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A new survey was circulated to all Charminster residents in the November edition of the Pilot 
Magazine.  Unfortunately not all households received a copy.  We tried to rectify this where we could 
but to ensure everyone had the opportunity to respond we extended the deadline to the 5th 
December and residents were made aware of this in the December edition of the Pilot.  
 
In the survey, residents were asked to choose from 2 options: 
Scheme A (a new community/sports hall with 10 social affordable housing units and 60 open market 
houses 
or 
Scheme B (75 new houses of which 25 would be social/affordable.  Apartments would be built on the 
site proposed for the hall). 
 
A total of 196 responses were received. 
 
146 Charminster residents were in favour of Scheme A 
40 Charminster residents were in favour of Scheme B 
10 Charminster residents were not in favour of either scheme. 
 
PLEASE BE AWARE THAT THE PLANNING APPLICATION SUBMITTED HAS SINCE BEEN REVISED TO 
INCLUDE 35% AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND A MULTI-USE COMMUNITY HALL.  
 
 
Comments from those in favour of Scheme A 
 

A new village hall would be a valuable facility for the future of the village in the 21st century. 

 
As a user of the current village hall I was very excited to learn that we may be getting a new one and 
the village will be bought into the 21st century.  As a young person it would make me proud to be a 
member of the community and encourage me and others to attend events more if they were in a 
modern facility rather than an outdated hall.  Too many towns and villages are losing their young 
folk to bigger towns and cities as they offer better facilities.  Charminster needs to evolve and move 
with the times if it wants to survive and thrive.  A new village hall will be an excellent contribution to 
a sustainable future 

The present village hall has far too many restrictions for its use when hiring. Parking is a nightmare. 
Bring Charminster into the 21 century! 
 

The proposed new hall will provide a valuable new range of facilities for the village in an ideal 
location. The existing village hall is in a dangerous location and does not have the facilities that the 
village needs. The campaign by the trustees against the provision of a new hall seems selfish and 
self- centred and not in the interest of the village as a whole. 
 

If we go for scheme A we get a new village hall which could be a valuable amenity. If we go for 
scheme B we get nothing. 
 
 
 
 



Option A really provides something for our local village and looks to the future of our community.   
With such a low return rate of the survey last time, I don't think the majority of people realise the 
full implications that lots of new building will have and the extra demands that will be placed on the 
village. We should get something worthwhile out of it.  There is no reason that new and old can't co-
exist quite happily.... I for one would rather use a new purpose built building rather than the 
musty/small/lack of parking old one... 

 
Option A really provides something for our local community... I don't think the majority of people 
realise the full implications - and certainly the old fuddy duddies opposing Option A just because we 
have an ancient village hall don't. Nobody says we need to get rid of the old one, but I do think we 
should look to the future and have a new one in ADDITION to the old one.   I feel really strongly that 
as a village we are going to miss out, but will still have the demands of extra housing placed on the 
village (as already happened when they built Charlton Down) 

 
A village hall with parking is badly needed. The present hall lacks parking and although the public 
making use of the hall could park in the square, they don't. This is constantly causing problems on 
the main road, making the cross roads extremely dangerous. There will eventually be a serious 
accident there. Also, It cannot be used for sports such as badminton, as the ceiling is too low. Plus 
this is a golden opportunity for the village to come into the 21st century and have a modern, multi 
use facility, for sports as well as recreation. It would be a great legacy for the future generations of 
Charminster. The village has plenty of social housing already. 

 
New hall needed because of existing one's lack of parking. Just look how well used the one at Cerne 
Abbas is for all sorts of organisations. 

 
The current village hall is ending its useful life. It is too small, has a tiny kitchen and little parking. 
Storage is inadequate and damp. There is no space around it, the hall is difficult to cool in summer 
when there is a large group meeting there. Last winter when the front door could not be opened left 
some villagers doubting if the hall was safe to use with only one fire exit. More houses in the new 
development will mean more traffic at the major crossroads outside the village hall and hall users 
will still park around that crossroads. The hall will easily convert to housing (social?) or business use 
therefore all the debts that would be payable when the old village hall is closed should leave a 
surplus. 
 

Fewer houses mean less traffic and a new hall would help parking at the crossroads.  Not to mention 
the better amenities for the village. 
 

Existing village hall limited regarding size and facilities (despite excellent work by trustees). Facility to 
drop off children for school would be good and safer regarding traffic. More thought required 
regarding access from/to A37 (Yeovil road) and car parking spaces for residents of the new houses 
(two cars per household seems to be the new norm). Will new development drain towards River 
Cerne or Frome? Faster run off from new development will not help flooding in either valley. Will 
existing sewage facilities be able to cope? 
 

The hall at the crossing is very dangerous there have been lots of accidents with the lack of parking 
and lighting. It is only a matter of time until someone is killed. We need a larger hall with parking and 
facilities. Also we already have plenty of social housing, again increasing this will inevitably bring 
other problems we do not have the infrastructure to deal with. i.e. police presence. I do not want 
this for our beautiful and peaceful village that currently has an excellent reputation. 
 

I think a new hall is needed due to cars parking on the junction, making it virtually impossible to see 
oncoming traffic. 
 



I know that the present village hall has had money spent on it recently, however it is poorly 
positioned for parking, crossing the roads (especially in winter) to get to it and any future expansion. 
Stratton has a village hall which is larger, plenty of parking and safer to get to. 70 extra properties in 
Charminster will put more pressure on the present village hall. Surely this is a heaven sent 
opportunity to gain a modern, eco efficient hall to meet the requirements for Charminster into the 
future. 
 

I believe that the public interest reasons for including a community/sports hall in the proposed 
Charminster Farm Development are overwhelming, and therefore fully support Scheme A. 
Charminster's present Village Hall was first built in 1877, since when its parish population has more 
than doubled, and the hall has become demonstrably too small to meet the reasonable needs of the 
community. Charminster WI is having to limit its membership to the numbers the Hall is licensed to 
accommodate. The Hall could not come even close being able to accommodate the rain afflicted 
1998 and 2014 fetes. There is no room to expand within the existing site, save perhaps upwards, and 
in any event access to that site has now become unacceptably dangerous, given its location on the 
crossroads and the weight of present day vehicle traffic both there - and elsewhere in the village. It 
is alleged that North Street lacks adequate pavements. . There are none at all between Bridge Hous 
e, East Hill and to within about 50 yards of the Hall, nor enough public transport links between 
Charminster and Dorchester to support the argument that the former is near enough to the latter 
not to need the range of community facilities considered essential to other Dorset villages. 
 

Visual appearance of the entrance to the development better with hall and green area rather than a 
block of flats.  With 70 new dwellings there would be an increase in the population of Charminster, 
possibly 200 more people including children. The present hall is small and would be inadequate for 
this increase in numbers.  Existing hall is dangerously situated by the cross-road. There is lack of 
vision crossing the road due to parked cars from the existing houses. This is even worse if there are 
activities going on in the hall as parking goes down the hill towards Charminster village, making the 
road single lane and also along the main road making exit from the Charminster village direction 
blind. I strongly recommend that councillors visit the site when activities are taking place. Any 
children from the new development going to the present hall for activities would have to cross this 
road increasing the risk of serious accidents.  At present there are little play fac ilities for children. I 
have to drive to Poundbury or Dorchester for decent play facilities for my grandchildren. An outdoor 
play area could be incorporated with the new hall giving facilities for the increased numbers of 
children in the village and from the new development they would not need to cross any main roads.  
I am aware that there is fondness for the existing village hall but it is necessary to think ahead to the 
future. Charminster will be a bigger community with this new development and the existing hall is 
neither adequate in size or positioned well for this situation. 
 

The village of Charminster is already overpopulated with social housing and to increase this would 
only add inherent problems associated with this type of development especially as any social 
housing would not be restricted to local families. The Existing Village hall although it has served its 
purpose well is now in need of replacement if only to relieve the pressure on the busy crossroads 
which is often the site of accidents and "near misses" this is becasue people when using the hall park 
right up to and on the junction causing blind spots for merging traffic, a new community / sports hall 
would have its own parking, would be away from the busy road junction in its own grounds and 
would be less intrusive on the nearby residents for their privacy. It would offer a much needed space 
for young and old alike as the village grows with this development. Any development in our village 
should enhance the village community and cater for its needs, as with many develop ments of this 
kind an increase in houses should come with benifits for the community such as a new community / 
sports hall and not overburden it by just building houses. 
 

I would like to know if there is a distinction between social and affordable housing or if they are the 
same thing. 
 



I have concerns of car parking at existing hall - The highway code states 'No parking opposite or 
within 10 metres (32 feet) of a junction, except in an authorised parking space' To the best of my 
knowledge there are no parking spaces. whilst I am sympathetic in finding somewhere to park, cars 
parking right up to the junction, one has to pull out to the middle of the road to see oncoming 
traffic. 
 

The proposed new village hall would be, not only a great asset to the local community but would 
also ensure that the dreadful congestion on the surrounding roads at school start and end times (at 
least two RT incidents recently) could be eased by the use of the new parking area.  Regardless, the 
houses are going to be built so it seems prudent to ensure that the traffic situation is improved and 
also the current use of Weir View as a 'Rat-Run' (and the resultant speed issues) are addressed.  The 
early presentations mentioned ideas for achieving this with the new village hall scheme. 
 

The size of the current hall restricts the activities that can be held, ie badminton etc  The new hall 
would be purpose built with greater scope and therefore utilised more by the local community. 
Charminster already has a high percentage of social housing, a higher percentage may cause an 
imbalance and create further problems.  Children on this side of the village do not get free school 
transport into Dorchester, so would be disadvantaged, as well as having no-where to go as you 
didn't allow a new village hall to be built! 
 

I feel that a community/sports hall would be widely supported within the community of 
Charminster.  Many people did not know about the survey because unfortunately not many people 
read The Pilot. 
 

I would like to see a new village hall as the current one is very outdated and not appealing to the 
younger generation.  The old one can also present a safety hazard where many cars park around it 
restricting visability crossing the road or driving.  I support the new hall for better facilities and 
improved access. 
 

As a resident of Charminster and of weir view, directly opposite the proposed new development, I 
believe it will be more detrimental not to have the  village hall and accompanying parking facility.  I 
believe safety of the children and parents attending the first school next to the site would be 
compromised.  Weir view was originally a country lane and not wide enough to safely accommodate 
an increase in traffic as well as maintain the safety of the walking public.  The road is narrow and 
there are no pavements.  Parents with young children walking and in buggies are already in danger. 
The village hall would provide a safe parking facility and walkway.  Currently the road is often used 
as a rat run for motorists coming off or going onto the A37 at high speeds.  Many of us on weir view 
have lost pets to speeding cars, and it would be a  tragedy to lose a child in this way.  Please look at 
lives and not £ signs and targets. Imagine it was you son/daughter/gra ndchild please 
 

Don't look a gift horse in the mouth!!! 
 

The village needs a new multi- use hall with parking.  The old hall is cold, damp and lacking in size 
and facilities. Help the young local person get a foot on the housing market. Please consider how to 
help young working persons like myself. Ownership, rather than rented should be assisted and 
encouraged to help drive better community behaviours with a sense of belonging and through 
personal investment. Tenants of rented properties often show a lack of care and pride in properties, 
and have no sense of community spirit. 
 

No more rented social housing... Thank you. We already have our fair share. 
 

I would use the village hall for sports and leisure facilities. 
 



Charminster does not need any more rented social housing, if any was to be provided it is imperative 
it is allocated to local people not any random persons with no affiliation to the parish (or at least 
Dorchester). Local houses for local people must be the priority, Charminster should not become a 
refuge for those removed from other locations due to bad behaviours. I strongly believe the major 
shortage and weakness in the housing market is 'affordable' housing to buy, allowing young local 
couples or families to join the housing market with schemes such as shared equity. The current 
government initiative of help to buy low deposit often results in high mortgages which quickly 
become unaffordable if interest rates rise. Therefore I support scheme A with the smaller number of 
affordable houses to purchase, hopefully not social rented properties. Also this option has a reduced 
number of overall housing and thus less impact on local facilities and infrastructure. I have no issue 
with  a new hall as it provides improved and more diverse amenities, along with extra parking. the 
existing hall them becomes a matter of demand/need if it is to be retained, to be managed by the 
trustees and allowing them to decide the future of its use/need. Finally I urge the planners to 
seriously consider the additional traffic impact created by this development, and review the layout 
of weir view and connecting roads. 
 

The existing village hall is dated and still damp even after all the work done. Parking is diabolical at 
the existing hall. There are days when I have to walk in the road because of illegal parking. The 
sensible option is to get a modern village hall with parking, sell the existing hall and use the proceeds 
as a fund for the upkeep of the new hall. 
 

Surely the developers do not want more social housing than other housing. 
 

Scheme B is not a good option please let's not let this happen. 
 

A village hall would help with the parking problems if it has allocated parking unlike the village hall 
now, I would use the new facility. 
 

This opportunity for a new hall, in a sensible location, (as opposed to the dreadful location of the 
current hall) should not be missed. 
 

Although Charminster has a hall, a new and modern one similar to Cerne Abbas/Stratton would be 
extremely beneficial to the community.  The current hall serves basic needs but a modern venue 
could bring lots of new input into the area.  This is not to undermine the work that goes on in the 
current hall, but having an opportunity to have something new and available to all would be great! I 
am not against social housing but if the rents are only at 90% of commercial rate, that is not of great 
benefit to people either. 
 

Clearly I am concerned that WDDC has not responded to my query about anthrax burials on the site.  
I assume that by the time a new community facility is ready for use the old hall will need more work 
doing on it and the long-term parking issues at Charminster Cross will be as bad as ever.  I would like 
to see the design and placement of the new hall and car park designed in such a way as to benefit 
the neighbouring school, in particular, as well as the wider community.  Provision of some self-build 
plots would increase community development of this plan. 
 

This scheme costs the Parish nothing and it gains a new building for local use.   Brilliant. 
 

Scheme A seems to me to be the sensible option. 
 

I would rather not see any more development in the village at the present time, but I suppose this is 
least damaging location. 
 

This is an opportunity that should not be missed. 



Due to the increase in housing, renewal of a village hall is of great benefit to the community 
 

Very concerned that WDDC is ignoring local opinion so they can try and have their own way. Not 
very democratic is it? Charminster has expanded and needs a bigger hall to support the local 
community and its school. The existing hall is small and creates parking problems and obstruction of 
view to passing vehicles. Reassurance is needed that the WDDC has updated its local plan and is 
listening to Charminster residents needs. 
 

If people prefer to keep the village hall we have, would a compromise be possible. Such as instead of 
a community hall it could be a Dr's surgery, the parking spaces could then be kept and used by 
parents when picking up their children from school). I'm sure Charminster could sustain one. If 
scheme B is accepted we still need some sort of car parking spaces for the school. At the moment 
parents are parking in any available space and at times with inconvenience to people living in Pound 
Close and Weir View. 
 

I have supported the proposal for a new community hall, but with some concern over who will run 
the hall and how it will be financed.  My experience on the PCC and the committee of the village fete 
is that it is very difficult to get volunteers.  The current village hall committee represent some of the 
few hard working volunteers in the village and they will not give support to the new building.  A huge 
amount of money has been spent on the current village hall and this development will embarrass 
those worthy people.  Really the timing of this new proposal is clumsy.  I agree that a new 
community hall will be needed in the future, which is why I am supporting it, but with a heavy heart. 
I also think that you represent 'affordable' housing in a very negative way and by combining it with 
social housing give a false impression.  It is true that there is a great deal of social housing in our 
village, but 'affordable' housing is the only way that the young will ever be  able to afford to buy.  
We should encourage affordable housing, so that those that come from our village remain here. 
 

I originally supported keeping the old hall but have now changed my mind. 
 

It would be lovely to have a new hall but another option would be a new pre-school building as I 
know this needs renewing soon. 
 

Adequate parking for the hall and an area for outside activities adjacent to the new hall would be an 
advantage and create a community area for the village. 
 

Adequate parking provided for the new community/sports hall must be a priority. 
 

 
 

Comments from those supporting Scheme B 
 
I am very concerned that this form assumes that I support Scheme A or Scheme B and does not take 
into account that I may object to the schemes altogether.  I will strongly oppose the scheme if a 
planning application goes ahead.  I would therefore like to put on record that I am only completing 
this form in order to state my objection to the suggested community sports hall. 

 
You should be made aware that this form was only delivered to some of the people living in 
Charminster.  Please note that I will be strongly objecting to any planning application on the 
proposed site.  As it stands, this form could be construed to indicate that the recipient does not 
object to the planned application. There has already been a consultation paper to villagers on this 
issue and the people of Charminster were against Scheme A 

 
 



A more important question for me is the amenities and services which become more necessary with 
this volume of extra people- ie school spaces, doctors surgery, shop for this end of village, improved 
public transport, etc. We already have a village hall in Charminster and a bigger hall in Charlton 
Down. 

 
I support option b as I think affordable housing should be a priority..  I feel uncomfortable with the 
views of the parish council who appear to prefer to keep those less wealthy out of the village. I am 
happy with the present village hall and trust the trustees to administer the hall in a manner 
benefitting the whole community as they have done for many years. 

Why are we not being asked the basic question: do we think Charminster needs a new development 
whatever its content? As far as I am aware, no planning application has yet been approved by 
WDDC. Leaving the contentious matter of a new hall to one side, the proposal will bring extra traffic 
onto what is already a busy and dangerous cross-roads. We have had massive new development at 
Charlton Down. Poundbury is still creeping across the ridge towards us. Why have the Parish Cpuncil 
apparently caved in to the idea of a new development? I am disappointed that you were apparently 
seduced by developers' promises and are now, it would seem, backed into a corner. This latest 
survey smacks of desperation and - once again - not all houses in the parish received a copy. I hope 
this is due to careless - and not selective - distribution. 

 
Charminster Civil Parish already has 4 viable halls available - Herrison Hall, Meadow View, 
Charminster Village Hall, Simmonds Court. What do we need another one for?  Dorset needs more 
AFFORDABLE housing. Charminster already has more than its fair share of SOCIAL housing. We 
should be wary of becoming a SOCIAL HOUSING village. Stratton was promised a new village hall 
under a similar scheme but the builder failed to honour the agreement and were not legally bound 
to do so. The result being that the Parish Council had to aquire a loan to do what the builder had 
failed to do. Builders go bankrupt but I do not want my Parish Council to be saddled with debt.. Does 
this builder have further development aims for the fields adjoining? 

 
Charminster Civil Parish already has 4 viable halls available - Herrison Hall, Meadow View, 
Charminster Village Hall, Simmonds Court. What do we need another one for?  Dorset needs more 
AFFORDABLE housing. Charminster already has more than its fair share of SOCIAL housing. We 
should be wary of becoming a SOCIAL HOUSING village. Stratton was promised a new village hall 
under a similar scheme but the builder failed to honour the agreement and were not legally bound 
to do so. The result being that the Parish Council had to aquire a loan to do what the builder had 
failed to do. Builders go bankrupt but I do not want my Parish Council to be saddled with debt.. Does 
this builder have further development aims for the fields adjoining? 

 
But preferably neither scheme 
 

Charminster already has two adequate halls run by the community. New facilities for the school 
would be more appropriate use of funds. 
 

 
 

Comments from those who do not support either Scheme 
 
I reject both schemes.  Poundbury is enough - don't be tempted by inducements. 

 
We think the Parish Council should spend a bit more time looking at the condition of the roads in 
Ellerslie Close area rather than proposed new house building.  Oliver Letwin is coming to look at the 
roads on 5th December. 

 



We do not need any more development in Charminster 

 
 
I disapprove of Wyatt Homes' proposals - no attempt to separate vehicle and pedestrian traffic, no 
change to dangerous conditions at Charminster Cross, poor access to West Hill near school.  The 
question of support for schemes A or B does not arise and major safety issues have been submerged 
in the mirage of a new hall. 

 
I do not support any building on this site. 

 
The Parish Council should object to the planning application . There is no opportunity on this form to 
register an objection to development on this site. 

 
I support neither scheme and ask the Parish Council to object to which ever of these proposals is 
submitted on the basis that the whole suggested development is unnecessary. Charminster already 
has enough affordable housing and does not need further housing. Further increases in traffic and 
an enlarged population will exacerbate current traffic safety issues.  There is no requirement for a 
new community/village hall and it would be an unreasonable use of the Parish Council's funds or any 
106 agreement funds to add a further one when we already have 3 halls of varying size, which are 
suitable for all current events. A sports stadium is out of proportion to a community of this size 
when existing facilities exist both at Charlton Down and in Dorchester. It would be wrong for the 
Parish to assume responsibility for the upkeep and maintenance of a new hall as this may have huge 
repercussions at a later date. 

 
I do not like either of these options. 
 

Do not support either scheme - it is outside the development boundary. 
 

 


