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6B.2
Does the Plan set out a positive vision for National Parks and AONBs that reflects the opportunities they provide for the region and beyond?   Is the policy guidance on New Forest and proposed South Downs National Parks appropriate (Policies C1a, C1b and C2)?

1.
This statement deals with the second part of question 6B.2, in relation to the New Forest National Park, and elaborates on the representations on this point submitted by ABP. 

2.
Proposed Policy C1a and paragraph 1.7 state that areas of grazing land outside the National Park are required to be ‘protected’ to support commoning activities.   If Policy C1a were to be approved as drafted, it would sanction the definition, in LDDs, of a ‘buffer zone’ around the National Park.  This would have major implications for planning policy for the area between the National Park and Southampton Water, which contains several strategic installations, including Fawley oil refinery and power station, the deep-sea port allocation at Dibden Bay, and the military port at Marchwood.  

3.
The Panel should be aware that the needs of the National Park for ‘back-up’ land were appraised in detail when the Park was designated (1 March 2005).  Designation following a lengthy public inquiry (October 2002 - April 2003) at which this matter was fully considered.   The boundary of the Park has now been defined to include all the ‘back-up land’ that is needed.   The proposition that an additional area is required was put to the inquiry and was not accepted by the Inspector or the Secretary of State.

4.
The National Park inquiry Inspector recommended, in certain instances, that the boundary should be re-defined to exclude some parcels of land included in the Order.   ABP owns one such area (which is port operational land) that was deleted from the National Park by the Secretary of State on the advice of the Inspector.   Re-introducing protectionist policies for this land in LDDs under the guise of Policy C1a would be wholly inappropriate and undermine the Secretary of State’s intentions in confirming the Order.

5.
For these reasons, and in these respects, ABP considers the policy guidance provided for the New Forest National Park in the draft plan contradicts the clear and considered findings of an independent Inspector that were confirmed by the Secretary of State (DEFRA) in relation to the New Forest National Park boundary.   The company respectfully asks that the Panel advise the Secretary of State (DCLG) that this element of proposed Policy C1a (as detailed in ABP’s representation) should not pass into the approved Plan.
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