
1

THROOP AND HOLDENHURST VILLAGES – STOUR VALLEY
PARK WORKSHOP TRANSCRIPT

This workshop took place on the 29th of January 2022, with a focus on the

Throop and Holdenhurst villages area. The intent for this workshop was to look

at this area specifically and understand what concerns impinge upon the natur-

al environment and residents of this place, and what opportunities here might

relate to the wider aims of the Stour Valley Park project.

Thanks go to Throop and Holdenhurst Parish Council for helping us to organise

this event, and to St Johns with St Barnabas Parish of Holdenhurst for hosting

us.

Why are you here? What do you want to do?

What has brought you here today, and what do you want to achieve by attending

today’s workshop?

I’m here because I grew up in the area and know it very well. I of-

ten pass through (cycling, walking). I would like to ensure that 

decision-makers hear concerns about environmental/nature 

protection.

…

I live in Throop village next to Hicks Farm. I want to see the area 

preserved for future generations.

…

Main concern is to not spoil what we have already.

…
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Restore and maintain the health and vigour of the River Stour and 

its surrounds.

…

Protect and preserve the River Stour.  

Similar to a national park, there should be no question as to the 

protected status of the area.  

Aiming to learn more about the current proposal, including which 

parties are supporting it, and where this sits relative to other 

planning, and how best to contribute.

…

I’m here to give a voice to this very unique and beautiful area in 

Bournemouth. I want to protect waht we have and the heritage of the 

area.  

I want to ensure Landstory are aware of the unique landscape we 

have in this area.

…

Beautiful as is. Green space leave alone. More trees. Less 

concrete.

…

To ensure any local plan takes account of the local requirements 

and nature use local assets.

…
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Lived in the area all my life and seen how many areas have deteri-

orated. I’d like to see the Stour Valley accessible to many age 

groups and a variety of projects as an asset for all wildlife and 

families. Creating habitats and sustainability. Volunteering?

…

Family connection with Holdenhurst and Throop for over 100 years.

…

A path through suburban Bournemouth – Fear.

…

Interested in whether there is a relationship between architectural 

identity of Throop and its place.

…

Do not want to attract hoards of people who do not care about the 

environment.

…

Stour Valley is important. We take a chance to comment. We need to 

know how it works.

…

Understanding. Visibility. Sustainable. Have used Stour Valley and 
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difficult to navigate.

…

Want to understand the proposal more fully.  

To put across my view on conservation and biodiversity. How these 

elements should be enhanced.

…

Changes need to be supportive of wildlife and not just for people’s 

pleasure.

…

Accessibility to our interests and maintenance/provisions.

…

Protection of riverbank and wildlife.

…

Interested in net gains in biodiversity in a human recreation-cent-

ric world.

…

Concerned about the aim to make the natural environment a ‘park’. 

All ‘assets’ required to be publicly accessible.
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…

To learn about what is planned and be able to make more informed 

decisions.  

Opportunity to meet local people and hear their ideas.

…

Public incursion on our interests.

…

Roots in this area. Love the area.  

Passionate about controlling out of control development. Protect 

environment/wildlife. Protect conservation area. Respect climate 

change and flood threat.  

Agree with accessibility but must not be on the back of mass devel-

opment in the green belt.

…

To better understand local issues and pick up realistic options for 

enhancements to benefit the local area, biodiversity and climate 

change adaptation.

…

Wildlife, environmental habitat, litter, damage, disturbance from 

general public.

…
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Our reasons for interest.  

Central around biodiversity.

Understand the Stour rewilding objectives.  

What is its status.

…

Maintain the natural environment, ensuring that we all enjoy it. 

This is important for the health and wellbeing of us all.

Review

Considering our overall aims for the Stour Valley Park, how should we assess pre-

vious actions in relation to this site and what lessons should we learn for the

future?

What went well? Why?
What should we do more of / What should there be more of in this
landscape?

More of volunteering.

Walking/cycling routes through Berry Hill area.

Kingfisher Barn centre.

Sorry, I can’t really think of anything that has gone well. Some aspects of the

Stour Valley Local Nature Reserve but only a few.

Want more brownfield sites being identified.

Kingfisher Barn – offering a history to the area, opening up walks, social

groups.

Wildflower areas.

Creating footpaths.

Local people engaged in nature.

Hedge laying.

New paths.

Pandemic has rearranged the public’s appreciation of real nature.

Ordinary people able to work with rangers doing practical conservation.

Good cycle routes encouraging sustainable travel.
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Heightened awareness of the interests of different groups.

Barrier in Yeoman’s Road – now safe for walkers, riders, and cyclists.

Stour Valley Way and Stour Barn.

Kingfisher Barn.

Good access to our river area.

Sympathetic planning.

Open to public access.

Controlled development.

These consultations raising awareness, getting affected, communities

involved.

Your organisational (Landstory) input.

Raised awareness of the connectivity of the Stour valley, and the benefits to

people.

Community involvement and awareness has increased.

Holdenhurst Village Conservation Area appraisal.

Rare breed cattle and conservation grazing.

Anglers Association river management.

Formation of Throop Village Conservation Group (invested community).

Introduction of cattle, goats, and sheep on Hicks Farm land.

The pathway connecting the nature reserve and Waterly Lane.

Establishment of the parish council and a local voice.

Establishment of conservation area and protected nature reserves.

The fact that the event this morning is happening, which shows greater

awareness of the issues of sustainability, and desire to contribute as part of

community effort.

Great natural diversity, local amenity potential.

Overall plan.

Emphasis on sustainability.

Different interests working together.

Reintroduce sustainable wildlife.

Community-led.

Visibility of different parties.

What could have gone better? Why?
What should we do less of / What should there be less of in this landscape?

We should improve walking access along Stour Valley way from

Holdenhurst.

Walking/cycling accessibility needs improvement.



8

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Must improve access and education to enjoy area without negative impact.

Footpath from Throop Mill to Hurn needs to be completed as promised for

access by walkers, cyclists, and horse riders. Pathway blocked by Hurn Par-

ish Council after agreement.

Meeting should be held when proposals in place – too vague at moment.

Local input in, and transparency regarding the planning/development pro-

cess (e.g. rather than top down/centralised); identification and prioritisation

of use of brownfield sites.

Green belt protection should be sustained.

Measurement/data on wildlife and biodiversity over time (objective).

Nature has been undervalued and misunderstood (e.g. the concept of biod-

iversity net gain, which does not capture existing and non-linear interac-

tions that support local ecosystems and wildlife).

Litter – increased amounts are being collected by our members and public.

BCP unrepresented here today.

Visual confirmation i.e. leaflets with misleading pictures such as kayaks.

Trespass – we have to remove public off private property at all hours.

Lack of maintenance – fencing not repaired, paths overgrown.

Anti-social behaviour – BBQs still lit with food on!

Increased disturbance of wildlife – nesting birds and delicate fauna and flora

being overwhelmed.

Bottom up approach, involving different parties.

Clarity of joint objectives.

Develop a sustainable approach.

Harness the community enthusiasm in the activity.

Create more visibility of the needs.

No joined up thinking – SANG has been pushed through despite no

infrastructure.

I cannot see anything in place for riders/cyclists despite changes to the high-

way code.

Kingfisher Barn developed and yet no funding for closing the gate to the car

park.

Why sell plastic buckets/spades etc. from Kingfisher Barn?

More effort into volunteering/coordination/training/support.

May 2020 Volunteer Strategy – where is it?

Improved access to area, but by public transport, cycling and walking (not

cars).

Especially there is no footpath between Holdenhurst and Throop Mill. Can a

footpath be added to make this part of the Stour Valley Way safer and more
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attractive?

Dog control.

Keep dogs to heel all times except in designated areas.

Conservation.

Reintroduction of lost species.

Biodiversification.

Rewilding.

Enforcement of correct rules.

Wardening.

Informing the public.

Some paths could be improved in small way.

People ignore or don’t know of warning signs etc. that aim to protect the loc-

al area.

Significant improvement in creation of biodiversity baselines before propos-

als to develop.

BCP politics make Throop and Holdenhurst area expedient in their drive:

low hanging fruit.

More dog control wardens ‘out and about’. Land managers work together

biodiversity.

Impact of huge increase in visitors and their cars need to seriously be

addressed.

Education – what are we meant to be doing.

Are we taming wildlife for our human pleasure e.g. placing sticks for king-

fisher to land on to take pictures.

Communication – on many levels.

Not always transparent – why?

Actions have been taken.

Maintaining footpaths/road infrastructure is not being done already, con-

cerns over how with more people/traffic how this can be done with future.

Family have let children sit on cows!

Swans have lost babies as people ignored signs and walked with dogs in

closed nesting area.

General education of country code needs improving – taking rubbish

home/closing gates/remembering roads and how to walk on them safely.

Lack of knowledge apparent from council on road use in area and how many

large vehicles are now using roads locally.

Failure to complete the cycle/pedestrian route from Throop to Hurn.

Control of traffic along Throop Road.

No recognition that this is a flood plain and footpaths are not suitable to
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meet amount of people and general walking.

Council not recognising how busy this area currently is before adding / open-

ing up area.

Council promotional video does not show the real and bigger picture of real-

ity – e.g. dog poo in picnic area.

Residents’ opinions ignored – leading to a lack of trust in process.

Poor planning and management of successes i.e. Kingfisher Barn – cars

parked all over streets.

No consequence of decisions and lineage of proposals.

No apparent strategy.

Lack of ongoing maintenance.

BCP Council not taking into account the concerns of local residents.

Need more visible wardens to stop the huge amount of antisocial behaviour.

Need a footpath from Holdenhurst to Throop Mill (now have to walk on

road).

SANG process was unfair.

River dredged and ruined.

Corrupt BCP.

Residents have provided feedback which has clearly just been dismissed.

Antisocial activity: uncontrolled dogs, graffiti, rubbish, destruction of fen-

cing to avoid muddy footpaths.

Hicks Farm no longer a farm!

Throop Road is a rat run getting worse rather than better.

Missed opportunity for public access across the Stour to the Sewage Works

bridge.

Better strategic view of how the Stour Valley can and will be accessed in the

future – car/cycle path provision.

Better discussion and agreement with anglers about managing public access

and anglers as well as other river-based activities e.g. paddle boarding etc.

Hicks Farm should still be agricultural use – not a visitor centre.

Footpaths not maintained.

River seen as a play zone (Kingfisher Barn) – lilos, canoes, swimming etc.

Natural England are in the pockets of BCP – not impartial.

Litter and antisocial behaviour has increased in the area.

SANG – refused then overturned.

Car park in green belt.

Lack of conservation area control by council.

Lack of protection of listed buildings.

Permissive access.
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Kingfisher Barn – not all idealistic. Lots of ASB – too overused.

Trespass of river bank.

Litter.

Breaking down of fences to encroach onto meadows.

Fires and BBQs.

Horses removed – sad not to have horses trotting through village.

Too much traffic – people drive to SANGs.

Political manoeuvring of BCP councillors.

Lack of historic engagement.

Using desk based surveys to assess wildlife in the area.

Natural England’s lack of backbone. They are supposed to protect but only if

BCP says so.

Decision being made about the area by people who have never been here.

Proposed development on Wessex Fields as an excuse to provide a gateway

into the greenbelt for mass development from Holdenhurst to Throop.

SANG in Throop – damage to natural wildlife but a precursor to further de-

velopment i.e. car park in greenbelt/visitor centre will result in development

to pay for new roads etc.

Limiting traffic – reducing car parking.

Permissive access past Throop Mill Cottage opened Hicks Farm land to

trespassers.

Bank opposite Wood Row has been cultivated i.e. hedgerow removed.

‘The green belt’ should be sacrosanct – the needs it was established to meet

are even more relevant today and it should not be eroded (preventing urban

sprawl etc.). Government housing needs calculations need to be

recalculated.

What can we learn for the future?
What lessons can we take away from this review that should guide future
action?

To not dismiss out of hand the genuine concerns of the locals that will have

to live and deal with the consequences of any decisions made. To not priorit-

ise people above nature, and actively monitor the impacts made.

To ensure that the natural environment is protected and enhanced. To

achieve this every one of us need to access it in a responsible and sustainable

way. Decision makers need to follow this ethos in making decisions.

Equal priority given to public opinion in the planning process.

We need to place greater emphasis on nature, biodiversity gains and sustain-
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ability as we meet the needs of improvement and development, of people’s

needs, housing needs, business needs, and recreation and emphasise this in

local plans.

Nature first, public recreation second.

Local people are not to be ignored. We are not ‘nimbys’.

Consider the consequence of your actions. Seriously. Properly fund and en-

force legislation, laws (both environmental and criminal/civil).

Throop and Holdenhurst are a green lung for Bournemouth; it should be

protected, not built on.

You can’t please everyone so why try? Throop and Holdenhurst area is for

heritage, wildlife, farming, walkers … let’s just focus on that.

Future plans for Stour Valley should make sure that plans are transparent,

honest, realistic, and not set for a council agenda. Remember when green

space is gone we can’t get it back. Make sure decisions to build/develop are

not made because of pressure from groups that will make money from pro-

jects or be far away and not impacted by change.

Everything done with: integrity; honesty; proper consultation; honour and

respect.

Heritage and protection is not an inconvenience. Too many sacrifices have

been made for the greater good.

Respect for the local community. Integrity by the local authority. Respect for

the spirit of established principles i.e. stop claiming effects on flood plain

can be ‘mitigated’ to push through planning for short term developer gain.

Any future plans for Stour Valley Park must put nature first. We need to stop

bowing to a ‘sense of entitlement’ that green space has to be for public recre-

ational use. A genuine commitment – not lip service.

To learn for future that we have a limited supply of resources available and

need to make it work for all – humans, nature, plants etc. Need to educate at

all levels young and old how we can live a sustainable life and instant grati-

fication is not necessary. Need to make sure proper funds are available to

maintain environmental plans, footpaths, etc.

Proper planning which is transparent – council parks manager stated that a

business case did not have a predicted volume of users included in it.

Education of different view points.

Delivery of proposals consistent with best interest of all – nature and local

community.

Bring focus groups together to discuss and agreee common approaches.

The area needs to be accessible to everyone but special consideration should

be taken for wildlife.
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Don’t build on green space. Give wildlife a chance.

The Stour Valley Regional Park should be recognised in BCP and Dorset Loc-

al Plans and should receive legal protection in Local Plan policies. The prior-

ity should be environmental protection.

‘Evidence net gains in biodiversity’ baseline – monitor – celebrate.

Improved biodiversity – should lead the future.

Don’t over contrive nature.

Investment is needed to get the desired outcomes.

The natural world needs to be put first, before the recreational wants of

people. If not, when people go for walks etc. it will be degraded and people

won’t want to go.

Improve not destroy nature. SANGs do not meet this need. Restrict entry to

conservation ‘zones’ and monitor.

Improve positive behaviour messaging on interpretation boards.

Ensure ongoing budget for maintenance of paths, wardens and biodiversity

monitoring.

Throop needs a strong form of communication between its inhabitants and

stakeholders that helps to communicate its story.

Look to the model of US national parks to achieve similar levels of protec-

tions, accessibility, monitoring, maintenance, respect, timelessness, and

permanence for the Stour Valley Park.

Foster understanding that the Stour Valley provides a wider context within

which issues/concerns sit, we cannot have everything everywhere.

Community engagement needs to happen around a strategic framework

with a set of principles/standards and solutions to enable a balanced way

forward.
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Planning

Picking a goal, what steps need to take place in order to achieve that goal? Work-

ing collaboratively in groups to create plans towards these goals.

Plan #1

Goal: Identify and protect designated areas. Legislation etc. Adopt these meas-

ures in Local Plan.

Step 1

Submit response to Local Plan development process by 7th of March 2022.

Step 2

A) Long term vision. B) Rename e.g. Stour Valley Nature Reserve.

Step 3

Identify special features of Stour Valley.

Step 4

Local people agree with proposals to identify the boundaries and protect them.

Step 5

What are the potential and most appropriate – and protective – designations for

the Stour Valley Nature Reserve.

Step 6

A) Gain support from other parish councils in valley. B) Multi-agency

support/engage.

Step 7



15

Entire designated corridor to be recognised by both local authorities – parish

councils – protected in local plans.

Step 8

A) Evidence based proposal (species etc). B) Proper and better detailed monitor-

ing of species – monthly – above and below water.

Step 9

Links to other policies/agencies.

Step 10

Delivery strategy – X by Y by…

Step 11

Clear signage as to where and when the protected area starts/finishes.

Step 12

Other BCP policy, not just planning.

Step 13

Policy to be biodiversity led.

Step 14

Making sure the policies of the Dorset and BCP local plans compliment each

other.

Step 15

Adopted policy by BCP and DC in new local plans.

…
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Plan #2

Goal: Achieve a measurable increase in biodiversity.

N.B. BCP – landowner and planning applicants – conflict of interest.

Step 1

A) Agree what we are aiming for in terms of biodiversity. / Decide what is defini-

tion of biodiversity. B) List of biodiversity. C) Step by step approach. /

Consultation.

Step 2

A) Reduced traffic movement will improve air quality. / Plan for habitat oppor-

tunities to maximise ecological niches. / Utilise ‘rewilding’ opportunities e.g.

beavers. / Put wildlife first.

B) Funding for ongoing ecological surveying. / Investment of funding.

Step 3

Baseline – biodiversity assessment. / Standard baseline. / Count of baseline.

Step 4

Ecological survey of Throop. Compile report.

Step 5

What is the goal – 1, 2, 3 … 10%?

Step 6

Communication. What are we doing. How are we doing it. What do we expect.

Step 7

Online forums/networks that help easily document findings for species, loca-

tion etc.
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Step 8

A) Ongoing measurement. B) From baseline create management plan to

open/close areas at part of year.

Step 9

Clear signage to communicate intentions on biodiversity improvements. / Em-

phasise the positive impact on health and wellbeing of us all by enjoying wild-

life. / Education online, onsite, information boards.

Step 10

Legislation and enforcement.

…

Plan #3

Goal: Achieve at least 10% net gain in biodiversity by affording distance

between human recreation and wildlife habitat.

Step 1

Set up public representative panel with teeth.

Step 2

Get the council to listen to us.

Step 3

Make sure biodiversity is not just a code word and a tick box process.

Step 4

A) Involve all stakeholders – increase awareness – increase responsibility of

each group. B) Determine the current status by coordinating current data and

facets as a basis for improvement. C) Baseline to be assessed.
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Step 5

A) Co-ordinate all local nature group data into one baseline of existing local

biodiversity. B) Survey the wildlife.

Step 6

A) Listen to what is needed and is relevant to area, not what is easiest. B) Protec-

tion and powers to enforce and funding. C) Deal with truth and relevant details

to area.

Step 7

Remove cars and car parks.

Step 8

Link existing accessible land safely.

Step 9

Leave natural established areas alone.

Step 10

Introduce more wild flower areas and other habitats.

Step 11

One side of river for public access, the opposite side for nature – no human right

of way.

Step 12

How to make it safe and sustainable.

Step 13

Reintroduce gravel beds. Stop extracting water from rivers.
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Step 14

Funding for wardens to ‘educate’ visitors.

Step 15

A) Monitoring. B) Continuous policing. C) Access to the countryside to be

monitored.

Step 16

With a budget for sustainability.

Step 17

Make sure funds are available to keep maintenance of area and monitor biod-

iversity on a regular basis.

Step 18

The ‘climate emergency’ department need to speak with ‘planning’.

Step 19 (ongoing)

Education – of process/of how to make changes/what biodiversity is. Keep edu-

cating at all levels.


