are the underlying 
assumptions of the Welborne Plan, taking into account that much of the 
Welborne Plan’s assumptions were based on the discredited South East Plan 
of 2006. 

Comments on the Sustainability Appraisal (October 2013) 

We consider the Welborne Sustainability Appraisal to be fundamentally flawed 
for the following reasons: 
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 It is a glossy document full of unsupported statements and 
assumptions without the substance of critical and substantive evidence 
to support it. Without this substance it answers none of the key 
questions previously asked. We are no further forward on addressing 
the real issues of the impact of the Welborne Plan on the Motorway 
and local road network, significantly increased traffic congestion, 
Motorway noise and Air Quality issues.  
 

 We found the ‘appraisal’ document extremely hard to read due to the 
way it is laid out. We also felt that the document was extremely biased 
in favour of the Welborne Plan e.g. in the Non Technical Summary at 
the front of the document it was noted that in the so called ‘Potential 
positive effects of the Draft Welborne Plan’ sections there were lots of 
points listed and amplified, many of which we would consider to be of 
an unfunded aspirational nature. Whereas in the sections under the 
‘Potential negative effects of the Plan’ there was either a brief one 
sentence summary or ‘none highlighted by the SA process’. For 
example the section ‘Population and quality of life’ under the ‘potential 
negative effects of the Plan’ heading had the summary ‘none 
highlighted by the SA process’ – we find this barely credible in that 
such a huge development would have an enormous negative impact 
on the quality of life for the surrounding communities vis à vis 
increased noise pollution, significantly increased local traffic, loss of 
open green space and prime agricultural land to name a few. In this 
one example along with many others, we question the validity of how 
the authors of the ‘appraisal’ have reached these unsubstantiated 
conclusions. 

 
 It is particularly concerning that the traffic modelling/impact assessment 

has still not either been carried out or made available to public scrutiny. 
We believe that this information is one of critical issues facing the 
Welborne Plan and must be made available to the public at the earliest 
opportunity. It is vital that any such evidence should be supported by 
robust, up to date data that can withstand full and public scrutiny. It has 
come to our attention that there are fundamental errors within the 
model used as highlighted by another local authority. Therefore this 
calls into serious question whether the output from the SRTM is 
plausible or indeed a reliable way to provide unbiased and accurate 
data. It is therefore essential that these fundamental errors are 
resolved and independently verified, otherwise there can be no public 
confidence in the veracity of the traffic impact assessment and 
environmental impact of whether J10 of the M27 can absorb the 
increased traffic of the proposed Welborne Plan. North Fareham, 
particularly North Hill, Kiln Road and leading into Funtley and Highland 
Road is already at gridlock at peak traffic times. We insist that the 
traffic impact assessment must take these salient facts into account. 
We also note there has been no serious acknowledgment that a 
significant proportion of the increased traffic of the Welborne 
development will in fact travel north up the A32 and how that will 
impact on Wickham and the surrounding communities to the north. 
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 From a Funtley perspective we note in section 7.2.1 of the ‘appraisal’ 

that it is envisaged ‘the development policies and principles proposed 
through the draft Welborne plan have the potential to reduce the 
potential effects of Welborne on transport networks through introducing 
a range of transport interventions to improve the flow of road traffic and 
reduce the need to travel by the private car’. In section 7.2.2 ‘Welborne 
will also be linked to the wider borough and sub region through high 
quality public transport networks. This includes through the Bus Rapid 
Transit Network, which will link the community with Fareham and 
Portsmouth.’ We strongly contest these assumptions – the cost of a 
single bus ticket from Funtley to Fareham Bus station is currently 
£2.40. As a result these buses are primarily used by non-fare paying 
passengers i.e. pensioners and students. Unless the BRT network is 
heavily subsidised or prices are considerably lower, the BRT in all 
likelihood will not be used. For example in London, using an oyster 
card the cost of a single bus trip on the extensive London Bus transport 
network is £1.20. Hence the high take up. On the ‘map 7.2: movement 
framework plan’ we note that Funtley Road is classified as a ‘Spine 
street’. What does the ‘appraisal’ mean by classifying Funtley Road as 
a ‘Spine Street?’ This road is already used as a ‘rat run’ between North 
Fareham and Titchfield and Segensworth as mentioned in one our 
previous submissions, which again has not been answered or 
addressed. It has a single lane railway bridge, operated by a single 
traffic light which is unsuited to heavy traffic. 

 
 We believe that the ‘self containment’ assumptions (estimated to be 

40% approximately) have no supporting evidence whatsoever and are 
in fact extremely subjective. No such development in the UK has 
achieved more than 15% self-containment. Such a false and inaccurate 
assumption would skew the traffic modelling assessment in favour of 
the Welborne Plan. This ‘self containment’ figure needs to be adjusted 
significantly downwards to a more realistic and proven number. This is 
extremely important, to give a true and accurate picture of the effect of 
the increased traffic of the Welborne Plan on the local and sub regional 
road network and its environmental impact.  

 
 Promotion of BRT is a valid objective. However there is once again no 

supporting evidence to support this. There is no mention how this will 
be funded and what the potential cost to the commuter would be. The 
reality is people choose to travel by car over public transport (outside 
London and the major metropolitan areas where there is major public 
transport infrastructure) because of the convenience and the cost.  

 
 The Welborne Plan will use up almost 1,000 acres of prime Grade 3a 

agricultural land. Current planning policies clearly state that such 
Grade 3a agricultural land ought only be built on ‘in exceptional 
circumstances’. The ‘appraisal’ does not mention or explain at all in its 
200+ page document why Fareham Borough Council have 



 4 

contravened its own planning code and the ‘exceptional circumstances’ 
and reasons that have led it to do so. We believe this to be negligent. 

 
 

 The ‘appraisal’ fails to put the Welborne Plan in the full context of all 
the other developments that are taking place in South Hampshire from 
Waterlooville to Hedge End to Southampton. All of these developments 
will have an environmental impact not just on their immediate 
communities but on the whole of South Hampshire. We are already 
seeing this with the new developments west of Waterlooville and its 
drainage via the Sustainable Urban Drainage System (SUDS) into the 
River Wallington and the downstream flooding effect it has.  

 
 We note that no proper environmental assessment on the potential 

downstream flooding issues and the potential impact of the Welborne 
Plan has been carried out by the Environment Agency, despite 
continual requests from bodies such as the Wallington Community 
Village Association.  

 
 From a Funtley perspective this is particularly important as we would 

be also affected by downstream flooding in to the River Meon, due to 
the topography of the land on which Welborne is proposed to be built 
on.   

 
 We note that the current (April 2013) draft of the Welborne Plan still 

reflects a Secondary School site to the East of the A32. Despite a 
dedicated ‘Education Workshop’ conducted under the auspices of the 
Welborne Standing Conference and a Public Consultation conducted in 
2012, both concluded that an integrated solution West of the A32 was 
the preferred and most sustainable option for Welborne. 

 
 Whilst we understand that a vibrant and pleasant ‘District Centre’ would 

be essential to a ‘self-contained’ Welborne, this risks the viability of 
community facilities through over provision within Fareham Town 
Centre and North Fareham. We believe that the ‘District Centre’ should 
to be located centrally within Welborne, not least on sustainability 
grounds. We think that the current proposed location close to the A32, 
is likely to attract additional external traffic into the ‘district centre’. This 
would therefore compete with Fareham town centre for retail business, 
which is already struggling. We believe this reflects a lack of ‘joined-up 
thinking’ by Fareham Borough Council. 

 
 The same argument applies to the plan for building offices and 

industrial units within Welborne, as there is already a glut of empty and 
vacant office premises and industrial units throughout Fareham 
Borough. 

 
 It is also important to recognise that Welborne should definitely not 

affect the quality of life of existing local communities. However the 
inevitable increase in traffic congestion and CO2 levels, the loss of 
existing views and the benefits of a semi-rural location (one of the 
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many reasons why residents have moved into and enjoy living in 
Funtley) will constitute an adverse environmental impact. We endorse 
the view put forward by Wallington Community Village Association that 
‘existing residents affected by Welborne would be perfectly within their 
rights to seek a reduction in their Council Tax bills as a direct 
consequence of this unwanted and unnecessary development’.  

 
In conclusion we believe the ‘appraisal’ cannot be considered a document that 
conclusively evidences and impartially assesses the pros and cons of the 
Welborne Plan. It recognises itself that many of the issues such as traffic 
impact assessment, sewage and drainage, noise mitigation from the M27 
have yet to be resolved.  
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
Edward Morell     Rosemary Petrazzini 
Chairman      Committee Member 
Funtley Village Society    Funtley Village Society 
 
Email: info@funtleyvillagesociety.org.uk 

Website: www.funtleyvillagesociety.org.uk 
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