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Kingsclere Neighbourhood Planning Group (KNPG) response to the Regulation 16 Consultation Responses  

The table below sets out the KNPG response to any new representations made in response to the regulation 16 consultation which weren’t previously made 

in response to the regulation 14 consultation.  

Respondent  Policy/ Paragraph/ 
Supporting document  

Summary of representation KNPG Response  

Basingstoke & 
Deane Borough 
Council 

Policy K6 
Reinforcing Kingsclere’s 
Landscape Character 

Criteria b) refers to important 
views but there is no map 
showing these important 
views  

B&DBC’s Conservation Area Appraisal (section 2.5 and the Appraisal 
map at appendix 2) identifies views and vistas of particular importance. 
The KNPG have been involved in the recent review and update of the 
conservation area appraisal which was adopted on 11 December 2018.  

Basingstoke & 
Deane Borough 
Council 

Policy K19  
Local Green Spaces  

Owners of proposed Local 
Green Spaces should be 
notified 

The statement that owners of proposed local green spaces have not 
responded to their inclusion in the Neighbourhood Plan is incorrect.  All 
landowners have given consent to the proposed Local Green Spaces 
with the exception of B&DBC who have been notified but have not 
responded.  

Historic England Paragraph 3.5.8 (Listed 
buildings) 

Request to know how many 
listed buildings are outside the 
conservation area as well as 
within the conservation area. 

The number of listed buildings both in inside and outside the 
Conservation Area can be found in the following documents:  
- SEA (page 59) Figure B8 ‘Listed buildings and Areas of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty in the parish’.  
- Site Assessment Report (page 14) Map 4 ‘Listed/Historic Buildings’ 
All listed buildings in the parish (not just those in the conservation area) 
have been assessed in the site assessment process and in the SEA. The 
Hampshire Environment Record has also been checked (see evidence 
base list in appendix 2 of the Plan).  

Turley on behalf 
of Middleton 
Portway 
Supporting Gaily 
Mill 

Policies K HA1, K HA2, K 
HA3 

New point raised regarding 
the deliverability of proposed 
allocations and impact on site 
capacity in relation to 
designated SINCs within and 
adjacent to allocated sites and 
water main easement on K 
HA2. 

The masterplans for the sites provided by the promoters indicate that 
development can take place successfully alongside mitigation and 
enhancement of the ecological assets and the site allocation policies 
seek to ensure that this is achieved through policy criteria.  
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Pro-vision on 
behalf of 
Greenham Trust 

Policy K13 Re-use of 
agricultural and other 
rural buildings for 
business purposes 

K13 only allows for the reuse 
of rural buildings. Policy EP4 
allows for extensions or 
replacement buildings 

It would appear that the respondent is referring to policy K14 of the 
Regulation 14 Pre-Submission Plan, not Policy K13 of the Submission 
Plan. Policy  
K13 includes reference to re-use and conversion of buildings. The KNPG 
are concerned about the loss of valued buildings of architectural or 
historic interest if replacement buildings are also allowed.  

Gladman Policy K1 Sites within 
the Settlement Policy 
Boundary 

Gladman propose that there 
should be no Settlement 
Policy Boundary as the current 
position restricts future 
development. 

The SPB is determined by the Local Plan but policy HA4 extends the 
boundary to include the three sites proposed for development. It is not 
necessary to extend the boundary further as the requirement in the 
Local Plan for at least 50 houses is more than catered for in policies HA1, 
HA2 & HA3.   

Boyer on behalf 
of Linden 
Supporting Porch 
Farm 

Policy K3 Housing for 
older people 

Requiring all homes to accord 
with Part M of the Building 
Regulations has no regard to 
viability 

Policy K3 relates to homes for older people being accessible in 
accordance with part M of the building regulations. It doesn’t apply to 
all homes.  

Boyer on behalf 
of Linden 
Supporting Porch 
Farm 

Policies K HA1, K HA2 
and K HA3 

Land registry evidence 
submitted shows sites aren’t 
under option to a developer. 
Questions deliverability.  

Deliverability is demonstrated by the responses submitted by Barton 
Wilmore with respect to all aspects of the proposed developments. 

Boyer on behalf 
of Linden 
Supporting Porch 
Farm 

Strategic Environmental 
Assessment  

Consideration should have 
been given to a reserve site 
particularly in response to 
new national housing 
methodology which will raise 
the borough council’s overall 
housing requirement 

The Neighbourhood Plan meets the policy requirement set out in the 
adopted Local Plan (Policy SS5). Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council 
confirm that the Neighbourhood Plan only needs to accommodate a 
minimum of 42 dwellings as 8 dwellings have already been delivered 
against the SS5 requirement via a qualifying planning permission 
(Planning application ref: 75019/BDB Land at OS parcel 452508 159220 
rear of Longcroft Road).  

Thakeham 
Supporting Yew 
Tree Farm 

Site Assessment Report  
Appendix 10 
Measurements 
Evidence 

Contest measurement 
evidence to nearest facilities 
and bus stops 

All measurements were taken relative to the centre point of the Yew 
Tree Farm site as being representative of an average for the site. 
Thakeham appear to have used the closest point to Local Amenities or 
Bus Stops which is not representative of the site as a whole.  To be 
consistent, all sites have been measured from the centre point. 
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Thakeham 
Supporting Yew 
Tree Farm 

Site Assessment Report  
Appendix 11 Landscape 
Character 

Contest landscape assessment 
score for site allocations as 
development would result in 
loss of buffer 

Developers promoting all three allocated sites have confirmed that the 
mature trees bordering the A339 will remain, as set out in their 
representations and supporting evidence.  

Thakeham 
Supporting Yew 
Tree Farm 

Site Assessment Report 
Appendix 11 Site 
visibility  

Consider the visibility score of 
1.8 too low and inappropriate 
given that there are no PRoWs 
crossing, or immediate to site. 

Disagree. Land rises to the south of the site, which is within the AONB 
and would be visible from a footpath which runs from The Dell into open 
countryside. See Map 6 ‘Kingsclere Footpaths’ in the Neighbourhood 
Plan (page 44).   

Thakeham 
Supporting Yew 
Tree Farm 

Site Assessment Report 
Appendix 11 
Impact on AONB 

Challenge the AONB visibility 
score of 1.1 
 

Disagree. Thakeham have acknowledged that a significant proportion 
(approximately 80%) of the site is situated within the AONB.  None of 
the other sites are within the AONB (Gaily Mill and Porch Farm are very 
close and visible from the boundary). The following advice was received 
.from the Planning Advisor of the North Wessex Downs AONB (see 
appendix 2 of the Neighbourhood Plan ‘evidence base’ list) “Only if none 
of the alternative sites are assessed as being suitable and sufficient 
justification has been provided that additional housing is required to 
meet local needs, would the AONB unit consider supporting such a 
scheme for housing development within the North Wessex Downs 
AONB.”  

Neil Kitch General - consultation   Not all residents received the 
questionnaires 

The Consultation Statement sets out the consultation undertaken. Two 
questionnaires were issued – one delivered by the Post Office and a 
second smaller one inserted in the Kingsclere Tower, the monthly village 
magazine delivered to all households.  Responses from both 
questionnaires were received from households in the same road giving 
the KNPG no reason to believe they were no delivered.  Throughout the 
NP process, there have been ample occasions for residents to express 
their views, i.e. public meetings, Facebook, attendance at Parish Council 
and NP meetings, village events etc. 

Neil Kitch Policies KHA1 and KHA2  Suggests a new policy criteria 
which ensures the safety of 
the junction with the A339 is 
improved.  

Project 1 – Traffic and Transport Management includes a project to 
‘improve the junction on the A339/Ashford Hill Road and other areas 
along the A339 once increased traffic projections are known.’  

 


