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General
Mr Kevin 

Laing
783939 846 No Don't Know No

Borough wide strategy to provide for the future of sporting facilities, that meet 

sports current demand and those required for the future, rather than small 

localised developments that still do not meet the shortage for the Borough as a 

whole.

intentionally left blank

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside new development, 

based on the local plan's evidence base, specifically the LRNA and the council's strategic Plan for Sport and Recreation. The LRNA is 

currently being updated to take account of recent changes in trends in usage, demographic changes etc. and will include consultation 

with the sporting community as part of its development. The council agrees that Manydown is a real opportunity to provide appropriate 

facilities for the borough and this is reflected in the IDP and will be considered through the Manydown masterplanning process. The 

Strategic Plan for Sport and Recreation is already referred to in the plan and updates to its Action Plan will be published outwith the 

Local Plan process at suitable times. 

No change N/A

General
Mr Charles 

Routh

Natural England 

Consultation 

service

787784 974 Yes Yes No

Note that a number of changes have been made to address specific points 

raised in our consultation response to the Pre Submission Local Plan, and we 

welcome these. We also note that there are a number of points we raised 

(points 1-11, 13, 18, and 20) which have had no modifications made to address 

them as far as we can tell. Of the points subject to modifications, we are 

satisfied that they have been addressed by the proposed modifications with the 

exception of parts of point 19 with regards to Policy EM5 (see Natural England 

response to policy EM5).

We would welcome dialogue with the Council to see if these matters (points 1-11, 

13, 18 and 20) can be resolved.

Support for changes to the plan noted. Minor amendments were made to the Local Plan following discussions with Natural England 

between July and September 2014. As a result of these discussions and minor amendments all matters bar one raised in Natural 

England‟s representations have been addressed via modifications such that Natural England no longer advise that the plan is unsound. 

The one outstanding matter which Natural England advise makes the plan unsound is with regards to policy EM1 (Landscape) as there 

is no requirement to compensate for any residual landscape or visual impact.  

See minor changes schedule Following dialogue with NE.

General
Ms Charlotte 

Greaves
843676 895 No Yes No

Sewerage and water run off only just been added to the plan. This is surely the 

first thing which needs to be addressed before the number of houses can be 

allocated to a lot? The road network would also need to be planned alongside 

the drainage. The road networks and employment need much better 

consideration. The allocation of housing lots on the west of Basingstoke ss3.10 

and ss3.11 are particularity badly thought out sites. There is no sound plan in 

place to provide infrastructure , schools, shops, surgeries or employment to the 

houses which are planned. The inclusion of the county park is a fantastic idea 

but it doesn't go nearly far enough. The park should be used to protect both 

Wootton St Lawrence and Worting.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.  The 

allocation of sites reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. This included  flood risk, water run-off, and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could 

be provided. The assessment also included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the 

accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to 

the west including new sustainable transport opportunities, schools and health care. Policy EP1 also enables new employment 

development within these allocations, where appropriate. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land 

owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ 

as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a 

proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this 

will be determined against local and national policy at that time.  Policies SS3.10 includes criteria to ensure that the character and 

identity of Worting and Wootton st Lawrence are conserved and enhanced.

No change N/A

General
Mr Nigel 

Green

Winchester City 

Council
846447 1047 Yes Yes Yes Comments noted. intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

General Mr MacInnes

Brookvale 

Community 

Association

130668 1346 Yes Yes No

Further to our previous comments on the Pre Submission Local Plan 

consultation dealing with improving the spatial and administrative issues; the 

Revised Pre Submission Local Plan also fails the Soundness Test• in Positive 

Preparation• because the Strategy• has no Targets to describe objectively 

assessed development and infrastructure requirements. These targets must be 

expressed by 3rd party assessors for each development funded by the Council 

from Developer Contributions to achieve targets for each development by 

adding to Appendix 8 Appraisal of Revised Pre-Submission Local Plan 

Objectives against SA Objectives• Also there appears to be no document that 

describes how all received consultation comments are incorporated into the 

plan, showing their relative weightings for economic, environment and 

community? Without addressing, improving and enforcing all the above points, 

this plan is undemocratic and its delivery will not benefit our Community.

Having only one headline target for home building which consequently attracts 

incomers is meaningless without Local Plan Objectives Appraisal Targets that 

benefit Community as follows: 1) Transport permeability for all modes (no longer 

cars-only priority), 2) Open spaces for informal recreation and wildlife buffers, 3) 

Conserving Nature (no "biodiversity site substitution") and Heritage 4) Consistent 

built environment appearance per locale, 5) Restrict Affordable (Social) Housing to 

individual buyers only with mandated covenants to exclude acquisition-by and sell-

onto Buy To Let Landlords, 6) Provide inter-locale links to access facilities, work, 

education and entertainment (no cul-de-sacs which discourage PCSO patrolling), 7) 

Provision for and promotion of Tourism, 8) Build in Local Resilience to meet future 

challenges Once we have Community targets, these will turn round the across-the 

board lack of Community cohesion and lack-lustre performance, to create a 

desirable destination incorporating green innovation, not an overdevelopment 

dumping ground to effectively preserve the villages (whose facilities are currently 

not being improved/restored). 

The Plan contains implementation and monitoring boxes for each policy and these will be monitored annually and published through the 

Authority Monitoring Report. Targets have been included where relevant and have also been included in other council documents and 

strategies  to ensure they are fit for purpose, such as the Green Infrastructure Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) also sets 

out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside new development and this will also be regularly monitored. 

This approach is considered to be in line with the NPPF.  All of the comments made on the plan have been noted, considered and 

responded to and this information will be passed onto the Inspector so that they can be fully considered through the examination 

process. A large number of changes have been made to the plan as a result of consultation. Specific local community targets could be 

considered through the neighbourhood planning process, as suitable. 

No change N/A

1.6
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 361 No Yes

One of the main objectives of the council is to protect our environment. How is 

this aim to be met if building over 4000 homes on a green field site at 

Manydown ?

Greatly reduce the number of proposed houses and limit building to land north of 

B3400 up to A339 , by Roman Road.

This plan has been based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-

date statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. A key role of the plan is to ensure that a sufficient amount of 

land is made available to meet these future needs and the Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate growth based 

on the available evidence base. The allocation of sites reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  

where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced including environmental impacts. 

No change N/A

1.6
Mr Matthew 

Burt
844225 642 No Yes No

The high concentration of proposed development to the south and west of the 

town contradicts the councils goal of supporting active, healthy and involved 

communities. Concerned about the disruption which would be caused by the 

construction process, over a 10 year period. Once the development is 

complete, the local inhabitants will have to endure increased air pollution and 

traffic congestion due to the increased amount of vehicles travelling through the 

area.

Develop a revised plan which balances the proposed developments across the 

town, including the north and east, thus reducing the impact on and disruption to the 

lives of existing inhabitants in the south and west areas.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.  The 

allocation of sites reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the 

accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well 

as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the  2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

1.17
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 738 No Don't Know No

The process of consultation for the changes to the plan is flawed, for 2 

reasons:1 - There has been insufficient attempt to publicise the consultation 

process, compared with that carries out for the previous consultation.2 - The 

consultation site itself has had a number of technical issues; I am personally 

aware of several people who have been deterred from commenting because of 

this. 

It is not in the interests of the Borough to prolong the process still further; my 

recommendation is rather that the inspector take these issues into account when 

weighing up the strength of public opinion on the Local Plan and perhaps mentally 

add 50% to the numbers of members of the public commenting on each issue 

during this revised consultation period

The consultation has been carried out in accordance with the Town and Country Planning Regulation 2012 (as amended). The 

consultation was publicised on the Council's website, local newspapers, public libraries etc. In order to ensure that everyone was able to 

respond it was made clear that responses could be made via the online system, letter or email. 

No change N/A

1.24 Mr Philip Riley 835526 14 Yes Don't Know Yes

The plan should explicitly recognise that the Basingstoke Canal is a heritage 

asset, and specifically require that it be protected. The route of the canal should 

also be specifically identified within plan.

The Basingstoke Canal Society has consistently argued, throughout the Local Plan 

process, that adequate protection should be given to the line of the Basingstoke 

Canal within the district. The canal is an important heritage asset and it should be 

safeguarded in order to provide a footpath/cycle route (and eventually a waterway) 

into the town centre. The current draft of the local plan does not specifically identify 

the line of the canal as either a Historic Asset or an Archaeological Site. accordingly 

there is a risk that the canal line effectively falls between two stools - is it a historic 

asset or is it an archaeological site? The position is unclear and is not helped by the 

fact that the terms 'archaeological site' and 'historic asset' are not defined. With 

would therefore urge that the Plan makes specific reference to the line of the canal 

so that it can be protected from future development. This approach would also be 

consistent with the provisions of the Village Design Statement prepared for Old 

Basing which covers an important section of the canal line 

The Canal is potentially a non-designated heritage asset. The definition of non-designated heritage assets is set out in footnote 28 on 

page 104 of the plan. Given the flexibility and wide scope of the definition of non-designated heritage assets, it would not be appropriate 

to specify in the Local Plan particular sites which fall within that category, as they will be identified on a case by case basis. Therefore, if 

the Canal meets the requirements to constitute a non-designated heritage asset then the plan already offers it protection when planning 

applications are being considered. The future of the Basingstoke Canal is specifically addressed in the GI Strategy which states that 

there is a need to look at the feasibility of preserving the canal line for potential future canal restoration and this will be addressed as a 

future action plan. An assessment will be made as to whether a route can be provided.

No change N/A

1.24
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 927 Yes Yes

English Heritage welcomes and supports the additional wording proposed, 

although we are still of the opinion that a more detailed description should be 

given of the borough's historic environment, especially the historic development 

of Basingstoke and the historic towns in the borough, in order to give a more 

comprehensive context for the Local Plan.

Intentionally left blank

Support for change noted. The amendments made in response to the Pre-Submission Local Plan consultation are considered to 

adequately address these matters. It is not eth role of Local Plans, which are intended to be stream line policy documents, to contain 

detailed historical information.

No change N/A

2.2
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1285 No Yes No

Commented on this paragraph during the Pre Submission Local Plan 

consultation. No changes in the Revised Pre Submission Local Plan on which to 

comment.

Intentionally left blank Representation on this paragraph was considered and responded to at Pre-Submission stage (comment 1050) No change N/A

2.5 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 251 No Yes No

“Planning policies should aim for a balance of land uses within their area so that 

people can be encouraged to minimise journey lengths for employment, 

shopping, leisure, education and other activities.” - NPPF (para 35)

How does the plan demonstrate this commitment?

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base and 

includes policies to support residential, employment, retail and leisure growth within the Borough whilst protecting the borough's key 

natural and historic assets. The policies for the allocated residential sites will ensure that an appropriate mix of uses is also provided on 

allocated sites, in line with the Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) which sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside new development.

No change N/A

2.5
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1315 No Yes No

With regard to the first bullet point under 'A prosperous and thriving place - 

where:" it is not clear whether easy transport connections include cycling, at 

present there are no easy cycle transport connections. Modern businesses want 

easy cycle access as well as motor access.

Amend as follows: "...a regenerated state of the art basing view, along with easy 

transport connections  can attract a range of new businesses.

The vision for the plan is shared with the Sustainable Community Strategy and is a general vision as opposed to addressing specific 

aspects of transport. Moreover, policies in the Community Needs section of the plan address more specifically the representation made, 

in particular CN9. 

No change N/A

2.6
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 914 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

2.6
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1100 Yes Don't Know No

The creation of new employment land is implied, but nowhere in the Plan are 

any significant employment sites allocated. This does not match with the 

policies removing land from strategic employment areas as shown on the 

following maps: Map 8a Area N and Beggarwood Map 8b Chineham Business 

Park Map 8c Coronation Road Map 8d Daneshill West Map 8e Hatch Industrial 

Park Map 8f Houndmills

Clearly state the use intended for sites being withdrawn from employment land. 

Allocate reserve employment land rather than leave it to future DPD.

The strategy of protecting and enabling the appropriate regeneration of the borough's strategic employment areas is considered 

suitable. In addition to the regeneration of existing sites such as Basing View, the plan also identifies a need for a site(s) for storage and 

distribution uses. This need came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 (published March 2014) and 

therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. The Plan sets out a policy 

framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution uses) to meet identified 

needs and the timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS. Sites that have been deallocated will 

be subject to the polices covering development within SPBs and it is not considered necessary to allocate them for a specific use.

No change N/A

2.6
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 834 No Yes No
Surface water flooding should be added to cover all aspects of flood risk in the 

borough

Surface water flooding should be added to cover all aspects of flood risk in the 

borough
Recommend change to relevant bullet point.

Change bullet as follows: Around 3 % of the 

borough being within the floodplain and 

much of the borough being underlain by 

chalk aquifers, increasing susceptibility to 

groundwater and surface water flooding.

Response to representation
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2.8
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 362 No Yes No

This places value on open spaces. It is there fore vital that Old Down is 

maintained as an open space for local residents to use , without any possibility 

of a road being built through it in the future.

Guarantee no road to be built through Old Down and that it must be kept in its 

present layout, as a buffer between Kempshott and Kennel Farm development.

The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old Down but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning process 

regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass.
No change N/A

2.8
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 732 No Yes No

This paragraph does not appear to reflect the state of affairs that are likely to 

exist at the time of its adoption. The Black Dam modifications to Junction 6 are 

scheduled to be complete by 2015. The Objectives regarding reducing need to 

travel and promotion of walking and cycling should be adhered to in the 

Policies.

Remove the wording regarding "issues around Junction 6".

Money to improve the Black Dam junction early on in the plan period has now been identified through a successful „Pinch Point‟ bid and 

improvement works are programmed, however this Objective as written still remains relevant as partnership working continues 

regarding junction 6 and other strategic transport infrastructure.

No change N/A

2.8
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1316 No Yes No

With regards to "...promoting walking and cycling..." in objective b), what is 

meant by this vague term promoting walking and cycling? Usually promotion 

means advertising or marketing. Very little marketing or advertising of the cycle 

facilities in the borough has been done. Promoting cycling is not going to 

produce a comprehensive cycle network or make our roads cycle friendly.

Intentionally left blank

The site specific policies set out requirements to provide for non-car transport modes, including through improvements to cycle and 

pedestrian routes. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been undertaken to assess the 

impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are required. This is supported by the Infrastructure 

Development Plan and Policy CN9.

No change N/A

2.8
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1102 Yes Don't Know No

The creation of new employment land is implied, but nowhere in the Plan are 

any significant employment sites allocated. This does not match with the 

policies removing land from strategic employment areas as shown on the 

following maps: Map 8a Area N and Beggarwood Map 8b Chineham Business 

Park Map 8c Coronation Road Map 8d Daneshill West Map 8e Hatch Industrial 

Park Map 8f Houndmills To leave this to allocation of a new employment sites 

through a future DPD (2.8A) would not seem to be a sound policy. If the local 

economy grows as we hope, there will be difficulties with establishing 

employment land later in the Plan period.

Clearly state the use intended for sites being withdrawn from employment land. 

Allocate reserve employment land rather than leave it to future DPD.

The strategy of protecting and enabling the appropriate regeneration of the borough's strategic employment areas is considered 

suitable. In addition to the regeneration of existing sites such as Basing View, the plan also identifies a need for a site(s) for storage and 

distribution uses. This need came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 (published March 2014) and 

therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. The Plan sets out a policy 

framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution uses) to meet identified 

needs and the timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS. Sites that have been deallocated will 

be subject to the polices covering development within SPBs and it is not considered necessary to allocate them for a specific use.

No change N/A

2.8
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 835 No Yes No
Add clarity to objective K) by it reading "minimise our contribution to climate 

changes and its effects through..."
K) minimise our contribution to climate changes and its effects through... Recommend change.

Change to read "Minimise our contribution 

to climate change and its effects through…"
Response to rep

2.8
Mr Stewart 

Dunn

Hampshire 

Chamber of 

Commerce

785867 1300 Yes Yes Yes Supports the change. Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

3.1 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1232 Yes Yes Yes

Supports the overall strategy of the Plan to concentrate most of the new 

development in and around Basingstoke and the larger settlements of 

Whitchurch, Overton, Bramley, Kingsclere and Oakley. These places have the 

greatest range of facilities to support the increase in housing, economic 

development and community facilities proposed in the Plan. Supports the 

strategy for the smaller villages, such as Ecchinswell, where: Development will 

continue to be restricted to that required to meet local needs, and The need for 

and location of new development will be identified by the community through 

neighbourhood planning.

Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

3.11
Mr Trevor 

Raybould
847481 1323 No No No

Basingstoke Golf Course is the most isolated and unsustainable site, furthest 

from the town centre and employment than all other proposals, and would entail 

the loss of a valuable leisure resource. The costs of providing the necessary 

infrastructure would also undermine the deliverability of the site.

Intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

(IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new sustainable 

transport opportunities and schools. This allocation is supported by the findings of the Viability Study 2013.

No change N/A

3.2
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 915 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

3.2 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1234 Yes Yes Yes

Supports the overall strategy of the Plan to concentrate most of the new 

development in and around Basingstoke and the larger settlements of 

Whitchurch, Overton, Bramley, Kingsclere and Oakley. These places have the 

greatest range of facilities to support the increase in housing, economic 

development and community facilities proposed in the Plan. Supports the 

strategy for the smaller villages, such as Ecchinswell, where: Development will 

continue to be restricted to that required to meet local needs, and The need for 

and location of new development will be identified by the community through 

neighbourhood planning.

Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

3.3
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 913 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

3.3 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1235 Yes Yes Yes

Supports the overall strategy of the Plan to concentrate most of the new 

development in and around Basingstoke and the larger settlements of 

Whitchurch, Overton, Bramley, Kingsclere and Oakley. These places have the 

greatest range of facilities to support the increase in housing, economic 

development and community facilities proposed in the Plan. Supports the 

strategy for the smaller villages, such as Ecchinswell, where: Development will 

continue to be restricted to that required to meet local needs, and The need for 

and location of new development will be identified by the community through 

neighbourhood planning.

Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

3.6
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 911 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

3.6
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 836 Yes Yes Yes Support change to paragraph 3.6 Intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

4.1
Mr James 

Stevens

Home Builders 

Federation
86266 1058 No Don't Know No

We request that the housing requirement figure is rounded up for simplicity. The 

requirement should be 750 dpa and 13,500 over the plan period.

We request that the housing requirement figure is rounded up for simplicity. The 

requirement should be 750 dpa and 13,500 over the plan period. 

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. It is not considered necessary to change the figures at this stage.  

Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up to date SHMA.

No change N/A

4.1

Charles 

Church 

Development

s Limited

Charles Church 

Developments 

Limited

86414 1015 No No No

In terms of the housing target provided we generally support the figure of 

13,464 dwellings for the plan period, which appears to be a realistic target 

based on an up to date evidence base contained in the 2014 SHMA. However, 

concerns over table 2 and how does small site windfalls differ from 

urban/brownfield opportunities and ask whether these should be categorised 

together? This amount to 3068 dwellings which makes up 23% of the overall 

target which is a significant amount and does not appear supported by 

evidence. Therefore reliance on windfall sites is too big a proportion. This 

should result in higher greenfield allocations.

intentionally left blank

 The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base 

including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The opportunity sites figure reflects the SHLAA, and 

these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  The plan only includes a small site windfall target, which is justifiable 

based on past trends and the proposed policy approach.    Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper and up to 

date SHMA.

No change N/A

4.1 Jo Unsworth

Smiths Gore (on 

behalf of 

Gleeson 

Strategic)

816809 1070 Yes Don't Know No

We note that in the Revised Pre-Submission Local Plan the numbers have 

been revised, presumably to take account of permissions, completions etc. in 

the intervening period. We note that under the heading 'what is currently 

available in the future (supply) a figure of 2,418 units is included from 

urban/brownfield opportunities (un-allocated). The justification for this figure 

does not appear to be evidenced anywhere and the figure is in addition to 

dwellings that are included as windfalls and regeneration. We suggest that the 

delivery of this (significant level of) housing is uncertain at best, and accordingly 

these numbers should instead be found through allocations in the Local Plan. 

Unless revised in this way, the Plan is not justified and is therefore not 

considered sound.

intentionally left blank

The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base 

including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The opportunity sites figure reflects the SHLAA, and 

the total figure has been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  The plan only includes a small site windfall target, which is 

justifiable based on past trends and the proposed policy approach.    Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper 

and up to date SHMA.

No change N/A

4.1 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1424 Don't Know No

This plan then shows an extraordinary shift from the long term historic 60% 

Brownfield build to just 34% over the plan period. We believe there to be a link 

between the severe fall in the brownfield figures for the period and the inclusion 

of Manydown in the plan. A lowering of brownfield numbers will of course lead 

to a rise in the greenfield requirement. This appears to have been done to a 

level that then requires the inclusion of Manydown. The council's evidence base 

significantly underestimates the amount of housing which can be built on 

brownfield land. The approach set out in SS1 appears to ignore the wishes of 

the residents and national policy and presses on with greenfield development. 

Basingstoke will be a better place by preserving its countryside, by cleaning up 

and re-using its run down areas, and in the process providing a vibrant town 

with a living heart and close linked suburbs that are close to and in reach of the 

town centre, employment areas, and transport links.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base 

including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The opportunity sites figure reflects the SHLAA, and 

these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield development but 

supply should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy and therefore it would not be suitable to include arbitrary targets etc.   

Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper and up to date SHMA.

No change N/A
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4.4
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1106 Yes Don't Know No

The changes to the paragraph do nothing to address the view of Chineham 

Parish Council that nowhere in this plan are there any meaningful suggestions 

as to how this necessary infrastructure might be achieved. Without such 

proposals the Plan cannot be considered sound or justified.

Produce new policies in accordance with policy EM6 and National Policy.

Although the WFD specifies that good status should be met by 2015, there are circumstances where it is possible to delay meeting 

good status until  2027, or where a lesser objective is required. These circumstances include technical feasibility, disproportional costs, 

or natural conditions (recovery times). It is likely that these circumstances will lead to an extended deadline to meet good status. The 

Policy as drafted states that "should monitoring indicate that there is likely to be a deterioration in an elements band status". This means 

that should monitoring flag up the potential for deterioration Policy SS4 will kick in. No deterioration requires that a water body does not 

deteriorate from its current ecological or chemical classification, and applies to individual pollutants within a water body. The Water 

Framework Directive allows for deterioration within the limits of a status or classification. For example, if dissolved oxygen was currently 

classified as moderate status, and the limited numerical deterioration acceptable within each classification or status would not constitute 

a breach of the Directive or be reported as deterioration. The EA have flagged up to Thames Water STW that require improvements 

works etc. and this information is submitted to OFWAT to secure funding to enable TW to make these improvements. The EA have no 

overall concerns with the housing number and the Council continues to work with the EA on additional modelling to update the Water 

Cycle Study.

No change N/A

4.4
Cooper Estates 

Limited
845834 945 No Yes Yes

Paragraph 4.4 confirms the spatial strategy to be adopted in respect of 

proposed new housing growth. It is considered that the strategy of focusing new 

residential development around the edge of the Boroughs main settlements and 

in particular Basingstoke itself is the most appropriate and logical option. The 

strategy follows the guidance set out in the National Planning Policy 

Framework, specifically paragraphs 14 & 17 which seek to promote sustainable 

development.

Support noted. No change N/A

4.4
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1368 Yes Yes No

We note the new paragraph and are pleased to see biodiversity as an 

objective. That said we would suggest this be changed to No Net Loss of 

Biodiversity• as this is more measurable. Targets can be set against known 

Biodiversity Action Plan indicators to ensure that habitats and species do not 

decline across the borough. Monitoring of loss of habitats and species as a 

result of development can then form part of the Annual Monitoring of the Local 

Plan.

intentionally left blank
Biodiversity is set out as Objective N under Paragraph 2.8 of the plan. Policy EM4 addresses these matters. Following discussions with 

the Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust this objection has been withdrawn. 
No change N/A

4.5

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Tamron)

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron Estates)

131199 531 No No No

The housing requirement of 748 dwellings per annum is insufficient to meet the 

objectively assessed demand for housing. This fact was made clear by BDBC 

officers in their report to Cabinet on 18th February 2014, in which 807 dpa was 

regarded as an appropriate robust figure. In our opinion, even that higher figure 

is inadequate.   

A review of the overall housing requirement is required and the substitution of a fully 

justified annual requirement of at least 807 dpa.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

4.5
Mr James 

Stevens

Home Builders 

Federation
86266 1057 No No No

The housing requirement is unsound because it is unjustified. It is unjustified 

because it relies upon an unrealistic assumption about the likely rate of inward 

migration into the district, plus the use of ONS 2010 population projection used 

in conjunction with 2008-based and 2011-based household headship rates, 

thereby discounting the indications provided by both previous sets of DCLG 

national household projections which indicate much higher levels of housing 

need.

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

4.5

Pellipar 

Investments 

Ltd

Pelippar 

Investments Ltd
787110 1380 No Yes No

It is clear from the evidence available that the Council cannot demonstrate a 5 

year housing land supply. This is contrary to national planning policy (paragraph 

47 of the NPPF) and NPPG (ID3)).

It is recommended the council should review the Housing Site Assessment (2014) 

to identify additional sites for allocation. In forming this view, Deloitte would like to 

draw to the attention of the council to Inspectors decisions at Amber Valley Borough 

Council (May 2014) and Runnymede Council (May 2014). Deloitte reaffirms that the 

Hounsome Fields site is available, deliverable and suitable for development within 

the plan period; and as such should be included as an allocation within the Local 

Plan. See recommended housing allocation policy for Hounsome Fields.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  The policies ensure that there is a rolling 5 year land supply, in line 

with the NPPF. Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper'.

No change N/A

4.6
Mr Stewart 

Dunn

Hampshire 

Chamber of 

Commerce

785867 1301 No Yes No

Whilst the evidence base appears to be more up to date in accordance with the 

requirements of the NPPF, in our opinion, the overall quantum of housing 

growth identified in the revised Local Plan will fail to meet its objectively 

assessed needs and will not support the economic potential of the Borough.

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

4.9
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 564 No Yes No

While SWAG supports the intention of this element of the Delivery of the 

Strategy, it is concerned that the application of this constraint may make the 

whole housing delivery unattainable. The Water Cycle Study identifies 

considerable uncertainty over the possible biological changes to the River 

Loddon as a result of increased treated effluent outflow. There is also no 

commitment to investment in the Sewage Treatment Works by Thames Water 

beyond 2021 (source Water Cycle Study). These uncertainties affect all future 

proposed development in Basingstoke wherever it may occur.

Either carry out a review of the housing numbers for this Plan such that a triggering 

of this constraint is unlikely or shorten the time period of the Plan with a scheduled 

Review in, say, 2022.

The EA have flagged up to Thames Water STW that require improvements works etc. and this information is submitted to OFWAT to 

secure funding to enable TW to make these improvements. The EA have no overall concerns with the housing number and the Council 

continues to work with the EA on additional modelling to update the Water Cycle Study. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out 

the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development  including new sustainable transport 

opportunities, sewerage infrastructure and schools. 

No change N/A

4.9
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 547 No Yes No

This paragraph suggests that the Council is not overly concerned about 

polluting the River Loddon, which is currently failing to meet 'good' status under 

the Water Framework Directive and that the increase in discharges will be 

monitored. This suggests that housing development is more important than 

harming the environment which is therefore not in line with the Council's own 

policies,

Resolve the current water quality issues of the River Loddon and protect it.

Although the WFD specifies that good status should be met by 2015, there are circumstances where not meeting good status can be 

justified until 2027, or where a lesser objective is required. These circumstances include technical feasibility, disproportional costs, or 

natural conditions (recovery times). It is likely that these circumstances will lead to an extended deadline to meet good status. The Policy 

as drafted states that "should monitoring indicate that there is likely to be a deterioration in an elements band status". This means that 

should monitoring flag up the potential for deterioration Policy SS4 will kick in. No deterioration requires that a water body does not 

deteriorate from its current ecological or chemical classification, and applies to individual pollutants within a water body. The Water 

Framework Directive allows for deterioration within the limits of a status or classification. For example, if dissolved oxygen was currently 

classified as moderate status, and the limited numerical deterioration acceptable within each classification or status would not constitute 

a breach of the Directive or be reported as deterioration. The EA have flagged up to Thames Water STW that require improvements 

works etc. and this information is submitted to OFWAT to secure funding to enable TW to make these improvements. The EA have no 

overall concerns with the housing number and the Council continues to work with the EA on additional modelling to update the Water 

Cycle Study.

No change N/A

4.9
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 363 No Yes No

This suggests that the council considers house building more important than 

meeting its directives on improving the River Loddon , which is already failing to 

meet good standards of cleanliness , and which will only get worse if building 

goes ahead as planned.

Limit building and ensure Loddon is protected.

Although the WFD specifies that good status should be met by 2015, there are circumstances wher not meeting good status can be 

justified until 2027, or where a lesser objective is required. These circumstances include technical feasibility, disproportional costs, or 

natural conditions (recovery times). It is likely that these circumstances will lead to an extended deadline to meet good status. The Policy 

as drafted states that "should monitoring indicate that there is likely to be a deterioration in an elements band status". This means that 

should monitoring flag up the potential for deterioration Policy SS4 will kick in. No deterioration requires that a water body does not 

deteriorate from its current ecological or chemical classification, and applies to individual pollutants within a water body. The Water 

Framework Directive allows for deterioration within the limits of a status or classification. For example, if dissolved oxygen was currently 

classified as moderate status, and the limited numerical deterioration acceptable within each classification or status would not constitute 

a breach of the Directive or be reported as deterioration. The EA have flagged up to Thames Water STW that require improvements 

works etc. and this information is submitted to OFWAT to secure funding to enable TW to make these improvements. The EA have no 

overall concerns with the housing number and the Council continues to work with the EA on additional modelling to update the Water 

Cycle Study.

No change N/A

4.9
Mr James 

Stevens

Home Builders 

Federation
86266 1059 No Don't Know No

The Council cites water sewerage treatment capacity as an absolute constraint 

on the ability to deliver a housing requirement in excess of 748 dpa. The 

Council states that the housing requirement reflects the constraints on growth 

imposed by the existing infrastructure of the borough. The paragraph goes on to 

describe a particular constraint in the form of water treatment capacity at 

Chineham feeding into the River Loddon. This argument justifying suppressing 

the housing requirement is unsound because it is contrary to national planning 

policy.

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA. Wording amended to provide clarity.

Amend first part of Para 4.9 to read " The 

Council recognises the constraints on 

growth…". Amend last sentence to read 

"The treatment works are  using the best 

available technology, and, as such there is 

currently no way of preventing this increase 

which is potentially damaging to the 

biodiversity of the river. In response to this  

the increase in these discharges needs to 

be carefully monitored, whilst at the same 

time being consistent with the requirement 

to meet objectively assessed housing need. 

The outcomes of trials may result in the 

implementation of new technologies for 

treatment works in the future and this 

position, and its potential impacts,  will also 

be monitored.

4.9
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1108 No Don't Know No

The paragraph states that sewage treatment is currently failing to meet good 

status under the Water Framework Directive and admits that there is no way of 

preventing this increase which is potentially damaging to the biodiversity of the 

river•. This is an extraordinary admission; there has been no serious attempt to 

address this problem, with no published plans to alleviate the situation. We are 

in effect been told that the 13,464 houses in the Plan will be built whatever the 

effect on the river Loddon. This cannot be justified, nor is it consistent with 

National Policy. This is also contradicts Policy EM6, Water Quality.

Produce new policies in accordance with policy EN6 and National Policy.

Although the WFD specifies that good status should be met by 2015, there are circumstances where not meeting good status can be 

justified until 2027, or where a lesser objective is required.  These circumstances include technical feasibility, disproportional costs, or 

natural conditions (recovery times). It is likely that these circumstances will lead to an extended deadline to meet good status. The Policy 

as drafted states that "should monitoring indicate that there is likely to be a deterioration in an elements band status". This means that 

should monitoring flag up the potential for deterioration Policy SS4 will kick in. No deterioration requires that a water body does not 

deteriorate from its current ecological or chemical classification, and applies to individual pollutants within a water body. The Water 

Framework Directive allows for deterioration within the limits of a status or classification. For example, if dissolved oxygen was currently 

classified as moderate status, and the limited numerical deterioration acceptable within each classification or status would not constitute 

a breach of the Directive or be reported as deterioration. The EA have flagged up to Thames Water STW that require improvements 

works etc. and this information is submitted to OFWAT to secure funding to enable TW to make these improvements. The EA have no 

overall concerns with the housing number and the Council continues to work with the EA on additional modelling to update the Water 

Cycle Study.

No change N/A
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4.9
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1366 No Yes No

Disagree with this statement and believe it is misleading. We understand that 

there is a national trial looking at technology that goes beyond that currently 

being deployed at Basingstoke. This trial will determine both the efficacy and 

cost effectiveness of technologies. Results are expected by March 2017 and 

this will provide information on best available technologies that could be 

implemented. Until this information is available, we do not accept that there is 

no way of preventing further pollution of the River Loddon.

intentionally left blank Agree that the paragraph could suitably be updated and suitable wording has been suggested to address the representation.

Amend first part of Para 4.9 to read " The 

Council recognises the constraints on 

growth…". Amend last sentence to read 

"The treatment works are  using the best 

available technology, and, as such there is 

currently no way of preventing this increase 

which is potentially damaging to the 

biodiversity of the river. In response to this  

the increase in these discharges needs to 

be carefully monitored, whilst at the same 

time being consistent with the requirement 

to meet objectively assessed housing need. 

The outcomes of trials may result in the 

implementation of new technologies for 

treatment works in the future and this 

position, and its potential impacts,  will also 

be monitored.

Response to rep.

4.7

Zurich 

Assurance 

Ltd

Zurich Assurance 

Ltd
131191 1053 Yes No No

Housing provision should be increased to between 1025 and 1117 new 

dwellings per annum to support the council's economic aspirations.

Housing provision should be increased to between 1025 and 1117 new dwellings 

per annum to support the council's economic aspirations.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

4.11
Mr David 

Edwards
Taylor Wimpey 618597 1027 No No No Does not meet objectively assessed needs.

Review the housing requirement, withdraw or reconsult. Should allocate the three 

Taylor Wimpey sites as strategic housing allocations.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

4.12
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 442 No Yes No

Oakley is an appropriate location for a limited amount of further development. I 

support the housing distribution strategy set out in paragraph 4.12. However, 

the Local Plan must make clear that the historic area of Church Oakley is not 

included in the proposed expansion of Oakley. 150 additional homes should be 

the absolute maximum number allocated to Oakley. The local roads are not 

suitable for any significant increase in traffic. Development in or near the 

Conservation Area would have a highly detrimental impact on the character and 

appearance of the Conservation Area. Furthermore, the roads in church Oakley 

are highly unsuitable for use as an access to any large housing development on 

the west side of Oakley.

Either: i) Amend the first sentence to make clear that Church Oakley does not form 

part of Oakley; or ii) Add a footnote after the word 'Oakley' to say that Church 

Oakley is not part of the development area for Oakley.

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in 

line with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering 

group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the 

Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be required 

alongside development. The suggested changes are inappropriate in a strategic document.

No change N/A

4.12
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council 
781298 1111 No Don't Know No

Chineham Parish Council does not accept the inclusion of the Parish as part of 

the settlement of Basingstoke Town. The Parish is separated from the town by 

the ring road, the railway line, two major business areas and the pattern of 

development in relation to adjacent parishes. Chineham is the local centre for 

services used by the residents of Old Basing, Lychpit and Sherfield on Loddon. 

Decisions on housing provision must be made taking this into account.

Chineham should be recognised as a distinct settlement. From a planning perspective, given the location and form of Chineham, it is considered to form part of the urban area of Basingstoke. No change N/A

4.12
Mr Charles 

Curtis
846307 998 No Yes

While Oakley may be appropriate for limited further development the plan must 

clarify that the historic area of Church Oakley is not included in the proposed 

expansion of Oakley. The narrow roads in Church Oakley (Station Road and 

Rectory Road) are unsuitable for access to and from large housing 

development. Any large housing development in the Church Oakley 

Conservation area will have a very negative impact on the rural character of this 

historic village. 150 homes should be the maximum number of additional homes 

allocated to Oakley.

intentionally left blank

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in 

line with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering 

group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the 

Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be required 

alongside development.

No change N/A

4.12
Mrs Alison 

Wood

Southern 

Planning (acting 

for Mrs C Abel)

847119 1168 No Yes No

Oakley, as one of the larger settlements in the Borough, is an appropriate 

location for a limited amount of further development. Supports the housing 

distribution strategy set out in paragraph 4.12. However, the Local Plan must 

make clear that the historic area of Church Oakley is not included in the 

proposed expansion of Oakley. 150 additional homes should be the absolute 

maximum number allocated to Oakley. Although the village has a range of local 

services and some local employment, the local roads are not suitable for any 

significant increase in traffic. This is especially the case in the Church Oakley 

Conservation Area (Rectory Road & Station Road), which has a very rural and 

historic character. Development in or near the Conservation Area would have a 

highly detrimental impact on the character and appearance of the Conservation 

Area. Furthermore, the roads in Church Oakley are highly unsuitable for use as 

an access to any large housing developments on the west side of Oakley.

Either: i) Amend the first sentence to make clear that Church Oakley does not form 

part of Oakley; or ii)  Add a footnote after the word Oakley to say that Church 

Oakley is not part of the development area for Oakley.

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in 

line with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering 

group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the 

Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be required 

alongside development. The suggested changes are inappropriate in a strategic document.

No change N/A

4.17
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 730 No Yes No

The final sentence of 4.17 does not appear to reflect the inclusion of Manydown 

in the revised plan. It is not clear that development in  the south west does 

 "make best use of available infrastructure capacity" in respect of roads or foul 

water drainage.

The wording should be redrafted to reflect the fact elsewhere in the plan.

This paragraph reflects the spatial strategy and the distribution of housing. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.  The allocation of sites reflect the outcomes on the site assessment 

and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport 

related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the 

capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.

No change N/A

4.18
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 926 Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

4.22
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1114 No Don't Know No

Para 4.22 states: General infrastructure constraints including education, the 

historic road infrastructure which leads to local congestion and sewerage 

treatment will be addressed, where possible, in the site specific policies and 

through the IDP Nowhere in this plan are there any meaningful suggestions for 

any infrastructure beyond emollient phrases such as measures to mitigate or 

include provision of physical infrastructure•. Without specific proposals including 

indications of sources of funding the Plan cannot be considered sound or 

justified. We do not believe that such infrastructural issues as sewage treatment 

would, or can be, addressed on a site specific basis.

Produce new policies in accordance with EN6 and National Policy.

 In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has 

undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The water companies support the 

relevant wording within the site policies. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development  including new sustainable transport opportunities, sewerage infrastructure and schools. 

No change N/A

4.23
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1355 No Yes No

In addition we wish to see the importance of the River Test highlighted in your 

description of Overton in paragraphs 4.23-4.26. The River Test is a Site of 

Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) for its nationally important chalk stream habitat 

and species. This needs to be reflected in this text.

Amend paragraphs 4.23-4.26 to acknowledge the importance of the River Test. 

The River Test is a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) for its nationally 

important chalk stream habitat and species.

The importance of the River Test is already reflected elsewhere in the plan, e.g. paragraphs 1.23, 3.6 4.18 etc. and therefore it is not 

considered necessary to provide details on the characteristics of the River here. However, it is agreed that its designation could be 

reflected by inserting appropriate wording. Recommend change to Para 4.23. Similar wording should be added for Whitchurch to 

ensure consistency. Following discussions with the Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust, the Widlife Trust confirmed they 

welcomed this minor amendment. 

Last sentence to read " It is situated in an 

attractive part of the landscape which the 

River Test (designated as a SSSI) flows 

through.

Response to rep.

4.34
Miss Patience 

FitzSimmons
844029 492 No Yes No

Section 4.34 misrepresents the nature of Oakley. In fact it is two villages, East 

Oakley and Church Oakley which have always been connected solely by 

Rectory Road and divided by the open spaces originally belonging to the 

Church and now forming part of the livery stables and the recreation ground. 

This division should be preserved to protect the distinct nature of Church Oakley 

as a historic 1,000 year old settlement in it's own right.

Preserve the distinctions between individual settlements so as to avoid the 

coalescing of villages into one giant suburb.

The Plan's spatial strategy allocates 150 units it be provided at Oakley, which, at a strategic level, is considered as one settlement. The 

comments are noted however and the character of individual areas within Oakley will be considered in more detail in relation to specific 

site proposals ,either through the planning application or neighbourhood planning process  -  in order to allocate a site for housing 

through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact 

upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies.

No change N/A

4.35
Miss Patience 

FitzSimmons
844029 1353 Yes No

Section 4.35 refers to the "regular" bus services between Oakley and it's nearby 

towns. This bus service has been reduced over recent years and should no 

longer be considered "regular".

Remove the reference to a "regular" bus service to Oakley  I would suggest 

"sporadic".

Bus service 11 runs on an hourly basis between Oakley and Basingstoke, with a half hourly service connecting Newfound with 

Basingstoke / Winchester / Andover.  Whilst this may not be as frequent as previous timetable arrangements, the services operate from 

around 6.30am until 9pm, and is therefore considered to provide a viable alternative to the car.

No change N/A

4.36
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 443 No Yes No

150 additional homes should be the absolute maximum number allocated to 

Oakley. Although the village has a range of local services and some local 

employment, the local roads are not suitable for any significant increase in 

traffic, this is especially the case in Church Oakley which has a very rural and 

historic character. Additional traffic on both of these roads would spoil the quiet 

historic character of Church Oakley, which is a Conservation Area. Any 

significant increase in traffic in Rectory Road would be exceptionally dangerous 

for children, riders, walkers and cyclists. The new homes planned for Oakley 

must be allocated to a number of smaller sites, rather than on one large 

development site. In particular, no large developments should be allowed in or 

adjoining the Church Oakley Conservation Area as this would have a 

significantly adverse impact on the appearance and character of the 

Conservation Area. Church Oakley must continue to be excluded from the 

settlement policy boundary for Oakley.

Paragraph 4.36 should be amended to: i) Make clear that Church Oakley continues 

to be excluded from the development area for Oakley. ii) Include a statement that: - 

150 homes reflects not only the lower development rates in Oakley in recent years 

but also because the local road network (especially in the Rectory Road and Station 

Road area) is unsuited to a larger increase in traffic - a range of smaller housing 

sites is the most appropriate location for the new homes in Oakley, rather than 1 

large housing development; and that - the character and setting of the Church 

Oakley Conservation Area must be protected. Add to the end of paragraph 4.36: 

The new homes should be allocated on a number of sites around the village, rather 

than in one location, in order to minimize the impact of the new housing on Oakley 

and to reduce the impact of the increase in traffic on the local roads. The character 

and setting of the Oakley conservation Area must be protected in any allocation. 

Church Oakley will continue to lie outside the development area for Oakley.'

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in 

line with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering 

group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the 

Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be required 

alongside development.

No change N/A
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4.36
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 364 No Yes No

150 houses allocated to be built in Oakley , 'reflecting the modest level of 

growth in the village over the past 10 years' , but this does not take into 

consideration the mushrooming of Oakley over the past 20/30 years.

Limit any large development in Oakley

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives, as tested 

through the sustainability appraisal process. Approximately 150 units is a suitable number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over 

the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 of the Plan). The plan sets the framework for the local 

community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in line with the 

Council's localism agenda. 

No change N/A

4.36
Mr Charles 

Curtis
846307 999 No Yes No

150 homes should be the maximum for Oakley. Church Oakley should be 

excluded, given its historic and rural character and the narrow roads, which are 

unsuitable for an increase in traffic. Rectory Road and Station Road are 

regularly used by pedestrians (including children), cyclists and horses and any 

significant increase in traffic would be dangerous. Within Oakley, a number of 

small developments should be allocated and all large development excluded.

intentionally left blank

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives, as tested 

through the sustainability appraisal process. Approximately 150 units is a suitable number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over 

the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 of the Plan). The plan sets the framework for the local 

community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in line with the 

Council's localism agenda. 

No change N/A

4.36
Mrs Alison 

Wood

Southern 

Planning (acting 

for Mrs C Abel)

847119 1170 No Yes No

Oakley, as one of the larger settlements in the Borough, is an appropriate 

location for a limited amount of further development. 150 additional homes 

should be the absolute maximum number allocated to Oakley. Although the 

village has a range of local services and some local employment, the local 

roads are not suitable for any significant increase in traffic. Additional traffic on 

both Rectory Road and Station Road would spoil the rural and quiet historic 

character of Church Oakley, which is a Conservation Area. New homes 

planned for Oakley must be allocated to a number of smaller sites, rather than 

on one large development site. In particular, no large developments should be 

allowed in or adjoining the Church Oakley Conservation Area as this would 

have a significantly adverse impact on the appearance and character of the 

Conservation Area. She strongly believes that Church Oakley must continue to 

be excluded from the settlement policy boundary for Oakley.

Add to the end of paragraph 4.36: The new homes should be allocated on a 

number of sites around the village, rather than in one location, in order to minimize 

the impact of the new housing on Oakley and to reduce the impact of the increase 

in traffic on the local roads. The character and setting of Church Oakley 

Conservation Area must be protected in any allocation. Church Oakley will continue 

to lie outside the development area for Oakley

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in 

line with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering 

group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the 

Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be required 

alongside development.

No change N/A

4.37 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1237 No Yes Yes

Supports the approach for planning in the smaller villages. Essential that local 

communities are able to manage their environment and that the best way of 

doing this is through neighbourhood plans. This is the right way to manger any 

change in the smaller villages, such as Ecchinswell.

intentionally left blank support noted. No change N/A

4.38 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1238 No Yes Yes

Supports the approach for planning in the smaller villages. Essential that local 

communities are able to manage their environment and that the best way of 

doing this is through neighbourhood plans. This is the right way to manger any 

change in the smaller villages, such as Ecchinswell.

intentionally left blank support noted. No change N/A

SS1
Mr Giuseppe 

Zanre

David Wilson 

Homes
85673 784 No No No

Comments from Pre-submission consultation reiterated regarding the housing 

number.
Increase the housing number to between 990-1109 dpa. This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1010) No change N/A

SS1

Charles 

Church 

Development

s Limited

Charles Church 

Developments 

Limited

86414 1016 No No No

We question the robustness of putting a retrospective time frame on this policy. 

A plan period should be the date of adoption going forward by at least 15 years. 

It should not seek to provide policy for a period of time that has already lapsed. 

Emerging policies need to take into account of what has gone before. Indeed 

this is essential when developing policies that have the purpose of meeting 

need. However, it is not appropriate to plan retrospectively. The housing figure 

should be treated as a minimum. If the timeframe of 15 years was adopted the 

annual housing target would be 897.5 dwellings (2014-2029) compared to 748 

that the 18 year timeframe generates.

intentionally left blank

The approach is considered to be consistent with the NPPF which requires 15 years from date of adoption. The housing completions 

over the last 3 years cannot be lost and are therefore included in the plan period and any undersupply will need to be addressed over 

the remainder of the plan period. The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the 

NPPF and the most up-to-date statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. The plan includes an oversupply of 

housing to ensure flexibility for the future. Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up to date SHMA.

No change N/A

SS1

Zurich 

Assurance 

Ltd

Zurich Assurance 

Ltd
131191 1054 No No No

Housing provision should be increased to between 1025 and 1117 new 

dwellings per annum to support the council's economic aspirations.

Housing provision should be increased to between 1025 and 1117 new dwellings 

per annum to support the council's economic aspirations.
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1186) No change N/A

SS1

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron)

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron Estates)

131199 532 Yes No No

The greenfield component of 6940 dwellings is inadequate to meet the 

objectively assessed need for the Borough over the plan period. Consequently, 

it is not compliant with NPPF/NPPG guidance. 

The figure should be reviewed and increased to accurately reflect the objectively 

assessed need for housing in the Borough.
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 804) No change N/A

SS1
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 837 No Yes Yes No overall concern. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

SS1
Ms Judith 

Ashton

Judith Ashton 

Associates 

(representing 

Wates 

Developments 

Ltd)

132964 1109 No No No

The level of growth proposed is considerably less than that which the evidence 

base indicates is necessary to meet the borough's objectively assessed housing 

needs. Given the various alternatives put forward by the Council's own 

consultants and the What Homes Where toolkit, we believe the plan should be 

looking to accommodate circa 900-1000 dpa across the plan period.

intentionally left blank This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1206) No change N/A

SS1
Mr John 

O'Donovan

De La Rue (c/o 

Turley 

Associates)

133019 1278 No Yes No

Concerns about the way in which the Council proposes to meet its overall 

housing need in light of the updates evidence base published since the autumn 

2013 consultation. There is strong and compelling evidence to indicate that the 

level of housing growth set out in the revised Local Plan will fail to meet the 

Borough's objectively assessed housing needs, not least because the Council's 

own officers have advised a higher figure should be used based on the 

evidence undertaken. The overall housing number should increase to a 

minimum of 1000dpa.

The overall housing number should increase to a minimum of 1000dpa. This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1214, 1219, 1222) No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Laura 

Harley
205715 671 No Yes No

Still concerns about the number of houses being proposed for Overton.  To 

be sustainable, development should be in Basingstoke or London and it is felt 

that the level of development does not reflect the true housing needs of the 

village and the capability of the infrastructure and community to be able to 

subsume this level of development.

intentionally left blank

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives, as tested 

through the sustainability appraisal process. 150 units at Overton, in addition to the Overton Hill allocation is considered to be a suitable 

level of development to meet the needs of the village. The plan sets the framework for the local community to direct where this 

development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in line with the Council's localism agenda. 

No change N/A

SS1 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1421 Yes Don't Know No

This plan then shows an extraordinary shift from the long term historic 60% 

Brownfield build to just 34% over the plan period. We believe there to be a link 

between the severe fall in the brownfield figures for the period and the inclusion 

of Manydown in the plan. A lowering of brownfield numbers will of course lead 

to a rise in the greenfield requirement. This appears to have been done to a 

level that then requires the inclusion of Manydown. The councils evidence base 

significantly underestimates the amount of housing which can be built on 

brownfield land. The approach set out in SS1 appears to ignore the wishes of 

the residents and national policy and presses on with greenfield development. 

Basingstoke will be a better place by preserving its countryside, by cleaning up 

and re-using its run down areas, and in the process providing a vibrant town 

with a living heart and close linked suburbs that are close to and in reach of the 

town centre, employment areas, and transport links.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

 The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base 

including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The opportunity sites figure reflects the SHLAA, and 

these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield development but 

supply should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy and therefore it would not be suitable to include arbitrary targets etc.   

Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper and up to date SHMA.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Catherine 

Dodd
613030 1413 No Yes No

Most of the employment areas are to the north and east of Basingstoke. It is 

contrary to the core principles of planning policy to site most of the new 

greenfield housing in the west and south-west. The distribution policy makes no 

mention of sustainable transport or rail travel in deciding where houses should 

be built, which is contrary to the goal of reducing car use. Why does the policy 

only mention access to the M3 an unsustainable mode of transport. Why are 

we proposing sites for housing which are increasingly more and more remote 

from services from Basingstoke town which means people have to travel for 

everything they need.

I don't think this constitutes coherent planning and more thought must be given to 

how people live, their needs (socially and employment). I live in a village and 

understand that I have to use a form of transport to access: schools, 

doctors/dentists/theatres/cinemas/shopping etc. but when we are planning 

developments in towns the emphasis should be on how we decrease the travelling 

time/length of travel from these sites. I also support the exclusion of Hounsome 

Fields from the Plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr David 

Edwards
Taylor Wimpey 618597 1032 No No No

The revision to Policy SS1 does not propose a level of housing growth that 

meets future housing needs and market demand within the borough and unmet 

housing needs within the wider HMA.

Review the housing requirement, withdraw or reconsult. Should allocate the three 

Taylor Wimpey sites as strategic housing allocations.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Graham 

Smith

Test Valley 

Borough Council
625620 1035 Yes Yes Yes

The previous Test Valley Borough Council response, stating that the policy is 

sound, remains valid.
intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A
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SS1
Mr Jeffrey 

Northam
628923 15 Yes Yes No

Most of the employment areas are to the north and east of the town and it 

defies logic to put most of the housing on green field sites in the west and south 

of the borough with consequent long and unsustainable travel required.

Rather than being bounced by pressure groups to the north and east to move 

proposed development from their vicinity take a more strategic and balanced look 

at what is required.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable modes of transport, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Vanessa 

Watson
637087 155 Yes Yes No

Focusing housing in the south-west relates poorly to the location of employment 

opportunities, which are generally in the north and east of the town. There is 

also a lack of adequate public transport provision, which will lead to an 

unsustainable pattern of development.

Build the houses where the jobs are, in the north and west of a Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Stewart 

Bird
637314 200 Yes Yes No

Being the furthest point away from the centre of town currently this plan would 

add congestion and pollution to an already congested and poor road 

network. There is little or no employment to the SW area of Basingstoke 

resulting in having to use cars to travel to a place of work. The shear numbers 

of proposed houses with no plans to introduce adequate or improved public 

transportation, rail links or indeed look at encouraging businesses to invest in 

this area will just force more and more cars onto the roads. 

As this is against the NPPF planning policies that claim we should aim for a balance 

of land use within their area so that people can be encouraged to MINIMISE journey 

lengths for employment, shopping, leisure and education, I would like to see the 

plan revised to meet this criteria, which could result in redistribution of housing 

development to the North and North East of Basingstoke where the majority of 

employers are based, easier access to public transport and Basingstoke rail station 

together with links to major road networks rather than congesting residential roads 

in the SW of Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing 

regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which 

serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Craig 

Rennie
638057 314 Yes Yes No

Employment areas are for the most part found around the North and East of 

Basingstoke, therefore it makes no sense in planning for housing within the SW 

of Basingstoke as that's contrary to the Core Principles of Planning on 

minimising car travel.

The plans need revising to consider the above and as a result the Council should 

redistribute the allocation of new homes more fairly across the whole Borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jane 

Fletcher
641462 882 No Don't Know No

There is too much emphasis on large scale developments such as Manydown 

and Basingstoke Golf Course. These sites will have an impact on infrastructure 

and will not enhance or protect the environment. A poor vision for the future. 

Will there be a need for further golf course on more greenfield sites.

the combined refusal by the Council to take a broader planning approach to 

consider small scale developments across the borough including the villages and 

thus sustaining the villages is an issue. So more small scale developments in the 

Villages needs to be considered and a change to this continued strategy of larger 

sites.

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives, as tested 

through the sustainability appraisal process.  Whilst development is focused around Basingstoke given the nature of the town, the plan 

has also allocated some growth around the borough's larger towns and villages as suitable, such as  Whitchurch, Overton, Bramley, 

Kingsclere and Oakley whilst providing a framework for the delivery of further growth around smaller settlements through  

neighbourhood planning . Policies SS6 and CN2 specifically relate to the provision of new housing in the countryside. SPBs will be 

reviewed through a future DPD.

No change N/A

SS1
MRS JULIA 

JOHNSTON

CHINEHAM 

PARISH 

COUNCIL

781298 1081 Yes Don't Know No

Chineham Parish Council considers this Policy to have flaws, making it 

unsound. The housing numbers defined in 4.10. Table 2 are based on data 

gathered in 2010 and 2011 with the sites selected from the SHLAA of 2010. 

The sites brought forward for Site Selection in June 2013 had proposed yields 

matching the agreed numbers with no headroom• and thus no choice. All the 

proposed sites had to be selected to make the agreed total of 13,464 dwellings, 

with 7,337 to come from greenfield site allocations. With no spare sites, the 

selection• process was flawed and unsound as there was no actual selection as 

all greenfield sites had to be included to make the required total. With no 

Reserve Sites the situation will become critical if any one of these greenfield 

sites is found to be not viable. This could have serious consequences, including 

planning by appeal.

Justify the numbers by stating a policy for what will be done if a site is withdrawn by 

the landowner.
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 66) No change N/A

SS1 Mr John Flury 784402 1181 No Don't Know No

Policy SS1 Scale and Distribution of new housing: most of the employment 

areas are to the north and east of the town. It's contrary to the core principles of 

the planning policy to put most of the new greenfield housing in the west/south-

west. The housing policy for Basingstoke makes no mention of access to rail 

transport. It only mentions access to the M3, but makes no reference to the 

increasing remoteness of developments from services in the town.

The proposed distribution of greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities and 

town centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre. Sites to the north also 

have easier access to the business areas. Both have access to the dual 

carriageway ring road which is not available to the south-west area. This plan simply 

makes everyday difficult for those of us living in Kempshott, Hatch Warren and 

Beggarwood. Should the Plan not make living in the Basingstoke Borough Council 

area a better experience for us? In its present form it does not. Â 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Patrick 

Sweeney
784406 149 No Don't Know No

At the last public enquiry the Inspector found that North Waltham was in need 

of 32 affordable houses to cater for local needs and retiring farm workers. 

Despite this need and recommendation no site has been allocated to provide 

for this housing need and this needs to be addressed in order for the plan to be 

sound. The respondent is proposing a site which can accommodate the housing 

need identified.

The respondent is promoting the allocation of a site adjacent to the edge of the 

village (North Waltham) which would be appropriate to accommodate sufficient 

affordable housing for 10 years worth of such housing need (please see map 

attached to representation).

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. There is provision 

within the plan for some housing to come forward on sites adjacent to villages, such as rural exception sites (for affordable housing), 

and housing for older people. Parish councils can also choose to pursue options available in relation to neighbourhood planning in order 

to provide additional housing on the edges of settlements if this is deemed appropriate locally.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 39 Yes Yes No

The scale and distribution of housing seems at odds with the sustainability 

criteria of the NPPF. With 60% of the housing burden for the Borough in the 

west and southwest, farthest from employment, the town centre, the station and 

other amenities, and with no mention of any consideration of sustainable 

transport in selecting these sites, the Plan seems to pay scant regard for the 

requirement to minimise car usage.

The Plan needs to be rebalanced to reflect proximity to employment, the town 

centre, etc.  This means reversing the 'westward drift' since the previous draft of the 

Plan, replacing unsustainable sites in the west with much more sustainable sites to 

the east of the Town that have been removed in the latest draft  It also means 

taking a more proactive approach to land supply, seeking out sites that offer high 

sustainability in terms of access to amenities and lower infrastructure costs, rather 

than trying to make the best of a bad job with sites, particularly in the west and 

southwest, which are not, by any measure, sustainable.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

selection and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of 

transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 448 Yes Yes No

It is questionable why such high housing figures are required for Basingstoke. 

As the second-fastest growing town in the country, and by far the fastest-

growing in the area, it has already accommodated vast amounts of inward 

migration from the rest of the UK. This additional housing has not benefitted 

existing residents. Infrastructure development has historically failed to keep 

pace with the additional housing.

Review the housing numbers in the light of real need - rather than a desire on the 

part of developers to exploit house price increases and of central government to use 

house-building to fudge the economic statistics - and revise numbers on the ability 

of the council to provide (and afford) viable and appropriate infrastructure to match 

housing development.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and the 

2014 SHMA.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 449 Yes Yes No

The key employment sites are to the north and east of the town, with 

employment in the southwest accounting for just 0.8%. Yet the southwest would 

receive around 66% of the new housing, while the sites in the north and east 

have seen a reduction. This clearly breaches NPPF requirements and core 

planning principles on minimising car travel. There is also no mention of 

sustainable transport provision in determining where new housing should be 

built. The only mention of rail travel is a potential new station at Chineham 

(which has been discussed for years with no sign of delivery). If this were to go 

ahead, then it is clearly illogical to build twice as many houses on the opposite 

side of town as that being proposed adjacent to the new station.

Reverse the illogical decision to move the burden of housing away from sites close 

to employment and the proposed new station to sites remote from both i.e. 

rebalance the Plan to reflect the far greater sustainability of sites to the north and 

east of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing 

regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which 

serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 450 Yes Yes No

The housing policy for Basingstoke mentions access to the M3 as an element in 

the selection of the south-western sites. It is obvious, if reference is made to 

NPPF Paragraphs 30, 34 and 37, that this is not only an unsustainable 

approach, but will further increase pollution in the area. The council seems to 

have ignored these issues when selecting housing sites so remote from the 

town centre.

I strongly support the exclusion of Hounsome Fields from the site allocations in the 

most recent Draft Plan, as it is the least sustainable site in the entire Borough. The 

inclusion of other sites in the southwest, such as the Golf Course and the so-called 

Kennel Farm site (actually Saunders Field), run counter to the principle of 

sustainability and the apparent desire to reduce carbon emissions and air pollution 

as a whole, and these sites should be removed.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Kate 

Mabbott
784821 108 No Yes No

The respondent feels that more scope needs to be provided for low density 

extensions to existing villages, especially North Waltham, and that the plan 

should allow more scope for this.

Reduce the density targets for development in the countryside so fewer homes per 

acre is deemed efficient. Include more greenfield sites, especially on the edge of 

villages, specifically North Waltham.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. There is provision 

within the plan for some housing to come forward on sites adjacent to villages, such as rural exception sites (for affordable housing), 

and housing for older people. Parish councils can also choose to pursue options available in relation to neighbourhood planning in order 

to provide additional housing on the edges of settlements if this is deemed appropriate locally.

No change N/A
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SS1
Mrs Louise 

Piper

Rushmoor 

Borough Council
786416 559 No Yes No

The Local Plan is not sound as it is not consistent with National Policy: 

Paragraph 47 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) requires 

planning authorities to meet the full, objectively assessed needs (OAN) for 

market and affordable housing in the defined HMA. The Local Plan fails to 

meet this need.

intentionally left blank This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 716) No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Christine 

Northam
786629 16 No Yes No

The housing distribution makes no mention of the planning requirement for 

sustainable transport when deciding where housing should be built.

Reduce to a minimum the number of car journeys by building housing closer to the 

employment zone of Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Craig 

Barnes

Gladman 

Developments
786814 1259 Yes No No The housing figure should be towards the higher end of the range 748-1048. intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

SS1

Pellipar 

Investments 

Ltd

Pelippar 

Investments Ltd
787110 1383 No Yes No

It is clear from the evidence available that the Council cannot demonstrate a 5 

year housing land supply. This is contrary to national planning policy (paragraph 

47 of the NPPF) and NPPG (ID3)).

It is recommended the council should review the Housing Site Assessment (2014) 

to identify additional sites for allocation. In forming this view, Deloitte would like to 

draw to the attention of the council to Inspectors decisions at Amber Valley Borough 

Council (May 2014) and Runnymede Council (May 2014). Deloitte reaffirms that the 

Hounsome Fields site is available, deliverable and suitable for development within 

the plan period; and as such should be included as an allocation within the Local 

Plan

 The policies ensure that there is a rolling 5 year land supply, in line with the NPPF. Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic 

Paper'.
No change N/A

SS1 Flavia Estates 787392 1090 No No No

We continue to note that the proposed housing requirement figure and the 

evidence supporting it (SHMA) must meet the requirements of Para 47 of the 

NPPF.

intentionally left blank

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1047). The plan is based on an 

assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date statistical information regarding 

demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper'.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Jeremy 

Farelly

Genesis Town 

Planning (on 

behalf of Wates 

Development 

Ltd)

787807 1076 Yes Yes No
In order to make the Local Plan sound, the dwelling requirement set out in 

Policy SS3 should be increased to between 900 and 1000 dpa

In order to make the Local Plan sound, the dwelling requirement set out in Policy 

SS3 should be increased to between 900 and 1000 dpa; and the amount of new 

housing taking place on greenfield sites over the plan period should be increased 

above the current 6,490 to reflect the suggested increase in the overall dwelling 

requirement for the Borough i.e. between 900 and 1000 dpa. This can be achieved 

by increasing the capacity of some of the proposed greenfield allocations in Policy 

SS3 and by including additional greenfield sites in appropriate sustainable locations.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 701) No change N/A

SS1 Jo Unsworth

Smiths Gore (on 

behalf of 

Gleeson 

Strategic)

816809 1069 Yes Don't Know No

This policy provides for the delivery of 13,464 dwellings over the plan period, or 

748 dpa. This has not changed from the Pre-Submission version of the Local 

Plan, despite subsequent publication of a Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment (SHMA) in March 2014, which concludes that the Boroughs 

objectively assessed housing need falls somewhere between 550-1080 dpa. 

For the reasons we outline the figure of 748 is not considered to be soundly 

based.

intentionally left blank This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 953) No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Janet 

Napier
828605 3 No Yes No

The Housing Policy for Basingstoke makes no mention of access to rail 

transport. It only mentions access to the M3, an unsustainable mode of 

transport, nor does it mention the increasing remoteness of developments from 

services in Basingstoke Town

This issue should be re-examined and consideration of access to rail transport 

should be taken into account in deciding the location of housing with a positive 

move away from allocations adjacent to motorways and closer to current or 

potential railway stations

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing 

regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which 

serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 510 Yes Yes No

The Core Principles of Planning suggests minimising car travel, yet this plan 

suggests putting most of the new housing on Greenfield sites to the west and 

south west. The largest area of employment in the town is in the north and east 

and yet the proposed location for the majority of new housing is at the furthest 

point from the main employment hubs. Therefore this plan makes no logical 

sense. The transportation system in the town is already overloaded and yet 

there appears to little or no mention of how decisions are being made on 

sustainable transport in relation to the location of proposed new housing. There 

is some mention of access to the M3, but this does not help the local roads and 

transportation routes, and there is no mention of rail services.

SS1“ Scale & Distribution of New Housing The Core Principles of Planning 

suggests minimising car travel, yet this plan suggests putting most of the new 

housing on Greenfield sites to the west and south west. The largest area of 

employment in the town is in the north and east and yet the proposed location for 

the majority of new housing is at the furthest point from the main employment hubs. 

Therefore this plan makes no logical sense. The transportation system in the town is 

already overloaded and yet there appears to little or no mention of how decisions 

are being made on sustainable transport in relation to the location of proposed new 

housing. There is some mention of access to the M3, but this does not help the local 

roads and transportation routes, and there is no mention of rail services.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 165 Yes No No

The respondent does not believe that Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council 

(and Hampshire County Council) have complied fully with their legal obligations 

in relation to the duty to co-operate with adjoining local authorities, for example 

Winchester City Council, in order to ensure a fair and sustainable distribution of 

housing development through the county. Additional contact should be made 

with the adjoining local authorities in order to identify more sustainable sites for 

development elsewhere within the county, rather than everything being situated 

in one place, namely around Basingstoke.

I do not believe that Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council (and Hampshire County 

Council) have complied fully with their legal obligations to co-operate with adjoining 

local authorities, for example Winchester City Council, to ensure a fair and 

sustainable distribution of housing development through the county. Additional 

contact should be made with the adjoining local authorities to source more 

sustainable sites for development elsewhere within the county, rather than 

everything being situated in one place, around Basingstoke.

The plan is based on an assessment of the borough's future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-

to-date statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. Further information on how the Council has met it's legal 

obligations in terms of the Duty to Cooperate can be found in the supporting Duty to Cooperate Statement of compliance. It is important 

to note that the Council has not received any objections from neighbouring authorities including Winchester on the duty to cooperate. 

The Council considers the plan to be legally compliant.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 171 Yes Yes No

Most of the employment areas are in the north and east of Basingstoke.  It is 

contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy to put most of the new 

greenfield housing in the west and south west of the town.

Most of the employment areas are in the north and east of Basingstoke. It is 

contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy to put most of the new greenfield 

housing in the west and south west of the town.   I urge Basingstoke & Deane 

Borough Council to redistribute the allocation of new housing more fairly and 

sustainably across the borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Laurence 

Rose
834811 85 No Yes No

If large-scale greenfield development is necessary, it should be south of 

Junction 6. This is close to the town centre and its infrastructure (railway, 

schools, motorway, employment areas and sewage connections) and would 

adversely affect very few. It is not apparent that any efforts were made to 

renegotiate out-dated agreements from the 60's, or compulsory purchase land 

as a last resort.

Remove Manydown (SS3-10) and Golf Course (SS3.11) from the Plan. Attempt to 

develop south of M3 Junction 6 instead.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made on deliverable sites around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable - land to the 

south of junction 6 has not been promoted for development. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes 

on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This 

included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of 

the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the 

September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were 

negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
MR GEOFF 

MARSH
834854 509 Yes No

The scale and distribution of housing seems to contradict paragraphs 34 and 37 

in the NPPF, as the plan is bound to hugely increase traffic congestion and 

pollution as the proposed new housing is mainly in the south west of 

Basingstoke where there are far fewer employment opportunities and amenities 

than in the east, which will force people to travel much further across town. The 

congestion in the south west is already considerable, and any new housing in 

the area will increase the problem.

Reduce the amount of proposed new housing to the south west of Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Brian 

Simmonds
834921 7 Yes Don't Know No

Policy is unbalanced with far too many houses planned for the western side of 

the town while the areas of employment are more to the eastern side. The 

traffic along Pack Lane and under the railway will be grid-locked. The traffic 

along Winchester Road and the A30 will grind to a halt. Access to the railway 

station will be almost impossible for many on the western side of town, as will 

access to the town centre.

A total rebalance of the distribution of planned housing, placing far more to the 

eastern side of town, thereby easing the potential choking of roads on the western 

side is required.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

Assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a 

number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road 

network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
MR NEIL 

COOPER
835067 216 No No No

Most of the employment areas are to the north and east of the town. It is 

contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy to put most of the new 

greenfield housing in the west and south west and is unsustainable with the 

Housing Distribution Policy making no mention of sustainable transport in 

deciding where houses should be built - A CORE PRINCIPLE OF PLANNING 

POLICY. There is no mention of rail access in the Housing Policy for 

Basingstoke. Public transport already takes longer to get from Kempshott to the 

train station than from the station itself to Waterloo!! The only mention is of 

access to the M3, an unsustainable mode of transport and it does not mention 

the increasing remoteness of developments from services in Basingstoke Town 

and the increase in car usage because of this.

There are areas to the east of Basingstoke that provide far easier accessibility to 

employment opportunities and the facilities of the town centre. The site close to 

Chineham District Centre and the business parks and industrial estates at Crockford 

Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill is a highly sustainable location for development 

with the proposed halving of the potential of the proposed allocation of housing from 

900 to 450 being totally illogical and completely against the Core Principle of 

Planning Policy.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing 

regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which 

serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A
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SS1

Mr 

Christopher 

sudlow

836098 11 Yes Yes No

The South west of Basingstoke is already over developed and most of the 

proposed new sites are even further away from the railway and employment 

areas. For this reason I believe that more new housing development sites 

should be in the North East.

In particular the Basingstoke golf site is the furthest away from town centre 

employment ,Â  train travel and shopping facilities and would incur much increased 

car travel on to already congested roads,

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Vincent 

Morris
836421 1164 No Yes No

It is stated as a Core Principle of Planning Policy to minimise car travel, but 

planning to build a high proportion of new housing in the south west of the town 

is completely contradictory to this. The majority of employment is to the north & 

east of Basingstoke, so development in the south & west will inevitably lead to 

greatly increased numbers of vehicles on the roads. This also contradicts the 

issue at section 2 of the plan concerning "the relatively high level of carbon 

dioxide emissions per capita when compared to the South East England 

regional and national average". The general emphasis in the plan should be to 

build new housing closer to existing employment areas to reduce the impact on 

the environment.

The general emphasis in the plan should be to build new housing closer to existing 

employment areas to reduce the impact on the environment.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Janine 

Ward
836776 18 No Yes No

Policy not developed in line with national policy to make developments 

sustainable and reduce the use of cars. Huge developments to south and west 

of area where only real transport links are the motorway. No infrastructure or 

amenities guaranteed meaning large volume of car traffic daily to move people 

to from school/work and no dependable public transport system in place either.

Significantly reduce proposed developments to south and west and re-site to areas 

with better transport links and public transport systems and local amenities including 

schools with spaces within walking distance.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority.

No change N/A

SSI and SS3
Mrs Alwyn 

Bone
836823 768 Yes Yes No

The plan involves a disproportionate amount of new housing to the south/west 

of the town. This would relate poorly to the location of the employment areas, 

and would result in increased traffic congestion. Focusing the additional housing 

in the south/west will also places an unacceptable strain on the sewage 

infrastructure. Green spaces in the south/west need to be preserved.

We need to continue to have green spaces and especially 'Old Down' area the 

precious resource created by its wildflower meadows and ancient woodland is 

appreciated and used by many local residents would be lost forever and this is 

definitely part of Basingstoke Heritage and should be marked as a conservation 

area for people to enjoy for years to come  Our child and children's children need to 

have open areas to enjoy and not just viewed Roads/Motorways - we currently have 

the M3 very close and I am sure it will not be the people who need this for access to 

work it will be this area if more housing is build will cause chaos with trying to get to 

the East/North of Basingstoke where the employment is.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Lorna 

Rigler
836836 408 Yes Don't Know No

As most of the employment areas are to the north and east of the town building 

houses in the west and south west is contrary to the Core Principles of Planning 

Policy on minimising car travel/. The Policy also makes no mention of 

sustainable transport in deciding where houses should be built. There is also 

already too much travel to the north and east from the south and west of 

Basingstoke making peak times very busy. Adding more traffic to those same 

roads is only going to exacerbate the problem. There is also already no safe 

way to travel by bicycle/ walk from Hatch Warren directly into town.

I believe that further consideration needs to be taken into looking at travel 

arrangements.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Elaine 

Little
836906 26 No Yes No

Most of the employment areas are to the north and east of the town. It's 

contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy on minimising car travel to put 

most of the new greenfield housing to the west and south west.

I feel this should be removed from the plan as un sustainable for the area

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Martin 

Masefield
837147 398 No Yes No

The lives of people who live in and around Basingstoke and its surrounding 

villages would be made a misery by a subsequent shortage in public services.  

If an increase in the number of houses needs to be built (which is debatable) 

why can't these be built in smaller pockets in brownfield sites, rather than 

ruining wonderful countryside with thousands of characterless dwellings. The 

wonderful countryside in close proximity to the town centre is what brings 

people to visit and live in this area in the first place.  It's a wonderful area, why 

spoil it?

Vastly reduce the number of houses proposed and spread the dwellings evenly 

around the borough

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base 

including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield 

development but supply should be based upon identified sites and the borough's housing need cannot be met on brownfield sites alone. 

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development.

No change N/A

SS1

Mr Anthony 

Edward 

Corbin

838070 36 Yes Yes No

Changes mean distribution of housing is not now balanced. This is contrary to 

the core principles of NPPF. Majority of housing is now in South/West on high 

grade agricultural land that is furthest away from town centre/rail station and 

most local industry (which is to the North and East of the town). This will lead to 

increased car journeys (local and wider commuting) especially at peak times 

especially with slow peak bus travel time - measured at 51 minutes from Hatch 

Warren - a distance of some 5 miles from Town Centre.

The development needs to comply with NPPF guidelines - e.g. reduce car use, 

minimal impact on bio-diversity, protect wildlife and such as SINC and LNR status 

sites like Old Down. There also needs to be a commitment - timeline for supporting 

infrastructure. (Previous developments in rooksdown and Hatch Warren still await 

adequate schooling and health (Doctor/dental) facilities'. In summary, the plan 

needs to be balanced, legal, sound with a practical distribution of new development 

that minimises cost (e.g. sewage/water provision - why on earth move sewage so 

extensively from one side of the town to the other?), reduces journey distance and 

travel times to the main centres of employment. Neither should the plan be totally 

reactive to pressure groups or serve political or LA monetary gain objectives. This 

requires therefore less development in the most remote locations (e.g. Golf 

Course/Hounsome Fields and South of the railway line).

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced, including agricultural 

land quality and a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided including the sewage network and considered environmental designations including quality of agricultural land.  In 

addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them 

were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Ms Saryu 

Patel
838494 355 Yes Yes No

The provision of new housing is being focused to a disproportionate degree on 

the south-west of the town. This location is not well related to schools and 

employment. Accordingly, this results in an unsustainable approach, which fails 

to minimise car usage. This area is currently not well served by public transport, 

and this needs to be improved. Other locations would be more sustainable, 

such as around the Chineham area, where there a facilities in services in close 

proximity, as well as access to employment opportunities. The Old Down park 

area should be protected as a nature reserve.

More of the new housing allocation needs to be sited near existing employment 

sites and in areas that are less far from the town centre and the services that can 

only be accessed there e.g. banking, opticians, railway, theatres, hospital and 

reached by the majority by car. Sites for new development need to be chosen on a 

TRULY sustainable basis. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. Policy EP1 also enables new employment 

development within these allocations, where appropriate.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Christine 

Hall
839219 256 Yes Yes

The bulk of the proposed development is in the south and west (and will be 

more so if Hounsome Fields and Manydown South are developed at a later 

stage).  This allocation is not only disproportionate but illogical, since the vast 

majority of employment opportunities are in the north and east. Additional car 

usage would be inevitable, along with its attendant problems of traffic 

congestion and air pollution.

The distribution should be changed to increase allocations to the north and east.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Alex 

Shepherd
839552 45 Yes Yes No

Most of the employment areas are to the north and east of the town. It is 

contrary to the NPPF Core Planning Principles to put most of the new 

Greenfield housing in the west and south west. Policy makes no mention of 

sustainable transport in deciding where houses should be built. Policy makes no 

mention of access to rail transport. It only mentions access to the M3, an 

unsustainable mode of transport, nor does it mention the increasing remoteness 

of developments from services in Basingstoke Town.

Modify housing allocations to favour those with more suitable transport options

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing 

regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which 

serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 51 Yes Yes No

Most of the employment areas are to the north and east of the town.  Its 

contrary to the core principles of planning policy to put most of the new 

greenfield housing in the west and southwest.

Policy should be removed from the plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority

No change N/A
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SS1
Mr Robert 

Elkington
839831 61 No Yes No

Housing distribution does not mention the planning requirement for sustainable 

transport.

Car journeys could be reduced by building the developments closer to areas of 

employment in the North East of Basingstoke

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  The site assessment process took into account sustainable modes of travel including bus services 

which serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Mary 

Northeast
840060 63 Yes Yes No

a) There is a lack of congruity between the development of housing and 

employment land, which will lead to increased traffic and consequent 

congestion. b) Additional schools will be required in order to accommodate the 

additional demand for places. c) Public transport will need to be improved. d) 

Improve car parking provision at the train station. e) The plan does not set out a 

strategy for sustainable water use.

Please see above

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. Policy EP1 also enables new employment 

development within these allocations, where appropriate. Policy EM9 provides a specific policy regarding sustainable water use.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Gillian 

Lincoln
840416 71 Yes Yes No

SS1 Scale and Distribution of New Housing. Most of the employment areas are 

to the north and east of the town and it is contrary to the Core Principles of 

Planning Policy to put most of the new greenfield housing in the west and south 

west.

SS1 Scale and Distribution of New Housing. Distribution of housing should be 

increased where there are the biggest concentration of employment sites.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr David 

Evans
840444 87 Yes Yes No

The majority of employment is to the north and east of the town. In accordance 

with Core Principles of Planning Policy, the majority of the new greenfield 

housing should be in that area also, not to the west and south. The south west 

already has the highest percentage of car commuters in the Basingstoke area, 

why increase this by building the majority of required housing in this area thus 

creating more cars on the road and further pollution.

Build the required housing to the north and east of the town, where employment 

opportunities exist and the infrastructure is sustainable. Access to public transport if 

far better to the north and east of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Helen 

Swindlehurst
840502 241 Yes Yes No

The majority of the housing is proposed for the South and East of the town 

which are the areas furthest away from the town centre and the employment 

hubs to the North and East. This would appear to go against the Core Principles 

of the Planning Policy. The scale of the proposed developments will lead to 

many more cars on the road and longer journeys for commuting, school runs 

and into the town centre. Car travel is not a sustainable form of transport and 

will only exacerbate the already comparatively high levels of carbon dioxide 

emission per capita.

The proposed distribution of housing should be changed to include more to the 

North and East where there is easier access to the employment sites and town 

centre.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 72 Yes Yes No

The current pre submission plan overloads the housing even more making 

these developments even more unsustainable for transportation

1. Stop the allocations South of the Railway line  The area between the existing 

town boundary and Oakley contains more "sites of historic importance" that are 

visible from aerial photography. 2.The Housing Policy only mentions access to the 

M3, an unsustainable mode of transport. 3. The Housing Policy does not mention 

the increasing remoteness of the developments to the south, A  it only identifies 

accessing the M3 4. It does not mention that more and more unsustainable car 

journeys per day will be involved. 5. It does not mention that such allocations will 

only increase the numbers of people wanting to commute out of the town on a daily 

basis. This will adversely affect the number of houses that would cater for natural 

expansion of children of existing town people. Basingstoke has suffered long and 

hard from the town expansion of the 60's and 70's. Natural growth only is now 

required and there is no mention of this anywhere in the Policies. The areas south of 

the railway will increase the numbers of those who would tend to use the area as a 

commuter base and thereby not benefit the town at all.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1 Mr Paul White 840526 122 No Don't Know No

(1) Clearly define the settlement boundaries up to 2029 and state that they are fixed 

and any conditions which would allow them to be altered. (2) Clearly define limits for 

exception sites located outside of defined settlement boundaries to prevent gradual 

housing development sprawl outside of the boundaries.

The settlement policy boundaries are shown on the policies maps including any proposed changes. It is intended that all settlement 

policy boundaries will be reviewed as part of a subsequent development plan document. This is the only process which enables changes 

to be made to SPB's. The Plan should be read as a whole and Policy CN2 addresses Rural Exception sites.

No change N/A

SS1 Mr J Morrow 840527 407 Yes Yes No

The plan is not consistent with NPPF in that it locates new housing at the 

furthest possible distance from the town centre, the bus station, the railway 

station and from the centres of employment which are predominately located to 

the east of the town centre. This will inevitably increase car travel and will add 

to existing traffic congestion. The Plan should meet the NPPF objectives of 

reducing personal car usage and encouraging the use of public transport. The 

allocations for new housing sites should be focused on the eastern side of the 

town.

In order to be sound and compliant the Plan must reappraise the decision to build to 

the West of the town centre and consider building the bulk of any additional housing 

on the Eastern edge of town where it will be immediately adjacent to the centres of 

employment, to transport links and to the commercial centre of town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Dr Robert 

Lenoir
840557 95 Yes Don't Know No Siting of development to the East of Basingstoke would be more appropriate.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

No change N/A

SS1 Mr Paul May 840597 316 Yes Yes No

The Local Plan proposes that there shall be 6940 houses on 11 greenfield sites. 

Manydown is scheduled to be the site for almost half of this total - the remaining 

10 sites will have an average of 10.4% of Manydown's allocation. This is grossly 

unfair and totally illogical since Manydown is south west of the town and most of 

the employment areas are to the north and east of the town. It is also contrary 

to the Core Principles of Planning Policy on minimising car travel. It should also 

be noted that the Housing Distribution Policy makes no mention of sustainable 

transport in deciding where houses should be built; there is no mention of 

access to rail transport, only references to the M3. Hounsome Fields and the 

Golf course should be excluded from site allocations. Their remote situation with 

regard to services makes them dependent on car usage, resulting in increased 

congestion, increased pollution and increases in road traffic accidents.

The plan should be rebalanced along objective planning principles and there should 

be a recognition that sites to the east of the town are much more sustainable in 

terms of town centre access, employment and sewage treatment facilities. 

Hounsome Fields and the Golf course should be excluded from site allocations. 

Their remote situation with regard to services makes them dependent on car usage, 

resulting in increased congestion, increased pollution and increases in road traffic 

accidents.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations 

providing regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services 

which serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
MR Darren 

Andrews
840673 100 Yes Yes No

New housing should be distributed to the North and East of Basingstoke, where 

employment opportunities exist and where better access to rail transport exists. This 

would also be nearer to any possible Chineham railway station. To develop in the 

south west would require some form of rapid transport system to get commuters to 

a sustainable transport system. Infrastructure, such as transport and schools should 

be constructed prior to any housing. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Kenneth 

Bellamy
840952 120 Yes Yes No

the majority of the new development should be sited at the east of Basingstoke 

near the water source and employment area.

To make the Local Plan legally sound and compliant, the majority of the new 

development should be sited at the east of Basingstoke near the water source and 

employment area.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided including water.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Janet 

Montgomery
840988 675 No Yes No

Deliver housing required the plan should allocate the land to the rear of the 

Andover Road Village Hall and Allotment Site for residential development. I 

attach a copy of our Location Plan identifying the site in question.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. Additional allocations 

are not required at this stage. 

No change N/A
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SS1
Mrs Anne 

Soar
841384 324 Yes Don't Know No

The new Greenfield developments proposed for the west and southwest of 

Basingstoke are much bigger in total than those planned for elsewhere in the 

borough, yet a very large majority of the employment opportunities are to the 

north and east of the town. Consequently, proposing these large greenfield sites 

in the west and southwest of Basingstoke for housing development is not 

sustainable and conflicts with the Core Principles of the Planning Policy 

Framework which require a balance of land uses to minimise journey lengths 

and car usage.

The distribution should be changed to decrease the allocations to the west and 

southwest, and with higher allocations closer to the locations of work and 

employment to achieve reduced journeys and journey lengths for employment.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 342 No Yes No

The Scale and Distribution of New Housing Policy is not supporting minimising 

car travel. Most of the employment areas are to the north and east of the town 

yet most of the new greenfield housing is in the west and south west. The 

proposed greenfield housing in the west and south west is increasingly remote 

from all services in Basingstoke Town. The housing distribution policy makes no 

mention of access to rail transport or other sustainable transport. It only 

mentions access to the M3 an unsustainable mode of transport.

Houses should be built in locations where the need to travel to employment areas, 

local services, healthcare, schools, shops etc. will be minimised and the use of 

sustainable transport can be maximised. The policy should specifically include 

access to rail transport.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations 

providing regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services 

which serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Suzanne 

Stratton
841637 195 No Yes No

Most of the new proposed housing is to be in the West and Southwest of 

Basingstoke, when the highest areas if employment are to the North and East 

of the town. There is no mention in the policy of sustainable transport in 

deciding where the houses should be built. There is only mention of access to 

the M3 which is unsustainable for the amount of people the new houses will 

bring in. This will put undue pressure on the infrastructure of the town, 

gridlocking the roads at peak times. 

I, as a young individual with not much hope of affording housing in my home town, 

strongly support a wider distribution of houses surrounding the town, rather than 

concentrating them in one area which the town's current infrastructure would 

struggle to cope with

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Thelma 

Duran
841640 264 Yes Yes No

With so many houses being planned for manydown, this will increase the 

likelihood of flooding in the surrounding areas e.g.. Buckskin, Hatchwarren and 

Kempshott. Transport links will be pushed to their limits as if they are not bad 

enough already. There is no evidence that putting a road across to Old Down 

will ease this.

Distribute the building of new houses more evenly around Basingstoke. This would 

solve the problem of getting water to the houses and taking the waste away.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.  The 

allocation of sites reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the 

accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well 

as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the  2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Policy EM7 requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall 

strategy demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates.  The council has worked closely with service 

providers, such as the water companies, and statutory bodies including the EA to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage 

disposal. A detailed assessment of sites has been undertaken to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This involved 

assessing sites in terms of issues such as flood risk. Through this work, the Council has liaised with service providers to understand 

future requirement for additional infrastructure.  The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old Down but simply says that 

in undertaking the masterplanning process regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Ian 

Hammill
841647 131 Yes Yes Yes

Of the overall planned housing provision for Basingstoke some 60% is now 

planned to be built on the South West side of town. The majority of 

employment opportunities are either in the centre of town or on the other side of 

town; with the addition of significant numbers of houses and already limited 

public transport the almost inevitable outcome will be a significant increase in 

the number of commuter journeys undertaken by car. The provision of pre-

school and school places is already inadequate and further demand with no 

guarantee of increase in supply will further add to the problem turning our 

children into commuters at an early age

The distribution of new development should be more evenly spread across the 

borough with greater emphasis placed on the proximity of housing to employment 

opportunities in order to minimise the number of commuter journeys required. There 

should also be much greater emphasis on education provision and, if possible, 

guarantees provided (with funding ring-fenced) to ensure that 'promises' made are 

delivered. Again, this would mitigate the need for children, and hence parents, to 

have to travel greater distances each day to schools across the borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jane 

Love
841650 134 No Don't Know No The plans are not effective. The effectiveness of the plan should be reconsidered.

The Plan is based on and supported by a robust evidence base and  provides the most appropriate strategy when considered against 

the alternatives.
No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jane 

Love
841650 206 Yes Yes No

Policy SS1 the distribution of housing is wrong. The proposed plans are for 

widespread housing in outlying areas lacking in transport links, schools and 

facilities and employment.

SS1 Housing should be distributed on brown field sites within the current city centre 

and industrial areas where transport links are good and employment is available.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. Policy EP1 also enables new employment 

development within these allocations, where appropriate.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Michael 

Browning
841759 213 Yes No

The plan is a response to random initiatives by developers and landowners, and 

does not constitute a coherent vision for the future of Basingstoke. This 

continues the pattern of piecemeal development which has undermined the well-

planned, coherent approach which typified the initial expansion. The result of 

this approach has been a lack of facilities and services, and unsustainable 

communities. A more coherent and rigorously planned approach should be 

adopted, making the appropriate provision of infrastructure to support the new 

development. The highways network cannot cope with the existing demands, 

resulting in congestion and high levels of pollution. The plan should achieves the 

lowest possible levels of housing density. Significant improvements in public 

transport are required, in particular in relation to bus services.

Housing density needs to be pitched at the minimum possible level to ensure a 

comfortable living environment. The council needs to develop a legally binding 

funded comprehensive plan for infrastructure to be in place before any houses are 

completed and that these facilities must be fully stress tested to ensure that they 

have no detrimental effect on existing residents. The new developments need to 

have a full assessment of needs for them to function as communities in their own 

right. Where there is a potential conflict with environmentally sensitive sites e.g. Old 

Down, brownfield developments must be used instead, including the possible need 

to demolish existing housing to make a proper space to live in long term rather than 

destroying what little of the natural world that remains. Bus services need to be 

restructured to take people quickly to their destinations. e.g. railway and bus 

stations, major employment areas and the hospital, rather than routes wandering 

around the town. With other anti-car measures it should be possible to make 

greater use of bus services by providing services that people need to use rather 

than what is profitable.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan 

evidence base including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The opportunity sites figure reflects 

the SHLAA, and these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield 

development but supply should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy. Policy EM10 will ensure that new development 

achieves appropriate densities which respond to the local context etc.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Gillian 

Bartrip
841769 137 Yes Yes Yes

Whilst there is an undoubted need for new housing provision in the Borough, 

the vision in the Local Plan is not accompanied by a clear commitment to only 

levels of housing building that are sustainable.

There should be a clear and consistent commitment to sustainable development in 

the Local Plan. Hounsome Fields site should not be in The Plan

This plan was based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most 

sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives, as tested through the sustainability appraisal process. The plan provides 

a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs over the plan period. Hounsome fields on not an allocation in the plan.

No change N/A

SS1 Mrs Viv Addis 841801 142 Yes Yes No

It is against the Core Principles of Planning policy to put such a high 

percentage of the new greenfield housing  in the West and South West.  This is 

furthest away from the main employment areas and with a bus service that 

currently takes almost an hour to get to town, is going to encourage more car 

use on roads that are already at capacity and increase pollution. 

The distribution of housing needs to be reviewed with the high proportion being 

planned for the South West decreased considerably. Sites that already have good 

transport links need to be investigated.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Abram 

Tilling
841806 207 Yes No No

Focusing housing in the south-west relates poorly to the location of employment 

opportunities, which are generally in the north and east of the town. There is 

also a lack of adequate public transport provision, which will lead to an 

unsustainable pattern of development, involving considerable additional car 

journey's. The policy also fails to pay proper attention to the importance of rail 

travel, which will increase the emphasis on private motor vehicles and the 

consequent increase in traffic stemming from the approach proposed.

Revisiting whole transport links and options

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing 

regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which 

serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Denise 

White
841921 313 Yes Yes No

The south-west of Basingstoke has already had more than its fair share of 

housing construction over the recent past which now means that the local 

infrastructure is already at capacity.  Why is all the housing development 

planned for this part of the town which is furthest away from amenities and 

employment thus causing increased traffic congestion and pollution, further 

exacerbated by the removal of valuable open spaces.

The south-west of Basingstoke has already had more than its fair share of housing 

construction over the recent past which now means that the local infrastructure is 

already at capacity  Why is all the housing development planned for this part of the 

town which is furthest away from amenities and employment thus causing increased 

traffic congestion and pollution, further exacerbated by the removal of valuable 

open spaces.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A
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SS1 Mr Trigwell 842028 154 No Don't Know No

All the jobs are at the other end of town (North East). No transport 

considerations. No Schooling considerations. No Environment/pollution 

considerations. There is plenty of waste land being sat on by land owners in the 

town of Basingstoke itself. There is no need to build in the countryside. Certainly 

not to this extent. It's too much. Increase traffic on the  main route will have way 

more queuing into town, back roads from the west towards the town, through 

Hatch Warren, past the Portsmouth Arms, will be congested. M3 will get worse. 

The quality of life for everyone will go down. Please withdraw this plan. It's 

awful.

Changes? Yeah, don't do it.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 267 Yes Yes No

Employment exists (in the main) to the North of Basingstoke, with those living in 

the SW of the town already having to make journeys across town during rush 

hour traffic.  The number of new houses proposed and the lack of 

improvements to transport links will result in bringing more strain to  traffic in the 

area. There is already congestion at Five Ways traffic lights (often backing up 

to Buckskin Road roundabout at rush hour), and extra housing would increase 

traffic and pollution in this area.

Redistribute the housing development to the North and North East of the town 

where the majority of employment is and where transport links are, e.g. train 

station, bus station, easy access to town centre and M3. Look at areas of land 

currently unused (e.g. close to B&Q where Tesco expressed an interest), Churchill 

Way etc

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The SHLAA considers sites currently unused and those sites that are suitable for future housing are included within the 

opportunity sites total shown in Table 2 :Components of Housing Land Supply

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Ruth 

Chappell
842135 161 Yes Yes No

Employment is situated to the north and east Basingstoke, the addition of 

greenfield housing in the west and south west is impractical. Public transport is 

already unusable in this area, given how long it takes to travel from the south to 

north of the town, the result will be increased car usage and a spread of 

gridlocked roads.

Reconsider the distribution of new housing to ensure it's closer to employment 

opportunities and amenities.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Ruth 

Chappell
842135 162 Yes Yes No

There is no mention of access to rail transport, only the M3 which will increase 

the number of cars on local roads. Allocation of housing to the south will impact 

Junction 7 resulting in the rush hour gridlock witnessed daily at Junction 6. For 

London commuters wishing to use local bus services and rail transport, a daily 

commute will be an unacceptable two hours plus.

Reconsider the distribution of new housing at the south of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr. Ken 

Harris
842136 1118 No Yes No

The proposed location for the additional housing to the west of Basingstoke is 

not a logical location. The housing in this area will be divorced from the centre 

of Basingstoke, with poor access to employment sites within the town. 

Therefore, this housing will be more conducive to commuters working 

elsewhere, and hence will not benefit Basingstoke itself. There are more 

sustainably located site available and new housing should be focused on the 

areas with the best access to employment opportunities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Terence 

Bailey
842138 1140 No Don't Know No

Employment areas are to the north and east of the town. It is therefore contrary 

to the Planning Policy on minimising car travel to allocate new green field 

housing in the west and south west. No mention is made of sustainable 

transport in the decision as to where new houses should be built. The Housing 

Policy for Basingstoke ignores access to rail transport, only access to the M3, 

an unsustainable mode of transport. These developments are a long way from 

services in Basingstoke Town. Hounsome Fields is less sustainable and more 

isolated than the Golf Course. I strongly support its exclusion

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Miss Elaine 

Harris
842179 172 No Yes No

The number of houses is unsustainable with the current level of infrastructure, 

the volume of traffic will significantly increase journey times and lead to even 

longer queues at the junctions along the A30, and Five Ways. 

Significantly decrease the number of houses proposed to be built to the south and 

west of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Melissa 

Girling
842199 174 Yes Don't Know No

There is a lack of consideration given to transport. Building in the countryside in 

this area of town will cause significant congestion as there is a lack of 

infrastructure to support it. There will be increased pollution and negative impact 

on the environment. To get to the commercial district in Basingstoke will require 

car travel and to get to the nearest railway station will also require car travel. It 

makes no sense to build extra housing in this part of Basingstoke.

Plans to build on the south side of town need to cease and consideration given to 

building in an alternative area. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities. Policy EP1 also enables new employment development 

within these allocations, where appropriate.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Derek 

Jennings
842434 318 Yes Yes No

The majority of the employment in Basingstoke is to the north and east of the 

town. Therefore, to plan to provide the majority of Basingstoke's future housing 

needs to the west and south west of the town is not sensible. This policy will 

create even greater congestion across the town due to increased car traffic 

moving from west/south west to the north/east in the morning rush hour and in 

the opposite direction in the evening. The current A30 will not cope with this 

increased traffic.

Substantial financial investment will be needed to improve the A30 and Brighton Hill 

roundabout to cope with the increased traffic.  Investment will also be needed for 

additional traffic calming measures for Kempshott Lane and Pack Lane.  

Substantial investment is also needed to improve local transport services to the 

west and south west. This is not a sensible or cost effective approach and the plan 

should, therefore, be rethought with the majority of the proposed new housing 

development taking place in the north and east of the town i.e. closer to where the 

majority of the employment is. Thus reducing the environmental impact of the future 

housing and the infrastructure cost.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Carole 

Hibberd
842436 177 No Don't Know

Proposed greenfield housing in west and south west of the town is in the wrong 

part of the town as it will increase car travel and the existing road network would 

not support this. There is no mention of increased public transport. The 

Basingstoke Housing Policy does not talk about rail transport. Only access to 

the M3. A lot of the people moving to these houses will undoubtedly be 

commuters who will need a much improved rail service. Hounsome Fields is 

even more unsustainable because of its isolation.

Please see answer above

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations 

providing regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services 

which serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Judith 

Morrow
842439 405 Yes Yes No

Any new development on the West of town will increase an already extended 

time to get into town during the rush hour, this area is also the furthest from 

Employment opportunities that are in the North & East of Basingstoke, given 

the current gridlock experience for commuters in this area how does this 

proposal enhance the Core Principals of Planning Policy on minimising car 

travel?

Strategically it would make more sense to build more housing in the areas that are 

more easily accessed by the transport system and therefore have easier access to 

work opportunities, this would be better suited to the north and east of the town in 

areas that are closer to the A33, M4 and M3 and all the industrial estates that are in 

close proximity to these roadways.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Melissa 

fisher
842446 182 Yes Yes No

The respondent is concerned that the increase in housing provision in the south 

west of Basingstoke will increase journey times, generate more traffic (more 

pollution), and increase the pressure on local nurseries and schools. The 

national planning policy has a section on promoting sustainable transport. 

However, given the location of the proposed development and lack of access to 

public transport, the inevitable result will be increased reliance on cars, leading 

to traffic congestion and an unsustainable pattern of development.

I would suggest not building these houses in the south west of Basingstoke as there 

is no need to put a strain on local resources. Also the plan is not effective in 

compiling with promoting sustainable transport and conserving the natural 

environment that we love and enjoy as Basingstoke residents.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and education facilities. 

No change N/A
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SS1
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 674 Yes Yes No

fundamentally wrong to allocate the majority of the houses to green field areas 

in the west and southwest of Basingstoke as they should be considered after all 

other options and additional housing in East and North Basingstoke is much 

more appropriate and then houses in Manydown.

The overall numbers are exceptionally high but the locations of the housing being 

predominantly on green field sites is ludicrous as the North and East of Basingstoke 

are more suitable for employment, access and services reasons. I think the 

development on the Basingstoke Golf course and Kennel Farm are also poor 

decisions as they are about  16 minutes from the centre of town meaning that: 1. 

Access to the town is only via car which will increase traffic (as the bus will take 

~35minutes) 2. All the water and waste services have to traverse the entire town to 

get to the River Lodden 3. is there sufficient phone and broadband connectivity as it 

too Beggarwood 13 years to get high speed broadband and some parts are still not 

connected yet. All in all I think the volume of houses for the West and Southwest of 

Basingstoke should be rethought with focus on reallocating houses to the more 

suitable areas in the North and East of Basingstoke

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr. john 

hibberd
842657 198 Yes No No

The scale of development proposed to the south-west of the town is not 

sustainable. The existing infrastructure is already unable to cope with the 

existing population levels, and the Plan contains no specific proposals for the 

required improvements, nor does it include any projection as to how 

improvements required might be achieved.

review of legally allowed areas of legislation surrounding development of greenfield 

sites

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities. Policy EP1 also enables new employment development 

within these allocations, where appropriate.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr. john 

hibberd
842657 705 Yes No No

SS1 Development on wrong side of town . Such that it is not feasible to provide 

bulk of required associated facilities without uneconomic disruption. Why put 

housing as far as possible from town facilities, transport and principal 

employment areas. Makes no sense and cannot conform to Core Principles of 

Planning Policy. Scale of planned development totally at odds with the amount 

of housing the SW Area can absorb.

Think again to take account of realities, rather than simply find an open space and 

dump houses on it in order to meet government building target. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Susan 

pendsay
842745 186 Yes Yes No

As a resident in Kempshott the number of new dwellings proposing to be built 

will detrimentally increase the volume of traffic in Kempshott Lane and Pack 

Lane, which will increase pollution in the area, all of the industry/offices are 

located in the opposite direction of the town and the roads leading to the M3 for 

commuting to London will not cope with the increased volume. There are 

insufficient schools or nursery's to support the increase in population.

Consider the viability of housing development in relation to where there is 

employment.  Reduce the number of proposed dwellings on the Manydown Estate

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities. Policy EP1 also enables new employment development 

within these allocations, where appropriate.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Ian 

Macnab
842757 187 Yes Yes No

The Southwest part of Basingstoke already suffers from heavy traffic in the 

morning as people travel to and from work. Also there is heavy traffic at 

weekends as people travel into town. Most places of employment are towards 

the North and East of Basingstoke, and with Basingstoke centre being located 

geographically "off centre", including the rail station, then this means more 

people travel from West and South West areas than those that travel from the 

North and East. Due to the heavy traffic and the time spent in traffic queues, 

this means more fuel is used and more pollution is produced.

Reduce the volume of housing planned for the Southwest and also the number of 

sites. Avoid multi-dwelling buildings, as these generate more cars per building 

footprint and cause parking issues, contribute further to traffic congestion and 

generally put more pressure on infrastructure services. Build in areas that have a 

shorter traveling distance to employment and rail transportation.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Ian 

Macnab
842757 185 Yes Yes No

The Southwest part of Basingstoke already suffers from heavy traffic in the 

morning as people travel to and from work. Also there is heavy traffic at 

weekends as people travel into town. Most places of employment are towards 

the North and East of Basingstoke, and with Basingstoke centre being located 

geographically "off centre", including the rail station, then this means more 

people travel from West and Southwest areas than those that travel from the 

North and East. Due to the heavy traffic and the time spent in traffic queues, 

this means more fuel is used and more pollution is produced.

Reduce the volume of housing planned for the Southwest and also the number of 

sites. Avoid multi-dwelling buildings, as these generate more cars per building 

footprint and cause parking issues, contribute further to traffic congestion and 

generally put more pressure on infrastructure services. Build in areas that have a 

shorter traveling distance to employment and rail transportation.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations 

providing regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services 

which serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Ms Louise 

Alston
842787 203 No No

During peak times there are already traffic tailbacks up the A30 which sends 

people through Hatchwarren & Beggarwood past schools & houses causing 

danger & havoc to all from those using it as a short cut this will bring the local 

area to a grinding halt. We do not have the road infrastructure, sewerage is 

pumped across town, there is no water available over this side of Basingstoke it 

is all brought in from elsewhere.

Significantly decrease number of houses in area, need to be realistic. Majority of 

businesses, railway station, town centre is off Junction  6Â  If we have to put more 

houses in & around Basingstoke they need to be spread out not all in one place.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water 

companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage 

disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This 

involved assessing sites in terms of issues such as flood risk. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jenny 

Perrett
842790 199 Yes Yes No

The Plan proposes the creation of too many densely packed houses too far 

away from the town centre. Journey lengths should be minimised, and hence 

new housing should be provided closer to town centre amenities and 

employment opportunities. The policy does not adequately address the impact 

the additional housing will have on the highways network, which already suffers 

from considerable congestion and delays. There is also no mention of additional 

school provision. There is already a lack of sufficient school places in the area, 

resulting in long journeys to schools further afield. The new housing will need to 

be accompanied by the provision of a new secondary school.

Reduce the density of housing proposed for southwest of town. Ensure that 

adequate schools are built in southwest. Place more houses closer to town centre. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and education facilities. Policy EP1 also enables new 

employment development within these allocations, where appropriate.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Shane 

Chant
842795 204 Yes Yes No

The proposed increase in housing is not sustainable with the current 

communications and presents a serious danger to children and parents walking 

or cycling to school not to mention the delays to commuter traffic and the 

consequential noise and exhaust pollution - intensified with standstill traffic at 

rush hour.

Kempshott, Manydown, Old Down and surrounding areas should be designated as 

part of the Nature Park and protected from future development for the benefit of all 

residents and visitors, present and future.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Richard 

Bone
842926 212 No Yes No

The respondent considers that insufficient regard has been had to the increased 

risk of flooding associated with the proposed housing allocations. The 

respondent is also concerned about the general additional pressures on 

infrastructure, and the considerable amount of additional traffic which would be 

generated by the additional development. The main concern though is flooding 

owing to the amount of additional hard standing which would be created without 

making adequate provision for drainage.

Apart from our infrastructure being just about sustainable at present, if the proposed 

dwellings are built you will be adding 14000 cars (minimum) to our roads, just think 

about that for a second, but my main concern is flooding, all the proposed building 

is round the rim of the Basingstoke valley and this construction will create a massive 

concrete and tarmac water fall and no storm drains will cope with it, what is in the 

plans for this scenario, we have all seen what happened during the recent bad 

weather, please explain how this problem will be overcome. Water will always find 

the lowest level.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water 

companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage 

disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This 

involved assessing sites in terms of issues such as flood risk. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Stuart 

Simpson
842997 215 Yes Don't Know No

I suggest that the number of dwellings proposed on the west side of 

Basingstoke, specifically in SS3.10, SS3.2 and SS3.11, should be scaled back 

significantly, thus reducing the need for such extensive link roads. If 

Basingstoke really needs so many new dwellings, they should be distributed 

more evenly across the borough.

I suggest that the number of dwellings proposed on the west side of Basingstoke, 

specifically in SS3.10, SS3.2 and SS3.11, should be scaled back significantly, thus 

reducing the need for such extensive link roads. If Basingstoke really needs so 

many new dwellings, they should be distributed more evenly across the borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A
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SS1
Mr Gordon 

Fisher
842998 214 Yes Yes No

Building more housing in the south west will increase the amount car travel into 

and out of Basingstoke, as these sites are not well related to the location of 

employment opportunities. The increased traffic on the roads will generate 

additional pollution. I am also concerned that there are already not enough 

secondary schools in the area and the plans do not include any additional 

provision.

The plan should aim for a balance of land use within their area so that people can 

be encouraged to minimise journey lengths for employment, shopping, leisure and 

education. Build more housing nearer the areas with more business, or include 

plans to bring new business to the south west area. Include plans for more 

education facilities in the south west area particularly a secondary school.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Teresa 

Hook
843001 239 Yes Yes No

Policy SS1 contravenes the NPPF as the proposed size and location of 

development is too large to create a "sustainable community". Large scale 

development lacking social or physical infrastructure such as schools or 

employment opportunities will create an anonymous, largely dormitory 

development from which majority of householders will commute to work and 

school. The current location of amenities such as the hospital and household 

waste disposal site would further increase traffic levels and journeys by car.

SS1. Housing development should be scaled downed and redistributed towards 

brownfield sites within the town and current derelict areas within the old business 

and industrial estates.

This plan was based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most 

sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives, as tested through the sustainability appraisal process. The plan provides 

a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs over the plan period. The housing requirement cannot be met on one single site or on 

smaller development. The site assessment work, SHLAA and sustainability appraisal have informed the assessment of sites. This 

included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of 

the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided. 

No change N/A

SS1 Mr Brian Wall 843014 219 Yes Yes No

Inadequate plans for public transport and housing sites so cars will have to be 

used. The majority of employment is to the north and east of the town whilst 

most new housing is planned in the west and south west. Not enough education 

provision.

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve. Removal of 

Basingstoke Golf Course from the plan as the bill would be too large to carry out the 

significant changes that would have to be made; i.e. off-site sewage upgrades. The 

field on the A30 opposite the Golf Course should also be taken off the plan as it is 

unsustainable. It is essential that there is a green belt area between these 

developments and North Waltham which is in a conservation area. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities, improvements to the highway network and education and 

health provision.

No change N/A

SS1 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 224 No Yes No

Most of the employment areas in Basingstoke are in the north and east of the 

town. Therefore, situating new housing to the south-west and west is contrary to 

the core principles of planning policy with regard to minimising car travel. More 

attention needs to be paid to sustainable transport options. In addition, the 

council's housing strategy makes no allowance for access to rail transport, 

focusing rather on access to the M3 which is an unsustainable approach. The 

sites proposed in the south and south-west will also be divorced from services 

and facilities in the town centre.

I recommend that Hounsome Fields is excluded from the site allocations as  more 

remote and even less sustainable than the Golf Course.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations 

providing regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services 

which serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre. Hounsome Fields is not allocated in the Plan.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Claire 

Moulson
843028 261 Yes Yes No

The respondent is concerned that the increase in housing provision in the south 

west of Basingstoke will increase the level of traffic congestion on roads which 

already experience high volumes of traffic and delays. The additional 

development will also increase the pressure on local infrastructure, in particular 

school provision, which is already placed under undue pressure. The additional 

housing provision would also have a significant detrimental impact on the 

natural environment. The attractive visuals used to promote the development of 

these sites do not reflect the reality.

Look to reduce the number of houses proposed in the area Consider other areas of 

Basingstoke which has unused land and are closer to the main town Rather than 

building houses look to create a country park and an area for the Basingstoke 

people to enjoy and admire. Please see sense and reconsider this plan, let's keep 

our green and beautiful Basingstoke countryside.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities, improvements to the highway network and education and 

health provision.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Nigel 

Richens
843040 238 No Don't Know No

The plan is unsound in my opinion due to not taking all impacts in to account in 

regard to the plan. Building proposals should be made in conjunction with 

transport and work plans. Building of homes should also not be speculative but 

should be aimed to meet demand. Currently new build homes in areas such as 

Sherfield Park and to the north of the ring road have not all been sold, 

suggesting that more homes of this type and price and not required.

All plans should not be in isolation but as mentioned should be in a joined up plan 

linking homes, work places, transport links, along with education centers and local 

facilities such as doctors and dentists, with the aim of avoiding any negative impact 

in regard to transport density due to journeys to work, schools, shops etc.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Michael 

Thwaites
843049 262 Yes Yes No

The volume of traffic at peak times accessing the A30 and Kempshott Lane is 

substantial (commuter and school traffic) and would inevitably increase even 

further after construction of the proposed new homes. Environmentally friendly 

transport alternatives (cycling) are already hazardous on both these roads 

(personal experience) how can we justify making the situation even worse? The 

proposals do nothing to rebalance Basingstoke's housing in relation to the 

commercial/business parks situated in the north and east.

Identify and evaluate potential housing areas to the North and East of town closer to 

employment opportunities.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1 Mr Peter Kelly 843064 470 Yes Yes No

The heaviest concentration of employment areas are to the east and north of 

the town.  It would appear to be contrary to planning principles to site most of 

the new greenfield housing to the west and south west - the areas furthest from 

the employment areas and with the worst transport links.  The Housing 

Distribution Policy makes no mention of sustainable transport to support new 

housing.

Review and reduce the scale of new development in the south west of Basingstoke 

to sustainable levels

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities.

No change N/A

SS1
Ms Sarah 

Harder
843078 268 Yes Yes No

Few businesses exist in this area meaning people would have to use cars and 

public transport to get to the main employment areas of Basingstoke.  Rush 

hour on all main routes is heavily congested already.  Non rush hour roads are 

busy, weekend travel to the town centre \ Festival Place takes 20 mins plus 

currently.

Look at building closer to town centre, allowing easy access to rail and bus 

networks. Extend housing closer to business parks, e.g. Chineham.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Melanie 

Hammill
843083 273 Yes Yes No

The Local Plan is allocating several Greenfield sites to provide 

approximately 6,940 dwellings in total - 4,710 of these dwellings are to be 

located in the South West of Basingstoke. At 68% of the total this seems to be 

a disproportionate amount which inevitably will have a huge impact on the 

infrastructure in this part of Basingstoke, particularly on transport as this area is 

furthest from the main amenities in Basingstoke i.e. shops, train station, leisure 

complex and places of work.

Reduce the total housing development in the south west of the town and spread the 

quota more evenly across all areas to reduce the impact on one area.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Fiona 

Packer
843086 323 Yes Yes No

In the core principles of planning it states that new housing should be near to 

areas of employment and that sustainable transport should be able to be used 

to community to this work places. The majority 75% of employment is north and 

east of town, why build 66% of new housing in the West and South West, this 

just means we need to community further in our cars to employment sites, 

causing more congestion, pollution and unsustainable transport. The council is 

meant to be prioritising a reduction in travel to co-locating employment and 

housing. There is no mention of using sustainable modes of transport in the 

plan, this should warrant a severe reduction in the number of houses planned 

for the South and West of the town.

Increase housing should be built towards the North and East of the town where 

current employment locations are.  Perhaps consideration of the area south of the 

M3 before Cliddesden and adjacent to Brighton Hill could be considered for further 

housing, this is closer to the centre of the town then the South and West of the 

town.  Other towns build below motorways, creating a town either side of the 

motorway, but for some reason Basingstoke has not considered this. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Valerie 

Chambers
843103 299 No Yes No

Concerned about the potential heavy increase in traffic congestion in the SW of 

the town and about consequent air pollution and noise. The possible loss of 

open countryside for present and future generations is also serious cause for 

concern. Concerned about the pressure on schools and the fact that there 

might be less educational choice in the future.

Review areas to be developed. Preserve open countryside. Place a greater 

emphasis on schools provision and education generally. Consider infrastructure 

more fully to avoid traffic congestion and noise pollution.   

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority

No change N/A
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SS1
Mrs Valerie 

Chambers
843103 300 No Yes No

Concerned about the potential heavy increase in traffic congestion in the SW of 

the town and about consequent air pollution and noise. The possible loss of 

open countryside for present and future generations is also serious cause for 

concern. Concerned about the pressure on schools and the fact that there 

might be less educational choice in the future.

Review areas to be developed. Preserve open countryside. Place a greater 

emphasis on schools provision and education generally. Consider infrastructure 

more fully to avoid traffic congestion and noise pollution. Â   

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the 

education authority

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Mark 

Susans
843105 297 Yes Yes No

If large scale housing was built to the west and south west of town there will be 

a massive increase in car journeys to the main employment areas to the north 

and east. This is contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy on 

minimising car travel. There is no mention of access to rail transport only to an 

already overburdened M3.

Don't build so many houses in one area, make more use of available land within 

town - be stronger against developers who want an easy route to profits!

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations 

providing regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services 

which serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Alan  

Smith
843118 303 Yes Yes No

Most of the employment areas in Basingstoke are in the north and east of the 

town. Therefore, situating new housing to the south-west and west seems to be 

illogical and contrary to the core principles of planning policy with regard to 

minimising car travel. In addition, the council's housing strategy makes no 

allowance for access to rail transport, focusing rather on access to the M3 

which and unsustainable approach.

Exclude the proposed development at Hounsome Fields from the site allocations. It 

is even less sustainable and even more isolated than the proposed development on 

the existing Basingstoke Golf Course.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site 

assessment process took into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements 

that have been identified to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations 

providing regular services to key destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services 

which serve key facilities in the town including the Town Centre. Hounsome Fields is not included in the plan as a housing allocation.

No change N/A

SS1

Mrs Clare 

Wilmot-

Sitwell

843177 307 No Don't Know No

Existing employment area is to north and east of Basingstoke. This where the 

transport system is better served with trains and buses. I do not agree with 

development on the golf course.   Extra houses will need recreational facilities.

consideration should be made to extra volume of traffic if the south and west plan 

proceeds. the north and east of the town have better infrastructure to cope with 

extra housing.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Richard 

Craggs
843180 312 Yes Don't Know No

M.P Maria Miller has identified a £600 million shortfall in existing local 

infrastructure, including the undelivered primary schools for Taylors Farm and 

Rooksdown, a supermarket at Marvel Park and Chineham railway station. 

Therefore, building thousands of new houses to the southwest of the town 

without further proper infrastructure provision in place is unacceptable. Any new 

development would be better sited to the north of the town, which has 

preferable access to employment areas, public transport and existing road 

networks, but only after current needs have been met. This would also avoid 

the desecration of a beautiful stretch of parkland and countryside, home to 

countless species of flora and fauna and a much needed, scarce amenity.

Remove all plans for large scale developments to the south and west fringes of 

Basingstoke 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities, improvements to the highway network and education and 

health provision.

No change N/A

SS1 Mrs Kinahan 843186 308 Yes Yes No

Building thousands of houses on greenfield sites to the west and south west of 

the town is completely unsustainable.  There is limited employment this side of 

town, which will result in an increase in commuter traffic.  The A30 and 

Kempshott Lane are already gridlocked at rush hour!  This policy is in 

complete contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy on minimising car 

travel.

From a strategic point, further housing would be better to the north and east of the 

town - closer to the A33, M4 and M3.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Rayond 

Knight
843187 457 Yes Yes No

The level of new housing (4,770) being proposed for the South West is much 

too high for the area to sustain. most of the employment and opportunity areas 

are to the North and East of Basingstoke and there are very little employment 

opportunities in the South and East of the area. greater reliance on car travel. 

Does not satisfactorily lay out the solutions for the required infrastructure to 

meet the Plan

The Council should reduce the scale and distribution of new housing in the South 

West by: reducing the amount of new housing required under the National Plan this 

is totally disproportionate to the levels agreed by other neighbouring areas in North 

Hampshire by engaging with other local authorities to find alternative sites for new 

towns e.g. the previous plan to expand Micheldever (which has its own railway 

station) should be revisited rebalancing the reduced level of housing needed to be 

supplied by Basingstoke to ensure that the demand is more evenly spread across 

the whole of Basingstoke instead of the main burden falling on the South West 

restricting the Manydown development to the North of the railway line rebalancing 

the location of new housing in line with the Core Planning Principles of the Planning 

Policy instigating a proper plan for the area based on consultation with residents 

and not by prospective and speculative purchase of land when it becomes available 

cancelling the suggested development for both the Hounsome Fields and the 

Basingstoke Golf Course which are isolated and unsustainable cancelling the 

suggestion for the road across Old Down identifying more appropriate sites within 

the Basingstoke Borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. Hounsome Fields is not included in the plan as an allocated housing site

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Mark 

Goddard
843346 320 Yes Yes No

All of the major employment areas in Basingstoke are situated in the North and 

East of the town. One of the core principles of planning policy is to minimise car 

travel. Building an excessive number of new homes on greenfield sites to the 

west and south west of the town would be a clear contravention of the 

"minimise car use" principle. There is no mention of access to rail services in 

the housing policy for Basingstoke. It mentions access to the already busy M3 

but this again contravenes the "minimise car use" principle. Building a large 

number of houses in the west and south west of the town will lead to isolated 

communities relying on car use to access work and services. This will lead to a 

large increase of traffic on already congested roads and is unsustainable.

Less development to the west and southwest of Basingstoke New housing in the 

town should be concentrated to the north and east as this is where the majority of 

employment is to be found in the town. If large scale development in the west and 

south west of the town is to take place then provision should be made for a rail 

station to be built in the area.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1 Tigwell 843373 446 Yes Yes No

Insufficient consideration has been given to the extra road traffic and pollution 

that it will be caused by the development set out in the Plan. Building additional 

houses to the south-west of the town will be poorly related to employment 

opportunities and facilities and services. The existing infrastructure in the area is 

already at full capacity. The Plan contradicts the NPPF, particularly in terms of 

reducing congestion and minimizing journey lengths.

Remove any plans for new housing in the South west area of town and relocate to 

the centre and the north, so closer to employment and amenities.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Steve 

Rappolt
843382 340 Yes Yes No

The building of Extra dwellings to the south West / West will only bring the 

already congested roads to a halt, Kempshot Lane would become overloaded 

and Five Ways  / Pack lane would be a Rat run. As most of the Commercial 

site are to the north this would definitely be unjustified.

It would make sense to explore any additional residential area's to the north where 

the commercial interest is, it also links well to the M4 negating the need to bring 

more traffic through

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Anne 

Barlow
843386 337 No Don't Know No

Lack of consistency. Lack of  thought for infrastructure. You cant get seats on 

the train now to London. Extra Traffic. Destroying the countryside we moved 

here for 

less houses and don't build on Kempshott 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Steve 

Barlow
843388 338 No No No

East Basingstoke is taking the brunt of new housing with little thought as to the 

environmental impact or other relevant areas
Take into account all other arguments from swag

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A
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SS1
Mrs Elizabeth 

Burnes
843523 500 Yes Yes No

Focusing the majority of new housing in the South West corner of Basingstoke 

does not respond appropriately to the condition of the current infrastructure. 

Supports the exclusion of Hounsome Fields. However, the Basingstoke Golf 

Course site should also be removed. Considerable amounts of money will need 

to be spent in order to provide a satisfactory amount of infrastructure to the 

south-west in order to cater of the new development. The south-west already 

suffers from a lack of adequate infrastructure. Those without cars will become 

completely isolated from the community, as this would be the only viable means 

of travelling to amenities and employment.

The proposed site at Basingstoke Golf Course, like that at Hounsome Fields, should 

be excluded from the site allocations in the Local Plan. Instead, necessary housing 

targets should be met by using sites much closer to the current sources of 

employment, education, health care, public transport, waste/sewage disposal and 

shopping.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Edward 

Fitsall
843588 359 Yes Yes No

Basingstoke is the largest growing town in Europe and their housing policy 

makes no mention of access to rail transport, in fact there is no mention of 

sustainable transport when deciding where houses should be built. The 

proposed locations in the far south of town will result in higher car usage.

This is contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy for minimising car travel 

regarding the locations of the new housing. I have lived in Basingstoke since 1965 

and am horrified to see the town growing in size so quickly but the amenities have 

not progressed accordingly. The transport system cannot cope at present, so 

increasing the population will only add to the high percentage of vehicles on the 

roads.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Anousjka 

Selders
843638 741 No Yes No

The proposed housing on the site of the Basingstoke Golf Club is too large to 

be sustained by the facilities provided for Beggarwood.

If the site is going to be used, it needs to be at a much smaller scale, and new 

access roads need to be provided to get to it, rather than using existing 

infrastructure through Beggarwood. I would like to see more information in the plan 

about how you intend to handle the increased traffic on the A30, coming from the 

M3, and the flow of traffic around the Beggarwood turning off the A30 and the 

Hatch Warren (Sainsbury's) roundabout. Also, new amenities need to be provided 

UP FRONT, or at the same time as the houses are built, not after; because 

Beggarwood is already in dire need of more facilities.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities, improvements to the highway network and education and health provision.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Anousjka 

Selders
843638 740 No Yes No

The proposed housing on the site of the Basingstoke Golf Club is too far away 

from the town centre, and will cause extra traffic and pollution. There is no 

infrastructure supporting it, and the standard of public transport is already below 

par for the existing area of Beggarwood and Hatch Warren.

The Core Principles of Planning Policy state that you as a council should try to 

minimise car travel so you should look at putting housing nearer the town centre, 

where there is existing infrastructure, so look at areas in the east and north east of 

Basingstoke. Simply adding another bus route won't cut it, as the journey through 

Hatch Warren, Kempshott etc. will still take significant time. You should also look at 

making the town centre more accessible for the existing areas of Beggarwood and 

Hatch Warren, by widening the A30 or coming up with other road plans to ease the 

flow of traffic.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Dr Maria 

Whatton
843661 403 Yes Don't Know No

The scale of new housing planned in an area of town so far from train links is 

contrary to panning guidance to reduce travel by car.  Especially the isolated 

golf course site.  

Drastically reduce the planned scale of the developments, or amend plans to 

include sustainable transport links.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 609 Yes Yes No

Hounsome Fields and the Golf Course are not in a sustainable location for 

housing, being isolated and remote fro the rest of the infrastructure of the town. 

It is contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy on minimising car travel to 

put houses n these remote locations rather than the North and East which are 

closer to the own centre, jobs and leisure centre. When deciding on where to 

build houses (i.e. the Housing Distribution Policy) there is no reference to the 

need for a sustainable transport infrastructure.

Build more houses to the North and East of the town instead of to the South and 

West.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1193 Don't Know No

Firstly, Hounsome Fields and the Golf Course are not in a sustainable location 

for housing, being isolated and remote from the rest of the infrastructure of the 

town. It is contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy on minimising car 

travel to put houses in these remote locations rather than the North and East 

which are closer to the town centre, jobs and leisure centre. Hounsome fields 

and the Golf Course developments should therefore be removed from the plan. 

The biggest areas for jobs around Basingstoke are in the areas towards 

Reading and London (North and East). The Core Principles of Planning Policy 

emphasise the need for minimising car travel. Building the majority of houses in 

the west and south west must necessitate longer car journeys as people travel 

to work, and so must therefore be contrary to this policy. When deciding on 

where to build houses (i.e. the Housing Distribution Policy) there is no reference 

to the need for a sustainable transport infrastructure.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. It should be noted that Hounsome Fields is not allocated as housing site 

within the revised Pre Submission Plan.

No change N/A

SS1
Ms Charlotte 

Greaves
843676 1160 Yes Yes No

Object to the scale of housing. Development will increase the volume of cars. 

The Local Plan has no effective plan to reduce car usage by promoting other 

modes of transport. It also does not address the need for employment, schools 

and health care for the increase local population. Lack of proper forethought on 

issues such as sewerage and flood risk. This must be addressed before any 

building work can take place. Development will impact on historic villages and 

character.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west 

including new sustainable transport opportunities, improvements to the highway network and education and health provision.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Noel 

Matthews
843982 760 No Don't Know No

Historically almost all of industrial areas in Basingstoke have been built to the 

north and east of the town. By building yet more new greenfield housing 

developments in the west and south west of the town will only increase traffic 

throughout the area and is contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy on 

minimising car travel. Further more, the Housing Distribution Policy in the plan 

makes no mention of considering sustainable transport links when deciding 

where houses should be built and makes no mention of access to rail transport 

mentioning only access to the M3 and other major roads, when elsewhere in 

the plan it is determined that there is a need to reduce the relatively high level of 

carbon dioxide emission per capita when compared to the South East England 

regional and national average.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Ann 

Knight
844015 469 Yes Yes No

the level of new housing (4,770) being proposed for the South West is much 

too high for the area to sustain. most of the employment and opportunity areas 

are to the North and East of Basingstoke and there are very little employment 

opportunities in the South and East of the area. greater reliance on car travel. 

Does not satisfactorily lay out the solutions for the required infrastructure to 

meet the Plan

The Council should reduce the scale and distribution of new housing in the South 

West by: reducing the amount of new housing required under the National Plan this 

is totally disproportionate to the levels agreed by other neighbouring areas in North 

Hampshire by engaging with other local authorities to find alternative sites for new 

towns e.g. the previous plan to expand Micheldever (which has its own railway 

station) should be revisited rebalancing the reduced level of housing needed to be 

supplied by Basingstoke to ensure that the demand is more evenly spread across 

the whole of Basingstoke instead of the main burden falling on the South West 

restricting the Manydown development to the North of the railway line rebalancing 

the location of new housing in line with the Core Planning Principles of the Planning 

Policy instigating a proper plan for the area based on consultation with residents 

and not by prospective and speculative purchase of land when it becomes available 

cancelling the suggested development for both the Hounsome Fields and the 

Basingstoke Gold Course which are isolated and unsustainable cancelling the 

suggestion for the road across Old Down identifying more appropriate sites within 

the Basingstoke Borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A
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SS1
Mr Kevin 

Openshaw
844021 482 Yes Yes No

The volume of houses to be built is too focused on a single area in Basingstoke. 

This area already suffers from road congestion into Basingstoke at core 

business and school times and these issues will only be made worse with the 

number of people occupying this number of houses. The impact on 

employment for Basingstoke given that all businesses are located across the 

other side of town or will require people to commute. There is no proposal to 

increase parking facilities in town or improve links to other areas such as 

London for work. Investment in infrastructure, particularly public transport 

network must be considered. The increase in carbon emissions given the 

increase in traffic will rise to an unacceptable level for what is or was a green 

belt area.

A reduction in the scale of development and with it more evenly distributed across 

all areas of Basingstoke and surrounding places. investment in reservoirs and 

infrastructure.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network .The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities and improvements to the highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Miss Patience 

FitzSimmons
844029 493 No Don't Know No

If you look at the current distribution of Basingstoke, the business and amenity 

areas are all to the North and East, whereas the housing is primarily to the 

south and west, forming a "teardrop" shape along the line of the M3.  This 

means that for those current or future residents in the south and west, it can 

take over 30 minutes to reach the town centre.

Redistribute the housing allocation with an emphasis on "regularising" the layout of 

the town. Further development of the south of the town centre or "Top of the Town" 

would suggest that development on the other side of the M3 around J6 would be 

more appropriate than further extending the boundaries of Basingstoke to the West.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites over the plan period, 

based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the 

north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local 

Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered 

and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Dr Peter 

Russell
844036 727 Yes Don't Know No

The scale and distribution of new housing is far too heavily skewed towards 

building new dwellings to the West and South of Basingstoke. This goes against 

the aims and guidance of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) in 

particular with respect to that framework's aims to reduce congestion and 

encourage sustainable transport (paragraph 30), to site housing to reduce the 

need for travel (paragraph 34) and to minimise journey lengths (paragraph 37). 

It also goes against Basingstoke Council's own policy CN9. The scale and 

distribution described in SS1, via its reference to Local Plan policy SS3.

I support the omission in the revised Local Plan of Hounsome Fields as a potential 

site for building new homes; Hounsome Fields should remain undeveloped and out 

of the Local Plan for development of new homes in order to adhere to the National 

Planning Policy Framework, and to avoid travel congestion, long journeys to work 

for residents, and increased Carbon Dioxide from transport  To comply with the 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) with respect to its aims in relation to 

reduce congestion and encourage sustainable transport (paragraph 30), to site 

housing to reduce the need for travel (paragraph 34) and to minimise journey 

lengths (paragraph 37), and also Basingstoke Councils own policy CN9, the 

following changes should be made: The Basingstoke golf course site (SS3.11) 

should not be developed for the purpose of building new homes, and should be 

removed from the Local plan as such. The Kennel Farm (SS3.2) site should either 

be removed from the Local plan and from development of new homes, or should 

have the number of homes allocated reduced from 310 to a number much less. The 

East of Basingstoke site (SS3.9) should have the number of homes allocated 

revised upwards to take a far greater share of the total allocated, preferably over to 

1500, but at the very least back to the 900 as shown in the original plan before 

revision.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Margaret 

Bonner
844039 618 Yes Yes No

The Core Principles of Planning Policy on minimising car travel is being 

compromised under the proposed plan which puts most of the new housing 

sites in the south west of the borough as most of the employment areas are to 

the north and east of the town.   The plan also doesn't answer questions relating 

to access to public transport and only considers the M3. Hardly sustainable! 

Remove Hounsome Fields and the Golf Course from the site allocations. These are 

the most remote sites being considered and do not make sense.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites over the plan period, 

based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the 

north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local 

Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered 

and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. Hounsome Fields is not contained in the plan as a 

housing allocation.

No change N/A

SS1
Miss Louise 

Froud
844072 524 Yes Yes No

I don't want increased traffic along Hatch Warren Lane. Our schools are 

already over-subscribed, as are our GP's and dentists.

More house SHOULD mean more schools, GP's and dental surgeries, our services 

are already oversubscribed !

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and education and health provision.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Richard 

Cheshire
844184 664 No Yes No

Having lived in Hatch Warren for 20 years it is obvious to me that new housing 

is not required in this part of town, With the majority of businesses being 

located in the town centre, houndmills and other areas to the north of 

Basingstoke the addition of houses is not a logical place to locate any new 

housing development. . The only feasibly mode of transport will be by car and 

although there are links to the M3 Junction 7, this area of road around the A30 

is often heavily congested and additional housing will only add to this 

congestion. 

In order to minimise car travel to both the town centre and to the rail station any 

additional housing should be located where the impact on car travel is likely to be 

minimised and this appears to be around the areas on the North of Basingstoke

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Susan 

Riley
844210 603 Yes Yes No

Most of the employment areas are to the north and east of the town. Putting 

most of the new greenfield housing in the west and south west is contrary to the 

Core Principles of Planning Policy which aims to minimise car travel between 

these two areas. There is no mention in the Housing Distribution Policy of 

sustainable modes of local transport when it was decided to build more housing 

in the west and south west.

Reduce to a minimum the number of car journeys by building more of the identified 

housing closer to the employment zone located on the North and East side of 

Basingstoke. This will also enable easier access to the existing rail link facilities.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Lorna 

Standing
844212 602 Yes Yes No

My main objection is the plan to build homes on the Manydown site South of the 

railway at Pack Lane and the development at Kennel Farm. We simply do not 

have the infrastructure that could take more homes in these areas. Pack Lane 

is a small, narrow lane and would not take a large increase in volume of traffic. 

The section of Pack Lane between Five Ways and the railway tunnel is a fast 

and dangerous road and to add more traffic would be totally unacceptable. Last 

Winter the Buckskin area of Basingstoke suffered from extensive and very 

serious flooding and any new homes built to the west of the flood area would 

only further add to the water table and River Loddon

Vast improvement of the public transport system to the Western side of 

Basingstoke, particularly Kempshott and Hatch Warren.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and 

improvements to the highway network.  Policy EM7 requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water 

run-off as part of the overall strategy demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates.  

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Roy 

Packer
844214 615 Yes Yes No

The planned distribution of new housing will increase linear growth of the town, 

which will result in unnecessarily long travel distances and travel time for new 

home owners travelling between their homes and the  town's central facilities. It 

will also increase road congestion along the existing east-west routes. The 

distribution of light industrial/commercial business parks is predominantly in the 

east of the town. An excessive increase of housing to the south west will 

exacerbate the current imbalance between housing and work locations and 

result in unnecessary work commuting.

1. Build more housing to the North and South of the town (including to the south of 

the M3) to provide a more rounded geographical layout of the town, which will 

reduce travel distances and road congestion. 2. Build more housing to the North 

and South of the town and improve on the imbalance of business parks between 

the East and West of town 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites over the plan period, 

based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the 

north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local 

Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered 

and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Matthew 

Burt
844225 612 Yes Yes No

The proposed distribution of new housing is severely weighted towards the 

south and west of Basingstoke, far away from the main centres of employment. 

The weighting of housing to the south and west runs contrary to the Core 

Principles of Planning Policy on minimising private vehicle travel. In this area, 

there is no railway connection and a bus service that would not be able to cope 

with such a sizeable influx of people inhabiting the new housing. This would 

force more people into their cars, increasing traffic, congestion and pollution by 

a significant amount.

Re-allocation of several thousand of the proposed new houses to other areas of the 

town, specifically much closer to the main hub of employment  

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A
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SS1
Mr Steve 

Jakes
844234 627 Yes Don't Know No

No provisions within the plan for any sustainable employment and business in 

the south of the town. The majority of employment is located in the north of 

Basingstoke, the introduction of more housing will result in much congestion on 

roads that are already gridlocked at key times of the day. the transport links on 

the A30 are terrible at the best of times. Another 1000 to 3000 houses is only 

going to make the road more congested, making it more dangerous, more 

unhealthy to the environment and unsafe to road users and pedestrians. Bus 

services are at a minimum as it is in the Beggarwood and Kempshott area, 

wide spread dissent at the 'changes' to the bus services recently indicate that 

they are not fit for purpose and any further developments in these areas will 

also not adequately service the public. The size of the proposed Manydown and 

Golf Course developments do not make adequate provision for education.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and education facilities. Policy EP1 also enables new 

employment development within these allocations, where appropriate.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 634 No Yes No

The Housing Policy for Basingstoke does not include plans for access to rail 

transport, especially from remote developments on the south side of 

Basingstoke Town.  

The proposed Local Plan, incorporating The Housing Policy should be required to 

develop in areas with local access to rail transport.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 636 No Yes Yes

The Hounsome Fields are very isolated and should be excluded from site 

allocations.
The proposed Local Plan should exclude the Hounsome Fields from site allocations. This site is not included in the site allocations. No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 631 No Yes No

The Housing Distribution Policy does not give any details of plans for 

sustainable transport development whilst choosing sites for housing 

development.

The Housing Distribution Policy should include plans for development of sustainable 

transport development whenever choosing sites for housing development. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 629 Yes Yes No

The Core Principles of Planning Policy includes the minimising of car and motor 

vehicle travel.  As most of the employment areas are to the east and north of 

the town, traffic will be increased to and from these areas thereby increasing 

traffic in both directions, this is contrary to the Core Principles of Planning Policy 

to minimise car and motor vehicle travel.

The Local Plan is required to give solutions to reduce congestion and greenhouse 

gas emissions, the Local Plan should reflect this to reduce congestion and 

encourage sustainable transport.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 667 Yes Yes No

The plan is unsound allocation of the majority of housing to the west and south 

west of the town when employment and proposed transport infrastructure 

investment is on the east and north east of the town.

The Basingstoke Golf Course should be removed from the plan. The plan should 

support housing development where sustainable travel on foot or by bicycle is 

possible or in areas well served by public transport including railway stations 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr David 

Stelling
844256 677 Yes Don't Know No

The expansion of greenfield housing to the west and south of the town is not in 

the area of expansion of employment to the north and east of the town. This is 

perverse and against the Core Principles of Planning Policy. This seems only to 

be the consequence of unscrupulous lobbying by residents from Chineham and 

Basing

Return to the unrevised version of the plan

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base and 

deliverable sites. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the 

town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr David 

Stelling
844256 679 Yes No No

The Housing Distribution Policy makes no mention of sustainable transport in 

deciding where the houses should be built. The expansion South and West of 

the town will exacerbate congestion and further isolation for many people 

without access to a private car, the elderly the young and those wishing to use 

greener methods of transportation. Bus services are already contracting and 

the town border will be more and more distant from the railway Services. 

Access to the M3 is alluded to but this only assists those who work outside the 

town whilst making access to services in Basingstoke Town centre no better 

and probably slower.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Jennifer 

Houghton
844285 712 Yes Yes No

With Basingstoke already having its greatest areas of employment to the North 

and East of the town, and residents wishing to access the rail network from the 

station the increased burden of traffic will lead to even greater congestion, air 

and noise pollution and danger to road users and pedestrians. The roads in and 

around Kempshott and leading towards the North, East and Town are already 

extremely busy and congested for those of us wishing to walk or cycle to 

schools the dangers from road accidents and pollution from emissions will only 

increase. This completely ignores the core principles of the planning policy on 

minimising car travel. The Housing Distribution Policy makes no mention of 

sustainable transport in deciding where houses should be built.

We all appreciate that there is a housing crisis in the UK and their needs to 

expansion in all areas, however, given that the main areas of employment and 

major services are to the North and East of the town it would seen sensible to 

explore the opportunities for greater development to this side of the town, to find a 

more sensible balance with less emphasis on vast numbers of new residences to 

the south and west where there is not adequate sustainable transport options.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities. 

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 710 Yes Yes No

The south-west of Basingstoke is poorly served by public transport. Therefore, 

the additional housing proposed in this area will increase traffic congestion and 

result in an unsustainable form of development. The location of new housing 

needs to be more evenly spread around Basingstoke, with the new 

development focused around the areas with the best access to employment 

opportunities and the town centre (and associated public transport 

connections).

The allocation of land for development needs to be more evenly spread around 

Basingstoke, with a larger proportion being towards the north and east of the town, 

which is closer to more employment areas and the town centre (for access to rail 

transport).

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Damian 

Cowlam
844346 766 Yes Yes No

Nearly all of the employment areas are to the NE of the town and its contrary to 

core Principles of Planning Policy on minimising car travel to put most of the 

new greenfield housing in the west and south west of the train.  The area is not 

served well by public transport (rail) and the main route through the town (A30) 

is a bottleneck in the mornings due to the current weight of traffic.  Key 

roundabouts Brighton Hill (etc...) are not traffic light controlled to ease traffic 

flow.

Look at development to the NE of the town and/or a plan to improve road network 

on the A30.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) all have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS1 Mrs Kay Bird 844970 785 No Don't Know No Transport has not been mentioned for the proposed housing sites intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A
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SS1 Mr John Bird 844972 786 No Don't Know No Transport has not been mentioned for the proposed housing sites intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Katherine 

Phillips
844975 787 No Don't Know No Transport has not been mentioned for the proposed housing sites intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1 Andrew Bird 844976 788 No Don't Know No Transport has not been mentioned for the proposed housing sites intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1 David Phillips 844979 789 No Don't Know No Transport has not been mentioned for the proposed housing sites intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1 Judith Bird 844981 790 No Don't Know No Transport has not been mentioned for the proposed housing sites intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1 Mrs A Penrice 844982 791 No Don't Know No Transport has not been mentioned for the proposed housing sites intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Cooper Estates 

Limited
845834 943 Yes Yes Yes

Policy SS1 confirms the need to allocate 6,940 net additional dwellings on new 

Greenfield land in the coming plan period. The need for at least this number of 

Greenfield site allocations has been properly assessed and is demonstrated by 

the supporting evidence base.

intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

SS1
Mr Dominic 

Guinness
Barton Willmore 846454 1048 Don't Know No

It is considered that the overall level of housing proposed is not reflective of the 

full objectively assessed housing need as required by the NPPF and as a 

consequence housing provision should be increased overall with a 

commensurate increase to Kingsclere.

The level of housing provision provided by the plan should be significantly increased 

in order to meet objectively assessed need. As a consequence housing provision in 

Kingsclere should also be raised on a commensurate basis, and policy SS5 should 

be amended accordingly. 

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

SS1

Gleeson 

Development

s Ltd

Gleeson 

Developments 

Ltd

846481 1064 No Yes No

A report to the Planning and Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committee 

on the 30 January 2014, set out how the additional work led to the 

recommendation that the annual housing requirement should be increased to 

807 dwellings, to ensure a figure based on the most robust assumptions as 

reflected in the updated work. It is therefore evident that the housing 

requirement the Council is now proposing in the Revised Pre-Submission Local 

Plan does not represent the most robust objectively assessed housing need as 

based on the Councils own evidence base

The Council must undertake further work to acknowledge the relationship with 

neighbourhood authorities, and their housing need. The Council must then revisit the 

housing requirement figure and increase it to ensure it reflects the evidence on the 

objectively assessed housing needs, as required by paragraph 47 of the NPPF. 

This will then ensure the Local Plan moves forward with a robust housing 

requirement figure, and as such is compliant with national policy which seeks to 

boost significantly the support of housing.

This representation was partially considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 953 ). The plan is based on an 

assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date statistical information regarding 

demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up to date SHMA.

No change N/A

SS1

Middleton and 

Portway 

Estates

Middleton and 

Portway Estates
846543 1083 No Yes No

There is strong and compelling evidence to indicate that the level of housing 

growth set out in the revised Local Plan will fail to meet the Boroughs 

objectively assessed housing needs, not least because the Councils own 

officers have advised a higher figure should be used based on the evidence 

undertaken. In our opinion, the overall housing number should increase to a 

minimum of 1,000 dpa, which will result in an increased residual greenfield 

requirement and the need for additional housing allocations over the plan period 

(in addition to those proposed in the Pre-Submission Local Plan).

intentionally left blank This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1078 ) No change N/A

SS1
The Royal 

British Legion

The Royal British 

Legion
846598 1103 No Yes No

It is not clear from the SHMA why a mid range figure of 748dpa has been 

selected as the most appropriate figure upon which to base the Council's 

housing target for the plan period, particularly when the report acknowledged 

that the Council has consistently achieved housing completion of 820 dwellings 

per annum over the previous plan period.

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.

No change N/A

SS1
Mrs Suzanne 

Arrol
846761 1132 No Yes No

The explanation for the housing policy of Basingstoke is based upon distributing 

development around the town and making best use of available infrastructure 

capacity. It makes no reference to achieving a sustainable form of 

development. There is no reference within the policy to locating development on 

sites where they are best located to allow people to use sustainable forms of 

transport, or in areas that would minimise car use to get to jobs and facilities. 

The sites proposed are poorly related to employment opportunities, as well as 

essential facilities and services, and inadequate provision has been made to in 

relation to the accessibility of these sites. The distribution of sites proposed will 

only serve to increase the disconnection between communities and the town 

centre.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Steven 

smallman

Worting Business 

Park Ltd c/o Pro 

Vision

847068 1152 No Yes No

It is noted that the overall housing requirement for the borough remains 

unchanged between the Pre-Submission Local Plan and the Revised Pre-

Submission version. For the reasons set out in our representation to the Pre-

Submission Local Plan (submitted October 2013), 748 dpa is not sufficient to 

meet the objectively assessed housing needs of the borough. In our view the 

overall level of housing provision should be in excess of 1,000 dpa. It is noted 

that the 13,464 (748 dpa) dwelling requirement does not even meet the revised 

dwelling requirement figure of 807 dpa which was recommended by Edge 

Analytics and support by Officers in their report to the Planning and 

Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committee on 30th January 2014.

In order to make the Local Plan sound, the overall level of housing provision set out 

in Policy SS1 should be increased to between 1000 dpa; and consequentially the 

amount of new housing required on greenfield sites over the plan period should be 

increased. This can be achieved in part by increasing the capacity of some of the 

proposed greenfield allocations in Policy SS3 (including Manydown).

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1126) No change N/A

SS1
Mr Steven 

Smallman

Hospital of St 

Cross c/o Pro 

Vision

847076 1158 Yes No

It is noted that the overall housing requirement for the borough remains 

unchanged between the Pre-Submission Local Plan and the Revised Pre-

Submission version. For the reasons set out in our representation to the Pre-

Submission Local Plan (submitted October 2013), 748 dpa is not sufficient to 

meet the objectively assessed housing needs of the borough. In our view the 

overall level of housing provision should be in excess of 1,000 dpa. It is noted 

that the 13,464 (748 dpa) dwelling requirement does not even meet the revised 

dwelling requirement figure of 807 dpa which was recommended by Edge 

Analytics and support by Officers in their report to the Planning and 

Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committee on 30 the January 2014.

In order to make the Local Plan sound, the overall level of housing provision set out 

in Policy SS1 should be increased to between 1000 dpa.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  The policies ensure that there is a rolling 5 year land supply, in line 

with the NPPF. Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper'.

No change N/A
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SS1
Mr Douglas 

Bond

Woolf Bond 

Planning (acting 

for JPP Land)

847282 1264 Yes No No

The failure of the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (2014) to identify a 

specific objectively assessed need suggests that the proposed housing 

requirements if predicated upon a flawed evidence base and consequently fails 

the tests of soundness or meet the requirements of paragraph 47 of the NPPF. 

The council cannot demonstrate a five year housing land supply and have under 

delivered on South East Plan requirements. As such the Local Plan by 

proposing an inadequate housing requirement, predicated upon flawed 

evidence base ignores the primary function of plan making which is to seek to 

meet housing need or boost the supply of housing. The Housing and land 

availability assessment of the NPPG states that local planning authorities should 

have identified five year housing supply at all points during the plan period. It 

therefore follows that even if the housing requirement were found sound, a five 

year housing land supply must be identified from adoption.

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  The policies ensure that there is a rolling 5 year land supply, in line 

with the NPPF. Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper'.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Trevor 

Raybould
847481 1313 No No No

Focusing housing in the south-west relates poorly to the location of employment 

opportunities, which are generally in the north and east of the town. Traffic is 

already congested, and the additional housing will exacerbate this problem and 

lead to excessive journey times. The policy also fails to address the need for 

more sustainable transport options. New development should either be focused 

on the town centre, or be delivered via a greater number of smaller site, more 

evenly distributed around the town.

Alternatives to make the centre of Basingstoke more centre should be considered. 

Smaller areas of land that have less of an impact on the traffic.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the 

differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities. The SHLAA considers sites within the built up areas of Basingstoke and suitable sites are included in the overall supply. 

However, larger greenfield allocations are required to meet the borough's housing need.

No change N/A

SS1 Anon 34 No No

I believe the plan, as revised, does not comply with policies dedicated to the 

reduction of car usage and therefore carbon emissions. If built, these 

developments will lead to more car usage and greater congestion which in turns 

increases emissions.

The number of house proposed to be built needs to be reduced and/or/ road 

systems need to be upgraded to reduce congestion into Basingstoke.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA. The wording of the policy is considered suitable. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided including the sewage network and considered 

environmental designations including quality of agricultural land.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west 

including improvements to the highway network.

No change N/A

SS1
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 696 Yes Yes Yes

The reduction in the number of houses to be built in the north and east of 

Basingstoke is in direct conflict with this policy as the north and east are far 

better sites than Kennell Farm, Basingstoke Golf Course and the volume of 

houses to be put on Manydown.

Housing numbers for the north and east should be increased and the number for 

the south west of Basingstoke reduced.  The north and east of Basingstoke are 

more suitable for the following reasons: 1. North and East Basingstoke is not a 

greenfield area and has been deemed good for development in the past for a larger 

number of housed 2. They are closer to the employment in Chineham Business 

Park, Wade road and Daneshill and therefore less of an impact on traffic 

infrastructure. 3. Closer to the Loddon river for sewage and water 4. Much closer to 

the town centre for amenities than southwest Basingstoke - therefore the traffic 

volumes on the roads would be less than that of having the housing in South West 

Basingstoke. In fact the time for the journey from the Golf course to the town centre 

would be almost twice that of the proposed houses in East Basingstoke to the town 

centre. Therefore it is in conflict with the councils plan to avoid traffic volumes where 

possible and encourage short journeys.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS2 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1431 Yes Don't Know No

This plan then shows an extraordinary shift from the long term historic 60% 

Brownfield build to just 34% over the plan period. We believe there to be a link 

between the severe fall in the brownfield figures for the period and the inclusion 

of Manydown in the plan. A lowering of brownfield numbers will of course lead 

to a rise in the greenfield requirement. This appears to have been done to a 

level that then requires the inclusion of Manydown. The council's evidence base 

significantly underestimates the amount of housing which can be built on 

brownfield land. The approach set out in SS1 appears to ignore the wishes of 

the residents and national policy and presses on with greenfield development. 

Basingstoke will be a better place by preserving its countryside, by cleaning up 

and re-using its run down areas, and in the process providing a vibrant town 

with a living heart and close linked suburbs that are close to and in reach of the 

town centre, employment areas, and transport links.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

SS2 encourages the redevelopment of brownfield/previously developed land within the existing settlement boundary of Basingstoke. 

This will also entail the social, economic and environmental benefits referred to in the comments made. However, regeneration 

schemes facilitated through SS2 could not deliver sufficient units to prevent the allocation of the Manydown site, or other greenfield 

allocations in the Local Plan. 

No change N/A

4.41
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1019 Yes Don't Know No

The revised paragraph at 4.41 says that regeneration schemes must result in 

improvements in residents' overall quality of life and the local environment. 

Whilst this statement is worthy and unarguable, it fails to define the Council's 

regeneration priorities sufficiently keenly in the light of recent experience. 

Regeneration priorities need to take account of recent flooding events in my 

County Council division where 80 homes in the Buckskin area were flooded and 

half of them had to be evacuated. The plan should make it clear that the 

Council regards mitigation of this flooding risk as a top regeneration priority as it 

impacts on the security and safety of local residents.

I suggest revised paragraph wording that incorporates the objective that schemes 

must result in improvements in residents' overall quality of life and the local 

environment AND address as a priority known risks to residents' security and safety.

Whilst addressing flooding issues would clearly be important in the Buckskin area when pursuing any regeneration, the issues 

associated with flood risk are already addressed through the Local Plan - policy EM7 (Managing flood risk), section 10 of the NPPF and 

also comprehensive guidance in the NPPG. In addition, this is intended to be a general regeneration policy, and so should not focus on 

any one particular area. The reference to environmental improvements in the paragraph would also allow for the provision of measures 

to reduce the risks and dangers associated with flooding. 

No change N/A

4.42
Basingstoke Golf 

Course
786517 1039 Yes No

Concern over the deliverability of 200 dwellings within the regeneration areas. 

Our concerns still haven't been addressed.
Remove reference to 200 dwellings. This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 785). No change N/A

SS3
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1318 Yes Yes No

Why is there not a requirement for cycle facilities in all sites instead of repeating 

the following 2 paragraphs for some sites but not all sites: i) include measures 

to improve accessibility by non-car transport modes, the ability to service the 

site by public transport and ensuring the connection of the site with existing 

cycle and pedestrian routes ii) include measures to improve accessibility by non-

car transport modes; including the provision of internal walking and cycle routes 

linked to existing external routes and the ability to service the site by public 

transport

intentionally left blank

The wording of the site specific policies has been drafted to reflect the needs and requirements of each of the sites, and it should be 

noted that the Local Plan should be read as a whole, with proposals judged again all relevant policies.  In this respect, policy CN9 is of 

relevance.  This requires proposals to provide safe, suitable and convenient access for all potential road users and to be constructed 

and designed to offer maximum flexibility in the choice of travel modes.  

No change N/A

SS3 Ann Stephens SOVAG 85915 12 Yes Don't Know No

The Manydown Site has been increased from 3,100 to 3,400 homes and the 

boundary changed yet again. I question this extra 300 homes. The total figure is 

creeping up and the boundary extending further towards Oakley. It is important 

that Oakley remains as a village. Housing increased within its boundaries and 

not having its boundaries impinged.

n/a

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. In response to the 

comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the site assessment. 

This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last local plan 

consultation

No change N/A

SS3

Charles 

Church 

Development

s Limited

Charles Church 

Developments 

Limited

86414 1017 Yes No No

Phasing and capacity unrealistic. Capacity of sites should be reduced by 20% 

and new smaller greenfield sites allocated. Remove Kennel Farm and land 

south of bloswood lane as these have permission.

Sites SS3.2 and SS3.6 should be removed from the plan and new sites allocated in 

their place. Suggest a replacement table for Policy SS3 (see rep). Further 

consideration should be given to the ability of new smaller greenfield sites spread 

more evenly across the borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

sufficient allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, to meet the borough's housing 

needs over the plan period. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and 

sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced.   Site yields in the plan are based on an 

assessment of potential yields carried out  in house and also information submitted by the relevant site owners/developers. They are 

considered to be robust for the purposes of the plan, which itself contains an oversupply of sites to ensure sufficient flexibility. The 

opportunity sites within the SHLAA have been discounted by 10% to account for non delivery.  It is not considered suitable to remove 

Kennel Farm and Bloswood Lane from the plan as the policies provide a basis for assessing reserved planning applications and also 

provide greater certainty. These sites continue to contribute to the borough's overall land supply and therefore there is no need to find 

additional allocations. The land supply position will be monitored annually or more often as considered suitable. 

No change N/A

SS3
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1364 Yes Yes No

We are disappointed that no changes to the sites policies have been made to 

make them consistent with your Policy EM4. At present they all have slightly 

different variations with some saying Limit the direct and indirect impacts on 

local species and habitats• and others saying Limit direct and indirect adverse 

impacts on key species and habitats.

We ask again that consistency is made. If you wish to summarise this we would 

suggest the following wording significant harm to biodiversity should be avoided or 

adequately mitigated•.

Minor amendments have been made to the biodiversity criterion in policies SS3.1 to SS3.11 to ensure conistency between the criterion 

and to ensure the criterion is consistent with policy EM4. See the Schedule of Minor Changes. 

Minor amendments have been made to the 

biodiversity criterion in policies SS3.1 to 

SS3.11. See the Schedule of Minor 

Changes. 

In response to representation. 
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SS3

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron)

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron Estates)

131199 533 Yes No No

Policy SS3 fails to take proper account of the sustainability of the identified sites 

and viable alternatives. Many of the identified sites are a long distance from the 

town centre and Basing View employment area. There is an alternative site at 

Black Dam, on the east side of the A339, which is a highly sustainable location 

within walking and cycling distance of the town centre. This site should be re-

evaluated and added to Policy SS3 as a housing or mixed use allocation. The 

proposed identification of Basingstoke Golf Club as a housing allocation fails to 

take account of its value as an established recreation facility, an ecological 

habitat, and a valuable element in the green infrastructure network.

Land at Black Dam, east of A339, should be added as a residential (or mixed use) 

allocation Basingstoke Golf Club - site SS3.11 - should be deleted 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the 

differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. No additional allocations are considered necessary. Similar 

representations were received from Bell Cronwell at the pre-submission stage (comment 800)

No change N/A

SS3
Mr John 

O'Donovan

De La Rue (c/o 

Turley 

Associates)

133019 1281 Yes Yes No

Policy SS3.5 and SS3 set out that development on this site will deliver homes in 

the period 2015/16 to 2019/20, in accordance with the requirement to maintain 

a five year supply of deliverable housing sites. We support the allocation of this 

site and the revised start date of 2015, but we do not agree with the identified 

timescales for delivery as the site will not take 4 years to deliver.

intentionally left blank

Support noted. Whilst the council agrees that it is unlikely to take 4 years to build out the site, the site has been placed in the 5 year time 

band for housing monitoring purposes regarding the need to maintain a 5 year supply of deliverable sites, and to provide certainty for 

local communities. This phasing places no restrictions on bringing a site forward either earlier or more quickly once on site, and 

therefore it is not considered necessary to update the phasing for the site. The support for the revised start date is noted.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Alistair 

Craig
173028 992 Yes Don't Know No

The phasing of this site should be maintained at the dates in the previous 

version 2019/20 to 2028/29 to allow sufficient time to properly plan the 

development and construct the necessary transport sewerage and utilities 

infrastructure in advance of the development.

The phasing of this site should be maintained at the dates in the previous version 

2019/20 to 2028/29 to allow sufficient time to properly plan the development and 

construct the necessary transport sewerage and utilities infrastructure in advance of 

the development.

Policy SS3 sets out a phasing strategy for each of the sites. This takes into account availability and lead in times. The phasing of 

Manydown has been brought forward as a result of the consultation process. This representation was partially considered at the Pre-

Submission stage (comment 383).

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Alan 

Douglas
199667 1189 No Don't Know No

The plan does not heed the warnings from the WHO in 2008 regarding the 

impacts of global population increases and climate change on the availability of 

adequate food supplies. However, these warning have not been reflected in the 

Revised Pre-Submission Local Plan, which proposes a considerable amount of 

housing on land that should be safeguarded for food production.

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA. Where significant development of agricultural land is unavoidable, local planning authorities should seek to use areas of 

poorer quality land (grades 3b, 4 and 5) in preference to that of a higher quality, except where this would be inconsistent with other 

sustainability considerations. It is for local planning authorities to decide whether best and most versatile agricultural land can be 

developed, having carefully weighed the options in the light of other evidence. Taking the above into account the site assessment 

concludes that whilst development on some sites would have a negative impact on the best and most versatile agricultural land this has 

to be balanced against other issues including the need to need objectively assessed housing needs. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 560 Yes Yes No

The changes in this Policy (increase in the allocation on SS3.2 and the 

reduction in and removal of sites in the east SS3.9 and West of Cufaude Lane) 

has resulted in this whole Policy becoming inconsistent with the Housing 

Distribution Strategy set out in Paragraph 4.17 in that it does not, as stated in 

the strategy "make best use of available infrastructure capacity". There is no 

infrastructure capacity to the west or south west of the town for either sewerage 

or transport as the IDP makes clear. Sites to the east and north of the town 

have been either restricted or rejected for no good reason.

Significant greenfield allocations should be moved from the south west and west to 

the east and north of the town. Principally BAS139 West of Cufaude Lane (500 

dwellings) or other sites available in the east of the town should be allocated for 

development and SS3.9 East of Basingstoke should be re-assigned 900 dwellings 

rather than 450. These sites are more sustainable than sites to the west and south-

west. They are closer to the town centre and strategic employment areas and, 

especially in the case of BAS139 and West of Cufaude Lane, are adjacent to the 

proposed Chineham Railway Station. Furthermore the only major transport 

infrastructure investment (Junction 6 and Black Dam) has been in the east, an area 

where housing allocations have been reduced or removed. These proposed 

changes would allow the unsustainable site SS3.11 (Basingstoke Golf Course) and 

the part of SS3.10 (Manydown) that lies to the south of the railway to be removed 

from the greenfield allocations. If this change is not implemented the final sentence 

of Paragraph 4.17 should be reworded as follows (additions and amendments 

shown in bold) :" This approach helps to make best use of available infrastructure 

capacity spreading development around the town to the north, east, west and south 

west with a view to integrating development with the existing built form . It is 

however recognised that there is a significant infrastructure deficit for developments 

to the west and south west which must be addressed before development occurs ." 

The words "where appropriate" should be removed from the second paragraph of 

the Policy.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. No additional allocations are considered necessary. 

No change N/A

SS3 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1425 Yes Don't Know No

This plan then shows an extraordinary shift from the long term historic 60% 

Brownfield build to just 34% over the plan period. We believe there to be a link 

between the severe fall in the brownfield figures for the period and the inclusion 

of Manydown in the plan. A lowering of brownfield numbers will of course lead 

to a rise in the greenfield requirement. This appears to have been done to a 

level that then requires the inclusion of Manydown. The councils evidence base 

significantly underestimates the amount of housing which can be built on 

brownfield land. The approach set out in SS1 appears to ignore the wishes of 

the residents and national policy and presses on with greenfield development. 

Basingstoke will be a better place by preserving its countryside, by cleaning up 

and re-using its run down areas, and in the process providing a vibrant town 

with a living heart and close linked suburbs that are close to and in reach of the 

town centre, employment areas, and transport links.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base 

including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The opportunity sites figure reflects the SHLAA, and 

these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield development but 

supply should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy.   Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper 

and up to date SHMA. This representation was partially considered and responded to at Pre-submission  stage (comment 1141, 1148, 

1169 and 1194). 

No change N/A

SS3 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1437 Yes Don't Know

The predictions that formed the basis of the 2001-2011 Plan were wildly 

inaccurate, as a far higher than expected brownfield build rate was achieved 

over the plan period, with an increase in brownfield land from 40% to 60% of 

the build. It is crucial that a flexible approach is taken to phasing to allow time 

for brownfield land to come forward before greenfield sites are developed. 

There is a recognised brownfield potential and on-going sites that are yielding 

development around the town. Therefore, 9 major greenfield sites should not be 

proposed to be phased in at the start of the plan. This will be contrary to the 

NPPF, as it will promote greenfield land ahead of brownfield, but will also 

commit the borough to a long-term greenfield build that may then not be 

required if the estimated brownfield yield is found to be an underestimate as it 

has been in the past.

A radical change is needed to make a much lower greenfield number a last resort 

at the end of the plan period rather than a field choice and long commitment at the 

start of the plan.

The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base 

including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The opportunity sites figure reflects the SHLAA, and 

these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield development but 

supply should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy.   Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper 

and up to date SHMA. This representation was partially considered and responded to at Pre-submission  stage (comment 1141, 1148, 

1169 and 1194). 

No change N/A

SS3 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1438 Yes Don't Know No

Kennel Farm, Basingstoke Golf Course and Manydown are earmarked to 

provide a full 70% of the greenfield build for the sites at Basingstoke. These 

sites are close together on the western side of Basingstoke. There is then 

further imbalance if the building at Oakley, Overton and Whitchurch adjacent to 

the western side of the town are also included. The western side of Basingstoke 

is already far more developed than any other side and the proposed allocations 

will accentuate this imbalance. The distribution pattern of 4710 homes to the 

west and 1510 to the east (plus 450 to the north at Popley) is not meeting the 

wishes and needs of the people of Basingstoke who clearly indicated in 

Borough commissioned surveys their wish for new development to be small-

scale to utilise existing infrastructure and also distributed around the town 

adjacent to existing housing. The housing distribution appears to be politically 

driven and fails to accord with the wishes of the residents of the borough.

While we propose elsewhere that the greenfield numbers should be greatly 

reduced, any greenfield numbers must be dispersed around the town more evenly 

in small-scale sites.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided. This representation was partially considered 

and responded to at Pre-submission  stage (comment 1141, 1148, 1169 and 1194). 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Catherine 

Dodd
613030 1405 No No

I believe we should do all we can to avoid the use of greenfields for 

development. The proposed housing locations in the far south-west of the town 

will result in far greater car usage for commuting, school runs and for access to 

leisure and town centre facilities than site to the east of the town. Sewage will 

have to be transferred from one site of Basingstoke to the other. The cost of 

very expensive infrastructure such as sewage would have to be carried over 

into the actual sale cost of the houses, resulting in more higher priced houses 

for the young people to try and buy. Supports the exclusion of Hounsome Fields 

from the site allocations, as this site is even less sustainable and even more 

isolated than the golf course.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. Further information 

on infrastructure is contained with the IDP and supporting evidence base. The plan positively promoted brownfield development but 

greenfield allocation are required to meet the borough's housing needs over the plan period. Separate work has been undertaken to 

consider the viability of sites in the Local Plan, which has confirmed that development of the site and the supporting infrastructure will be 

viable.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr David 

Edwards
Taylor Wimpey 618597 1033 No No No

The revision to Policy SS3 does not allocate sufficient greenfield site allocations 

to meet future needs.

Review the housing requirement, withdraw or consult. Should allocate the three 

Taylor Wimpey sites as strategic housing allocations.

The draft Local Plan sets out an appropriate strategy to meet the borough's housing needs over the plan period, based on the available 

evidence base and SS3 is considered to allocated a suitable number of greenfield allocations.. The strategy, and also SS3 have not 

changed significantly since the Pre-submission version of the plan and no additional allocations are considered necessary at this stage. 

Further information is available in the Housing Topic Paper.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Graham 

Smith

Test Valley 

Borough Council
625620 1038 Yes Yes

The previous Test Valley Borough Council response, stating that the policy is 

sound, remains valid.
intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A
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SS3 Mr Dave Luff 630827 80 Yes Yes No

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of the town will result in far 

greater car usage for commuting, for school runs and for access to leisure and 

town centre facilities than sites to the east of the town

No development along the A30

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Ms Natalie 

Bertrand
633298 1166 No Yes No

There has already been extensive development around the area of the SS3 

allocations along the A33 Corridor. The additional development will impact upon 

traffic congestion, add to the levels of pollution and make the area more prone 

to flooding. The overall SS3 policy will undermine the character of the 

countryside and be detrimental to the natural processes associated with the 

rural environment. In addition, building new homes just to satisfy a quota and to 

do so in an economy that is not as 'strong' as it should be, would only cause 

another housing bubble and another recession. If, for example, smaller housing 

estates were built and dotted over and around the area to incorporate and work 

with the countryside,• people would be less stressed, less anxious, and happier 

with less pollution, less congestion. The new plan should not be about cash but 

should be about building better developments for people and creating better 

communities within the countryside.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. Further information 

on infrastructure is contained with the IDP and supporting evidence base. The housing requirement cannot be met on one single site or 

on smaller development. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Vanessa 

Watson
637087 156 Yes Yes No

Focusing housing in the south-west relates poorly to the location of employment 

opportunities, which are generally in the north and east of the town. There is 

also a lack of adequate public transport provision, which will lead to an 

unsustainable pattern of development. In addition, focusing development in the 

south-west will maximise the pressure on the sewage infrastructure.

Build the houses in the north and east of the town where the jobs and facilities are 

to cut down on the commuting in private cars and stop sewerage being pumped 

across our town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The 

Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Chris 

Floods
637722 1309 No Yes No

Bramley Parish is expected to absorb 1,000 extra dwellings during the plan 

period. This is about the same as the parish has absorbed since 1980. Since 

then there has been very little infrastructure improvements. Development will 

add further burden on local infrastructure and will also have highway safety 

implications.

Basingstoke's housing needs can only be sustainably met by using the Manydown 

land for the purpose for which it was purchased. Proper infrastructure could be built 

to support the development. The country park seems a waste of the Manydown site 

and should be developed as Manydown is surround by countryside.

 The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base and infrastructure requirements are set 

out in the IDP. The additional 200 units is a suitable number of dwellings for Bramley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, 

taking into account the needs of the area but also its constraints (see paras 4.28-4.31 of the Plan).   The policy enables the local 

community to decide how this housing number will be met and   further assessments will need to be undertaken to examine the impact 

of any strategy on existing infrastructure, services and facilities, biodiversity, landscape etc. Manydown will not deliver sufficient houses 

over the plan period to meet the borough's housing needs. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Craig 

Rennie
638057 94 Yes Don't Know No

The proposal of building on the far-edge of Basingstoke near Junction 7 of the 

M3 makes no sense whatsoever, as this will only stress the surrounding areas 

further, for instance Kempshott, Hatch Warren, and Beggarwood. Not to 

mention the overall projected CO2 emissions increasing past the National 

average having a detriment to people suffering from bronchial conditions like 

asthma.

As mentioned I consider the current plan to not abide to the NPPF.  The SW of 

Basingstoke cannot sustain anymore housing, the increase in congestion will be 

detriment to our present way of life and does not support "....the transition to a low 

carbon future (quoting Basingstoke Council's Policy CN9).

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Clive 

Fletcher
641506 884 No Don't Know No

The local plan includes Basingstoke golf course, which is self-defeating, as 

before long new green field sites will be converted into a new golf course. The 

inclusion of land owned by Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council might 

present a clash of interests.

An inclusion of smaller sites, which will reduce the demand for larger sites like the 

golf course and Manydown.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced.  This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided. The housing requirement cannot be met on one single site or on smaller development. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1082 Yes Don't Know No

Chineham Parish Council considers this Policy to have flaws, making it 

unsound. The housing numbers defined in 4.11. Table 2 are based on data 

gathered in 2010 and 2011 with the sites selected from the SHLAA of 2010. 

The sites brought forward for Site assessment in June 2013 had proposed 

yields matching the agreed numbers with no headroom and thus no choice. All 

the proposed sites had to be selected to make the agreed total of 13,464 

dwellings, with 7,337 to come from greenfield site allocations. With no spare 

sites, the assessment process was flawed and unsound as there was no actual 

assessment as all greenfield sites had to be included to make the required total. 

With no Reserve Sites the situation will become critical if any one of these 

greenfield sites is found to be not viable. This could have serious 

consequences, including planning by appeal•. This deficiency could be avoided 

by increasing the yield for SS3.10, Manydown.

Increase the yield from SS3.10 Manydown. This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 67) No change N/A

SS3 Mr John Flury 784402 1187 No Don't Know No

Policy SS3 Greenfield site allocations: the proposed housing locations in the far 

south-west will result in greater car usage on already jammed roads. The 

existing area already has the highest percentage of car commuters in the whole 

of Basingstoke. The plan will simply increase this to problematic levels. The 

area's shopping facilities are already often very difficult to access at weekends 

e.g. Sainsburys and Asda car park cannot cope with existing usage and traffic 

queues back onto busy roads. The plan states that adequate infrastructure is to 

be provided, but from past experience this does not happen. Examples are the 

promise of a primary school and sports barn at Beggarwood, neither of which 

materialised. The proposal of a relief road through Old Down will simply 

increase traffic through our area which already suffers from commuters using 

Hatch Warren as a means of reaching Viables etc. from the M3.

The proposed distribution of greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities and 

town centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre. Sites to the north also 

have easier access to the business areas. Both have access to the dual 

carriageway ring road which is not available to the south-west area. This plan simply 

makes everyday difficult for those of us living in Kempshott, Hatch Warren and 

Beggarwood. Should the Plan not make living in the Basingstoke Borough Council 

area a better experience for us? In its present form it does not.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 451 Yes Yes No

The existing residents in the south and south-west of town are already 

dependent on car usage. Providing more housing in this area will only add to 

this problem, as the site to the west are more isolated from the town centre 

than sites in the east would be. This breaches both the NPPF and the Council's 

own Policy CN9. Those without cars living in these areas will suffer increased 

levels of social isolation, leading to higher instances of social problems for all 

age groups.

The entire allocation strategy and the way it has been changed in the most recent 

draft seems to run counter to the NPPF theme of sustainability, and needs to be 

revised accordingly to move more housing much closer to the town centre and 

away from areas requiring cars as the only viable means of transport. Proper public 

transport provision and in particular a coherent cycling strategy needs to form part 

of this re-think.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1406 No Yes No

Enterprise M3 supports the strategy for locating the great majority of new 

housing in the Borough in and on the edge of Basingstoke Town, and 

recognises that this strategy does constrain the choices available to the Council. 

There is inevitably a concern that the reliance on so few major sites to deliver 

such a high proportion of the housing requirement at Basingstoke will create 

challenges for the ability of the sites to fully deliver that level of housing and 

associated infrastructure within the time horizon of the Plan to 2029. The 

Council has indicated an awareness of this issue and Enterprise M3 will 

continue to support and assist its efforts to ensure rapid delivery of these large 

sites where appropriate.

intentionally left blank
General support noted. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the 

available evidence base.
No change N/A

SS3
Mr Craig 

Barnes

Gladman 

Developments
786814 1260 Yes No No

It would appear that the Council do not actually know when the sites will be 

delivered, and have manipulated phasing dates in order to gain a five year 

housing supply.

intentionally left blank

The phasing from the Pre-submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the 

representation of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocation are likely contribute 

towards the borough's land supply.

No change N/A

SS3

Pellipar 

Investments 

Ltd

Pelippar 

Investments Ltd
787110 1384 No Yes No

It is clear from the evidence available that the Council cannot demonstrate a 5 

year housing land supply. This is contrary to national planning policy (paragraph 

47 of the NPPF) and NPPG (ID3)).

It is recommended the council should review the Housing Site Assessment (2014) 

to identify additional sites for allocation. In forming this view, Deloitte would like to 

draw to the attention of the council to Inspectors decisions at Amber Valley Borough 

Council (May 2014) and Runnymede Council (May 2014). Deloitte reaffirms that the 

Hounsome Fields site is available, deliverable and suitable for development within 

the plan period; and as such should be included as an allocation within the Local 

Plan. See recommended housing allocation policy for Hounsome Fields.

 The policies ensure that there is a rolling 5 year land supply, in line with the NPPF and no further allocations are required at this time. No change N/A

SS3 Flavia Estates 787392 1093 Yes Yes No

The sites are deliverable over the coming five year period and can provide a 

material number of market and affordable housing units in a location where the 

short term need is pressing. We therefore support the proposal to move the 

phasing of the Manydown site forward to 2017/18. However we note that this 

could potentially be one year earlier at 2016/17

change phasing to 2016/17
Support for change noted and acknowledge comment, however, to retain a rolling 5 year housing land supply the phasing will remain 

unchanged.
No change N/A
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SS3
Mr Jeremy 

Farelly

Genesis Town 

Planning (on 

behalf of Wates 

Development 

Ltd)

787807 1074 No Yes No

In light of Wates Developments representations on Revised Policy SS1 there is 

a need to provide between 900 and 1,000 dwellings per annum in the Borough 

over the Plan Period to meet objectively assessed housing needs.

See comments to question 4 above. To provide greater flexibility for the number of 

homes to be delivered at Manydown the word "Approx." should be replaced with "A 

Minimum of 3,400"

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA. The term 'approximately' is considered suitable at this stage.

No change N/A

SS3 Jo Unsworth

Smiths Gore (on 

behalf of 

Gleeson 

Strategic)

816809 1072 No No No

The number of sites allocated in the Local Plan needs to be increased, as (a) 

the total housing requirement needs to be revised upwards to more accurately 

reflect objectively assessed needs, and (b) the number of sites presumed to 

come forward on un-allocated sites (Table 2) is high

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA.  The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan 

evidence base including the SHLAA which considers the viability of the delivery of individual sites. The opportunity sites figure reflects 

the SHLAA, and these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield 

development but supply should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy. No additional allocations are considered to be 

necessary at this time.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 512 Yes Yes No I do believe the Local Plan to be legally compliant

SS3 “ Greenfield Site Allocations Section 2 of the plan cites the issue a the 

relatively high level of carbon dioxide emissions per capita when compared to the 

South East England regional and national average•. Considering the west and south 

west locations have the highest percentage of car commuters I fail to understand 

the logic in developing more housing locations in these areas, which will only 

continue to increase the carbon dioxide emissions and make the current situation 

worse.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 513 Yes Yes No I do believe the Local Plan to be legally compliant

SS3 “ Greenfield Site Allocations Considering the lack of public transport services 

and the time taken to travel into the town using existing services, more and more 

people will be forced to use their cars. Regular commuting, the school run and 

access to the town's leisure and shopping facilities will continue to grow, enhancing 

the issues on an already straining road system. Proposing developments in 

Greenfield locations in the west and far south west will just continue to this.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 514 Yes Yes No I do believe the Local Plan to be legally compliant

SS3 “ General Basing View has been identified as a key regeneration area with 

Basingstoke and is set to generate employment opportunities, however, the 

distribution of housing is predominantly set at the further point away from this. Any 

potential new housing developments should be adequately changed with increases 

to the north and east of the town to create a fair and balanced approach to the 

housing needs.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 168 Yes Yes No

Kempshott, Hatch Warren & Beggarwood already have the highest percentage 

of car commuters in the whole of Basingstoke.  Building houses even closer to 

the M3 and planning a western by-pass will lead to even higher car usage and 

subsequent pollution.  How does this address the issue cited in Section 2 of the 

plan of "the relatively high level of carbon dioxide emission per capita when 

compared to South East England regional and national average"?

Kempshott, Hatch Warren & Beggarwood already have the highest percentage of 

car commuters in the whole of Basingstoke. Building houses even closer to the M3 

and planning a western by-pass will lead to even higher car usage and subsequent 

pollution. How does this address the issue cited in Section 2 of the plan of "the 

relatively high level of carbon dioxide emission per capita when compared to South 

East England regional and national average"?

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 169 Yes Yes No

The proposed distribution of Greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities 

(including the re-generation of Basing View) and town centre facilities of sites to 

the east of the town centre. Sites to the south west are considerably further 

away. The distribution of potential new housing should be changed to increase 

allocations to the east and north.

The proposed distribution of Greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities 

(including the re-generation of Basing View) and town centre facilities of sites to the 

east of the town centre. Sites to the south west are considerably further away. The 

distribution of potential new housing should be changed to increase allocations to 

the east and north.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 170 Yes Yes No

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of Basingstoke will result 

in far greater car usage for commuting for school runs and for access to leisure 

and town centre facilities than sites to the east of the town.

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of Basingstoke will result in far 

greater car usage for commuting for school runs and for access to leisure and town 

centre facilities than sites to the east of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Geoff 

Marsh
834854 344 Yes Yes No

The proposed building of large amounts of houses in the south west area of 

Basingstoke will inevitably cause a huge increase in car usage as most of the 

employment opportunities are in the east of the town and even more traffic 

travelling west to east can only have a detrimental effect on the environment in 

all ways. Also if these houses were built the transferal of sewage from one side 

of Basingstoke to the other would be very risky as the quality of the water 

environment would be threatened.

Reconsider the amount of proposed housing in the south west and allocate 

more sites in the more sustainable east of the town. Provide more detail of how the 

sewage infrastructure would cope with the huge increase in demand. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Brian 

Simmonds
834921 8 Yes Don't Know No

The greenfield sites around the town are distributed unevenly, with more 

consideration being given to politics and monetary gain than to what is best for 

the environment and the inhabitants. By putting far more houses on the western 

side of the town than the eastern side the plan forces traffic to travel further 

than would be necessary if the distribution were more even.

The plan should be considerably altered and place far more houses to the eastern 

side of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Neil 

Cooper
835067 217 No No No

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of the town will result in far 

greater car usage for commuting, for school runs and for access to leisure and 

town centre facilities than sites to the east of the town. There is already gridlock 

crossing the town at peak hours and the areas of Hatch Warren, Beggarwood 

and Kempshott already have the highest percentage of car commuters in the 

whole of Basingstoke. Building houses even closer to the M3 and planning a 

western by pass will lead to even higher car usage. how does this address the 

issue cited in Section 2 of the Plan of 'the relatively high level of carbon dioxide 

emission per capita when compared to the South East England regional and 

national average'?

The whole idea of putting more housing in the south west of the town is in direct 

conflict to the Principles of Planning Policy. There are more suitable locations to the 

North and East of the town that conform to these principles and are far less 

objectionable. The whole idea that the southwest of the town is being targeted for 

the majority of this development plan with totally illogical and unsustainable 

reasoning implies that there are parties who's personal gain and influence 

outweighs not only the voice of residents objections but the best interests of the 

town for generations to come.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 688 No Don't Know

The Kempshott sewer is already at capacity, the Hatch Warren/Brighton Hill 

sewer required increased capacity on the Winchester Road to accommodate 

the Kennel Farm development foul water and Thames Water have stated that 

there should be no increase in foul water travelling through the existing town 

sewer and therefore development on the Basingstoke Golf Course could not 

use this sewage network. How does this comply with Section 2 of the Plan of 

"the need to protect, manage and improve the quality of the Borough's water 

environment"?

Remove SS3.11

 In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has 

undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This concluded that Basingstoke 

Golf Course was suitable for allocation.

No change N/A

SS3

Mr 

Christopher 

Sudlow

836098 10 No Yes No

Building schools for all ages should be a priority before houses are built as 

existing schools are already oversubscribed. People living and working in Hatch 

Warren are not able to travel easily to town centre or railway by public transport 

as bus service is hopeless. In addition there is now pressure on doctors 

surgeries so more need to be built.

Consideration must be given to schools and doctors surgeries prior to housing 

development

 The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure should 

be provided prior to occupation of the development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Janine 

Ward
836776 19 Yes Yes No

Hatch Warren/Beggarwood/Kempshott already have a huge amount of housing 

with little amenities and poor public transport links. There are already a high 

percentage of car users for commuting to work/school. Increasing the housing 

stock in this area will only increase that problem as school catchment areas will 

change meaning more children forced into cars to get to school/work. In an 

area that already has high carbon dioxide emissions in relation to the rest of the 

South East this is against National Policy to reduce emissions and reduce the 

use of vehicles. Furthermore, by building on the only large green area in the 

immediate vicinity, this side of the motorway, the problem will only be 

exacerbated further. The Manydown development in particular is far too big and 

we do not have the resources or infrastructure to cope and there are no 

definitive plans to include the same within the plan.

Reduce Manydown development to a sustainable size and comparable 

development size to the rest of the plan and remove Basingstoke Golf Course 

completely as the development will be isolated, without infrastructure or amenities 

and will only increase vehicular traffic.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A
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SS3
Mrs Alwyn 

Bone
836823 22 Yes Yes No

The infrastructure in the area cannot cope with the level of additional housing. 

The proposed development will also result in an unacceptable amount of loss of 

green spaces, which will undermine the quality of life for residents. The 

proposed development will also lead to increase traffic congestion. Parking 

provision at the hospital should be improved.

1) Consider the area in/around Basingstoke Hospital to add more parking 2) 

Consider using the monies towards areas such as the Ring Road from Morrison's in 

one direction towards Ring Way North and also south the roundabouts that are 

congested with hitting so many roundabouts.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. Greenfield allocations are 

required to meet the housing needs of the borough over the plan period. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity 

of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided. Also, the Transport 

Assessment considered the impact of the proposed allocations on the highway network and sets out the necessary mitigation measures 

for junctions etc affected. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided 

alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities, schools, open space and health facilities.  The IDP 

includes specific projects to improve a number of key junctions in and around Basingstoke, including the A33 / A339, Winchester Rd 

and Thornycroft roundabouts, and it should be noted that funding for these has recently been announced to make these improvements

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Alwyn 

Bone
836823 768 Yes Yes No

The plan involves a disproportionate amount of new housing to the south/west 

of the town. This would relate poorly to the location of the employment areas, 

and would result in increased traffic congestion. Focusing the additional housing 

in the south/west will also places an unacceptable strain on the sewage 

infrastructure. Green spaces in the south/west need to be preserved.

We need to continue to have green spaces and especially 'Old Down' area the 

precious resource created by its wildflower meadows and ancient woodland is 

appreciated and used by many local residents would be lost forever and this is 

definitely part of Basingstoke Heritage and should be marked as a conservation 

area for people to enjoy for years to come  Our child and children's children need to 

have open areas to enjoy and not just viewed Roads/Motorways - we currently have 

the M3 very close and I am sure it will not be the people who need this for access to 

work it will be this area if more housing is build will cause chaos with trying to get to 

the East/North of Basingstoke where the employment is.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced including impact on 

biodiversity. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), 

the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In 

addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them 

were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will 

need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities, sewerage 

infrastructure, open spaces and schools. Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplannig process. In terms 

of Old Down specifically, while the council supports the principle of its designation as a LNR, it will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Lorna 

Rigler
836836 409 Yes Don't Know No

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of the town will result in 

much greater car usage for commuting, for school runs and for the town centre 

facilities than sites to the east of the town. The proposed allocations will also 

result in increased carbon emissions. The distribution of housing allocations 

should be amended to focus on the east and north.

Further consideration needs to be given to the work area/ housing area allocations

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Elaine 

Little
836906 27 No Yes No

Hatch Warren, Beggarwood and Kempshott already have the highest 

percentage of car commuters in the whole of Basingstoke. Building houses 

even closer to the M3 and planning a western by-pass will lead to even higher 

car usage. How does this address the issue cited in Section 2 of the Plan of 

"the relatively high level of carbon dioxide emission per capita when compared 

to the South East England regional and national average

Basingstoke is being developed at a higher rate than any other borough  We need 

to keep our green areas

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The plan does not include a bypass but rather criteria to ensure that in undertaking the masterplanning process for manydown 

that regard shall be had to this potential future requirement.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Michael 

Lund
837008 757 No Yes No

Not happy about the way this has been done underhand and the houses are too 

far from town damaging great greenfield sites.

Manydown should be protected, the plan is ill thought out and the amount of 

housing that has been earmarked is ludicrous.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town  and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced.   This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the 

differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The plan has been subject to consultation on a number of 

occasions as part of its preparation and decisions have been considered and made in eth public arena.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Martin 

Masefield
837147 399 Yes Yes No

Why is the majority of dwellings proposed in the south west of Basingstoke? 

Why not have more development in the east of the borough which is nearer the 

town centre and employment opportunities.  This would also situate the 

dwellings closer to the sewerage works and Chineham railway station which, by 

the council's own admission, is a sustainable form of transport and would 

reduce the number of car journeys rather than increase them which is what 

would happen if the proposed number of dwellings in the south west were to be 

built.

Allocate a much larger proportion of dwellings to the east of the borough and 

reduce the number planned for the south west

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3

Mr Anthony 

Edward 

Corbin

838070 37 Yes Yes No

The changed plan does not adequately have regard for the need for easier 

access to the main employment areas to the North and East of the town. Why 

have development allocations closest to these areas been reduced and those 

more remote to the South and West increased? The decision is unsound. In 

addition, the pressure on the existing built-environment in Kempshott and Hatch-

Warren is unsustainable. Many estate distributor roads <e.g. Pack Lane and 

Kempshott Lane> are already at saturation levels and could not handle the 

thousands of additional journeys resulting from the planned developments. This 

is contrary to NPPF core principles.

The 2011 Census shows that more people already commute by car from Hatch 

Warren and Beggarwood than from any other part of the town. When commenting 

on the imminent Kennel Farm development, the inspector stated  'the site is 

"marginally sustainable" in transport terms It is clear that this changed plan is not 

sound in this or many other respects - the additional development needs in the 

immediate area need to be removed for the plan to become sound. Additionally old 

Down needs to be protected and be designated as a Local Nature Reserve thereby 

protecting it from any potential link road to a Western Bypass. The latter - ill defined 

and ambiguous - would not be needed if the majority of planned development was 

nearer employment and transport hubs like the rail station.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites, based on the available 

evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the 

town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity 

of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the 

September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were 

negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to 

be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. In terms of Old Down specifically, while the council supports the 

principle of its designation as a LNR, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which 

of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old 

Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Christine 

Hall
839219 255 Yes Yes No

I agree wholeheartedly with the need to ensure the provision of the necessary 

infrastructure at a rate and scale to meet the needs of any development.  I am 

seriously concerned about the transference of sewage right across the town 

from the south and west, especially in view of recent events in Buckskin.  I 

noted the emergency sewerage work thereafter in Old Worting Road and have 

also wondered about the possible effects of the housing development at 

Highfields. It is acknowledged in Paragraph 1.22 of the Plan that "infrastructure 

has not kept pace with the level of growth that has occurred and the existing 

infrastructure is in need of upgrading or replacing."

Development in the north and east, closer to the Chineham Sewerage Works, 

would alleviate the problem and, presumably, lessen the need to use/replace old 

and inadequate drains.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced.  In preparing the Local 

Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies 

including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) 

sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including sewerage infrastructure 

etc

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Alex 

Shepherd
839552 46 Yes Yes No

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of the town will result in far 

greater car usage for commuting, for school runs, and for access to leisure and 

town centre facilities than sites to the east of the town. The proposed 

distribution of Greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay adequate 

regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities and town 

centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre. Sites to the south west 

are considerably further away. The distribution should be changed to increase 

allocations to the east and north.

Modify housing allocations to favour those with more suitable transport options

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 52 No Yes No

Hatch warren, beggarwood and kempshott already have the highest 

percentage of car usage in the whole of Basingstoke. How does this issue 

address the issue cited in section 2 of the plan about the relatively high level of 

carbon dioxide emission per capita? In addition, transferring sewage from one 

side of Basingstoke to the other is very, very risky and will require a huge 

amount of expensive infrastructure.

The whole policy should be removed from the plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. 

No change N/A

SS3
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 58 Yes Yes No

The proposed distribution of Greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities and 

town centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre.  Sites to the south 

west are considerably further away.  The distribution should be changed to 

increase allocations to the east and north.

The policy should be removed from the plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A
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CN9
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 439 No Yes No

Under Policy CN9 - Transport, the council have a stated aim of reducing the 

need to travel, however with 75% of employment located in the north and east 

and the proposed majority of new housing planned for the west/south west of 

Basingstoke, how will the council deliver on this?

This policy is flawed and should be rewritten, or the housing allocation within 

Basingstoke needs to be reconfigured accordingly.

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives. The plan 

provides a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs on deliverable sites over the plan period based on the available evidence base, 

including the Transport Assessment. The policy seeks to encourage the use of sustainable modes of travel, such as walking, cycling and 

public transport. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the 

new development including improvements to sustainable transport opportunities. Basingstoke Town's public transport network could be 

expanded and improved to serve the Local Plan allocation sites providing connections to the Towns major employment sites but also the 

bus and railway station for those that work both within and outside of the borough.  

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Jean 

Cribb
839684 60 Yes Yes No

The level of housing proposed is excessive, unjustified and unsustainable. The 

additional housing in the south-west will be divorced from employment 

opportunities, which will lead to increased traffic and congestion. The housing 

locations proposed do not relate satisfactorily to the sewage network. The idea 

of a by-pass through the Old Down nature park is shocking.

- Proper infrastructure such as schools, doctors, roads, public transport, shops, 

sewage, play areas should be GUARANTEED - BEFORE any plan is signed off. -

Â  Why not consider building a Basingstoke suburb in the north east the other side 

of the M3 - why

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council 

has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment 

Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal.  The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old 

Down but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning process regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future 

bypass. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development including improvements to sustainable transport opportunities and Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure will be provide 

prior to occupation of eth development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Graham 

Langton
839906 68 Yes Yes No

The housing distribution seems to go against common sense. It is concentrated 

on the SW of town - far away from the major employment area. It will add to 

traffic congestion and air pollution ad generally clog up the road system

Rebalance the distribution of development to reduce the additional road miles

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr John 

Trueman
840100 64 No No No

There is a lack of coherent approach to location of housing in relation to 

employment areas. The result is an unsustainable pattern of development, with 

journey times and distances accentuated. There is a lack of sustainable 

transport policy throughout the plan. Fundamentally, more development should 

occur to the east of the town around Chineham. Other development should 

occur closer to employment opportunities and closer to rail transport 

interchanges.

Fundamentally, more development should occur to the E of the town around 

Chineham. Other development should occur closer to employment opportunities 

and closer to rail transport. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Gillian 

Lincoln
840416 1221 Yes Yes No

SS3 Greenfield Site Allocations. Transferring sewage from one side of 

Basingstoke to the other is extremely risky and not cost effective. No detail is 

provided on sewage infrastructure, apart from the word adequate. Section 2 of 

the Plan states the need to protect, manage and improve the quality of the 

Borough's water environment. This has become even more obvious due to the 

difficulties experienced in the past wet winter. More houses up the hills in the 

south mean more water run-off in the centre.

SS3 Greenfield Site Allocations. Attention to the Borough's water environment 

should be an essential requirements for any new development.  

In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has 

undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This involved assessing sites in 

terms of issues such as flood risk. Through this work, the Council has liaised with service providers to understand future requirement for 

additional infrastructure.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr David 

Evans
840444 88 Yes Yes No

The distribution of greenfield sites around Basingstoke should take account of 

existing employment opportunities to the north east of the town where business 

parks such as Crockford Lane and Daneshill are growing and increasing 

employment.

The distribution of greenfield sites around Basingstoke should take account of 

existing employment opportunities to the north east of the town where business 

parks such as Crockford Lane and Daneshill are growing and increasing 

employment. Residents would then be able to walk or cycle to work or take public 

transport. All sustainable forms of transport. The housing should be placed where 

there are already sewage infrastructures and public transport links - i.e. to the north 

east of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development including sewerage infrastructure. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 73 Yes Yes

The proposed distribution of green field sites around Basingstoke does pay 

sufficient attention to the far easier access to employment opportunities and the 

town centre of the sites to the east of the town. Transferring sewage from one 

side of Basingstoke town to the other is extremely risky. Infrastructure should be 

in place before any development can occur.

1 Remove the greenfield sites to the south of the railway line from the proposed 

local plan   Reallocate the housing numbers to the East and North of the town. 2. 

Ensure all infrastructure works required for any part of the Proposed local plan is 

defined, guaranteed to be funded at the commencement of the plan and not left for 

decades after any development as is the history of recent developed areas of this 

town  Promises are made and broken very easily by those in power. Defined 

infrastructure plans, fully financed and installed either before or in line with the 

development. 3. The electorate of Basingstoke do not trust Elected members of the 

Council to provide promised infrastructure and facilities. Look at the example of 

Rooksdown for one.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The 

Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including 

improvements to sewerage infrastructure and Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure will be provide prior to occupation of eth 

development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 74 No Yes No

1. The inclusion of Hounsome Fields is even more UNSUSTAINABLE than the 

inclusion of the Basingstoke Golf Course.
1. Delete these allocations from the Local Plan

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. . The 

allocation of sites reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. Hounsome Fields is not allocated within the Local Plan.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr David 

Brown
840521 127 Yes Don't Know No

Limited employment opportunities in the south west of Basingstoke. 

Developments as outlined in SS3.10 and SS3.11 will increase commuter traffic 

into Basingstoke. Existing roads leading towards the town are already at 

capacity during peak times. Developments on the northern and eastern fringes 

are far more suitable gateways to the parts of the town and elsewhere where 

employment is the greatest. In particular, Reading and the wider Thames Valley 

area draws many workers from Basingstoke, a trend likely to increase as 

growth continues.

To minimise the unavoidable increase in traffic that new developments generate 

much, if not all, of the proposed housing should be transferred to areas with far 

easier access to centres of employment.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Vivien 

Southwell
840525 83 Yes Don't Know No

The amount of houses which are proposed being built in the South West region 

is unreasonable and will damage used open green space.

The open space of Down Grange is used by Basingstoke people and those beyond 

our borders coming for sports events. To develop part of it BAS069 is to deprive us 

of much needed green space. Also the increased traffic in the region of Pack Lane 

is becoming a problem now as stores open on the nearby out of town 

developments. It shows the roads and roundabout are inadequate before more 

housing is even here. Remove BAS069 from the SHLAA

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

site is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future. This site does 

not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. Detailed issues associated with the site, such as the impact on the highway network, 

would be considered through the planning application process. 

No change N/A

SS3 Mr John Sims 840529 86 Yes Yes No

Transferring sewage from one side of Basingstoke to the other is extremely 

risky. There is no detail on the considerable sewerage infrastructure work that 

will be required or if it is affordable. The Plan simply states that adequate 

infrastructure is to be provided•. How does this address the issue cited in 

Section 2 of the Plan of the need to protect, manage and improve the quality of 

the Borough's water environment? The proposed housing locations in the far 

south west of the town will result in much greater car usage for commuting, for 

school runs and for access to leisure and town centre facilities than sites to the 

east of the town.

The proposed distribution of Greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities and 

town centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre. Sites to the south west 

are considerably further away. The distribution should be changed to increase 

allocations to the east and north.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites based on the available 

evidence base. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water 

companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage 

disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to 

the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Chris 

Rose
840530 191 No Yes No

The allocation of housing on greenfield sites such as Kennel farm and the Golf 

Course to the west of Basingstoke will require the provision of infrastructure to 

deal with the sewage and water requirements of that development. I read in the 

Daily Telegraph recently that changes to the NPPF would require councils to 

take this into account in planning future development. The storage of sewage 

on the west site of town and the subsequent pumping over to the facilities in the 

East require a huge amount of infrastructure which would need to be 

adequately funded.

Remove the golf course from the plan

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the 

water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage 

disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation.

No change N/A
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SS3
Dr Robert 

Lenoir
840557 96 Yes Don't Know No

The  site allocations will result in a much higher car usage, and also there 

appears to be no planning for removal of sewage. The sites proposed will 

require removal of sewage across Basingstoke to Chineham. No details are 

given as to how the infrastructure is to be improved: only that it is to be 

improved.

Development should be to the East of Basingstoke and also details of how the 

infrastructure is to be dealt with should be included.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites based on the available 

evidence base. The allocation of sites reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide 

range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site 

to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council 

has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment 

Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to 

consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. 

No change N/A

SS3 Mr Paul May 840597 317 Yes Yes No

The proposed distribution of greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility of employment opportunities and 

town centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre. Section 2 of the 

Plan recognises this fact when it mentions "the relatively high level of carbon 

dioxide emission per capita when compared to the South East England regional 

and national average..." Constructing more houses will lead to additional 

pollution, congestion and frequency of road traffic accidents. There is no detail 

relating to the considerable sewerage disposal infrastructure that will be 

required and no indication of what the cost will be. The plan just blandly states 

that "..adequate infrastructure is to be provided". How does this address the 

issue cited in Section 2 of the Plan of "....the need to protect, manage and 

improve the quality of the Borough's water environment.."?

Distribution of new housing should be rebalanced to reduce allocations to south and 

west and increase allocations to the east and north. Recognition of existing high 

levels of pollution in Beggarwood and Kempshott should form the basis for a drastic 

revision of the plan, moving the bulk of new housing to the north and east. This is a 

serious health issue. Detailed and costed plans for an adequate Borough water 

environment scheme must be provided for scrutiny before any consideration can be 

given to allowing extra housing to the south west of the town. This is also a serious 

health issue.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites based on the available 

evidence base. The allocation of sites reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide 

range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site 

to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council 

has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment 

Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to 

consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. 

No change N/A

SS3
MR Darren 

Andrews
840673 101 Yes Yes No

The south and west of Basingstoke are the furthest distance away from the 

station and town centre. Development in this area will hugely increase car traffic 

on all routes

Development to the North and East of the town centre, which is nearer to 

sustainable transport links will reduce the volume of cars on the M3. Manydown 

should be designated as a local Nature Reserve for future generations to enjoy any 

development to the south and west must include a rapid transport system to enable 

this new population to get into Basingstoke using green transport 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future housing growth based on the available evidence 

base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in 

the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A

SS3

Major 

General Peter 

Chambers

841238 128 Yes Yes No

The proposed build in the SW area of Basingstoke will inevitably result in yet 

more - serious - traffic congestion and this is highly undesirable. Old Down 

should be designated as an LNR and to build a by-pass in their area would be 

irresponsible. New infrastructure has not always been provided in line with new 

housing. I therefore support the intention to provide timely and adequate 

infrastructure for new builds. Basingstoke Golf Course should be retained as a 

leisure facility and not developed for housing.

Review proposed build in the SW. Designate Old Down as a Local Nature Reserve. 

Remove the Golf Course from the plan. Absolutely ensure new infrastructure is 

developed in line with all builds.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town  and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the 

differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard 

to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local 

Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by 

the Council and its partners. In terms of Old Down specifically, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will 

need to be provided alongside the new development including improvements to sewerage infrastructure and Policy CN6 states that new 

infrastructure will be provide prior to occupation of eth development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Anne 

Soar
841384 325 Yes Don't Know No

It is noted that there are practically no current, nor any proposed new, 

employment opportunities to residents in the proposed developments in the 

south and west of Basingstoke, forcing the vast majority of residents in those 

areas to travel in order to get to work. Until as such time as the proposed senior 

schools and primary/junior schools are built there will be significant pupil 

journeys too. The allocation of the greenfield sites to the South and Southwest 

of Basingstoke will therefore result in a large and significant increase in car 

usage as a result of work and school commuting, and is not sustainable. These 

significant increases in car journeys will further deteriorate the poor travel 

conditions for the existing residents. The area experiences high levels of traffic.

The distribution should be changed to increase allocations to the east and north, 

closer to the existing work and employment opportunities.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Sandie 

Richens
841446 117 Yes Yes No

there are no plans for sustainable transport links or access to the rail network - 

sustainability is essential for any new development. these are greenfield sites of 

which there are too few in the borough. So many houses being built will result in 

more cars and higher pollution. the number of houses being built in the east of 

the town has been reduced despite it being the industrial centre of the borough. 

Manydown should be designated a local nature reserve. There is no provision 

on this site for an adequate transport link to the south. the golf course is too far 

from employment of the town and is another valuable greenfield site. Traffic will 

increase unsustainably and will be directed through Heather Way increasing 

pollution. proposed sites for industrial, storage and distribution uses should form 

part of the current plans. Housing and infrastructure are not mutual exclusive 

and have to be dealt with together

All the issues above should be addressed

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Deborah 

Bennett
841454 202 Yes Yes No

The proposed development to the south-west of the town, in particular the golf 

course, would not constitute a sustainable pattern of development. This is 

particularly concerning given that there are numerous underutilised sites in the 

town centres. The redevelopment of these more central underutilised brownfield 

sites would be more sustainable, and would have significant benefits for the 

town and local community. The current locations proposed for new 

development would lead to undue pressure on the local highways and sewage 

infrastructure.

Greenfield sites should not be used until all other land is used that has already been 

wasted. There are many factories, offices unused. Look at the burnt out factory and 

office block opposite the unused Wella building. A lot of land there...a lot of houses 

with walking access to shops and town  Protect leisure spaces aces for future 

generations e.g. Old down, Many down and the golf course  Sewerage facilities are 

FULL, homes flooded. That should be a council development priority not adding 

more burdens to the town infrastructure 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the 

differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has 

worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to 

consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal.  The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield development and such 

sites (as set out in the SHLAA) make up a proportion of the borough's land supply. However, greenfield sites are required to meet the 

borough's housing needs.   Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper and up to date SHMA. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside new development including sewerage 

infrastructure.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Robert 

Stephen
841470 431 No Yes No

The area already has a large amount of housing with poor public transport links. 

This proposal will force more people into cars and further add to the pollution 

problems. There is no infrastructure (schools, doctors, sewage disposal, shops, 

leisure facilities) in place to accommodate such a large increase in housing.

Reduce the size of any planned development to be sustainable with new 

appropriate amenities and facilities already in place for the area.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Sally 

Matthews
841599 737 No Don't Know No

Section 2 of the Plan comments on "the relatively high level of carbon dioxide 

emission per capita when compared to the South East England regional and 

national average" and the implication is that the plan should specifically highlight 

measures to reduce it. The building of yet more houses further out from the 

town centre and towards the M3 and planning a western by-pass can not be 

justified as it will lead to even higher car usage, therefore reducing the chances 

of achieving one of the stated aims of the plan.

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of the town will result in much 

greater car usage for commuting, for school runs and for access to leisure and town 

centre facilities than sites to the east of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Suzanne 

Stratton
841637 196 No Yes No

The proposed location for the new housing in the South West of town will 

hugely increase car usage for commuting and school runs (particularly as no 

new school is proposed to support the new housing). This will increase traffic, 

will gridlock particular areas of town and also cause more pollution when we 

already have a relatively high level of carbon dioxide emission compared to 

South East England regional and national average. The town's infrastructure will 

not be able to cope with this increased car usage and the proposed bypass will 

only increase traffic to the West of town creating more traffic issues (as 

above). 

Distribute new housing more, especially to the East of town which would be a much 

more sustainable location for development. Create further housing locations that the 

town's infrastructure can cope with.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. 

No change N/A
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SS3 Mrs Worsfold 841638 129 Yes Don't Know No

I object to the housing figures proposed for South Manydown, Old Down, 

Kennel farm and Hounsome Fields. Clearly the road infrastructure cannot cope 

with what is already a horrendously busy route to commute across the town to 

business/work areas. There is virtually no employment on this side of the town. 

There is no effort to reduce congestion nor encourage sustainability. Current 

schools in the area will not cope with additional numbers, we have already seen 

Beggarwood plans change with no school as originally planned. Old Down 

should be proposed as a country park.

Development must be restricted to North Manydown so that additional roads are not 

required. This area of Basingstoke cannot sustain additional housing. As per 

Basingstoke Council's Policy CN9, it simply does not 'support the transition to a low 

carbon future'

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools  and key services has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County 

Council as the education authority. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. South Manydown 

and Hounsome Fields are not allocated in eth plan whilst Kennel Farm has already gained planning permission. See responses to EM5 

regarding the country park.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Thelma 

Duran
841640 265 Yes Yes No

The increased volume in traffic will cause higher emissions for our area which is 

already too high compared to the national average. I was under the impression 

Gabriel Park was allowed to be built on because Old Down was to be kept a 

green area. Old Down is the only real nature area we have this side of the town 

and we cannot afford to lose it.

There is a more suitable location to the east of the town whose proposed allocation 

of houses has been decreased. If the houses were more evenly distributed there 

would not be so much pressure one just one set of roads

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites, based on the available 

evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the 

town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity 

of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the 

September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were 

negligible on the defined highway network. The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old Down but simply says that in 

undertaking the masterplanning process regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Julie 

Masefield
841648 184 Yes Yes No

Choosing to locate the majority of the proposed development sites in the south 

west of Basingstoke will require residents to rely on their car for commuting far 

more than it would for sites elsewhere in the borough.  Hatch Warren, 

Beggarwood and Kempshott already have the highest percentage of car 

commuters in the whole of Basingstoke. Building houses even closer to the M3 

and planning a western by-pass will lead to even higher car usage. This is 

contradictory to Section 2 of the Plan.

Dramatically reduce the number of houses planned for the South West of 

Basingstoke

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Plan does not include a western bypass but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning process for manydown 

regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Jane 

Love
841650 1210 No Yes No

SS3 greenfield sites are impractical and the areas of Beggarwood and 

Kempshott are already high areas for commuting traffic, additional housing 

would compound these traffic issues. These greenfield cites are unnecessary 

when brownfield cites are available.

SS3 city centre cites close to employment areas and transport links i.e. the station 

and M3 these areas should have housing allocations not greenfield cites.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.   The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield development and such sites (as set out in the SHLAA) make up a 

proportion of the borough's land supply. However, greenfield sites are required to meet the borough's housing needs. Further 

information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper and up to date SHMA.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Gillian 

Bartrip
841769 138 Yes Don't Know

The proposed new greenfield housing developments in the west and south west 

of the town are on the opposite side of town to the Council's identified strategic 

employment sites, detailed in their recent Employment Land Review, which are 

in the town centre and to the north and east of the town. The west and south 

west developments would result in greater car usage on an already and 

congested inadequate road network

Distribution of the site allocations should be changed to increase allocation to east 

and north of the town and reduce the allocation to the west and south west of the 

town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3 Mrs Viv Addis 841801 143 Yes Yes No

It makes no sense building such a which percentage of housing with no 

infrastructure to encourage residents to use public transport.  The A30 Corridor 

is already at capacity and any increase of commuters along it will result in major 

congestion and pollution.  A proposed Western Bypass will destroy much used 

and needed open spaces, such as Old Down, increasing car use, noise levels 

and pollution.  We also have to look at the sewerage problems and the risk that 

this could cause following this winter's flooding in Buckskin.

The distribution should be changed to increase allocation to the East and North, 

where the employment opportunities lie and better infrastructure is already in place.  

This will cut down on the number of people having to commute on the A30, cutting 

down noise and pollution.  I strongly oppose a western by pass.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

master planning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. In preparing the Local Plan, the 

Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the 

Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Keith 

Downer
842011 152 Yes Yes No

By further developing in the west of the town the imbalance between housing in 

the west of the town and jobs in the east is only exacerbated. The road 

infrastructure is already stretched at peak times and this will only get worse 

without substantial reworking around and across town. Current public transport 

links between the west and east of Basingstoke are too slow to encourage 

commuters to avoid using cars.

Reduce the scale of the developments in the west of Basingstoke and increase in 

the east nearer the jobs. Increase employment opportunities in the west by adding a 

business park with incentives for companies to locate there. Provision of local 

amenities must be in tandem with housing developments. Bold changes to public 

transport such as dedicated express bus lanes around or through the town to 

reduce travel times and encourage adoption.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development including improvements to sustainable transport opportunities and Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure will be provide 

prior to occupation of eth development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 275 Yes Yes No

A) Government targets are in place to vastly reduce carbon emissions. By 

planning a further 3,400 homes in this area this will dramatically INCREASE 

emissions and pollution.

Redistribute housing plans nearer to areas of employment e.g. the Business Parks 

to the North of the town, reducing the mileage and carbon footprint of those 

travelling to work

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3 Mr Ken Harris 842136 1120 Don't Know No

The proposed location for the additional housing to the west of Basingstoke is 

not a logical location. The housing in this area will be divorced from the centre 

of Basingstoke, with poor access to employment sites within the town. 

Therefore, this housing will be more conducive to commuters working 

elsewhere, and hence will not benefit Basingstoke itself. There are more 

sustainably located site available and new housing should be focused on the 

areas with the best access to employment opportunities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Terence 

Bailey
842138 1141 Don't Know No

All of the proposed housing locations in the south west of the town will result in 

greater car use for commuting, school runs and access to leisure and town 

centre facilities. Sites to the east of the town are much better suited. Hatch 

Warren, Beggarwood and Kempshott have the highest percentage of car 

commuters in Basingstoke. Building houses closer to the M3 and adding a 

western by-pass will lead to higher car use. This does not address the issue 

cited in Section 2 of the Plan of the relatively high level of carbon dioxide 

emission per capita when compared to the South East England regional and 

national average.• There is no detail regarding the risk and the considerable 

sewerage infrastructure work that will be needed or if it is affordable. The Plan 

states only that •adequate infrastructure is to be provided •. This does not 

address the issue cited in Section 2 of the Plan of the need to protect, manage 

and improve the quality of the Borough's water environment•?

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. Further information 

on infrastructure is contained with the IDP and supporting evidence base. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked 

closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to 

consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and understand future requirements for additional infrastructure.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Carole 

Hibberd
842436 1219 Yes Don't Know

It appears it is envisaged that sewage will be transferred from the new 

developments in the south and south west to the other side of the town. At 

present it is understood that no infrastructure exists to facilitate such transfer. 

Provision of such must surely require considerable disruption as well as 

expense. Failure to provide must surely be a health risk.

Please see answer above

In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has 

undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This involved assessing sites in 

terms of issues such as flood risk. Through this work, the Council has liaised with service providers to understand future requirement for 

additional infrastructure.

No change N/A
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SS3
Mrs Julia 

Powers
842451 178 Yes Yes No

Additional housing at Kennel Farm will mean less school choice, longer 

journeys to school as catchment areas grow wider, loss of open countryside 

and a greater dependency on the use of cars to & from work. Roads already 

unable to cope, will lead to congestion and delay. 

Old Down should be afforded the LNR status it deserves and has been 

recommended. New housing should be sustainable without placing pressure on 

existing services and amenities.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. In terms of Old Down specifically, while the 

council supports the principle of its designation as a LNR, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, 

and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Sue 

Dilley
842454 181 Yes Don't Know No

By generating the volume of housing that is being proposed will increase this 

traffic ten-fold. Kempshott Lane and Homestead Road has vast amounts of 

children walking to school and on many occasion children have been close to 

being hit by cars that are cutting through towards town/leisure park. More traffic 

will increase this risk to our children and residents. The thought of a main road 

potentially being taken through the Old Down is heart breaking. Concerns over 

the sewerage

The number of houses is unsustainable with the current level of infrastructure, the 

volume of traffic will significantly increase journey times and lead to even longer 

queues at the junctions along the A30, and Five Ways. The environmental impact 

including if a road was to be places through Old Down... the impacts that has on the 

environment.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old Down but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning 

process regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has 

worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to 

consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and understand future requirements for additional infrastructure.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Brian 

Wiseman
842464 232 No Yes No

Common sense tells us to put houses where the work is. lack of adequate 

infrastructure. There is no need for a Western Bypass - the A34 provides 

adequate access to the North and the M3 access to the East. The Golf Course 

site is only of benefit to people who want to access the M3 to commute towards 

London,

Increase NE housing plan Ensure Basingstoke sewage system is "fit for purpose" 

before any plans for new development is even contemplated Ensure infrastructure 

(shops, public services, utilities, fast internet, etc.) is in place before homes are built 

Remove the threat to Old Down by removing the suggestion of a Western Bypass 

Remove the Golf Course as a development site

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  In preparing the Local Plan, the 

Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the 

Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and understand future requirements for additional 

infrastructure.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the 

new development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure 

should be provided prior to occupation of the development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 693 Yes Yes

The housing which is proposed in the Southwest of Basingstoke (Manydown, 

Basingstoke Golf course, Kennel Farm etc) will lead to a huge volume of 

additional traffic on the A30, junction 7 of the M3 and local roads. The traffic 

from the number of proposed houses will overwhelm the current infrastructure 

unless significant upgrades are put in place ahead of building housing.

The volume of houses should be decreased and alternative sites sought to the north 

and east of Basingstoke to provide a more appropriate development plan. There 

should be detailed and committed plans to upgrade the infrastructure to cater for 

the reduced number of houses. At present it seems there's a large financial shortfall 

to provide adequate traffic infrastructure and schools for the area. We need to get 

iron clad commitments to deliver these as the could easily be overlooked in the 

delivery phase of the development plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure should 

be provided prior to occupation of the development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr john 

hibberd
842657 605 Yes No No

Many new residents will be commuters forced out of London by housing costs. 

This alone will add to traffic increase by need to reach the station which is on 

the other side of town. This is just one of many way an already inadequate 

infrastructure will be increasingly overloaded.as well as breaching carbon 

dioxide emission levels.

Remove these areas from plan

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr john 

hibberd
842657 1228 Yes No No

The housing development proposed fails to address the associated 

infrastructure needs. In addition, the allocations set out appear to contravene 

current environmental regulations.

Review of legally allowed areas of legislation surrounding development of greenfield 

sites.

 The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. The draft Local Plan sets out the most 

appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The allocations reflect the outcomes on the 

site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced including 

environmental factors. A Habitats Regulations Assessment has also been completed and is considered sound by Natural England.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Jane 

Aylward
842753 346 No Yes No

I don't think the area near Kempshott should be built on, but if it is then less 

housing should be built. A new school should be put into the plan and actioned 

on, not just land set aside as in Beggarwood, where no school has actually 

been built.

I don't think the area near Kempshott should be built on, but if it is then less housing 

should be built  A new school should be put into the plan and actioned on, not just 

land set aside as in Beggarwood, where no school has actually been built  Large 

green areas should be kept between the housing, and wooded areas left alone.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west 

including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. This has been prepared to take into account the requirements of key 

service providers, such as the Local Education Authority, who have provided details of where new schools are needed.  This takes into 

account HCC's pupil forecasting, to ensure that schools are provided at the right time.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Debra 

Phillips
842771 188 Yes Yes No

Building homes in the SW of Basingstoke is just going to increase the use of 

private cars and result in even higher CO2 emissions. Sewerage is currently 

piped from the west to east of Basingstoke if we build even more house in the 

SW of the town we will be pumping even more sewerage across the town.

During peak times it takes longer to get into the centre of Basingstoke from the 

South West of the town than it does from Basingstoke train station to London 

Waterloo. With no adequate public transport links from SW Basingstoke the only 

option for the residents of these new homes will be to use their cars to get to work 

and for leisure activities. Building homes in the SW of Basingstoke is just going to 

increase the use of private cars and result in even higher CO2 emissions. Sewerage 

is currently piped from the west to east of Basingstoke if we build even more house 

in the SW of the town we will be pumping even more sewerage across the town. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The 

Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation.

No change N/A

SS3 Mr John May 842778 194 Yes Yes No

The respondent is concerned that the increase in housing provision in the south 

west of Basingstoke will increase the level of traffic congestion on roads which 

already experience high volumes of traffic. The additional development will also 

increase the pressure on local infrastructure. The additional housing provision 

will also lead to an unsustainable form of development, and would have a 

significant detrimental impact on the local environment (including the character 

of the countryside and the local ecology).

The plan needs to be vastly scaled back in scope, or preferably abandoned 

completely. The Manydown areas should be classified as a Nature Reserve and 

protected accordingly.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate the borough's future housing needs, based on the 

available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east 

of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced 

including impact on the natural environment.  A number of transport related matters were also assessed including the accessibility of the 

site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council 

has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment 

Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to 

consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Tina 

Fuller
842786 201 Yes Yes No

The suggested housing in this area is not sustainable, and having more traffic 

would add too much strain, especially at school/work time to an already busy 

Kempshott  and Pack Lane, Adding a road through Old Down would just 

increase the volume and add emissions, noise and destroy a wonderfully 

preserved natural habitat, that is a joy for all residents.

Build in areas where car dependency will not clog up and destroy the 

environment as location to work and transport must be a prime factor . SW 

Basingstoke is already congested.,

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. In terms of Old Down specifically, while 

the council supports the principle of its designation as a LNR, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A
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SS3 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 225 Yes Yes No

Focusing housing in the south-west relates poorly to the location of employment 

opportunities, which are generally in the north and east of the town. This will 

lead to increased traffic movement and congestion, and will result in an 

unsustainable pattern of development. The additional traffic will also lead to 

increased air pollution. In addition, focusing development in the south-west will 

increase the pressure on the sewage infrastructure, and there is a lack of 

precision regarding how this issue will be addressed and how the new 

infrastructure will be funded. New housing should be focused on the east and 

north in order to take account of better access to employment opportunities.

Infrastructure, environmental impact and car usage.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The 

Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Rosalyn 

Jones
843045 1110 Don't Know No

The respondent wishes to object to all areas of proposed development of the  

Kempshott Area. There are already a large number of dwellings in the area, 

which already results in traffic congestion at busy times in the day. The schools 

are already full to capacity and there is no scope for them to take any more 

pupils. The new development will also place an undue strain on the 

infrastructure in the area, which is already struggling to cope. The proposed 

development will take away the attractive countryside to the edge of 

Kempshott. There is a lack of public transport in the area.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Mike  

Parramore
843058 260 Yes Yes No

Old Down is an important green space, which form an important amenity for 

local residents. The loss of this space would be detrimental to the area and 

undermine the quality of life for local residents, and be harmful in ecological 

terms. There is no evidence to justify that having a western by-pass would be 

effective, and this will not address the infrastructure problems which would stem 

from the new development.

1: Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in the 

Plan from any potential link road. 2: Far better to increase development to the East 

of Basingstoke close to Chineham District Centre. It is a more sustainable location 

for development, than Hatch Warren and Kempshott, which is already a rat run 

causing heavy traffic at Kempshott and Brighton Hill roundabouts as cars leak from  

Junction 7, rather than Junction 6 into Basingstoke and Chineham from the south.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. In terms of Old Down specifically, while 

the council supports the principle of its designation as a LNR, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future 

growth based on the available evidence base .The allocation of sites reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability 

appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

No change N/A

SS3 Mr Peter Kelly 843064 471 Yes Yes No

The proposed allocation of greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

sufficient regard to the easier accessibility to employment, leisure and shopping 

facilities from the east of the town centre.  Sites to the south west are 

considerably more distant. The proposed new housing in south west 

Basingstoke will inevitably result in greatly increased car usage for commuting, 

school runs and access to leisure and shopping facilities in the town centre 

The distribution should be reviewed to increase allocations to the east and north 

with reductions in the south west

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Ms Sarah 

Harder
843078 276 Yes Yes No

a) Adding 3400 homes here would increase the carbon footprint.  I believe that 

we are already exceeding the government targets already.
Scrap this, we are already exceeding government targets     

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

No change N/A

SS3
Ms Sarah 

Harder
843078 281 Yes No

c) Don't reserve the land for the schools, just build them. Our schools are 

already busy and we are not guaranteed to get our children into our closest \ 

preferred school. Reserving the land is simply not good enough.  We are still 

waiting on schools to be built on Limes Park, where are they?

Reserving isn't good enough, plan them, commit to them, build them, local schools 

are already nearing capacity..

 The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. This has been prepared to take into account the 

requirements of key service providers, such as the Local Education Authority, who have provided details of where new schools are 

needed.  This takes into account HCC's pupil forecasting, to ensure that schools are provided at the right time.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Melanie 

Hammill
843083 272 Yes Yes No

The extent of new housing developments planned for Manydown North, Kennel 

Farm and the Golf Course will have a huge impact on the already strained 

infrastructure in the South West of Basingstoke.  Traffic levels particularly 

during rush hour cause long queues at the Five Ways junction and Roman Way 

already.  The impact of people commuting from these new housing 

developments across to the East and North of Basingstoke where the majority 

of work is located will effect the air pollution levels, travel times, amount of 

traffic accidents and ultimately quality of life for residents in the South West of 

the town.

Reduce the extent of proposed housing developments in the south west of town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Nick 

Beech
843085 269 Yes Don't Know No

I am against any development on Manydown. I am also against any 

development on any part of Manydown and around BeggarWood. These are all 

greenfield sites and contain areas of beauty and conservation And sites of 

historic interest. The local infrastructure cannot accommodate them, i.e. roads, 

schools etc. and to develop would blight the countryside and ruin communities. I 

suggest expanding out from Popley and Rollsdown and utilise brownfield sites. 

Utilise other sites in and around Basingstoke. Not to the West.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west 

including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.  The Plan currently positively promotes brownfield development but 

supply should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Fiona 

Packer
843086 285 No Yes No

Concerned about the increase in future flood risks as a result of 

overdevelopment and reduction in our agriculture and green belt land. We have 

seen this winter what happens with the example of Buckskin, no recent 

development in that area, but surrounding development and pressures on our 

sewage system resulted in flooding in that area. Increase in car usage will take 

place especially when no schools are built in the area and residents need to 

commute further to schools/doctors/ hospitals/ railway station/ leisure facilities 

etc.

Why are no other areas considered for development, the development of a new 

town in Hampshire or even other counties. We know the south east is over 

developed and areas in the north of the UK are not being build on, consequently 

leading to over development, increased house prices and as a result not a place I 

would aspire to live in. It makes more sense to build more housing near existing 

sewage works in Chineham and North East of Basingstoke, less disruption to 

services and less cost to undertake and quicker to fulfil.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future housing needs in the borough, based on the 

available evidence base. The allocations reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a 

wide range of factors were considered and balanced. Policy EM7 requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage 

surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates.  

The council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, and statutory bodies including the EA to consider 

issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and to understand future requirement for additional infrastructure.  The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside new development including new 

sustainable transport opportunities and schools. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Deborah 

Butler
843091 274 No Yes No

I do not agree with the plan as set out. More housing around Beggarwood, 

Kempshott and Gabriel Park without the necessary infrastructure is just plain 

daft! As a resident overlooking Basingstoke Golf Course, further housing in this 

area would not be welcomed considering the additional traffic that would be 

generated on an already busy road. This together with Kennel Farm and Old 

Down areas would increase traffic extensively leading to delays in getting to 

work and school. Schools in the area are already over subscribed and further 

housing would make this worse. A potential road across Old Down would 

destroy an area of exceptional beauty and disrupt residents already living in 

Gabriel Park.

Build on existing areas such as Kempshott Industrial Estate (still waiting for diggers 

to arrive) and the other areas in Beggarwood. If building work must take place in 

these parts of Basingstoke then please ensure that there are additional schools, 

doctors, dentists etc. to ensure that essential services are provided to new 

residents.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) 

sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new 

sustainable transport opportunities and schools. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Mike 

Dearlove
843102 296 Yes Don't Know No

Within the plan there seems to be undue emphasis on development to the 

southwest of the town (around the access via the A30 from J7 of the M3) 

without due consideration of the impact on infrastructure (traffic levels / facilities 

(shops / schools etc.) / cost of sewage transfer to the N.E. / Employment 

opportunities / Transport). Building houses in this area would just appear to 

generate the need for more travel by householders to reach the required 

amenities and require increased additional costs for (such as sewage transfer) 

which don't seem to be fully costed in the plan.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. Policy EM7 requires 

that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy demonstrating that 

surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with 

service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues 

including flood risk and sewerage disposal and to understand future requirement for additional infrastructure. The Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A
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SS3
Mr Alan  

Smith
843118 304 Yes No

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of the town will result in 

greatly increased car usage for commuting, for school runs and for access to 

leisure and town centre facilities than sites to the east of the town. Hatch 

Warren, Beggarwood and Kempshott already have the highest percentage of 

car commuters in the whole of Basingstoke. Building houses even closer to the 

M3 and planning a western by-pass will lead to even higher car usage. I cannot 

understand how this addresses, in any way, the issue raised in Section 2 of the 

Plan of "the relatively high level of carbon dioxide emission per capita when 

compared to the South East England regional and national average". 

Transferring sewage from one side of Basingstoke seems to be an extremely 

risky strategy with huge potential environmental impact. The plan includes no 

real detail on the considerable amount sewerage infrastructure work that will be 

required nor does it address it's affordability. The Plan simply states that 

"adequate infrastructure is to be provided ". How does this adequately address 

the issue raised in Section 2 of "the need to protect, manage and improve the 

quality of the Borough's water environment"? The proposed distribution of 

greenfield building sites around Basingstoke does not appear to take into 

account the much easier accessibility to employment opportunities and town 

centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre. Proposed sites to the 

south west will result in longer journeys on roads that are already heavily 

congested at peak hours. The distribution should be changed to increase 

allocations to the east and north.

Increase proposed housing allocations to the north and east of the town and reduce 

these to the south-west and west. Include a more detailed analysis of the impact 

and cost of providing an effective, low risk sewerage scheme.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.  In preparing the 

Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies 

including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and to understand future requirement 

for additional infrastructure. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided 

alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Rayond 

Knight
843187 458 Yes Yes No

the level of new housing (4,770) being proposed for the South West is much 

too high for the area to sustain. most of the employment and opportunity areas 

are to the North and East of Basingstoke and there are very little employment 

opportunities in the South and East of the area. greater reliance on car travel. 

Does not satisfactorily lay out the solutions for the required infrastructure to 

meet the Plan

The Council must reduce the very high greenfield land being proposed in the Plan 

for the South West: reducing the amount of new housing required under the 

National Plan this is totally disproportionate to the levels agreed by other 

neighbouring areas in North Hampshire rebalancing the reduced level of housing to 

ensure that the demand is more evenly spread across the whole of Basingstoke 

instead of the South West taking 66% of the overall housing supply fully revisiting 

the Plan to ensure that the expansion of the area is properly planed and managed 

and that the poorly managed development stops now rebalancing the location of 

new housing in line with the Core Planning Principles of the Planning Policy 

instigating a proper plan for the area based on consultation with residents and not 

by prospective and speculative developers who have already purchased land which 

has not part of an agreed Plan cancelling the suggested development for both the 

Hounsome Fields and the Basingstoke Gold Course which are isolated and 

unsustainable restricting the Manydown development to North of the railway line 

and to no more than 300 units there should be no expansion to Manydown south of 

the railway and no access onto Pack Lane cancelling the suggestions for the road 

across Old Down and Fuzzy Drove.

 The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities and schools. Hounsome Fields is not allocated in the plan. The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old 

Down but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning process regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future 

bypass. Similarly, the Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore 

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Mark 

Goddard
843346 467 Yes Yes No

The excessive housing development being proposed on Greenfield Sites in the 

south west of the town will result in much greater car use on already congested 

roads. There are no major areas of employment in the south west of the town 

meaning thousands of additional commutes across town would be required 

should the plans go ahead. There is no detail in the plan regarding infrastructure 

simply vague statements that "adequate infrastructure will be provide". There is 

nothing regarding the considerable and expensive sewerage infrastructure that 

would be required.

The housing plans should be changed to reflect the fact that the majority of 

employment in Basingstoke is situated in the North and East of the town The plans 

need to include detailed and costed infrastructure plans.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. In preparing the 

Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies 

including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and to understand future requirement 

for additional infrastructure. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided 

alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Carole 

Milnes
843366 328 Yes Yes No

South West Basingstoke is already heavily congested . By building the 

proposed number of houses in this area, for example, near the A30, will only 

clog it up further. This is an area of outstanding beauty which we should regard 

as  precious, particularly Old Down. This is a valuable area for the people of 

Basingstoke, providing extensive walking/cycling/running/and dog walking 

opportunities. It is hugely popular and with a nation that is becoming 

increasingly sedentary it encourages people to get out and about. It also has an 

excellent play area for children. Old Down should be designated as a Nature 

Reserve for all to enjoy. How can the current infrastructure cope which is 

already under strain?

Relocation of new housing to the east of Basingstoke which is nearer the centre of 

Basingstoke and therefore less distance for people to travel. This will 'balance out' 

Basingstoke with a more even distribution around the centre.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old Down but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning 

process for Manydown regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Alfred  

McCarthy
843370 335 Yes Yes No

The proposed housing in the southwest of the town will result in much higher car 

usage for school runs, commuting, and accessing the town centre and leisure 

facilities, than sites to the east of town. Hatch Warren, Beggarwood and 

Kempshott already have the highest percentage of car commuters in the whole 

of Basingstoke.  This would only make an already bad situation for both 

congestion and pollution even worse.

More houses should be built to the north and east of town where they will be nearer 

to employment and town centre facilities.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Elizabeth 

Burnes
843523 357 No Yes No

Policy SS3 refers to the sewerage infrastructure of new developments. As it is 

not permitted to discharge sewage into the River Test, the effluent from new 

homes built in the South West of Basingstoke will need to be transferred to the 

other side of the town. The new infrastructure needed to do this would be 

extremely costly and, even if sufficient funding was available, the resulting 

groundwork would disrupt large areas of the town for many months. Recent 

flooding has shown that the Borough water environment is already in a 

vulnerable condition. Transferring large quantities of sewage across the entire 

town would do little to protect or improve the quality of our water environment 

(cited in Section 2 of the Plan).

1) Revisit the proposed housing numbers to ensure that the River Loddon has the 

capacity to deal with the resulting additional sewage. 2)Modify the location of 

potential new homes, positioning developments closer to the location of sewage 

treatment and other local amenities. If homes were closer to existing business parks 

and industrial estates (i.e. employment), this would minimise the increase in 

commuter traffic. 3)Ensure that a fully funded commitment to the necessary 

infrastructure is in place before proceeding with plans for development.

The capacity of the River Loddon was considered through the water cycle Study. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has 

also worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment 

Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to 

consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development including improvements to sustainable transport opportunities and Policy CN6 

states that new infrastructure will be provide prior to occupation of eth development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 383 Yes Yes No

How will making thousands of more car journeys vital to everyday living improve 

carbon dioxide levels when most of the building is to the west whilst most local 

employment is to the east ?

Build more of planned houses to the east.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Anousjka 

Selders
843638 743 No Yes No

The proposed housing locations in the south west of Basingstoke (beyond 

Beggarwood, on the site of the Basingstoke Golf Course), will cause a lot more 

traffic and therefore pollution than if the site was built to the north and north east 

of the town. This plan seems to be in conflict with Section 2 of the Plan in which 

it says that Basingstoke already has a relatively high level of carbon dioxide 

emission per capita when compared to the South East England regional and 

national average€•.

I would propose to drop the Golf Course plan and concentrate on the north and east 

of the town. The south west part of Basingstoke can simply not sustain this kind of 

growth without suffering serious consequences. If dropping this part of the plan is 

not possible, then I would ask for the plan to be revised and for serious effort to go 

into making the journey into town easier by both car and public transport, including 

bikes (through off-road cycle paths). Perhaps by widening the A30 and adding bus 

lanes into town A30 the journey time by public transport could be reduced and you 

would find people more willing to use public transport.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development such as improvements to the highway network and improved opportunities for sustainable travel etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Dr Maria 

Whatton
843661 404 No Don't Know No

Sites chosen will drastically increase commuting to employment schools and 

leisure facilities. Plans do not include any new sites of employment, leisure 

facilities or actual plans to build a school. So much like Beggarwood is now 

these areas will end up purely as housing estates where residents are heavily 

reliant on commuting.  For this reason I do not believe the plan is consistent with 

National planning policy.  

Choose alternative sites close to undersubscribed schools, employment 

opportunities or include these within the plan.  

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. 

No change N/A

Page 29 of 119



Schedule of Representations - Revised Pre-Submission Consultation April - August 2014

Policy/Paragraph/O

ther
Full Name Organisation

Person 

ID

Comment 

ID

Does your 

comment relate 

to a change?

Legally 

Compliant?
Sound? Summary Suggested Change Officer's Response Officer's Recommended Change Officer's Reasoning for Change

SS3
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1347 Yes Yes No

The distribution of jobs in Basingstoke is mainly to the North and East of the 

town and the town centre is also closer to these areas. Building houses in the 

South and South West does not take advantage of easier accessibility to 

employment opportunities and town centre facilities of sites to the east of the 

town centre. The proposed sites to the south west are a lot further away. More 

houses should therefore be built to the east and north and fewer to the South 

and South West. There is no real information in the plan on the infrastructure 

required, how much it will cost or whether it can be afforded. The Plan simply 

states that "adequate infrastructure is to be provided

Build more houses to the North and East of the town instead of to the South and 

West.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development, what it will cost 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1197 No Don't Know No

Building houses in the North and East (in preference to the south-west) will 

reduce car usage for access to leisure and the town centre, as well as for 

school runs and commuting. Building a western by-pass and houses closer to 

the M3 will lead to even higher car usage as residents will need to commute to 

jobs in other parts of the town. Basingstoke already has a higher level of carbon 

dioxide emission per capita when compared to the regional and national 

average. Moving sewage from one side of Basingstoke to the other will be 

required if the houses are built to the south-west, which will require a huge 

increase in the sewage infrastructure. There is no real information in the plan on 

the infrastructure required, how much it will cost or whether it can be afforded. 

The distribution of jobs in Basingstoke is mainly to the North and East of the 

town and the town centre is also closer to these areas. More houses should 

therefore be built to the east and north and fewer to the South and South West.

More houses should therefore be built to the east and north and fewer to the South 

and South West.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development, what it will cost 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Ms Ann 

Vicars
843666 420 Yes Don't Know No

 This would seem to make little sense as a centre for housing development, 

given its distance from the town centre and Basingstoke's main employment 

opportunities. The site would therefore require improvements in several areas, 

i.e. public transport, access to schools and very importantly, sewerage.   Given 

its popularity as a venue, both for golf and for the very successful events it 

holds, the town would need a replacement, should this be demolished.

Disregard this area for development in favour of sites to the north and the east of 

the town, thus lessening - amongst other things - the impact of increased car usage.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development to the west including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this 

Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement 

to replace the facility.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Ann 

Knight
844015 475 Yes Yes No

the level of new housing (4,770) being proposed for the South West is much 

too high for the area to sustain. most of the employment and opportunity areas 

are to the North and East of Basingstoke and there are very little employment 

opportunities in the South and East of the area. greater reliance on car travel. 

Does not satisfactorily lay out the solutions for the required infrastructure to 

meet the Plan

The Council must reduce the very high greenfield land being proposed in the Plan 

for the South West: reducing the amount of new housing required under the 

National Plan this is totally disproportionate to the levels agreed by other 

neighbouring areas in North Hampshire rebalancing the reduced level of housing to 

ensure that the demand is more evenly spread across the whole of Basingstoke 

instead of the South West taking 66% of the overall housing supply fully revisiting 

the Plan to ensure that the expansion of the area is properly planed and managed 

and that the poorly managed development stops now rebalancing the location of 

new housing in line with the Core Planning Principles of the Planning Policy 

instigating a proper plan for the area based on consultation with residents and not 

by prospective and speculative developers who have already purchased land which 

has not part of an agreed Plan cancelling the suggested development for both the 

Hounsome Fields and the Basingstoke Gold Course which are isolated and 

unsustainable restricting the Manydown development to North of the railway line 

and to no more than 300 units there should be no expansion to Manydown south of 

the railway and no access onto Pack Lane cancelling the suggestions for the road 

across Old Down and Fuzzy Drove.

 The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new sustainable transport 

opportunities and schools. Hounsome Fields is not allocated in the plan. The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old 

Down but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning process regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future 

bypass. Similarly, the Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore 

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3
Dr Peter 

Russell
844036 855 Yes Don't Know No

The Basingstoke golf course site (SS3.11) should not be developed for the 

purpose of building new homes, and should be removed from the Local plan as 

such. The Kennel Farm (SS3.2) site should either be removed from the Local 

plan and from development of new homes, or should have the number of 

homes allocated reduced from 310 to a number much less. The East of 

Basingstoke site (SS3.9) should have the number of homes allocated revised 

upwards to take a far greater share of the total allocated, preferably over to 

1500, but at the very least back to the 900 as shown in the original plan before 

revision.

I support the omission in the revised Local Plan of Hounsome Fields as a potential 

site for building new homes; Hounsome Fields should remain undeveloped and out 

of the Local Plan for development of new homes in order to adhere to the National 

Planning Policy Framework, and to avoid travel congestion, long journeys to work 

for residents, and increased Carbon Dioxide from transport  To comply with the 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) with respect to its aims in relation to 

reduce congestion and encourage sustainable transport (paragraph 30), to site 

housing to reduce the need for travel (paragraph 34) and to minimise journey 

lengths (paragraph 37), and also Basingstoke Councils own policy CN9, the 

following changes should be made: The Basingstoke golf course site (SS3.11) 

should not be developed for the purpose of building new homes, and should be 

removed from the Local plan as such. The Kennel Farm (SS3.2) site should either 

be removed from the Local plan and from development of new homes, or should 

have the number of homes allocated reduced from 310 to a number much less. The 

East of Basingstoke site (SS3.9) should have the number of homes allocated 

revised upwards to take a far greater share of the total allocated, preferably over to 

1500, but at the very least back to the 900 as shown in the original plan before 

revision.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future housing growth on deliverable sites based on the 

available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east 

of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

The Kennel Farm site has now been granted planning permission for up to 310 homes on appeal. The appeal reference is 

APP/H1705/A/13/2200861. The reduced site area and yield for the East of Basingstoke reflects the land that has been made available 

for development by the landowner.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Colin 

Bonner
844038 621 Yes No

Not enough attention has been made to addressing the sewerage problem. The 

plan proposes to transfer sewage from one side of Basingstoke to the other but 

doesn't explain how this will be accommodated.  What infrastructure will need 

to be out in place and how much will it cost?  The plan needs to focus on this 

detail before any building work takes place.

The plan should explain how the sewerage infrastructure will be put in place and 

where the money to pay for it will come from.

 In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has 

undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

(IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development and includes details on costs 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Margaret 

Bonner
844039 620 Yes Yes No

Building houses so close to the M3 will  only encourage car use rather than the 

use of public transport.  Areas such as Hatch Warren and Beggarwood already 

have the highest percentage of car commuters in the borough.  Building a 

western by-pass will lead to even higher car usage. This does not help to meet 

the target CO2 emissions mentioned in section 2 of the plan. 

Reduce the number of dwellings in the South West and spread them more evenly 

around the borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Alfredo 

Lavorgna
844049 534 Yes Yes No

No Sustainable transport policy; Most of the greenfield housing in West and 

south; No mention of access to Rail transport. Transfer of Sewage from one 

side to the other side of Basingstoke?; Access to town centre facilities ; carbon 

dioxide level Halving proposed allocation from 900 to 450; ill thought out 

Western by-pass.

Address all above issues and provide real solutions: comprehensive Sustainable 

transport policy required; Most of the greenfield housing in West and south; provide 

appropriate solutions & access to Rail transport and other forms of transport. 

transfer of Sewage from one side to the other side of Basingstoke is not an option 

as we already have lots of flooding; also it would create road congestion; Access to 

town centre facilities ; would create more carbon dioxide level and the policy is to 

minimise this. keep proposal for the east of Basingstoke to the proposed allocation 

to 900  Western by-pass through Old Down is ill-thought and its reference should be 

removed.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  Whilst it is not appropriate for SS1 to refer to rail transport given the purpose of that policy, the site assessment process took 

into account access to sustainable modes of travel including rail travel. A significant number of the settlements that have been identified 

to receive growth through the local plan (Basingstoke Town, Overton, Whitchurch) have rail stations providing regular services to key 

destinations. Consideration was also given to other sustainable modes of travel including bus services which serve key facilities in the 

town including the Town Centre. Policy CN9 promotes sustainable transport modes. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council 

has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment 

Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and to understand future requirements for additional infrastructure. 

The reduction in the yield for each of Basingstoke reflects the land made available by the landowner. The Plan does not include a 

western bypass  but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning process regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a 

future bypass.

No change N/A
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SS3
Mr Martin 

French
844126 684 No Don't Know No

Concerned about increased traffic congestion and pollution stemming from the 

new housing development planned for the south-west. Plans to improve the 

A30 are impractical, and no significant improvement in the capacity of this road 

could be delivered owing to the physical constraints (such as the proximity of 

houses preventing the widening of the road). A major road infrastructure plan is 

required, and should be in place before any new housing is built in the south-

west.

A major road infrastructure plan needs to be in place to cover the existing road 

concerns, before any new housing in the South-West of Basingstoke. This should 

include a different or better access for commuters who travel from outside 

Basingstoke each day for work, so that the local community do not get effected with 

even worse traffic issues. It was only a couple of years ago that Basingstoke was 

gridlocked for 12 hours when we had the snow disruption, This was because non-

Basingstoke commuters could not get out of Basingstoke because of the current 

poor road infrastructure.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The TA assessed the impact of all of the proposed development on the highway network and included details of eth highways 

improvements needed to mitigate the impact. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will 

need to be provided alongside the new development such as highway improvements etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Richard 

Cheshire
844184 666 No Yes No

Car travel is much greater in then south west part of Basingstoke due to poor 

public transport links. Increasing housing and thereby car usage will only add to 

the amount of pollution and Carbon Dioxide currently being generated. There is 

also an issue around the potential transportation of sewage reeling to the 

proposed additional housing. This will quite likely require additional investment 

in the capital infrastructure to move the sewage resulting in roads having to be 

dug up and re-laid with bigger pipes to facilitate the addition; sewage generated 

from the new housing.

As the Sewage will need to be treated at Loddon it would seem more logical to 

locate any new houses to the East of the town where in addition there are better 

facilities in the town and where there are better job opportunities

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and to 

understand future requirements for additional infrastructure. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Susan 

Riley
844210 604 Yes Yes

Hatch Warren, Beggarwood and Kempshott already have the largest 

percentage of car commuters in all of Basingstoke. Building the proposed 

number of houses on the Plans proposed green field sites on the West and 

South West of the town will result in even higher usage, resulting in higher 

congestion and CO2 pollution levels on and around all local roads. Simply 

"reserving" land for proposed schools is wholly unsound and, given historical 

cases, prone to abject failure. Transfer of Sewage from one side to the other 

side of Basingstoke cannot be cost effective, given the considerable 

infrastructure work that would be required. A Western by-pass proposal should 

not be included in this Plan

Look again at moving a substantial quantity of the proposed houses from the West 

and South West of Basingstoke to the North and East of the town, closer to the 

existing business parks and industrial areas at Crockford Lane and housing areas 

around Chineham. Schools and Sewage, as with all infrastructure, must be fully and 

professionally planned with funds allocated and committed before the first house is 

built. Any proposals for major traffic relief/link roads need to be fully investigated 

and justified separately. Old Down MUST be designated as a local Nature Reserve 

for the benefit of current and future generations that live in and around Basingstoke 

and fully protected in this and future Plans from any proposed/potential link road. 

Additionally the area designated for a Country Park must be extended southwards 

to join up with Old Down.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The provision of schools  and key services has also been considered and work has been undertaken with Hampshire County 

Council as the education authority in preparing the IDP. This takes into account HCC's approach to pupil forecasting, to determine when 

new or expanded schools are required, which will be secured at the appropriate time through the use of legal agreements. In preparing 

the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory 

bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and to understand future 

requirement for additional infrastructure. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a 

western by-pass through the masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. In terms of Old Down, it will not be 

until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern 

part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Matthew 

Burt
844225 623 Yes Yes No

In its current state the plan will add even more car usage to the areas in the 

south and west of the town. This is despite the plan referring to the "relatively 

high level of CO2 emissions" for the area. To the south and west of 

Basingstoke there is no public provision for the recharging of zero-emission 

electric vehicles or low-emission plug-in hybrids, showing a distinct lack of long-

term effort to curb further rises in CO2 in the area. Furthermore, it is proof of 

this flawed plan's insufficient provision for low-carbon transport.  The reference 

to "encouraging" provision of EV charging points in the plan is shamefully non-

committal.

Increase the plan's allocation of proposed housing developments to the north and 

east of Basingstoke, thus lessening the potential burden on the south and west and 

implementing more balance to development across the entire town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy CN9 reflects a number of key sustainable transport principles.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Simon 

Emerton
844235 637 Yes Don't Know

I am against further development to the west of Basingstoke including the area 

around Manydown and Beggarwood. The local infrastructure, schools and 

roads, cannot accommodate further development putting strain on local 

communities. The local roads and schools in this area are already under strain 

from the existing developments. 

I suggest looking at other sites in and around the Basingstoke area and not to 

concentrate development in this area. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the 

differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including improvements to sustainable transport 

opportunities and schools, and Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure will be provide prior to occupation of eth development or phase 

for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 644 No Yes No

The proposed Local Plan's statement of "adequate infrastructure is to be 

provided" does not detail any sewerage infrastructure required or related costs. 

 This will affect the issue cited in Section 2 of the Plan of "the need to protect, 

manage and improve the quality of the Borough's water environment".

The Local Plan should identify the sewerage infrastructure required with related 

costs and the affects on the issue already cited in Section 2 of the Plan related to 

"the need to protect, manage and improve the quality of the Borough's water 

environment".

 In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has 

undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

(IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development and the costs associated with 

it, including improvements to sustainable transport opportunities. Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure will be provide prior to 

occupation of eth development or phase for which it is needed.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 645 Yes Yes No

The proposed Local Plan to develop Greenfield sites to the south of 

Basingstoke does not reflect the distance and difficulty to access employment 

opportunities and central town facilities from the south edge of Basingstoke.

The Local Plan should reflect that sites to the east and north of Basingstoke allow 

easier access to employment and facilities in the town centre, and further increase 

allocations in these areas of Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 639 Yes Yes No

The proposed Local Plan housing locations in the south west of Basingstoke, 

will increase traffic for transport to M3, work, school, town centre facilities, 

leisure and rail transport.

The Local Plan should include transport planning to minimise traffic not increase 

traffic around, across and away from Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 640 No Yes No

Section 2 of the Plan cites the issue of "the relatively high level of carbon 

dioxide emission per capita when compared to the South East England regional 

and national average".  Housing developments of Hatch Warren, Beggarwood 

and Kempshott have the highest percentage of commuters in Basingstoke, 

further housing development close to the M3 including a western by-pass, will 

increase vehicle traffic and therefore increasing the high level of carbon dioxide 

emission, an issue already cited.

The proposed Local Plan should address the problem of the issue of high level of 

carbon dioxide emission per capita, planning should be to reduce vehicle traffic not 

increase it by further housing development towards the south west of Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Karen 

Jakes
844237 641 Yes Yes No

Developments to the South West of Basingstoke: Kennel Farm, Razor Farm, 

and the Golf course will ultimately lead to further congestion around the 'traffic 

hotspots' in Kempshott and Brighton Hill, towards the business areas to the 

north of the town and the town centre. It already takes in excess of 25 minutes 

to get into the town centre from Kempshott during peak times and buses take 

even longer (over 50 minutes from Beggarwood). if the current infrastructure 

cannot cope with the current levels of congestion and without clear provision in 

the plans, how can it be justified to place developments in these areas - 

particularly to the scale proposed, surely it makes sense to spread the 

developments more evenly throughout the town. The Manydown developments 

will add further to this, increasing emissions and congestion with inadequate 

transport links to support it. The references to new roads and a western bypass 

are ambiguous and concerning, as well as having a detrimental impact on the 

environment in terms of pollution and wildlife being referenced near local nature 

reserves (Old Down).

The size of the Kennel farm and Razor farm developments should be reviewed and 

potentially reduced and the less sustainable golf course should be omitted from the 

plans  Further consideration and clarity should be given to the infrastructure to 

support these developments and the impact on the environment/pollution. 

Developments should be spread evenly around the town, in areas that are better 

supported by the infrastructure. Old Down nature reserve should be protected and 

consideration given to the inclusion of South Manydown in plans for a countrypark.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until 

the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of 

the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) 

sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as improvements to the 

highway network and improved opportunities for sustainable travel etc. The land designated as a country park has been made available 

by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will 

take place‟  has not been made available for an additional area of country park by the land owner. If subsequently a proposal is 

submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be 

determined against local and national policy at that time.  

No change N/A
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SS3
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 676 Yes Yes No

Development on Greenfield sites further from the town, its amenities and 

employment cannot be considered sustainable. Hatch Warren, Beggarwood 

and Kempshott already have higher car usage than other wards of the town. 

Development on the Basingstoke Golf Course will increase travel via the M3 to 

employment either on the east of the town or to more distant destinations. 

Development on Kennel Farm (SS3.2).The Kempshott Park Industrial Estate 

and Basingstoke Golf Course will increase traffic on the A30 corridor which 

already has heavily congested. The Kempshott sewer is already at capacity, the 

Hatch Warren/Brighton Hill sewer required increased capacity on the 

Winchester Road to accommodate the Kennel Farm development foul water 

and Thames Water have stated that there should be no increase in foul water 

travelling through the existing town sewer and therefore development on the 

Basingstoke Golf Course could not use this sewage network

The Basingstoke Golf Course (SS3.11) should be removed from the plan and 

allocations on the east of the town closer to employment and the sewage works 

should be increased.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal and to 

understand future requirement for additional infrastructure. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure 

which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as improvements to the highway network and improved 

opportunities for sustainable travel etc.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Alan 

Forster
844250 692 No Yes No

The plan should be updated to provide clear statements of the sewerage 

requirements and how these are to be provided  What new infrastructure is to be 

built and by which organisation?

In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has 

undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This involved assessing sites in 

terms of issues such as flood risk. Through this work, the Council has liaised with service providers to understand future requirement for 

additional infrastructure. Further information is contained within the IDP.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr David 

Stelling
844256 680 Yes No No

The proposed housing allocations in the south and west of the town will result in 

still greater reliance on cars for commuting, leisure, ferrying children to school 

and access to the facilities of the town Centre. Car use is already unhealthily 

high in Kempshott, Beggarwood and Hatch Warren and the highest in 

Basingstoke. Already in the Plan it is acknowledged that there " is a relatively 

high level of carbon dioxide emission per capita when compared to the South 

East England regional and national average"

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 719 No Yes No

This portion of the plan includes the development of 100 houses on Down 

Grange, BAS069. Down Grange is a spot used by many people for recreational 

activities all year around. It is tucked away between the A30 and Pack Lane. To 

add 100 houses to this location would adversely impact many hundreds of 

regular users of the area and at the same time place a considerable burden on 

the local road network

Remove Down Grange, BAS069, from the current plan.

The site is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future. This site 

does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. Detailed issues associated with the site, such as the impact on the highway 

network, would be considered through the planning application process. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 739 Yes Yes No

Hatch Warren, Beggarwood and Kempshott already have the highest 

percentage of car commuters in Basingstoke. Building more houses in this 

area, close to the M3 and planning a western by-pass will, in all likelihood, 

increase car usage. This appears to increase the issue cited in Section 2 of the 

Plan relating to the 'relatively high level of carbon dioxide emission per capital 

when compared to the South East England regional and national average'.

Reduce the number of houses allocated to south west Basingstoke and detail 

improvements to transport infrastructure.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 750 No Yes No

Sewerage generated by new housing in the south west of Basingstoke will need 

to be transferred across town. The current infrastructure is unlikely to be able to 

handle the increase, yet there is no mention in the plan of this, either in terns of 

the work that will be required or if it is affordable. Given the recent issues with 

flooding experienced in the borough, how does this address the issue, cited in 

Section 2 of the Plan, regarding 'the need to protect, manage and improve the 

quality of the Borough's water environment.

Analyse, plan and cost the improvements needed to adequately improve the 

sewerage infrastructure to support development in south west Basingstoke. Use 

these costings to determine viability of development at the proposed scale.

In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has 

undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This involved assessing sites in 

terms of issues such as flood risk. Through this work, the Council has liaised with service providers to understand future requirement for 

additional infrastructure. Further information is contained within the IDP.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Sara 

Wright
844314 752 Yes Yes No

The plan does not achieve a sustainable form of development. The additional 

housing will also result in increased traffic congestion and pollution. The new 

housing proposed should be more evenly distributed around the town. Concerns 

about the wording used in relation to the provision of the western by-pass. 

Concerns about environmental impacts in relation to pollution and wildlife.

The size of the Kennel farm and Razor farm developments should be reviewed and 

potentially reduced and the less sustainable golf course should be omitted from the 

plans. Further consideration and clarity should be given to the infrastructure to 

support these developments and the impact on the environment/pollution. 

Developments should be spread evenly around the town, in areas that are better 

supported by the infrastructure. Old Down nature reserve should be protected and 

consideration given to the inclusion of South Manydown in plans for a countrypark.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  In terms of Old Down, it will not be 

until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern 

part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The land designated as a 

country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, 

within which wider masterplanning will take place‟  has not been made available for an additional area of country park by the land 

owner. If subsequently a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere 

in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Sara 

Wright
844314 773 Yes Yes No

I think there hasn't been enough money put aside or planning done on the 

impact of all the additional traffic and works required on the A30 and M3 for the 

housing planned in the South West of Basingstoke. The sheer volume of traffic 

has not been taken into account when assessing the amount of money, 

disruption and planning required to support the ridiculous amount of houses 

planned. I also totally disagree with the proposed western ring road as it will 

completely destroy the Old Down that should be designated a nature reserve 

before any ring road destroys it.

Scaling back of the number of houses in the south west of Basingstoke and putting 

in adequate transport links for the additional traffic (expand the A30 to dual carriage 

way all the way to the M3 J7. Stop the ring road proposal as it will not be required if 

houses were planned in the most appropriate positions and also losing the only area 

of nature and wildlife resources would be a disgrace.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the 

masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  In terms of Old Down, it will not be 

until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern 

part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. 

No change N/A

SS3
Mr timothy 

Barnes
844317 754 No Don't Know No

Considering the terrible effects of the recent flooding which impacted buckskin 

etc, its clear that we need to improve and upgrade the existing sewerage 

systems as a priority. There is no detail on the considerable sewerage 

infrastructure work that will be required or if it is affordable. The Plan simply 

states that adequate infrastructure is to be provided. How does this address the 

issue cited in Section 2 of the Plan of the need to protect, manage and improve 

the quality of the Borough's water environment......

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.  The 

allocation of sites reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. Policy EM7 requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part 

of the overall strategy demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates.  The council has worked closely 

with service providers, such as the water companies, and statutory bodies including the EA to consider issues including flood risk and 

sewerage disposal and to understand future requirements for additional infrastructure.  

No change N/A

SS3
Miss Amanda 

Gordge
844363 780 Yes Yes No

The sites proposed for new housing in the south west of Basingstoke will mean 

more travel from an already heavily populated area for work, school and leisure 

than sites east of Basingstoke. Schools cannot cope currently and resulting in 

cars and buses being used to transport children to various locations. More 

houses nearer to the M3 junction 7 will only result in further car usage. How can 

this help the issue of high emissions. 

New housing allocations should be amended to increase those in the east and north 

of the town where there is more employment/more facilities 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3 Mrs Kay Bird 844970 792 Yes Don't Know No

Do not agree with the housing distribution particularly the increase on 

Manydown. There should be more housing to the east and north which is more 

sustainable in terms of access to employment and town centre facilities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3 Mr John Bird 844972 793 Yes Don't Know No

Do not agree with the housing distribution particularly the increase on 

Manydown. There should be more housing to the east and north which is more 

sustainable in terms of access to employment and town centre facilities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A
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SS3
Katherine 

Phillips
844975 794 Yes Don't Know No

Do not agree with the housing distribution particularly the increase on 

Manydown. There should be more housing to the east and north which is more 

sustainable in terms of access to employment and town centre facilities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3 Andrew Bird 844976 795 Yes Don't Know No

Do not agree with the housing distribution particularly the increase on 

Manydown. There should be more housing to the east and north which is more 

sustainable in terms of access to employment and town centre facilities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3 David Phillips 844979 796 Yes Don't Know No

Do not agree with the housing distribution particularly the increase on 

Manydown. There should be more housing to the east and north which is more 

sustainable in terms of access to employment and town centre facilities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3 Judith Bird 844981 797 Yes Don't Know No

Do not agree with the housing distribution particularly the increase on 

Manydown. There should be more housing to the east and north which is more 

sustainable in terms of access to employment and town centre facilities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3 Mrs A Penrice 844982 798 Yes Don't Know No

Do not agree with the housing distribution particularly the increase on 

Manydown. There should be more housing to the east and north which is more 

sustainable in terms of access to employment and town centre facilities.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3
Cooper Estates 

Limited
845834 942 No Yes Yes

The proposed site allocations set out in Policy SS3 will deliver the Greenfield 

housing requirement set out in Policy SS1. The allocations also follow the 

spatial strategy advocated by focusing most new development around the 

Boroughs main towns (specifically Basingstoke) in order to maximise the 

sustainability of the development which comes forward.

intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

SS3
Mrs Suzanne 

Arrol
846761 1135 Yes Yes No

The proposed distribution of Greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities and 

town centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre. Sites to the south 

west are considerably further away with poor public transportation links, either 

existing or planned during the lifetime of the plan. The distribution should be 

changed to increase allocations to the east and north.

The distribution of housing sites should be changed to increase allocations to the 

east and north.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Steven 

Smallman

Hospital of St 

Cross c/o Pro 

Vision

847076 1154 Yes Yes No

As a result of our representations relating to the inadequacy of the overall level 

of housing provision, there is a requirement to allocate additional Greenfield 

sites (at Policy SS3) and/or increase the amount of housing to be 

accommodated in Neighbourhood Plans. Specifically the level of growth at 

Whitchurch should be increased either by allocating land at north west 

Whitchurch at Policy SS1 (shown edged red on the attached plan) and 

or/increasing the Neighbourhood Plan Allocation for Whitchurch (SS5) to not 

less than 300 homes.

The level of growth at Whitchurch should be increased either by allocating land at 

north west Whitchurch at Policy SS1 (shown edged red on the attached plan) and 

or/increasing the Neighbourhood Plan Allocation for Whitchurch (SS5) to not less 

than 300 homes.

The Local Plan provides the framework for delivering the area's local housing target, whilst also supporting the government's localism 

agenda. The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base,  and 350 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Whitchurch to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period given local housing needs, the characteristics of the 

village and also constraints. Given the progress that has been made locally on implementing neighbourhood plans and also the inclusion 

of a trigger in the policy which will come into play if the necessary progress has not been made, the approach is considered to be robust 

and deliverable. There is the opportunity for developers to work with Whitchurch NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the 

Neighbourhood Plan. This could be for part, the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives 

for Whitchurch for the NP. The Plan contains sufficient sites to meet the objectively assessed housing need and deliver a rolling 5 year 

land supply. 

No change N/A

SS3 Mr David Hill

Copperhurst 

Limited and 

Tower Pension 

Trustees Limited

847139 1177 No Yes No

The respondent is promoting a site at Church Lane in Tadley (map enclosed). 

The respondent has stated that the development of the site in question for 

residential purposes, either in isolation or together with the land edged in blue, 

would constitute a sustainable development in accordance with the provisions 

of the NPPF and provide a logical rounding off of the settlement in this location, 

and also provide a defensible boundary in the form of a public footpath which 

marks the southern boundary.

intentionally left blank

The suggested site will be considered as part of the next SHLAA update. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. Further allocations are not required.

No change N/A

SS3
Mrs V 

Bateman
847410 1299 Yes Yes No

Development planned in the south west of Basingstoke is completely 

unsustainable. New infrastructure will be required and should be in place before 

developments are built. Kempshott Lane is already a rat run. Should not 

develop Old Down as will destroy fauna and flora.

Do not develop in the south of Basingstoke and also on Old Down.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential 

requirement for a western by-pass through the masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. In terms of Old 

Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options 

to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3
Mr Trevor 

Raybould
847481 1314 No No

Focusing housing in the south-west relates poorly to the location of employment 

opportunities, which are generally in the north and east of the town, and will 

result in increased commuting for school runs. There is also a lack of adequate 

public transport provision, which will lead to increased traffic movement and 

congestion, and result in an unsustainable pattern of development. The 

additional traffic will also lead to increased air pollution. In addition, focusing 

development in the south-west will maximise the pressure on the sewage 

infrastructure. The resultant need to transport sewage across the town will be 

hazardous, whilst there is a lack of detail in terms of how this can be achieved, 

particularly in a manner which will not harm water quality. New housing should 

be focused on the east and north in order to take account of better access to 

employment opportunities.

The proposed distribution of Greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay 

adequate regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities and 

town centre facilities of sites to the east of the town centre  Sites to the south west 

are considerably further away. The distribution should be changed to increase 

allocations to the east and north.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. In preparing the 

Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies 

including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed 

assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation.

No change N/A

SS3.1
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
Individual 86020 375 No Yes No

With regards to criteria g) The phrasing does not indicate pre-emptive action 

need is understood and in particular the elapsed period of time required to 

undertake successful translocation. Council has records of Wall Bedstraw on 

BAS024 (categorised as a Nationally Rare species in Living Landscapes). The 

North Hampshire Recorder for the Botanical Society of the British Isles reported 

that BAS024 was likely to be the largest site for Wall Bedstraw in the UK. 

However the site has not been managed so as to preserve a healthy population 

of this species. Management , for example cut and clear and scarification at the 

end of a season could enable the species to recover sufficiently for seed to be 

collected stored and translocated, subject to suitable alternative habitat being 

found. The Council also has a recorded population on BAS024 from 2011 of 

some 800 Glowworms. While not designated, the Wildlife Trusts state that in 

both the UK and Europe glowworms are in decline.

The policy for the development of BAS024 should recognise the elapsed time 

required to effect the safe collection and successful translocation of these 2 species 

(and any others) before development of any kind is permitted. This includes, for 

example, ground preparation at the end of a season and subsequent seed 

collection in the following year. Limit the direct and indirect impacts on local species 

and habitats, including the part of the site designated as a Site of Importance for 

Nature Conservation (SINC) and the nearby Basing Fen SINC, through on-site and 

off-site compensation measure and seek to ensure that there is a positive 

improvement in the conservation status of these species within the designations; 

The IUCN publishes Guidelines for Translocation of species Guidelines on 

conservation translocations published by IUCN and specialist knowledge will be 

required to secure these populations. 

https://www.iucn.org/news_homepage/all_news_by_region/news_from_west_asia/?

13377/New-Guidelines-on-conservation-translocations-published-by-IUCN

It would be overly prescriptive to include within a site allocation policy detailed parameters for the mitigation measures to limit the 

impacts on the SINC. In addition, Policy EM4 of the Local Plan sets out further guidance as to how development proposals should be 

considered in relation to biodiversity and nature conservation. It is not therefore considered necessary to include specific references 

within this policy. Additionally, the approach taken throughout the plan is not to cross refer to other policies within the wording of policies. 

As stated on each page of the plan, it should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies. As part of 

any future planning application on this site a suitable environmental impact assessment will have to be submitted to support a planning 

application. This will include habitat assessments and, where relevent, the mitigation/relocation measures necessary.

No change. N/A

SS3.1
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 553 Yes Yes Yes

Thames Water support the additional requirement to a number of the Strategic 

Site allocation policies to ensure that adequate infrastructure is provided for 

sewerage (on and off site) and surface water drainage and the requirement to 

produce a drainage strategy.

intentionally left blank Support Noted. No change. N/A
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SS3.1
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1320 No Yes No

With reference to criteria b) the layout of a development affects how safe it 

feels to cycle. Parking on the street makes roads less safe for cycling. Grid 

layouts rather than loop distributor roads with lots of cul de sacs are preferred if 

this gives greater priority to cycling (Manual for Streets).

Amend criteria b) as follows: b) Have a design and layout of high quality and 

character which respect its location adjacent to the Old Basing Conservation Area. 

Road design and layout should make it safe for cycling (Manual for streets). Grid 

layouts rather than loop distributor roads with lots of cul de sacs are preferred if this 

gives greater priority to cycling (Manual for Streets).

It would be overly prescriptive to include within a site allocation policy details on the road layout in relation to cycle use. The specific 

policy wording in respect of transport has been worked up with HCC and this issue is largely covered by other documents which are 

considered at the application and pre-application stage.  Policy CN9 of the Local Plan covers the layout of development in relation to 

cycling. It is not therefore considered necessary to include specific references within the policy. Additionally, the approach taken 

throughout the plan is not to cross refer to other policies within the wording of policies. As stated on each page of the plan, it should be 

read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies. 

No change. N/A

SS3.1
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 921 Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". intentionally left blank Support Noted. No change. N/A

SS3.1
Mr Alan 

Thomson
Individual 847794 1423 Yes Don't Know Yes

I have concerns SS3.1 is based on the Site Assessment March 2014. The 

concern stems from whether there is objectivity in this part of the evidence 

base. The site assessment concludes that the impact of SS3.1 on the old 

basing conservation area is neutral but the impact of SS3.10 on the worting 

conservation area would be negative. It is very unclear how one policy is 

assessed as neutral and one as negative. The language is styled so that it will 

play down any concern. it is hard to see that SS3.1 is any less negative in its 

potential impact than SS3.10 on the adjacent conservation areas. Access by 

car needs a circuitous route to be taken. The site is isolated from Basingstoke 

and 'attached' to Old Basing.

I propose an independent review of the soundness of Policies SS3.1, SS3.10 and 

SS3.9 especially ensuring that the evidence base has been constructed and used 

objectively.

The Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included the impact of potential development on biodiversity and heritage 

assets and how well a site relates to existing settlement form, scale and character and has the potential to create more integrated 

settlements. Transport issues were also considered, including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the 

capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  As part of 

this process, conservation officers made an objective assessment of the impact of development on heritage assets such as 

conservation areas and it is considered that the site assessment is robust. Policy SS3.1 includes a criteria on the Old Basing 

Conservation Area, which should be read in conjunction with Policy EM11, when considering the layout of the proposed development.   

The detailed layout of roads will be assessed against other policies in the plan, namely Policy CN9.

No change. N/A

SS3.2
Mrs Elizabeth 

Susans
839548 47 No Yes No

Old Down i) Limit direct and indirect adverse impacts on key species and 

habitats, including the nearby Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation, 

including Old Down, by mitigating and compensating any impacts to ensure that 

the site provides a net gain in biodiversity. Concerned that 'mitigating and 

compensating' can be used to justify building a link road through Old Down. 

This is a valuable asset that many people would be devastated to have cut up. 

Employment and roads: Most of the employment areas are to the north and the 

east. Building increasingly to the south west is only going to create longer 

journey times for more residents. The roads are already stretched and no 

adequate solution seems to have been prepared to alleviate the existing 

problems, but rather the current plan seems to propose to add to them. 

Sewage: Since the only available treatment works is the other side of town at 

the lowdown, it is foolish to add more development so far away and add to 

more upheaval in putting in the necessary infrastructure.

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in the 

Plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park should 

extend southwards to link up with Old Down. More planning thought should be given 

to other areas of Basingstoke, such as the north/ east where there is already more 

existing infrastructure and employment. The extra number of people will surely put a 

big strain on the hospital so provision will certainly need ot be made for this. Could 

development be considered south of the M3? Development needs to be proactive 

and look at the area as a whole (and what would be best) rather than waiting for 

land opportunities to surface! Transport needs to be planned with a thought to 

minimising car travel as in the National Policy Planning Framework (NPPF) - so the 

entire scheme of building so far away from the centre of Basingstoke is currently ill 

thought out and will cause more problems in the future. Secondary and primary 

schools need to be considered carefully and not as a long-awaited after thought 

(some areas still waiting!)

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites over the plan period 

based on the available evidence base. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site selection 

and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of matters 

including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional 

traffic, the suitability of sewerage infrastructure etc. The site has now been granted outline planning permission for up to 310 homes on 

appeal, reference APP/H1705/A/ 13/2200861. In terms of a potential road through Old Down this is not associated with the Kennel 

Farm development.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided 

alongside the new development to the west including improvements to the highway network, education and health facilities.   The land 

designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in 

land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an 

additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create 

an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. A country 

park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation. The council will consider how the county park links into 

the wider countryside and green infrastructure network through the masterplanning process. The country park should not result in the 

fragmentation of the green infrastructure network by severing important corridors/ links. 

No change N/A

SS3.2
Mrs Vanessa 

Watson
637087 158 No Yes No

This site is too far from the job opportunities and leisure activities in 

Basingstoke with no adequate public transport links will lead to a major increase 

in car travel along the already congested A30 and Kempshott Lane. Together 

with the Manydown proposed development it would lead to the destruction of 

Old Downbwhich should be designated as a local nature reserve.

Remove Kennel Farm from the plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site selection and sustainability appraisal process,  where a 

wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.The site has now been granted planning permission 

for up to 310 homes on appeal. The appeal reference is APP/H1705/A/13/2200861

No change N/A

SS3.2
Mrs Vanessa 

Watson
637087 235 No Yes No

What provision has been made for extra school places before these 310 homes 

are built?

Either build a new school in SW Basingstoke or extend the existing schools 

BEFORE these homes are built.

The provision of new homes will be supported by infrastructure, including new community facilities, schools, open space amongst other 

things. These are detailed in both the policy that allocates the site and the IDP. The site has now been granted planning permission for 

up to 310 homes on appeal. The appeal reference is APP/H1705/A/13/2200861

No change N/A

SS3.2
Mr Philip 

Baker
836821 183 Yes Yes No

We object to the housing development for Kennel Farm for the following 

reasons: a) The areas of Kempshott, Beggarwood and Hatchwarren already 

generate a huge amount of traffic, most of which seems to be heading East 

towards the commercial/light industrial areas of Basingstoke and towards 

London. b) These areas already have high carbon dioxide emissions in relation 

to the rest of the South East, traffic on the M3 adds to this. d) There is no 

specific provision for employment, which would create a more balanced new 

community.

Any development should be to the East of Basingstoke so that commuting distance 

to the commercial/light industrial places of work in Basingstoke will be shorter and 

commuting to London via the proposed Chineham railway station will mean less 

overall pollution (residents will not have to drive into central Basingstoke to park 

their cars in order to catch a train). This would be sound in terms of reduction of 

pollution and in terms of the preservation and conservation of areas of natural 

beauty to the South and West of Basingstoke.

The site has now been granted planning permission for up to 310 homes on appeal. The appeal reference is 

APP/H1705/A/13/2200861.
No change N/A

SS3.2
Mrs Chris 

Rose
840530 192 No Yes No

The increase in the number of homes for 250 to 310 at Kennel farm will 

increase the amount of traffic entering the A30 corridor increasing journey 

times. The design of the entry is ridiculous forcing even more traffic around the 

Sainsburys roundabout.

Reduce the number of houses to be built at Kennel farm Change the access by 

bringing Beggarwood lane into the A30 at the point Old Beggarwood Lane and 

create a single crossroads with an entrance into kennel farm Increase the buffer 

between the development and Old Down so that the promised increase in 

biodiversity  is actually delivered.  Remove the threat of a road across Old Down. 

This area has taken years to develop into the special place it is now and over 12000 

hours of community effort to create a wildflower haven. A road through here would 

destroy a place beloved by people from all over Basinsgtoke.

The site has now been granted outline planning permission for up to 310 homes on appeal and the access to the site was considered as 

part of this permission. The appeal reference is APP/H1705/A/ 13/2200861. In terms of a potential road through Old Down this is not 

associated with the Kennel Farm development. The Plan states that in undertaking the masterplaning process for Manydown regards 

shall be had for a potential by-pass, and therefore the suitability of such a road both in principle and in terms of alignment will be 

considered through the aforementioned process.

No change N/A

SS3.2
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 614 No

The change in emphasis for Transport improvements required for this site from 

'A30 and Kempshott Roundabout' to "Specifically" Kempshott Roundabout is 

unsound. This development is immediately adjacent to an area of rich bio 

diversity and immense value to the local population (Old Down). This natural 

space is at great risk of destruction from this unwise development (which was 

allowed on Appeal but which even the Inspector admitted was only "marginally 

sustainable") therefore every effort must be made to provide adequate linking 

infrastructure, including by Bike and on foot (as per NPPF) to local amenities.

Rescind the proposed change, and add further commitments to the infrastructure 

for this development

The site has now been granted outline planning permission for up to 310 homes on appeal and the access to the site was considered as 

part of this permission. The appeal reference is APP/H1705/A/13/2200861.
No change N/A

SS3.2
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 529 No Yes No

This site is unsustainable and therefore doesn't comply with NPPF. It doesn't 

comply with other policies within the plan, CN6, EM5, EM7 & EM4.The 

biodiversity of the woodland along the edge of Old Down Meadow will be 

damaged by this development. The whole character of the meadow will be 

negatively affected.

This development site should be removed from the plan.
The site has now been granted planning permission for up to 310 homes on appeal. The appeal reference is 

APP/H1705/A/13/2200861.
No change N/A

SS3.2
Dr Peter 

Russell
844036 638 No Yes No

The proposed development at Kennel Farm is too far from Basingstoke Town 

centre, and from the main employment centres in the North and East of 

Basingstoke. The journey times to reach amenities and services and places of 

employment would be far too high given the infrastructure within Basingstoke. 

This development would be at against the aims of National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF) paragraphs 34 and 37 in that it would result in a need to 

travel long distances with long journey times and add to congestion in the town 

as the residents travelled to work or to use amenities.

The development at Kennel Farm should be removed from the Local Plan, as it 

cannot be in keeping with the NPPF guidance on siting dwellings to avoid long 

journey distance and the need to travel.

The site has now been granted planning permission for up to 310 homes on appeal. The appeal reference is 

APP/H1705/A/13/2200861.
No change N/A

SS3.2
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1321 Yes Yes No

Criteria b):The layout of a development affects how safe it feels to cycle. 

Parking on the street makes roads less safe for cycling. Grid layouts rather than 

loop distributor roads with lots of cul de sacs are preferred if this gives greater 

priority to cycling (Manual for Streets). Criteria d):These mitigation measures 

should include provision of cycle lanes or/and cycleways along the A30 corridor 

that is either side of the A30 from junction near Motts motorbikes to Brighton 

Hill roundabout. This would then provide a direct cycle route into town and 

reduce motor traffic on the road. Criteria e):Existing popular on road cycle 

routes these need to be specified. Existing blue cycle routes are inadequate, a 

blue cycle route from Kennel farm to the cycle crossing of the A30 needs to be 

extended from this crossing into town along the A30. Consultation with local 

schools is required to identify other blue cycle routes which may be needed to 

be built.

Add the following to the end of criteria b)Grid layouts rather than loop distributor 

roads with lots of cul de sacs are preferred if this gives greater priority to cycling 

(Manual for Streets). Add the following to the end of criteria d). These mitigation 

measures should include provision of cycle lanes or/and cycleways along the A30 

corridor that is either side of the A30 from junction near Motts motorbikes to 

Brighton Hill roundabout. Add the following to the end of criteria e): â€¦Existing 

popular on road cycle routes near Kennel Farm include the road from Beggarwood 

to Farleigh and Farleigh to Dummer. A cycle route from Kennel farm to the cycle 

crossing of the A30 needs to be extended from this crossing into town along the 

A30. Consultation with local schools is required to identify other cycle routes which 

may be needed to be built.

The site has now been granted planning permission for up to 310 homes on appeal. The appeal reference is 

APP/H1705/A/13/2200861, and further detail on the specific requirements associated with this development are provided within that 

permission.  It should be noted that the County Council has prepared various documents to set out identified transport projects in the 

borough, including the Town Access Plan and the Strategic Transport Infrastructure Plan, in addition to the Borough Council's 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan.  When funding becomes available, such schemes will be implemented.  In respect of the design and layout 

of sites, this is influenced by guidance prepared by both the Borough Council and the County Council, including Places to Live, in 

addition to national guidance such as Manual for Streets. 

No change N/A

SS3.2
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 1334 No Yes No

The development of "Kennel Farm" will harm the biodiversity of Old Down 

Meadow.
intentionally left blank

The site has now been granted planning permission for up to 310 homes on appeal. The appeal reference is 

APP/H1705/A/13/2200861.
No change N/A
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SS3.3 Mr Ian Josey 412303 2 Yes Don't Know No

The key issues are:- 1. Who owns the "Drainage Strategy". Does the Risk 

Management Plan relate to all related parties including builders who have a 

short term liability, Local Authority, Thames Water and Environment Agency. 2. 

Are contractual obligations written-in to the Drainage Strategy to revitalise co-

operative and sensible measures for responding to a need for 

dredging/clearing/ emergency sewage management ? 3. Further loading on 

Petty's Brook and the River Loddon should be prevented at all costs as this will 

have a 'backing-up' effect upstream to the Chineham housing estate. The 

Drainage Strategy should be confined to upgrading the existing Taylor's Farm 

system but without imposing this risk on the River Loddon. 4. At the Razor's 

Farm end of the watershed draining north flood alleviation will be difficult unless 

extra balancing ponds are installed linearly at the boundaries of the MoD land. 

The area becomes too flat to the north without the installation of a pumping 

station and redirecting flow to waste boreholes or other means of surface 

storage.

In this flat area and adjoining areas like Popley where geological conditions are 

similar the landscaping of Balancing ponds and use of low gradient spillways is an 

effective solution to flood prevention. But these appear to emerge sporadically, be 

added on as contingency or a limited number of established ponds tinkered-with 

when conditions cause concern. The expression of wildlife and environmental 

concerns is often misdirected as a focus on functional engineering channels (like 

Petty's Brook) which should be maintained and left to do their job and not be 

designed to be 'pretty' or left to overgrow. However, better landscaping of balancing 

ponds could satisfy wildlife, vegetation and other environmental pressures whilst 

serving a flood prevention purpose in these marginal areas surrounding housing 

density.

A drainage strategy is to be prepared in support of any detailed proposal for the site. Thames Water will be consulted on this and must 

be satisfied that the system proposed is adequate and acceptable prior to planning approval. In terms of flooding, including surface 

water flooding and flooding downstream, a full flood risk assessment must be undertaken to show how flood risk will be managed, 

which the Environment Agency will be consulted on. Policy EM7 requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage 

surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. 

Sustainable urban drainage systems which can include balancing ponds will have to be approved by the relevant authority. In preparing 

the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory 

bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Council has undertaken a 

detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This involved assessing sites in terms of issues 

such as flood risk. Through this work, the Council has liaised with service providers to understand future requirement for additional 

infrastructure. This highlighted that Razor's Farm could be identified for future housing.

No change N/A

SS3.3
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 554 Yes Yes Yes

Thames Water support the additional requirement to a number of the Strategic 

Site allocation policies to ensure that adequate infrastructure is provided for 

sewerage (on and off site) and surface water drainage and the requirement to 

produce a drainage strategy.

intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.3
Mr Michael 

Stubbs

The National 

Trust
85581 1153 No Yes No

Object to the allocation of Razors Farm as it is at odds with a proper 

consideration of the urban/rural relationship of Basingstoke and would create an 

entirely odd outer limb of Basingstoke and one that envelopes the Vyne estate 

(when combined with SS3.8 Cufaude Farm) in a way that detracts from the 

countryside setting. Site will impact on the landscape, biodiversity and heritage 

assets. Aside from the SA/ SEA and Landscape Capacity Study (2010), not 

aware of any further and /or detailed work on the historic value of the site or the 

historic context of the existing field patterns. Allocation does not accord with the 

approach promoted in the NPPF (core principles) which recognises the intrinsic 

value of the countryside and at paragraph 132 where the significance of a 

heritage asset must be given appropriate weight when assessing the substantial 

harm or less than substantial harm that might follow.

Delete Razors Farm as an allocation. In the appraisal of options and consideration 

of the evidence base, detailed consideration and weight needs to be given to the 

wider setting of The Vyne Estate and the relationship between the form of the urban 

area and countryside that surrounds.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives. Matters such as impact on 

landscape, biodiversity and heritage assets were recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and have been given 

due consideration through the site selection process. In addition, the NPPF requires that any harm to heritage assets is balanced against 

the public benefits flowing from the proposed development (in this case the meeting of the need to provide more housing). English 

Heritage consider the policy to be sound.

No change N/A

SS3.3
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1326 No Yes No

Criteria b):The layout of a development affects how safe it feels to cycle. 

Parking on the street makes roads less safe for cycling. Grid layouts rather than 

loop distributor roads with lots of cul de sacs are preferred if this gives greater 

priority to cycling (Manual for Streets). Criteria d):These mitigation measures 

should include provision of cycle lanes or/and cycleways along the A30 corridor 

that is either side of the A30 from junction near Motts motorbikes to Brighton 

Hill roundabout. This would then provide a direct cycle route into town and 

reduce motor traffic on the road. Criteria e):Existing popular on road cycle 

routes these need to be specified. Existing blue• cycle routes are inadequate, a 

blue cycle route from Kennel farm to the cycle crossing of the A30 needs to be 

extended from this crossing into town along the A30. Consultation with local 

schools is required to identify other blue cycle routes which may be needed to 

be built.

Add the following to the end of criteria b): Grid layouts rather than loop distributor 

roads with lots of cul de sacs are preferred if this gives greater priority to cycling 

(Manual for Streets). Add the following to the end of criteria d)These mitigation 

measures should include provision of cycle lanes or/and cycleways along the A30 

corridor that is either side of the A30 from junction near Motts motorbikes to 

Brighton Hill roundabout. Add the following to the end of criteria e)Existing popular 

on road cycle routes near Kennel Farm include the road from Beggarwood to 

Farleigh and Farleigh to Dummer. A cycle route from Kennel farm to the cycle 

crossing of the A30 needs to be extended from this crossing into town along the 

A30. Consultation with local schools is required to identify other cycle routes which 

may be needed to be built.

The quality of the cycle paths, necessary highways improvements, and general integration of the scheme with existing movement 

networks is clearly an important issue and will need to be considered when a detailed design for the scheme is prepared. However, the 

level of detail specified in the representation would be overly prescriptive for a site allocation policy. As such, it would be inappropriate to 

specify such requirements in the policy.

No change N/A

SS3.3

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1180 Yes Yes No
Para i) - Without a definition of the mitigation measures it is not possible to 

comment on the impact on the local road network.
Mitigating measures must be specified.

In response to representations with Highway Authority (HCC) and on-going dialogue with them, criteria i) has was amended to reflect 

that improvements will be required to the wider A33 corridor, specifically the Crockford Lane Roundabout. To be more precise about 

improvements prior to eth completion od site specific TA information would not be suitable

No change N/A

SS3.3
MRS JULIA 

JOHNSTON

CHINEHAM 

PARISH 

COUNCIL

781298 1084 Don't Know No

Opposed to housing development on this site. As it borders on and is accessed 

from Hampshire International Business Park it is not considered suitable for 

housing. Understand that the southern part of this site was to be considered as 

a reserved area for future expansion of the business park. Should housing be 

built then the potential for further local employment would be lost. Site is viable 

only on the assumption that SS3.8 will be brought forward. No demonstrably 

deliverable suggestions for alleviating the pressure on transport and local 

amenities as a result of sites in policies SS3.9, SS3.7, SS3.3 and SS3.8. 

Object to the amendments to criteria f) as no firm proposals made, and 

isolation is an unalterable feature of this site. Object to amendments to criteria 

p) as do not believe sewage treatment would, or can be, addressed on a site 

specific basis. If the previously proposed relief road between the A33 and 

Hanmore Road were not constructed it would have profound implications for 

this development.

Remove Razor's Farm from the Local Plan as it is not considered suitable for 

residential development and make an additional allocation on SS3.10 Manydown.
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 865). No change N/A

SS3.3
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1287 Yes Yes No

Policy SS3.3 criteria i) Without a definition of the mitigation measures it is not 

possible to comment on the impact on the local road network.
Mitigating measures must be specified.

In response to representations with Highway Authority (HCC) and on-going dialogue with them, criteria i) has was amended to reflect 

that improvements will be required to the wider A33 corridor, specifically the Crockford Lane Roundabout. To be more precise about 

improvements prior to the completion of site specific TA information would not be suitable.

No change N/A

SS3.4
Mr Giuseppe 

Zanre

David Wilson 

Homes
85673 782 No Yes Yes

As developer for the North of Popley Fields, allocated under Pre-Submission 

Local Plan Policy SS3.4, we write to confirm our support to the justification and 

revised wording of this policy.

intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.4
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 555 Yes Yes Yes

Thames Water support the additional requirement to a number of the Strategic 

Site allocation policies to ensure that adequate infrastructure is provided for 

sewerage (on and off site) and surface water drainage and the requirement to 

produce a drainage strategy.

intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.4
Mr Michael 

Stubbs

The National 

Trust
85581 1155 No Yes Yes

The National Trust has previously opposed the development envelope as now 

proposed. In light of the decision by the Secretary of State to allow the appeal 

on this site, we would ask that a settings policy and justification is included in 

policy SS 3.4, with a cross reference to policy EM2 on Strategic Gaps.

The policy context for a strategic gap must be bolstered. To achieve this it is 

appropriate to add reference to a settings / strategic gap policy in the SS3.4 

wording and to cross refer, in supporting text, to the policy context of EM2 on 

Strategic Gaps to 'prevent coalescence of built up areas and maintain the separate 

identity of settlements'. We would also make the point under SS 3.4 (J) that 

increased visitor access and recreation to National Trust land in vicinity of the site, 

brings extra pressures and management responsibilities that the owner must 

shoulder. Should development proceed, we would welcome the promotion of a 

s106/CIL as appropriate that deals with and pays for these pressures. That issue 

may be of merit to mention / acknowledge in the policy.

As noted by the respondent, the site already has planning permission. The issue of setting is covered in Policy EM1 as is impact on 

historic landscapes etc. It is not therefore considered necessary to include a specific settings policy. Additionally, the approach taken 

throughout the plan is not to cross refer to other policies within the wording of other policies. As stated on each page of the plan, it 

should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies. 

No change N/A

SS3.4
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1327 Yes Yes No
There should be a requirement for cycle facilities in the policy. Amend policy 

criteria as suggested.

Amend criteria c) as follows: Have a design and layout which gives greater 

permeability to cycling and walking than motor travel as detailed in Manual for 

Streets. Amend criteria h) as follows: Include measures to improve accessibility by 

non-car transport modes particularly to Basingstoke town centre including the 

connection of the site with existing cycle and pedestrian routes and the ability to 

service the site by public transport. Provide and improve cycle routes along the 

A340, from Rooksdown to Sherborne St John and from Sherborne St John to 

Popley. These routes which are much in demand need considerable improvement 

to make them cycle friendly. Amend criteria i) as follows: Incorporate measure to 

maintain the Public Rights of Way through the site , and where they are wide 

enough upgrade from footpath to bridleway or restricted byway.

The changes suggested are considered too detailed for inclusion in the plan and may be of a time limited nature.  It is better that these 

matters are dealt with through detailed masterplanning for the site, with the criterial mentioned (c,h & i) all providing scope for 

consideration of issues such as permeability within the site and access to / from the site, including connections to wider networks 

(including walk / cycle) at the stage of a planning application (including any pre-application enquiries).

N/A NA

SS3.4
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 920 Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.5
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 551 Yes Don't Know No

Thames Water do not object to the changes in principle, but consider they 

should be amended so that they are consistent to the changes to other 

Strategic Site policies SS3.1 k) ; SS3.3 p); SS3.4 m); SS3.7 g); SS3.8 i); and 

SS3.9 n).

Amend change Policy SS3.5 k); and SS3.6 l) so that they are consistent with 

changes to policies SS3.1 k) ; SS3.3 p); SS3.4 m); SS3.7 g); SS3.8 i); and SS3.9 

n) i.e. include the following requirement: "Ensure adequate infrastructure is provided 

for sewerage (on and off site) and surface water drainage and produce a drainage 

strategy."

Following further discussions with Thames Water this objection was withdrawn. No change N/A

SS3.5
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 552 Yes Don't Know No this rep has been withdrawn this rep has been withdrawn this rep has been withdrawn No change N/A

SS3.5
Miss Clare 

Gibbons
Southern Water 787164 549 Yes Yes Yes Previous concerns/comments have now been addressed. intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.5
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 940 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.5
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1354 No Yes No

In our previous response we stated that we believe that this policy, to develop 

adjacent to the River Test SSSI, will result in adverse harm to the River Test 

SSSI and that we would wish to see this site removed. It is disappointing that 

the Local Plan policies still include this site.

The site/ policy should be removed from the Local Plan.
It is considered that the policy criteria provides sufficient protection for the SSSI and the Environment Agency has not objected to the 

allocation. Natural England did not comment on this matter in their representations. 
No change N/A
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SS3.5
Mr John 

O'Donovan

De La Rue (c/o 

Turley 

Associates)

133019 1280 Yes Yes No

Policy SS3.5 and SS3 set out that development on this site will deliver homes in 

the period 2015/16 to 2019/20, in accordance with the requirement to maintain 

a five year supply of deliverable housing sites. We support the allocation of this 

site and the revised start date of 2015, but we do not agree with the identified 

timescales for delivery as the site will not take 4 years to deliver.

intentionally left blank

Support noted. Whilst the council agrees that it is unlikely to take 4 years to build out the site, the site has been placed in the 5 year time 

band for housing monitoring purposes regarding the need to maintain a 5 year supply of deliverable sites, and to provide certainty for 

local communities. This phasing places no restrictions on bringing a site forward either earlier or more quickly once on site, and 

therefore it is not considered necessary to update the phasing for the site. The support for the revised start date is noted.

No change N/A

SS3.6
Miss Clare 

Gibbons
Southern Water 787164 561 Yes Yes Yes Previous concerns/comments have now been addressed. intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.6

Zurich 

Assurance 

Ltd

Zurich Assurance 

Ltd
131191 967 Yes Yes Yes Policy SS3.6 is sound. intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.6
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 929 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.6
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 552 Yes Don't Know No this rep has been withdrawn this rep has been withdrawn this rep has been withdrawn N/A N/A

SS3.7
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 556 Yes Yes Yes

Thames Water support the additional requirement to a number of the Strategic 

Site allocation policies to ensure that adequate infrastructure is provided for 

sewerage (on and off site) and surface water drainage and the requirement to 

produce a drainage strategy.

intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

SS3.7
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1328 Yes Yes No
There should be a requirement for cycle facilities in the policy. Amend policy 

criteria as suggested.

Add following text to criteria b): b) design and layout of roads need to be cycle 

friendly and more permeable to cycling than motor traffic. Amend criteria c) as 

follows: c) include measures to mitigate the impact of development on the local 

road network including improvements to the A33 corridor and a cycle route along 

the A33 to Basingstoke town centre on one side and Sherfield on the other side to 

ensure safe and convenient access for all road-users.

It would be overly prescriptive to include within a site allocation policy details on the road layout in relation to cycle use. The specific 

policy wording in respect of transport has been worked up with HCC and this issue is largely covered by other documents which are 

considered at the application and pre-application stage.  Policy CN9 of the Local Plan covers the layout of development in relation to 

cycling. It is not therefore considered necessary to include specific references within the policy. Additionally, the approach taken 

throughout the plan is not to cross refer to other policies within the wording of policies. As stated on each page of the plan, it should be 

read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies. With regard to the A33, improvements to the corridor are 

detailed in the Basingstoke Strategic Transport Infrastructure Plan, prepared by HCC.

No change. N/A 

SS3.7

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1179 Yes Yes No

Para c) - ` a suitable alternative ' is an inadequate term and confusing and does 

not allow full comments to be made on site access. Para .f) - We support the 

improved wording, however we consider the studies should be completed 

before the site is allocated and before any planning permission is given. Final 

Para. - The infrastructure requirements are such that it is considered to be 

impossible for homes to be " delivered" in 2017. We therefore OBJECT to the 

change in the delivery period and REQUEST that it be re-instated as 2019/20 

to 2028/29.

`A suitable alternative ' needs to be expanded to indicate where on the A33 a new 

junction could be constructed. Delivery period should be re-instated to 2019/20 to 

2028/29. If site SS3.9 is either removed or reduced by the deletion of land north of 

Whitmarsh Lane then the justification for allocating Redlands site is no longer viable 

and the Council have previously declared publicly that Redlands could not be 

allocated if it was simply  an isolated site. Therefore if  site SS3.9 is removed or 

altered as expressed  Redlands site should be removed.

The amendments to criteria c) including the phrase 'suitable alternative' were made in response to representations from Hampshire 

County Council as the Local Highways Authority, on the Pre Submission Local Plan (comment ID: 629), to make the criteria more 

effective. Support for criteria f) is noted. Noise and odour pollution matters were recognised in the site assessment and sustainability 

appraisal and have been given due consideration through the site assessment process. Good site layout and the use of buffer zones 

may help overcome any odour/noise issues. However, as recognised in crtieria f) comprehensive noise and odour studies will need to 

be carried out before any planning permission is given. A „Noise Impact Assessment for land east of Basingstoke (July 2010)‟ produced 

on behalf of the landowner (HCC) accompanied HCC‟s representations on policy SS3.9 of the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation.  

Conclusions in paragraph 6.4 of the report state that “Once further information is available (ie, detailed plans of the site layout and traffic 

flow rates), a further assessment should be undertaken to establish required detailed mitigation measures.” This assessment will need 

to take into account the National Planning Practice Guidance on noise.  An „Odour Study for land near Basingstoke Sewage Treatment 

Works‟ (May 2011)‟ produced on behalf of HCC accompanied HCC‟s representations on policy SS3.9 of the Pre Submission Local 

Plan consultation. HCC anticipate that a second Odour Study will be made available to the Borough Council before the Local Plan is 

submitted. This second Odour Study will provide a further clarification of the impact of any odour emissions from the STW, and will be 

based on detailed source sampling and reflect recent investment works at the STW.  The odour assessment is to be carried out in 

accordance with the criteria submitted by Thames Water. The council has worked and will continue to work closely with Thames Water 

on these matters.The noise and odour assessments will be used to inform the joint masterplanning of SS3.7 and SS3.9. The phasing 

from the Pre-submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the representation 

of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocation are likely contribute towards the 

borough's land supply. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers, in support of the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure 

needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered. 

No change. N/A 

SS3.7
MRS JULIA 

JOHNSTON

CHINEHAM 

PARISH 

COUNCIL

781298 1089 Yes Don't Know No

Chineham Parish Council is opposed to any further development to the north of 

the existing urban area. Any development would add traffic to the grossly 

overloaded A33 and would threaten the attractive and important landscape 

toward the Lyde and Loddon valleys. Together with SS3.9 these allocations 

would form an unacceptable and intrusive ribbon development along the A33. 

The only reason for this site to be included would seem to be the need to 

access the A33 at the Taylor's Farm roundabout. SS3.7 and SS3.9 together 

would add traffic from 1050 dwellings to an already overloaded single 

carriageway. If the previously proposed relief road between the A33 and 

Hanmore Road were not constructed it would have profound implications for 

this development. Object to the amendments in policy SS3.7 g). Do not believe 

that sewage treatment would, or can be, addressed on a site specific basis. 

Development of this site will restrict options for any future upgrade to the A33 to 

a dual carriageway.

Remove the Redlands site from the Local Plan as it is unsuitable for development 

and make an additional allocation on the Manydown site (SS3.10)

The amendments to criteria c) including the phrase 'suitable alternative' were made in response to representations from Hampshire 

County Council as the Local Highways Authority, on the Pre Submission Local Plan (comment ID: 629), to make the criteria more 

effective. The insertion of criteria g) was in response to representations from Thames Water on the Pre Submission Local Plan (see 

comment ID: 756). Thames Water has confirmed in their representation (see comment ID: 556) to the revised Pre Submission Local 

Plan that they support this criteria and consider it to be sound. The remaining parts of the representation were considered and 

responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 872). 

No change. N/A

SS3.7
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 948 Yes Don't Know No

SS3.7 criteria c) - The changes to this paragraph make this point far too vague. 

'Suitable alternative' is not specific enough. SS3.7 Final Para - object to the 

change which brings forward the start date by two years. The complications 

around the use of this site, in conjunction with SS3.9, e.g. Incinerator, flooding, 

transport links, make deliverability in 2017 unlikely. Despite the changes, we 

continue to have reservations about the use of this site for housing as set out in 

our previous comments.

SS3.7 criteria c) - More detail is required. 'Suitable alternative' needs replacing with 

more specific information as to where the A33 junction will be located. SS3.7 - Final 

paragraph, re-instate the original delivery dates to 2019/20 to 2028/29. Previous 

SOLVE comments on SS3.7 (and SS3.9) as unsuitable sites as part of the Loddon 

Valley remain.

The amendments to criteria c) including the phrase 'suitable alternative' were made in response to representations from Hampshire 

County Council as the Local Highways Authority, on the Pre Submission Local Plan (comment ID: 629), to make the criteria more 

effective. The phasing from the Pre-submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation 

and the representation of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocations are likely 

to contribute towards the borough's land supply. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers, in support of the Local Plan 

sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered. 

SOLVE's comments made on SS3.7 during the pre-submission Local Plan consultation were considered and responded to at the pre-

submission stage (see comment ID: 1100). 

No change. N/A

SS3.7
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 949 Yes Don't Know Yes

SS3.7 Para f - We support the improved wording. Studies must be completed 

before any planning permission is given, without this it becomes a pointless 

exercise.

intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

SS3.7
Cooper Estates 

Limited
845834 946 Yes Yes Yes

The proposed allocation of the Redlands site as a sustainable urban extension 

is fully supported. The allocation has been made following a thorough 

assessment of the site with reference to the detailed evidence base complied 

by the Council. Support the proposed changes to the draft policy. The proposed 

change to criterion C is particularly supported as it provides flexibility in terms of 

the access strategy for the site and allows investigation of various site access 

points along the A33 frontage. This flexibility is preferable to the previously 

proposed wording which more tightly specified that access must be taken from 

the roundabout opposite Sherfield Park. Support is also provided for the 

proposed change to the phasing of the allocation. The site will be available for 

development immediately upon allocation and therefore the proposed delivery 

of units at the site over the period 2017 - 2025 is considered appropriate. The 

previous phasing did not propose commencement until 2019 and so would have 

unnecessarily constrained development of the land.

intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

SS3.7
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1288 Yes No

Criteria c) a suitable alternative• is an inadequate, confusing term which does 

not allow full comments to be made on site access Criteria f) - We support the 

improved wording, however we consider the studies should be completed 

before the site is allocated an before any planning permission is given. Final 

Para. - The infrastructure requirements are such that it is considered to be 

impossible for homes to be " delivered" in 2017. We therefore object to the 

change in the delivery period and request that it be re-instated as 2019/20 to 

2028/29.

A suitable alternative• needs to be explained to indicate where on the A33 such a 

new junction could be constructed. If site SS3.9 is either removed or reduced by the 

deletion of North of Whitmarsh Lane then the justification for allocating Redlands is 

no longer viable, as the Council has previously declared publicly that Redlands 

could not be allocated if it was simply an isolated site. Therefore, if site SS3.9 is 

removed or altered as expressed, Redlands site should be removed.

The amendments to criteria c) including the phrase 'suitable alternative' were made in response to representations from Hampshire 

County Council as the Local Highways Authority, on the Pre Submission Local Plan (comment ID: 629), to make the criteria more 

effective. Support for criteria f) is noted. Noise and odour pollution matters were recognised in the site assessment and sustainability 

appraisal and have been given due consideration through the site assessment process. Good site layout and the use of buffer zones 

may help overcome any odour/noise issues. However, as recognised in crtieria f) comprehensive noise and odour studies will need to 

be carried out before any planning permission is given. A „Noise Impact Assessment for land east of Basingstoke (July 2010)‟ produced 

on behalf of the landowner (HCC) accompanied HCC‟s representations on policy SS3.9 of the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation.  

Conclusions in paragraph 6.4 of the report state that “Once further information is available (ie, detailed plans of the site layout and traffic 

flow rates), a further assessment should be undertaken to establish required detailed mitigation measures.” This assessment will need 

to take into account the National Planning Practice Guidance on noise.  An „Odour Study for land near Basingstoke Sewage Treatment 

Works‟ (May 2011)‟ produced on behalf of HCC accompanied HCC‟s representations on policy SS3.9 of the Pre Submission Local 

Plan consultation. HCC anticipate that a second Odour Study will be made available to the Borough Council before the Local Plan is 

submitted. This second Odour Study will provide a further clarification of the impact of any odour emissions from the STW, and will be 

based on detailed source sampling and reflect recent investment works at the STW.  The odour assessment is to be carried out in 

accordance with the criteria submitted by Thames Water. The council has worked and will continue to work closely with Thames Water 

on these matters.The noise and odour assessments will be used to inform the joint masterplanning of SS3.7 and SS3.9. The phasing 

from the Pre-submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the representation 

of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocation are likely contribute towards the 

borough's land supply. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers, in support of the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure 

needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered. 

No change. N/A
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SS3.7
Mrs Heather 

Mountford
843452 1254 Yes Yes No

The infrastructure requirements are such that it is considered impossible for 

homes to be delivered in 2017. Infrastructure must be in place before 

development.

Re-instate the delivery period as 2019/20 to 2028/2029.

The phasing from the pre-submission Local Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and 

the representation of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocation are likely 

contribute towards the borough's land supply. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers, in support of the Local Plan sets 

out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered.

No change. N/A

SS3.8
Mr Keith 

Oborn
637521 65 No Don't Know No

Significantly more detail is required: HOW is the "architectural and historic 

significance---" to be conserved?
See above. This paragraph is a vague statement of intent, not part of a Plan.

It would be overly prescriptive to include within a site allocation policy detailed parameters for how the relevant heritage assets will be 

conserved. Therefore, it is considered that the existing wording is appropriate, and will ensure that this issue is properly addressed at the 

planning application stage. Development proposals will also need to accord with the Local Plan as a whole including policy EM11 

(Historic Environment). 

No change N/A

SS3.8
Mr Keith 

Oborn
637521 66 No Don't Know No

The respondent has concerns about highway safety and traffic volume in 

relation to Cufuade Lane. Also has concerns regarding the lack of provision for 

increase cycle and pedestrian access. Respondent considers it essential that 

the development of SS3.3 and SS3.8 and SS10 do not result in any additional 

traffic along Cufaude Lane.

See above. Detail is essential. A sound plan does not consist of immeasurable 

platitudes.

Improvements to local infrastructure are outlined in the criteria of the policy and is supported by the council's IDP. As part of the work in 

developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been undertaken to assess the impacts of the site allocations on the local 

road network. The TA also identifies suitable mitigation measures. The policy sets out the requirement to make provision for measures 

to mitigate the impact on the local road network (criteria f). In addition, criteria g) specifically requires that measures be incorporated into 

the scheme to improve accessibility by non-car modes. The methods by which this requirement will be satisfied will be set out at the 

planning application stage. 

No change N/A

SS3.8
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 557 Yes Yes Yes

Thames Water support the additional requirement to a number of the Strategic 

Site allocation policies to ensure that adequate infrastructure is provided for 

sewerage (on and off site) and surface water drainage and the requirement to 

produce a drainage strategy.

intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

SS3.8
Mr Michael 

Stubbs

The National 

Trust
85581 1157 No Yes

The National Trust's Vyne estate sits to the west of Cufaude Farm. Object to 

the allocation of Razors Farm (S.S 3.3) and Cufaude Farm (S.S 3.8) as they 

would create a northern and extended limb of Basingstoke that is entirely odd in 

its plan form and envelopes the Vyne estate in a way that detracts from the 

countryside setting of the wider area and will erode the rural area. We can find 

no justification in the evidence base and no study or report that gives a detailed 

appraisal of the wider visual impacts. Policy does not accord with the NPPF 

core principles, to protect and recognise the intrinsic character of the 

countryside.

Delete Cufaude Farm as an allocation. In the appraisal of options and consideration 

of the evidence base, detailed consideration and weight needs to be given to the 

wider setting of The Vyne Estate and the relationship between the form of the urban 

area and countryside that surrounds.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing.  The impact of development on the landscape and also heritage assets were matters that were given due 

consideration through the  site assessment and sustainability appraisal processes. The site allocation is also underpinned by a 

Landscape Capacity Study 2010. Landscape matters are covered by criterion c) and d) of policy SS3.8 also policy EM1. In addition, a 

separation distance is maintained between the housing allocation and the listed park associated with the Vyne. Moreover, the listed part 

of the grounds mainly extends to the west from the house, whereas the site allocation is to the east. 

No change N/A

SS3.8 Dr K Sargood 844340 762 No No No

Over the Chineham side of Basingstoke we cannot get out at peak times of the 

day now and to propose further building on farms and other areas in and 

around Chineham with what appears as usual to have had little or no 

consideration for the current traffic problems is nothing surprising. There is no 

infrastructure planned for doctors surgeries, dentists, shops, schools or other 

key requirements. Use Manydown for the purpose it was purchased: "Better 

planning and development for the Borough as a whole" This doesn't equate to 

"As many houses as possible" but rather the best possible use of the land to 

benefit residents. Definite plans to ensure that the development of Razor's 

Farm, Upper Cufaude Farm and most critically, Chineham Station will positively 

NOT cause any increase in motor vehicle traffic on Cufaude Lane at any time 

of day.

The suggestions should come from yourselves following feedback of how unhappy 

people are just having houses built for building houses sake to meet government 

quotas and not thinking through the implications of those who live in these areas - 

where is the real infrastructure regeneration of brown field sites being regenerated 

for all types of living instead of simply using more of the farms etc. around the area. 

There are many sites which are brownfield but you continue to propose greenfield 

sites making further congestion with no real or apparent thought on key 

requirements in these areas.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. Improvements to local infrastructure are outlined in the criteria of the Policy and is supported by the 

council's IDP.  As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been undertaken to assess the impacts 

of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are required. The policy sets out the requirement for the 

development of the site to include measures to mitigate the impact on the local road network. HCC have also submitted a 

comprehensive Transport Study setting out how to address the highways aspects associated with the development of the site. Due to 

issues associated with the delivery of large development sites, including the long lead in times associated with the masterplanning and 

development management processes and also the number of units that can physically be delivered on a site in any given year it would 

not be a sound approach to significantly increase numbers at Manydown. The plan positively promotes brownfield developmen and such 

sites already form part of the borough's land supply, but greenfield allocation are required to meet the borough's housing needs over the 

plan period.

No change N/A

SS3.8
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1329 No Yes No
There should be a requirement for cycle facilities in the policy. Amend policy 

criteria as suggested.

Add following text to criteria d):  Comprise a layout and design which is more 

permeable to cycling and walking than motorised transport. Amend criteria g) as 

follows: Include measures to improve accessibility by non-car transport modes, 

particularly to Basingstoke town centre. connection of the site with existing cycle 

and pedestrian routes and the Public Right of Way network, including access to the 

potential Chineham Railway Station, Cufaude Lane and in conjunction with the 

development of Razors Farm. Upgrade public right of ways from footpath to 

bridlepath or restricted byway where the width is adequate. Provide cycle paths and 

cycle ways which interlink with a cycle friendly road network in such a way as to 

make it more convenient and quicker to cycle than to take the car and that is there 

is greater permeability for walking and cycling than for motorised travel.

The policy already includes the requirement to improve accessibility by non-car transport modes, including the connection of the site with 

existing cycling and pedestrian routes. It would be overly prescriptive to include within a site allocation policy details on the road layout in 

relation to cycle use. Policy CN9 of the Local Plan covers the layout of development in relation to cycling. It is not therefore considered 

necessary to include specific references within the policy. Additionally, the approach taken throughout the plan is not to cross refer to 

other policies within the wording of policies. As stated on each page of the plan, it should be read as a whole and proposals will be 

judged against all relevant policies. 

No change N/A

SS3.8

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1182 Yes Yes No
Para. f) - Without a definition of mitigation measures it is not possible to 

comment on the impact on the local road network.
Mitigating measures must be specified.

To set out in detail what the mitigation measures would entail would be overly specific for a site allocation policy. However,  a 

comprehensive Transport Assessment forms part of the evidence base for the local plan which sets out the potential mitigation 

measures in more detail. The policy provides the necessary framework for this issue to be properly addressed at the planning 

application stage.  

No change N/A

SS3.8
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 937 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage supports the change from "protect" to "conserve". intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS3.8
MRS JULIA 

JOHNSTON

CHINEHAM 

PARISH 

COUNCIL

781298 1094 No Don't Know No

Opposes development on this site. This site is in the countryside outside the 

urban area and with no road access except through the Razor's Farm site. Any 

development on this scale would require more than one access road. This 

development must mean an upgrade to Cufaude Lane, opening a through route 

to Bramley. This would mean radical changes to the north/south traffic flows 

and open up the already congested services in Chineham to users from the 

Bramley area. It is unlikely that with the investment in infrastructure needed for 

this proposal that development would be limited to the proposed site. 

Development of SS3.8 would be the start of expansion to the north with no 

natural boundary before Bramley itself notwithstanding that offered by policy 

EM2 (Strategic Gaps). The sites suggested, SSS3.9, SS3.7, SS3.3 and SS3.8 

make a total of 1880 houses, with no demonstrably deliverable suggestions for 

alleviating the pressure on transport and local amenities.

To remove the Cufaude Farm site from the Local Plan as it is not suitable for 

development and make an additional allocation on SS3.10 Manydown. Site should 

be called Upper Cufaude Farm; Cufaude Farm being to the north at SU 649574.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 876). The site has been included as part 

of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a suitable location for housing. As part 

of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been undertaken to assess the impacts of development on the 

local road network and mitigation measures that are required. The policy sets out the requirement for the inclusion of measures to 

mitigate the impact on the local road network (criteria f). HCC has produced a Transport Study which recommends that the main 

vehicular access to the central parcel within the site is provided through the adjacent Razor's Farm site as opposed to being served by 

Cufaude Lane. The eastern parcel of the site would be served by Cufaude Lane, and the Transport Study sets out how technical 

solutions could be delivered in order to facilitate this. Due to issues associated with the delivery of large development sites, including the 

long lead in times associated with the masterplanning and development management processes and also the number of units that can 

physically be delivered on a site in any given year it would not be a sound approach to significantly increase numbers at Manydown. 

Policy has already been amended to change title of policy SS3.8 to "Upper Cufaude Farm". 

No change N/A

SS3.8
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1289 Yes Yes No

Criteria f) Without a definition of the mitigation measures it is not possible to 

comment on the impact on the local road network.
Mitigating measures must be specified.

To set out in detail what the mitigation measures would entail would be overly specific for a site allocation policy. However, the council 

has also commissioned a comprehensive Transport Assessment which sets out the potential mitigation measures in more detail. The 

policy provides the necessary framework for this issue to be properly addressed at the planning application stage.  

No change N/A

SS3.8 J Lloyd 786495 982 Yes Yes No

The respondent is concerned that the allocation boundary as shown will not 

allow for suitable measure to be put in place in order to respect the various 

constrains associated with the site, in particular the impact on the countryside. 

Buffer planting will not be sufficient to ensure that the development of the site is 

successful. As such the boundary line needs to be re-drawn in order to allow 

scope for suitable mitigation measures to be put in place so as to achieve a 

"defensible boundary line".

The restrictive elements of the policy should be reconsidered in order to allow better 

provision for a rounded settlement pattern and development. The provision of 

certain mitigation elements have shown mixed results elsewhere in the borough. 

This experience shows that buffer planting alone does not work effectively. The 

better recourse would be to allow sufficient land for the development that can 

incorporate an extended area that can achieve a scheme better suited to the 

location, appropriate landscaping with a fully defensible boundary. Therefore, the 

following clause should be inserted: "d) recognise the need for a clearer defensible 

boundary line to the north and west, in addition, to further mitigation measures, in 

the form of appropriate planting buffers and other landscaping treatments."

The council's capacity study in relation to this site ensured that the policy requirements for green space and be met, encompassing 

issues such as green corridors, buffers and landscape features. The assessment even allowed for a surplus of space for such features. 

This surplus has been provided due to the need to protect the landscape features of the site. Therefore, it is considered that in the light 

of the capacity work which has been undertaken, and the requirements in policy SS3.8 (in particular clause d), appropriate landscape 

mitigation measures can be incorporated at the planning application stage. 

No change N/A

SS3.9
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 53 Yes Yes No

This site lies close to Chineham district centre and the business parks and 

industry estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill.  It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development.  The proposed halving of the 

potential allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

This policy should be removed from the plan.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan.  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 75 Yes Yes No

1. The allocation East Of Basingstoke at half the original value is illogical. The 

site has excellent sustainability elements.

1. Restore the allocation to the previous level of 900 because the site is close to 

Chineham District Centre, Wade Road and daneshill industrial estates. It is 

therefore far more Sustainable than the sites to the south west of the town.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan.  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Gillian 

Bartrip
841769 139 Yes Yes No

The "East of Basingstoke" site is in close proximity to key Business 

Parks( BP) including Hampshire International BP and Chineham BP and as 

such provides a highly sustainable location for development. The reduction of 

the proposed allocation of 900 houses to 450 houses appears to be contrary to 

NPPF principles of promoting sustainable growth

The "East of Basingstoke" site should be restored to the original allocation of 900 

houses

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A
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SS3.9
Mrs Vanessa 

Watson
637087 157 Yes Yes No

Why have the number of dwellings is this proposed development been reduced 

from 900 to 450? This site is near to the Basingstoke industrial estates and 

business parks and as such a highly sustainable area for development.

Build 900 homes here as originally proposed.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 164 Yes Yes No

This site lies close to Chineham District Centre, the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road & Daneshill.  It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development.  The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical. I find it totally 

absurd that the number of dwellings proposed to the East of Basingstoke is 

being reduced only to increase the far less sustainable options to the West.

This site lies close to Chineham District Centre, the business parks and industrial 

estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road & Daneshill. It is therefore a highly 

sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the potential of the 

proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical. I find it totally absurd that the 

number of dwellings proposed to the East of Basingstoke is being reduced only to 

increase the far less sustainable options to the West.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" see response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 565 Yes Yes No

The restriction of this site to only 450 dwellings makes the overall housing 

allocations inconsistent with the NPPF and the Transport policy within the Plan 

itself, in respect of minimising travel. This site is nearer to the town centre and 

the majority of employment sites, as well as being near to the proposed 

Chineham Railway Station. Its restriction to only 450 dwellings has forced 

housing to be re-allocated to far less sustainable locations in the west and south 

west. Furthermore the only major transport infrastructure investment has been 

in the east, supporting an area where housing allocation has been reduced.

Re-allocate 900 dwellings to this site (see also changes in respect of BAS139 West 

of Cufaude Lane and other sites in the east of the town in the comments made on 

Policy SS3)

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to a Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Mr Paul May 840597 319 Yes Yes No

This site lies close to Chineham District Centre, business parks and industrial 

estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a highly 

sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the originally 

proposed 900 houses to 450, resulting in increases to the south west of 

Basingstoke is illogical and would appear to be contrary to NPPF principles.

Serious consideration should be given to increasing the number of houses to at 

least 900, since the site is a highly sustainable area.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Julie 

Masefield
841648 179 Yes Yes No

East of Basingstoke  is a much more suitable location for development as it is 

closer to employment opportunities at the business parks and industrial estates 

at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. This would reduce the need for 

using cars to travel to work as people can travel on foot or by bicycle. 

The reduction of the allocation from 900 to 450 in this area is madness and 

contradicts NPPF principles.  The allocation of 900 should be reinstated.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 293 Yes Yes No

Why has the East of Basingstoke plans for 900 homes been reduced to 450 

homes, when this is the area closest to the Business Parks etc?  This seems to 

be contrary to NPPF principles

Re-address and increase numbers of houses to be built in this area

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 226 Yes Yes No

By their proximity to Chineham District Centre and the business parks/industrial 

estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill, sites to the east are far 

more sustainable. Reducing the allocation there from 900 to 450 units doesn‟t 

make sense, and might even be contrary to NPPF principles.

Maintain the allocation of 900 for sites to the east of town.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 454 Yes Yes No

This site is one of the most sustainable in the Borough, due to its proximity to 

Chineham District Centre (with its proposed new railway station) as well as the 

business parks and industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and 

Daneshill. Halving the proposed housing allocation down from 900 to 450 - is 

unjustified and runs counter to NPPF guidance on sustainability.

Reinstate the original housing levels on this site, and consider adjacent sites for 

further sustainable housing development, to reduce the requirement for 

unsustainable housing to the west and southwest.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282 The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan. .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 558 Yes Yes Yes

Thames Water support the additional requirement to a number of the Strategic 

Site allocation policies to ensure that adequate infrastructure is provided for 

sewerage (on and off site) and surface water drainage and the requirement to 

produce a drainage strategy.

intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

SS3.9
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 515 Yes Yes No I do believe the Local Plan to be legally compliant 

SS3.9 “ East of Basingstoke The decision to decrease the development in the East 

of Basingstoke from 900 to 450 seems to have been taken with due care and 

consideration. The area around the Chineham Business Park and shopping centre 

is a highly sustainable location, being close to business parks and industrial estates, 

both high employment centres within the town. The proposal to move this to the 

west and south west does not make any logical sense consider the impact on 

Greenfield locations and transportation routes. I would urge the Basingstoke & 

Deane Borough Council to reconsider this decision.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Lorna 

Rigler
836836 410 Yes Don't Know No

This site lies close to Chineham District Centre and the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical

Further consideration needs to be given to the work area/ housing area allocations.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 486 Yes Yes No

This site is close to employment sites, the town centre, the proposed railway 

station SS10 & the sewage treatment works. It is therefore inconsistent with 

NPPF and Policy CN9 to have reduced the no. of dwellings from 900 to 450.

Increase the no. of dwellings to 900.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been undertaken 

to assess the impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are required. Matters relating to transport 

are covered by criterion h and i) in the policy.   

No change. N/A
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SS3.9 Mr Peter Kelly 843064 472 Yes Yes No

There is no logic to the proposed halving of the proposed allocation from 900 to 

450 in east Basingstoke.  This site is close to Chineham District Centre and the 

business/industrial parks at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill.  It is 

therefore a highly sustainable location for development

Reinstate the allocation in east Basingstoke to 900

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Rayond 

Knight
843187 460 Yes Yes No

the proposal to halve the proposed allocation of 900 homes to just 450 homes 

is not aligned with the NPPF. The Council must amend the number of houses to 

900 dwellings.

The Council must amend the number of houses to 900 dwellings.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Elizabeth 

Burnes
843523 499 Yes Yes No

The draft plan includes a proposal to halve the potential allocation of new 

homes on a key site east of Basingstoke from 900 to 450. This site is close to 

Chineham District Centre and the business and industrial estates of Crockford 

Lane. It is also on the same side of town as the existing waste and sewage 

disposal facilities. There is easy access from the site to the town centre and to 

a number of primary and secondary schools. The site therefore seems like an 

ideal, highly sustainable location for development

Serious consideration should be given to reinstating the original figure of 900 as the 

proposed allocation of new homes on this site.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan.  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Peter 

Wilson
843663 429 Yes Yes No

The site is eminently sustainable, being close to the town's principal 

employment sites and to the purpose-built Chineham District Centre. It is also 

closer to the town centre than the sites that are proposed for development to 

the south west of the town (SS3.2 and SS3.11). It is therefore unsound that the 

number of houses proposed for the site should be reduced from 900 to 450.

The number of houses proposed for the site should be increased from 450 to 900 

(i.e. the number proposed in the 2013 Pre-Submission Plan).

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan.  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Ann 

Knight
844015 476 Yes Yes No

the proposal to halve the proposed allocation of 900 homes to just 450 homes 

is not aligned with the core NPPF policy
intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 608 Yes Don't Know No

The reduction in the number of dwellings proposed from 900 to 450 is not 

justified. The land is under public ownership and there are therefore no issues 

of deliverability. The scale of development, even at 900 dwellings, is smaller 

than other proposed allocations. The site is more sustainable than others which 

are being developed. The change will further increase the imbalance between 

development in different parts of the borough and increase the distance 

between housing and employment opportunities.

Return to the original allocation of 900 dwellings for SS3.9

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 665 Yes Yes No

the number of houses proposed for the East of Basingstoke is far too few as 

this area is the most suitable area for development. I believe the reduction in 

the number of houses to be built there is ridiculous, if anything the viability of 

building more houses in a sustainable was there should be investigated.

I would reinstate the previous number of houses planned for the east of 

Basingstoke (900 homes) and look to increase this following investigation of exactly 

how many could be introduced sustainably. For the reasons above I believe this is 

the single most appropriate area to be developed within the Basingstoke area.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Tony 

Spiteri
843094 658 Yes Yes No

The Housing Distribution Policy plan does not cover sustainable transport when 

discussing where houses should be built. The development to the South East 

will result in more car journeys through existing communities to the north east 

side of the town were most of the employment is located. Car routes from the 

south east to the north east and to the centre of the town will impact heavily on 

the existing road structure in neighbouring communities leading to increase in 

vehicle pollution.

New route infrastructure needs to be provided for that avoids the funnelling traffic 

through the barriers such as the railway line, existing communities and placing strain 

on existing pinch points. This will reduce pollution from traffic congestion. Access 

from the South West to the railway station needs to be improved to reduce the 

reliance on the M3 as a commuter route to London. Such new infrastructure needs 

to avoid the destruction of the local biodiversity, existing local green spaces should 

be protected and green barriers between new devolvement's should be included in 

the plans. New sewage infrastructure is required that avoids using the river Loddon.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as the 

Highways Authority and Thames Water) in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development 

growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been 

identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full 

Transport Assessment has been undertaken to assess the impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures 

that are required. Matters relating to transport are covered by criterion h and i) in the policy.  Biodiversity, green infrastructure and 

sewage were recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and have been given due consideration through the site 

assessment process. These matters are covered by criterion j), k),  l) and n). 

No change. N/A 

SS3.9
Mrs Anousjka 

Selders
843638 744 Yes Yes No

It would be a logical and sustainable location for new housing. It does not make 

sense for the plan to propose reducing the number of proposed houses from 

900 to 450 in favour of areas farther away. That area also has 

drainage/infrastructure for sewerage already in place, and is nearer the Test, to 

which the waste would naturally flow.

It is unclear from the plan what "adequate infrastructure" is and if this will address 

the sewerage and drainage issue. It should be more clear how the town council is 

planning to the need to protect, manage and improve the quality of the Borough's 

water environment• as stated in Section 2 of the Plan.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. Criteria n) of the policy was added in response to representations 

from Thames Water on the Pre Submission Local Plan (see comment ID: 756). Sewage and  drainage matters were recognised in the 

site assessment and sustainability appraisal and have been given due consideration through the site assessment process. This matter is 

covered by criteria n) of the policy and also policy EM6 (Water quality). 

No change. N/A 

SS3.9
Mr Noel 

Matthews
843982 761 Yes Don't Know No

The proposed halving of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 

450 in the East of Basingstoke does not make sense as the site is close to the 

business parks and industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and 

Daneshill.

According to NPPF principles East Basingstoke is the logical place to place new 

housing developments, particularly if we are serious about addressing the relatively 

high level of carbon dioxide emission per capita when compared to the South East 

England regional and national average mentioned in Section 2 of the plan.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan. .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Dr Peter 

Russell
844036 617 Yes Don't Know No

The reduction of provision to only 450 dwellings in this site East of Basingstoke 

is unjustified in terms of the small fraction of the total proposed in the Local 

Plan (approx. 7,337 as shown in table 2 in paragraph 4.10) given that the 

majority of employment centres in Basingstoke are towards the North and East 

of Basingstoke, and the distance of travel to employment, amenities and 

services is much lower from the East of Basingstoke as compared to the much 

longer distance and travel times from areas to the South and West.

SS3.9 section a) should be revised to read: "Make provision for approximately 900 

dwellings;". I.e. SS3.9 should have the number of dwellings revised upward to make 

the balance between development in the East near employment centres fairer in 

comparison to the much larger proposed number of dwellings in the South and 

West much further from the employment and amenity centres of Basingstoke.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan.  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Colin 

Bonner
844038 622 Yes Yes No

The site to the east of Basingstoke is a very suitable location for building 

development.  It's situated close to Chineham District Centre and the business 

parks and industrial estates.  Why has the proposed number of dwellings here 

been halved?

Reinstate the number of proposed houses in the East of Basingstoke to 900

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" see response to HCC comment ID: 1282. The site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings 

within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre 

Submission Local Plan.  

No change. N/A
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SS3.9
Mr Martin 

French
844126 689 Yes No No

Under SS3.9 it has been proposed that the number of houses to be built has 

been cut from 900 to 450. Considering this is the closest area to any 

sustainable area for work then surely this must go against the NPPF policy and 

principles. If new housing is required then a fairer allocation to all of 

Basingstoke must be found

Reset the development plan to 900 and consider further housing to the area where 

the most sustainable area for development is more suited.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan. .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Richard 

Cheshire
844184 668 Yes Yes No

Having a site that already has the potential for 900 houses, it seems illogical 

that with the availability of land and its good location to the Chineham District 

Centre and the surrounding business parks, the proposal is to reduce this 

number by 450. There is also talk of a potential train station as Chineham. It 

seem more sensible to build the new housing in the areas where the potential 

for growth is biggest.

The plan needs to utilise the land more effectively and build houses where it will 

help both with the economy (people prefer to shop and work locally) as well as 

reducing the travel time and pollution generated. The plan needs to look at the 

opportunities that locating to the East of  Basingstoke can offer. There is already a 

proposal for 900 houses. Stick to that and then see the bigger picture that better rail 

links would bring to the area. 

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Matthew 

Burt
844225 624 Yes Yes No

There is a proposal to reduce the size of the development to the East of 

Basingstoke by half, from 900 houses to 450. Yet this area appears to be 

perfectly suited to a larger development, given its proximity to Chineham District 

Centre.  The reduction is size of this development is curious given the dramatic 

increase in housing to the south and east. 

Increase the size of the development on the Chineham side of the town by 

decreasing the housing allocation to the south and west. Commit to building of 

proposed Chineham Railway Station before any housing development is 

undertaken.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" see response to HCC comment ID: 1282. The site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings 

within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre 

Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 646 Yes Yes No

The proposed Local Plan should be reinstate the allocation of this area to the East 

of Basingstoke to 900 as previously planned.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" see response to HCC comment ID: 1282. The site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings 

within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre 

Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 721 Yes Yes No

Retain the original allocation of 900 and remove the same number from the 

southwest development.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" see response to HCC comment ID: 1282. The site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings 

within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre 

Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Mrs Kay Bird 844970 799 Yes Don't Know No
It is therefore a highly sustainable location for development. The proposed 

halving of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.
intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" see response to HCC comment ID: 1282. The site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings 

within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre 

Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Mr John Bird 844972 800 Yes Don't Know No

This site is close to Chineham District Centre and the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

It is therefore a highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving 

of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Katherine 

Phillips
844975 801 Yes Don't Know No

This site is close to Chineham District Centre and the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

It is therefore a highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving 

of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Andrew Bird 844976 802 Yes Don't Know No

This site is close to Chineham District Centre and the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

It is therefore a highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving 

of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9 David Phillips 844979 803 Yes Don't Know No

This site is close to Chineham District Centre and the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

It is therefore a highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving 

of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Judith Bird 844981 804 Yes Don't Know No

This site is close to Chineham District Centre and the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

It is therefore a highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving 

of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Mrs A Penrice 844982 805 Yes Don't Know No

This site is close to Chineham District Centre and the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

It is therefore a highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving 

of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this. Criteria a) of policy 

SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1330 Yes Yes No
There should be a requirement for cycle facilities in the policy. Amend policy 

criteria as suggested.

Amend criteria g) as follows: h) include measures to mitigate the impact of 

development on the local road network including a cycle route along the A33 and 

other improvements to the A33 corridor, with appropriate access to the adjacent 

site at Redlands, measures to ensure safe and convenient access for all road-

users, including cyclists and Amend criteria h) as follows: h) include measures to 

improve accessibility by non-car transport modes including the provision of internal 

walking and cycle routes linked to existing external routes and the ability to service 

the site by public transport. Provide  cycle paths and cycle ways which  interlink with 

a cycle friendly road network in such a way as to make it more convenient and 

quicker to cycle than to take the car, that is ensure that there is greater permeability 

for walking and cycling than for motorised travel in accordance with Cycle 

infrastructure design and  Manual for Streets).  Provide a direct, convenient cycle 

connection to the town centre.

It would be overly prescriptive to include within a site allocation policy details on the road layout in relation to cycle use. Policy CN9 of 

the Local Plan covers the layout of development in relation to cycling. It is not therefore considered necessary to include specific 

references within the policy. Additionally, the approach taken throughout the plan is not to cross refer to other policies within the wording 

of policies. As stated on each page of the plan, it should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies. 

No change. N/A 
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SS3.9

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1227 Yes No No

Country Watch (CW) objections of October 2013 to the proposed site, and 

number 900 dwellings, and to parts of the policy are materially the same for the 

change to 450 dwellings. CW OBJECTS to the inclusion of site SS3.9. CW 

therefore now submits the same objections in response to the Pre-Submission 

Local Plan (PSLP) second consultation dated April 2014, but including the 

following updates - see the representation for the full response: CW agrees with 

and supports the representations Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust 

concerning SS3.9 in their response to the Proposed Submission Local Plan 

(August 2013). With reference to the final paragraph of Policy SS3.9, CW 

OBJECTS to this proposed wording see full representation for list of reasons 

for objection. The infrastructure requirements are such that it is considered to 

be impossible for homes to be "delivered" in 2017. CW therefore OBJECTS to 

the change in the development period and REQUEST that it be re-instated as 

2019/20 to 2028/29.

Delete Policy SS 3.9 and consequentially Policy SS 3.7. Delete sites SS3.9 and 

SS3.7 from Policy Map 1b. Include new Policy SS3.12 Hounsome Fields. Include 

new site SS3.12 Hounsome Fields on Policy Map 1c IF POLICY SS3.9 REMAINS 

IN THE LOCAL PLAN, THEN: CHANGES Include a requirement in Policy SS 3.9 

to permanently preclude any and all vehicular traffic from site SS3.9 accessing 

Pyotts Hill, except a controlled access only for use as an emergency access. In 

Policy SS3.9 and Policy Map 1b materially reduce the overall site area to be 

commensurate with the quantity of 450 dwellings - preferably to include deletion of 

the section containing all land liable to flood and all land north of Whitmarsh Lane. 

Delete consequentially site SS3.7. Delete the final 2 sentences in the final 

paragraph of SS3.9 to keep all proposals in the Local Plan to be within the Plan 

period up to 2029, and to be treated similar to every other proposed site including 

Manydown. Re-instate the delivery period to 2019/20 to 2028/29.

Country Watch objections in relation to the 900 dwellings (which Country Watch states are materially the same for the change for 450 

dwellings) for SS3.9 were considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 1204 and 1226). In terms of the 

updates to comments (from those made to the  Pre Submission Local Plan): With reference to supporting the representations from 

Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust, please see the Officer's response to the Wildlife Trusts representations made to policy 

SS33.9 on the Pre Submission consultation - see comment ID:565).  The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers, in 

support of the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure needs  associated with development growth, together with how and when these 

items are to be delivered. Although the allocation has been reduced from 900 to 450 dwellings the site boundary in Map 1b has not 

been amended since the Pre Submission Local Plan. This is to enable maximum flexibility in terms of masterplanning (in particular with 

site SS.7), viability and delivery. The last two sentences have been added in response to HCC's representation to the Pre Submission 

Local Plan (see comment ID: 1282). A potential later phase will need to be considered as part of the next Local Plan (for the period 

beyond 2029). The next Local Plan will also be subject to public consultation and examination. The phasing from the Pre-submission 

Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the representation of relevant site 

promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocations are likely to contribute towards the borough's 

land supply. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1229 Yes No No

Country Watch (CW) objections of October 2013 to the proposed site, and 

number 900 dwellings, and to parts of the policy are materially the same for the 

change to 450 dwellings. CW OBJECTS to the inclusion of site SS3.9. CW 

therefore now submits the same objections in response to the Pre-Submission 

Local Plan (PSLP) second consultation dated April 2014, but including the 

following updates - see the representation for the full response: With reference 

to Clause c) it is noted that Hampshire County Council made representation to 

the PSLP that "the question of housing in the draft housing allocation does not 

justify in its own right the provision of a 3 - form entry primary school on the 

East of Basingstoke site". Therefore particularly now that 900 dwellings in the 

Plan period has been reduced by half to 450, CW OBJECTS to that part of 

Clause c) as being not justified, and insecure; and the potential non - provision 

of a school weakens and undermines the case for the allocation.

Delete Policy SS 3.9 and consequentially Policy SS 3.7. Delete sites SS3.9 and 

SS3.7 from Policy Map 1b. Include new Policy SS3.12 Hounsome Fields. Include 

new site SS3.12 Hounsome Fields on Policy Map 1c IF POLICY SS3.9 REMAINS 

IN THE LOCAL PLAN, THEN: CHANGES Include a requirement in Policy SS 3.9 

to permanently preclude any and all vehicular traffic from site SS3.9 accessing 

Pyotts Hill, except a controlled access only for use as an emergency access. In 

Policy SS3.9 and Policy Map 1b materially reduce the overall site area to be 

commensurate with the quantity of 450 dwellings - preferably  to include deletion of 

the section containing all land liable to flood and all land north of Whitmarsh Lane. 

Delete consequentially site SS3.7. Delete the final 2 sentences in the final 

paragraph of SS3.9 to keep all proposals in the Local Plan to be within the Plan 

period up to 2029, and to be treated similar to every other proposed site including 

Manydown. Re-instate the delivery period to 2019/20 to 2028/29.

Country Watch objections in relation to the 900 dwellings (which Country Watch states are materially the same for the change for 450 

dwellings) for SS3.9 were considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 1204 and 1226). In terms of the 

updates to comments (from those made to the  Pre Submission Local Plan): The amendments to criteria c) of the policy were made in 

response to representations from Hampshire County Council on the Pre Submission Local Plan (see comment ID: 1284) and also 

further discussions with the Local Education Authority. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire 

County Council as the Local Education Authority), in support of the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered. Although the allocation has been reduced from 900 

to 450 dwellings the site boundary in Map 1b has not been amended since the Pre Submission Local Plan. This is to enable maximum 

flexibility in terms of masterplanning (in particular with site SS.7), viability and delivery. The last two sentences have been added in 

response to HCC's representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan (see comment ID: 1282). A potential later phase will need to be 

considered as part of the next Local Plan (for the period beyond 2029). The next Local Plan will also be subject to public consultation 

and examination. The phasing from the Pre-submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the 

consultation and the representation of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the 

allocations are likely to contribute towards the borough's land supply. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Ms Susan 

Turner

Newnham Parish 

Council
132338 939 Yes Don't Know No

Acknowledges and supports change from 900 to 450 homes but still consider it 

to be unsound for the reasons set out in the previous submission to the Pre-

submission Local Plan.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. The respondents reasons for the policy being unsound were considered and responded to at the pre-

submission stage (see comment ID: 378) 

No change. N/A 

SS3.9
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 935 Yes Yes Yes

English Heritage welcomes and supports the change from "protect" to 

"conserve" as we previously requested. 
intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1119 Yes Don't Know No

Opposed to development to north and east of the existing urban area. 

Development (in combination with SS3.9 and SS3.7) would increase traffic 

congestion, impact the landscape and add more pressure to Chineham Centre. 

Parts of site within flood risk areas. Flood mitigation works could impact 

landscape. The need is for more wet meadows to act as sponges for water. 

Development could cause irreversible changes to biodiversity such as the 

Wildmoor reed beds. Problematical to build housing bordering on a waste 

incineration plant and an overloaded sewage works without identifying 

amelioration before releasing the sites. Criteria h) and n) need further 

explanation to explain how they will be achieved. Development of this site will 

restrict options for any future upgrade to the A33 to a dual carriageway. With 

reference to amended SS3.9 n), do not believe sewage treatment issues 

would, or can be, addressed on a site specific basis.

To remove this site from the Local Plan as it is unsuitable for development and 

make an additional allocation on SS3.10 Manydown.
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 891). No change. N/A 

SS3.9
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 950 Yes Don't Know No

In general we support the housing allocation reduction on SS3.9, East of 

Basingstoke, to 450 but remain convinced that no development should be 

permitted on this site. SS3.9 Final Para - We OBJECT to the change which 

brings forward the start date by two years. The complications around the use of 

this site, e.g. Incinerator, flooding, transport links, make this unlikely to be 

deliverable in 2017. We note that there remains an expectation that a further 

450 units will come forward after 2029. If adopted it would become a firm 

allocation of development land outside the Plan period and as such is beyond 

the scope of this plan. The Council's duty is to only allocate land in this plan 

period. Please note our previous comments regarding Flood Risk Sequential 

Testing. The Council has ignored this and included site SS 3.9 in the Plan which 

was identified in the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) report to the 

P&IOSCOM on 17th January 2013, as the site with the highest ranking of those 

that were subsequently selected as development sites.

SS3.9 - Final Paragraph, re-instate the original delivery dates to 2019/20 to 

2028/29. Remove the reference to the further allocation beyond 2029. SS3.9 Flood 

Risk - The site has been selected in direct contravention of the Sequential Test 

based on Flood Risk defined in the Glossary page 151, and the proposed 

development conflicts with the requirements of the Sustainability Appraisal & 

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SA&SEA); the National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF), and PSLP paragraph 6.51:- " For all new development the 

Sequential approach has to be followed in accordance with national guidelines." 

The SA&SEA Appendix 14 page 170 requirement that the " Sequential Flood Test 

should be applied in the first instance and if there are no alternative sites, the 

sequential approach should be applied" has been ignored as there are alternative 

sites at BAS 133 Hounsome Fields, BAS 099 Scrapps Hill, and sites at Tadley, 

within and without the consultation zone, as detailed in SHLAA V7 dated 18th 

October 2012. We do however, support this Draft Local Plan as a whole going 

forward to the Inspector.  We will make our case against development on SS3.7 

and SS3.9 both in front of the Inspector and at any subsequent planning enquiries.

Support, in general, for the reduction from 900 to 450 dwellings is noted. Some of this representation was considered and responded to 

at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 1124). The last two sentences of the policy have been added in response to HCC's 

representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan (see comment ID: 1282). A potential later phase will need to be considered as part of 

the next Local Plan (for the period beyond 2029). The next Local Plan will also be subject to public consultation and examination. The 

phasing from the Pre-submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the 

representation of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocations are likely to 

contribute towards the borough's land supply. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 951 Yes Don't Know Yes

SS3.9 Para n - We support the improved wording. Studies must be completed 

before any planning permission is given, without this it is becomes pointless 

exercise.

intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Janet 

Balls
842793 1213 Yes Yes No

As most of the industrial areas, for example Chineham Business Park, are 

situated on the north side of Basingstoke it would make more sense to build in 

that area, not decrease the number of homes being built there. They will also 

have better access to the motorway network due to the pending major 

alterations being made at the Black Dam roundabout.

Put the housing closest to the areas of work and services and to the improved 

motorway access at Black Dam. People will use a good junction for access and 

egress rather than cross the town so there would be no need to link the 339 to the 

motorway junction at Dummer.  A more detailed look at the health requirements of 

the Borough needs to take place before committing to so many additional residents.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been undertaken to 

assess the impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are required. Matters relating to transport 

are covered by criterion h and i) in the policy. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including NHS England, 

Hampshire Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust and South Central Ambulance Service NHS Foundation Trust - see sections 20-23 of the 

IDP), in support of the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure needs  associated with development growth, together with how and when 

these items are to be delivered. Objective j) of the Local Plan (paragraph 2.8) relates to health matters - policies SS9, CN7 and CN8 

will help to deliver or facilitate the objective.  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Cooper Estates 

Limited
845834 944 Yes Yes Yes

The proposed allocation of the East of Basingstoke Site SS3.9 as a sustainable 

urban extension is fully supported. The proposed change in the scale of the 

allocation to 450 is considered appropriate and follows the stated position of the 

County Council to deliver approximately this level of housing completions in the 

plan period. The proposed change to criterion g in terms of site access 

provision and linkage with the adjoining site SS3.7 'Redlands' is also fully 

supported. Support is also provided for the proposed change to the phasing of 

the allocation. The change to allow development from 2017 matches the 

proposed phasing of the SS3.7 site to which it is linked and will allow more 

comprehensive planning of the two allocations.

intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A 

SS3.9
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1357 Yes Yes No

We are pleased to see the reduction of housing on this site although we do not 

believe this goes far enough. In the Trust's previous response we drew your 

attention to the fact that the Loddon Valley Biodiversity Opportunity Area (BOA) 

is directly adjacent to the development area. We ask if this BOA can be 

recognised within the policy and included in section i) of the policy to ensure that 

the BOA is recognised and taken into account. It is disappointing that our 

previous comments in relation to this policy have not been taken into account 

and we would refer you back to our letter dated the 30th September 2013 for 

the full details regarding our concerns over this policy. These concerns still 

stand.

See representations made to the Pre Submission Local Plan.
Comment with regard to the reduction of housing on the site is noted. In terms of the BOA related comments, this  was considered and 

responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 565). 
No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Betty S. 

Waller
212349 1305 Yes Don't Know No

Any development in this area is likely to cause additional risk of flooding in 

properties at present not at great risk. Despite the reduction in numbers to 450, 

there is still the likelihood of a further 450 at some future date taking the 

numbers back up to 900, increasing flood risk further and put a further burden 

on already struggling infrastructure. There should be no further large scale 

development in the Borough until the necessary infrastructure has been put in 

place and not before a solution has been found for treating extra sewage 

without further pollution of the River Loddon. Policy sets aside land for a future 

primary school but there is no mention of where the children are to go in the 

meantime. There is no mention of secondary education. Development will lead 

to an increase in traffic movements.

Manydown should be developed and the allocation should be increased from 3,400 

to 4,000. Manydown would appear to be the most sustainable solution to meet the 

housing requirement.

Parts of the site lie within Flood Zones 2 and 3 but it is predominantly (approximately 80%) in Flood Zone 1. Matters relating to flood risk 

are covered by criteria g) of the policy which requires the avoidance of development within flood zones 2 and 3 and also that 

masterplanning considers scope for the expansion of the flood plain. Development would need to demonstrate (in line with NPPF, 

NPPG and policies SS3.9 criteria g)  and  EM7) that it would not increase risk of flooding. Houses will be located outside of the 

functional floodplain and high risk flood zones. Flood risk was recognised in the sustainability appraisal (incorporating a Strategic 

Environmental Assessment) and has been given due consideration through the site assessment process. The site has been included as 

part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a suitable location for housing. 

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Thames Water and Hampshire County Council as the Local 

Education Authority) in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with 

how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been identified, this has 

been included within the relevant site allocation policy. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has 

been undertaken to assess the impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are required. Matters 

relating to transport are covered by criterion h and i) in the policy. Due to issues associated with the delivery of large development sites, 

including the long lead in times associated with the masterplanning and development management processes and also the number of 

units that can physically be delivered on a site in any given year it would not be a sound approach to significantly increase numbers at 

Manydown.  

No change. N/A
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SS3.9
Mr David 

Edwards
Taylor Wimpey 618597 1036 No No No

The revision to Policy SS3.9 does not allocate sufficient greenfield site 

allocations to meet future needs.

Review the housing requirement, withdraw or reconsult. Should allocate the three 

Taylor Wimpey sites as strategic housing allocations.

The draft Local Plan sets out an appropriate strategy to meet the borough's housing needs over the plan period, based on the available 

evidence base and SS3 is considered to allocate a suitable number of greenfield allocations. The strategy, and also SS3 have not 

changed significantly since the Pre-submission version of the plan and no additional allocations are considered necessary at this stage. 

Further information is available in the Housing Topic Paper.

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Mrs H Lytle 640699 1096 Yes Yes No

The allocation of the East of Basingstoke site is unsound, owing to the health 

risks associated with this site. The health risks associated with the site 

constraints have been demonstrated in medical studies. Adopting a plan 

including this site could lead to future legal action being taken against the 

council. It would be preferable to use one of the reserve sites or provide more 

development on Manydown.

Policy SS3.9 is unsound and should be removed.  A decrease in the amount of 

housing from 900 to 450 is not acceptable. The withdrawal of this site is supported 

by the recommendations of The Planning and Infrastructure Overview Committee 

September 2011 and that in January 2013. The proposed start date of any building 

should be returned to 2019, to allow for comprehensive noise and impact 

assessments that will take at least 2 years to allow assessment of the variable wind 

patterns in around the incinerator and sewage treatment plant. BDBC should 

choose any one of the other reserve sites or increase the number of houses on 

Manydown. This is due to the possible risk to health of future residents because of 

SS3.9's immediate location next to the Chineham Incinerator and Sewage 

Treatment Plant. Allocating this site could and will lead to claims of legal 

responsibility of the HCC and BDBC for siting housing on this particular site. This is 

based on medical evidence and the scenario presented in Section 4 above. 

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 526). The phasing from the Pre-

submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the representation of relevant 

site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocations are likely to contribute towards the borough's 

land supply. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1292 Yes Yes No

Sherfield-on-Loddon parish council objections of October 2013 to the proposed 

site, and number 900 dwellings, and to parts of the policy are materially the 

same for the change to 450 dwellings. The parish council OBJECTS to the 

inclusion of site SS3.9. The parish council therefore now submits the same 

objections in response to the Pre-Submission Local Plan (PSLP) second 

consultation dated April 2014, but including the following updates - see the 

representation for the full response: Parish council agrees with and supports the 

representations Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust concerning SS3.9 in 

their response to the Proposed Submission Local Plan (August 2013). With 

reference to the final paragraph of Policy SS3.9, parish council OBJECTS to 

this proposed wording see full representation for list of reasons for objection. 

The infrastructure requirements are such that it is considered to be impossible 

for homes to be "delivered" in 2017. Parish council therefore OBJECTS to the 

change in the development period and REQUEST that it be re-instated as 

2019/20 to 2028/29.

Delete Policy SS 3.9 and consequentially Policy SS 3.7. Delete sites SS3.9 and 

SS3.7 from Policy Map 1b. Include new Policy SS3.12 Hounsome Fields. Include 

new site SS3.12 Hounsome Fields on Policy Map 1c If POLICY SS3.9 REMAINS 

IN THE LOCAL PLAN, THEN: CHANGES Include a requirement in Policy SS 3.9 

to permanently preclude any and all vehicular traffic from site SS3.9 accessing 

Pyotts Hill, except a controlled access only for use as an emergency access. In 

Policy SS3.9 and Policy Map 1b materially reduce the overall site area to be 

commensurate with the quantity of 450 dwellings - preferably  to include deletion of 

the section containing all land liable to flood and all land north of Whitmarsh Lane. 

Delete consequentially site SS3.7. Delete the final 2 sentences in the final 

paragraph of SS3.9 to keep all proposals in the Local Plan to be within the Plan 

period up to 2029, and to be treated similar to every other proposed site including 

Manydown. Re-instate the delivery period to 2019/20 to 2028/29.

Sherfield on Loddon Parish Council objections in relation to the 900 dwellings (which the Parish Council states are materially the same 

for the change for 450 dwellings) for SS3.9 were considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 1204 and 

1226). In terms of the updates to comments (from those made to the  Pre Submission Local Plan): With reference to supporting the 

representations from Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust, please see the Officer's response to the Wildlife Trusts representations 

made to policy SS33.9 on the Pre Submission consultation - see comment ID:565).  The IDP, prepared in consultation with service 

providers, in support of the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure needs  associated with development growth, together with how and 

when these items are to be delivered. Although the allocation has been reduced from 900 to 450 dwellings the site boundary in Map 1b 

has not been amended since the Pre Submission Local Plan. This is to enable maximum flexibility in terms of masterplanning (in 

particular with site SS.7), viability and delivery. The last two sentences have been added in response to HCC's representation to the Pre 

Submission Local Plan (see comment ID: 1282). A potential later phase will need to be considered as part of the next Local Plan (for 

the period beyond 2029). The next Local Plan will also be subject to public consultation and examination. The phasing from the Pre-

submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the representation of relevant 

site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocations are likely to contribute towards the borough's 

land supply. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1293 Yes Yes No

Sherfield-on-Loddon parish council objections of October 2013 to the proposed 

site, and number 900 dwellings, and to parts of the policy are materially the 

same for the change to 450 dwellings. Parish council objects to the inclusion of 

site SS3.9. The parish council therefore now submits the same objections in 

response to the Pre-Submission Local Plan (PSLP) second consultation dated 

April 2014, but including the following updates - see the representation for the 

full response: With reference to Clause c) it is noted that Hampshire County 

Council made representation to the PSLP that "the question of housing in the 

draft housing allocation does not justify in its own right the provision of a 3 - 

form entry primary school on the East of Basingstoke site". Therefore 

particularly now that 900 dwellings in the Plan period has been reduced by half 

to 450, the parish council OBJECTS to that part of Clause c) as being not 

justified, and insecure; and the potential non - provision of a school weakens 

and undermines the case for the allocation.

Delete Policy SS 3.9 and consequentially Policy SS 3.7. Delete sites SS3.9 and 

SS3.7 from Policy Map 1b. Include new Policy SS3.12 Hounsome Fields. Include 

new site SS3.12 Hounsome Fields on Policy Map 1c If POLICY SS3.9 REMAINS 

IN THE LOCAL PLAN, THEN: CHANGES Include a requirement in Policy SS 3.9 

to permanently preclude any and all vehicular traffic from site SS3.9 accessing 

Pyotts Hill, except a controlled access only for use as an emergency access. In 

Policy SS3.9 and Policy Map 1b materially reduce the overall site area to be 

commensurate with the quantity of 450 dwellings - preferably  to include deletion of 

the section containing all land liable to flood and all land north of Whitmarsh Lane. 

Delete consequentially site SS3.7. Delete the final 2 sentences in the final 

paragraph of SS3.9 to keep all proposals in the Local Plan to be within the Plan 

period up to 2029, and to be treated similar to every other proposed site including 

Manydown. Re-instate the delivery period to 2019/20 to 2028/29.

Sherfield on Loddon Parish Council objections in relation to the 900 dwellings (which the Parish Council states are materially the same 

for the change for 450 dwellings) for SS3.9 were considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 1204 and 

1226). In terms of the updates to comments (from those made to the  Pre Submission Local Plan): The amendments to criteria c) of the 

policy were made in response to representations from Hampshire County Council on the Pre Submission Local Plan (see comment ID: 

1284) and also further discussions with the Local Education Authority. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including 

Hampshire County Council as the Local Education Authority), in support of the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure needs associated 

with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered. Although the allocation has been reduced from 

900 to 450 dwellings the site boundary in Map 1b has not been amended since the Pre Submission Local Plan. This is to enable 

maximum flexibility in terms of masterplanning (in particular with site SS.7), viability and delivery. The last two sentences have been 

added in response to HCC's representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan (see comment ID: 1282). A potential later phase will need 

to be considered as part of the next Local Plan (for the period beyond 2029). The next Local Plan will also be subject to public 

consultation and examination. The phasing from the Pre-submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the 

outcomes of the consultation and the representation of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of 

when the allocations are likely to contribute towards the borough's land supply. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9 Mr T Lytle 785940 1087 Yes No

The allocation of the East of Basingstoke site is unsound, owing to the health 

risks associated with this site. The health risks associated with the site 

constraints have been demonstrated in medical studies. Adopting a plan 

including this site could lead to future legal action being taken against the 

council. It would be preferable to use one of the reserve sites or provide more 

development on Manydown.

Policy SS3.9 is unsound and should be removed. A decrease in the amount of 

housing from 900 to 450 is not acceptable. The withdrawal of this site is supported 

by the recommendations of The Planning and Infrastructure Overview Committee 

September 2011 and that in January 2013. The proposed start date of any building 

should be returned to 2019, to allow for comprehensive noise and impact 

assessments that will take at least 2 years to allow assessment of the variable wind 

patterns in around the incinerator and sewage treatment plant. BDBC should 

choose any one of the other reserve sites or increase the number of houses on 

Manydown. This is due to the possible risk to health of future residents because of 

SS3.9's immediate location next to the Chineham Incinerator and Sewage 

Treatment Plant. Allocating this site could and will lead to claims of legal 

responsibility of the HCC and BDBC for siting housing on this particular site. This is 

based on medical evidence and the scenario presented in Section 4 above. 

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 526). The phasing from the Pre-

submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the representation of relevant 

site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocations are likely to contribute towards the borough's 

land supply. 

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Vincent 

Morris
836421 1163 Yes Yes No

This site to the east of Basingstoke is in close proximity to existing business and 

industrial areas, and therefore highly sustainable. If the opportunity exists to 

have 900 houses on this site, it would seem contrary to NPPF policy to only 

develop 450 units. Maximum development of this area would have minimal 

impact (compared to other suggested development areas such as Manydown) 

when considering access to local employment, and the subsequent need for 

low impact forms of travel to work.

The plan should make provision for approximately 900 dwellings.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" see response to HCC comment ID: 1282. The site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings 

within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of 

paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Terence 

Bailey
842138 1142 No Yes No

This site lies close to Chineham Centre, the business parks and the industrial 

estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a highly 

sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the potential of 

the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical and would appear to be 

contrary to NPPF principles.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period" see response to HCC comment ID: 1282. The site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings 

within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of 

paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1348 Yes Yes No

This site is a highly sustainable location for development because it lies close to 

the business parks and industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and 

Daneshill and also to Chineham District Centre. It is therefore not in accordance 

with NPPF principals to halve the potential of the proposed allocation for this 

site from 900 to 450.

Build more houses to the North and East of the town instead of to the South and 

West.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1202 Yes Don't Know No

This site is a highly sustainable location for development because it lies close to 

the business parks and industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and 

Daneshill and also to Chineham District Centre. It is therefore not in accordance 

with NPPF principals to halve the potential of the proposed allocation for this 

site from 900 to 450.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Suzanne 

Arrol
846761 1133 Yes No

This site lies close to Chineham District Centre and the business parks and 

industrial estates at Crockford Lane, Wade Road and Daneshill. It is therefore a 

highly sustainable location for development. The proposed halving of the 

potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical and would 

appear to be contrary to NPPF principles. Accordingly, the number of units 

proposed on this site should be restored to 900.

Increase development potential of the site to 900 dwellings, rather than 450.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mrs Heather 

Mountford
843452 1255 Yes Yes No

The infrastructure requirements are such that it is considered impossible for 

homes to be delivered in 2017. Infrastructure must be in place before 

development.

Re-instate the delivery period as 2019/20 to 2028/2029.

The phasing from the pre-submission Local Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and 

the representation of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocation are likely 

contribute towards the borough's land supply. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers, in support of the Local Plan sets 

out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered.

No change. N/A

Page 42 of 119



Schedule of Representations - Revised Pre-Submission Consultation April - August 2014

Policy/Paragraph/O

ther
Full Name Organisation

Person 

ID

Comment 

ID

Does your 

comment relate 

to a change?

Legally 

Compliant?
Sound? Summary Suggested Change Officer's Response Officer's Recommended Change Officer's Reasoning for Change

SS3.9
Mrs Heather 

Mountford
843452 1243 Yes Yes No

Parish council supports the decision to reduce the number of house from 900 to 

450 but express concern that there is still a proposal that a further 450 may be 

included after 2029. The parish council thinks this is outside the scope of this 

plan and should be deleted. Any development is likely to increase the risk of 

flooding. Infrastructure must be in place before development goes ahead, in 

particular a new primary school. Concern about possible pollution to the River 

Loddon through extra sewage. In 2006 a report from SEERA raised concerns 

about the capacity of the River Loddon to take more sewage, stating that there 

were capacity limitations. This situation must be addressed before development 

commences.

Delete last two sentences of policy. Infrastructure should be in place before any 

development takes place with particular reference to a new primary school. A clean 

River Loddon must be maintained. Facilities must be available to facilitate the 

removal of sewage from any new homes.

Support is noted for the reduction in dwellings from 900 to 450.  HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan 

consultation stated "The County Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed 

to make land available for approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan 

period to 2029. It acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be 

delivered as a potential later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - 

comment ID: 1282. The last two sentences have been added in response to HCC's representation. A potential later phase will need to 

be considered as part of the next Local Plan (for the period beyond 2029). The next Local Plan will also be subject to public consultation 

and examination. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as the Local Education 

Authority and Thames Water) in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, 

together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Flood risk and water quality are recognised in the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal and have been given due consideration through the site assessment process. These matters 

are covered by criteria g) and n) of the policy and also policy EM6 (Water quality). 

No change. N/A

SS3.9
Mr Trevor 

Raybould
847481 1319 Yes No No

The site lies very close to key employment areas and is highly sustainable for 

future development. The number should be increased not reduced. The 

proposed halving of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is 

illogical considering the sustainability. Smaller areas of development should be 

considered to reduce the effect on the local environment. The proposed halving 

of the potential of the proposed allocation from 900 to 450 is illogical and would 

appear to be contrary to NPPF principles.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a 

suitable location for housing. However, HCC in their representation to the Pre Submission Local Plan consultation stated "The County 

Council as a landowner supports the principle of development of East of Basingstoke and has agreed to make land available for 

approximately 450 dwellings and supporting infrastructure as an initial phase of development during the Plan period to 2029. It 

acknowledges that the total site has capacity for approximately 900 dwellings, however, the balance would be delivered as a potential 

later phase beyond the Plan period". See response to Pre Submission Local Plan representation from HCC  - comment ID: 1282. The 

site is available and deliverable for 450 dwellings within the plan period and the plan has been updated to reflect this and to ensure the 

Local Plan is effective as per the requirements of paragraph 182 of the NPPF. Criteria a) of policy SS3.9 was been amended in the 

revised Pre Submission Local Plan .  

No change. N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Victoria 

Elms
834682 6 No Don't Know No Not protecting local wildlife

Old Down needs to be designated as local nature reserve, along with Beggarwood 

Park. The potential new link road mentioned should not be built through Old Down.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of 

Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Old Down does not from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the 

longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development 

options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the site will be located. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Sue 

Pyman
835285 9 No Yes No

Policy SS3.10 Building on the Manydown site we will loose a lot of historical site 

green areas wildlife this area needs protection, there is not enough 

infrastructure to cope with the amount of houses we have now let alone building 

more. The green field area at old down and kempshott park need protection as 

a national park for wildlife. Policy SS3.11 By building houses on the golf course, 

there will be loss of wildlife habitats, for deer, badgers, foxes and other small 

creatures, its too far out of town, isolated, people living in those houses are 

going to commute elsewhere and not bring any money in Basingstoke.

I object to the site for housing Policy SS3.10, Policy SS3.11, There is not enough 

infrastructure, i.e. Schools, transport, fire services, and hospital which 40 years old 

and out of date, with crowded wards, which are unsafe. toilets and shower rooms 

converted in offices and wards divided up to make more small rooms. with trolleys 

beds left in corridors a real fire hazard, until things like this are sorted out it is not 

viable  to build more houses.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Brian 

Simmonds
834921 17 No Don't Know No

A road link from the M3 to the A339 is required in this Local Plan, but the 

location of that link road is the most important part. The area known as Old 

Down must be a Local Nature Reserve and should be joined to the area 

designated as a Country Park. Great thought should be given to this issue and 

to retain a portion of the countryside for the future, especially when it is of such 

natural beauty, as is Old Down.

As I have written above Old Down must be protected. Make it a Local Nature 

Reserve joined to the area designated as a Country Park.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of 

Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Old Down does not from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the 

longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development 

options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the site will be located. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Janine 

Ward
836776 20 Yes Yes No

The revised Manydown plan includes a disproportionate size development for 

that area of the Borough, particularly when taken in conjunction with the other 

proposed development and having consideration to the overall size of the 

Borough and density of housing. Old Down should be designated as a Local 

Nature Reserve and protected from building and/or any potential link road. 

Development of Old Down would significantly impact on current residents 

quality of life and environment as it is a well used resource in the community 

and would be contrary to the Local Plan Vision Statement and Spatial Strategy.

Reduce size of Manydown development to sustainable size, protect Old Down as a 

Local Nature reserve and remove any reference to a possible link road.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Mark 

Potter
836873 24 Yes Yes No

The amount of housing proposed is excessive and unjustified. The proposed 

transport improvements are confusing and would be ineffective. The additional 

housing will not be in a sustainable location. The proposals will further increase 

traffic suggestion.

This part of the proposed allocation should therefore be removed entirely. Instead 

development should be reconsidered for Policy SS3.9 (East of Basingstoke) which 

is a more logical geographic location, being close to Chineham District Centre and 

the industrial estates and closer access to J6 of the M3. It is therefore a more highly 

sustainable location for development.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. The area of land allocated to the east reflects the land made available for development by the landowner within the plan period.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Mark 

Potter
836873 25 No Yes No

Objection raised to any development outlined in this area. The existing transport 

links and network are already inadequate. The confusing and ambiguous 

proposals for transport links and improvements do not address the needs of the 

shear volume of increased traffic needing to reach the centre of the town, for 

employment, retail, leisure etc. etc. Further development to the Western side of 

the town is illogical, when considering the increased distance from the centre 

and taking everything into account.

This part of the proposed allocation should therefore be removed entirely, and 

development should be reconsidered for Policy SS3.9 (East of Basingstoke), which 

is a more logical geographic location for housing development, being close to 

Chineham District centre and the commercial and industrial estates of Basingstoke, 

and access to J6 of the M3. It therefore represents a more sustainable location for 

development.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. The area of land allocated to the east reflects the land made available for development by the landowner within the plan period.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Elaine 

Little
836906 28 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve. The area 

designated for a Country Park should extend southwards to link up with Old 

Down. This Plan is no place to include a Policy on the potential for a western by-

pass. It is ill-thought out

We need to keep our green areas which support our wildlife and nature areas 

otherwise where will we all have to go for relaxation  Travel to it resulting in more 

emissions and car use.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.  In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the 

site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Dean 

Homden
837005 30 Yes Yes No

I object to the increased housing figure on this site, in particular into south 

manydown as the infrastructure is not able to support this. Old down should be 

designated a local nature reserve and protected in the plan. There is no firm 

provision for a viable alternative to providing appropriate transport links to the 

south. Despite the provision of schools in the plans, recent development within 

Beggarwood and Rooksdown have seen these removed from the plans and as 

such these have not come to fruition. The current schools are not able to 

support the additional numbers that would be required should these plans go 

ahead. The impact of the increased housing in the area has already been 

experiences on the sewerage system this year resulting in flooding within 

Buckskin. The risk of future occurrences would be increased dramatically by the 

number of houses being proposed.

Development should be restricted to north manydown to ensure that provision for 

additional through roads and by passes are not required. Infrastructure to support 

any development in the area should be put in place prior to the start of any housing 

development to ensure these are not later removed from the plans. Manydown 

South should be removed from the plans in it's entirety.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. In response to the 

comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the site assessment. 

This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last local plan 

consultation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the 

new development such as schools etc. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Sean 

Baldock
837155 31 Yes Yes No

Proposal for land south of manydown has not been demonstrated to be 

sustainable and is in contradiction to national plan policy.

Removal of potential sites south of manydown from the proposals map and policy 

document SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. The land to the south 

of the Manydown allocation will be subject to wider masterplanning 

No change N/A

Page 43 of 119



Schedule of Representations - Revised Pre-Submission Consultation April - August 2014

Policy/Paragraph/O

ther
Full Name Organisation

Person 

ID

Comment 

ID

Does your 

comment relate 

to a change?

Legally 

Compliant?
Sound? Summary Suggested Change Officer's Response Officer's Recommended Change Officer's Reasoning for Change

SS3.10 Anon 35 No Yes No

Very concerned about the traffic congestion on the roads on the western side of 

Basingstoke and more houses will increase congestion. Another concern is the 

impact more houses will have on school capacity. Other concern is Manydown. 

Old down should be designated as a local nature reserve for the enjoyment of 

all. It is beautiful with all the wild flowers, bumble bees and butterflies. A 

western by pass would ruin the area totally.

I think some of the extra housing should be another part of the town. East of 

Basingstoke has more work, and housing nearby would be an advantage for the 

people living there. Instead of traffic going all over town to get there. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.  In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Miss Faye 

Hodge
839546 44 No Yes No

The plan proposals will involve the loss of farmland, which will impact on rural 

jobs, lifestyle and completely change the lives of the residents. There are 

better, more sustainable locations available than that which is being proposed.

The needs of local people are not considered and will not be met. The people in 

rural areas will suddenly be overwhelmed by building contractors, traffic problems, a 

loss of their rural lives that they chose out of the busy town areas. I work at a farm 

that is going to be wiped out by this plan and so I will lose my job. My very close 

friends are employed in farm too, one who is a shepherd will not only lose all of the 

area he grew up in and learnt his skills but also will lose grazing land for his flock. 

My other good friend who works for the farm will lose her job as the farm will be 

wiped out and both of them live in Wooten St. Lawrence and will suddenly be 

greeted by a housing estate outside their window. This is unfair, people chose to live 

there to have a rural country life and now it's being taken away from them as well as 

their livelihoods. This is just about 3 people, but I know there are plenty more. There 

are other areas around Basingstoke where building would be appropriate in smaller 

grouped areas where the local amenities and business can cope with them.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate the borough's future housing needs based on the available 

evidence base, in line with national guidance. Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and 

villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability 

appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 54 No Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in 

the Plan from any potential link road.  The area designated for a Country Park 

should extend southwards to link up with Old Down.

This policy should be removed from the plan.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.  In terms of Old Down, 

it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 55 Yes Yes No

The plan is no place to include a policy on the potential or a western by-pass.  It 

is ill-thought out with no evidence on need or effectiveness and fails to address 

any of the issue on route or cost.  The reference should be removed.

The policy should be removed from the plan.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 57 Yes Yes No

I object to the increased housing figure for this site because of the lack of firm 

provision for an adequate transport link from the south. I object that there is no 

specific provision for employment which would create a more balanced new 

community. I object to the confusing and ambiguous references to new 

connection roads and to a potential Basingstoke western by-pass, for which 

there is no evidential need. In relation to the land between pack lane and the 

railway the council acknowledges the difficulty in securing workable transport 

mitigation measures. There is no evidence that those difficulties would not also 

apply to the reduced level of development proposed for the land. This part of 

the proposed allocation should therefore be removed entirely. I welcome the 

commitment to implementation of appropriate traffic management measures to 

prevent rat-running through existing communities

The policy MUST be removed from the plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. In response to the 

comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the site assessment. 

This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last local plan 

consultation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the 

new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Graham 

Langton
839906 69 Yes Yes No

It is an anomaly to include a policy for a Western by-pass. The increased 

housing proposed makes no allowance without adequate thought to the 

transport infrastructure

Remove reference to a Western by-pass and include specific transport 

infrastructure

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Paul  Bayliss 835011 111 Yes Don't Know No

3400 Houses - Strong objection to the incredibly high number of new houses 

being proposed, which seems to have no justification, particularly as it is 

significantly higher than previously stated. Not at all convinced about the need 

for more houses on the West of the Town, where road links, particularly along 

Roman Road, B3400, and Kempshott lane are already very congested and 

getting worse! Its not just about numbers but also housing density.

Para a] 3400 Houses - Reassess the number to reduce them so that the density 

and allowance for parkland, infrastructure and biodiversity plans will demonstrate 

sustainable, environmentally friendly plans which are more acceptable to the 

existing residents. Para i] Create - a substantial green belt in which nature can 

flourish between Roman Road existing houses and the new housing. Para k] 

Undertake a biodiversity study of fields along the length of Roman Road to assess 

and address the impact before proceeding with developments. Para m&n] A further 

transport study is required, in cooperation with the Hampshire County Council and 

any other relevant authorities in order to evaluate the entire traffic impact on exiting 

local roads and new road developments. Plans should be funded to develop the 

road system before the housing developments Para 0] To help prevent rat runs 

breaks in Roman Road should be created to prevent huge volumes of traffic 

building up in this residential area where there are many minor roads joining it. Para 

s] The plan for the sewerage/water must be drawn up and prove that it will work 

even under extreme weather conditions. This infrastructure must be fully funded and 

implemented before the development is completed.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 76 Yes Yes No

1. "Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature reserve. It should be 

protected in the Plan from any potential link road. 2. The area designated for a 

Country Park should extend southwards to link up with Old Down. 3. The 

reference to a "Western Bypass" should be removed from the plan. It is ill 

considered , has no basis of evidential need and fails to address any of the 

issues on route and cost and what areas it would be connected to. 4. I object to 

the increased housing figure because extending nthe use of the existing road 

links will promote more traffic chaos and higher carbon dioxide levels as 

congession escalates. 5.There is no specific allocation for employment, 

shopping centres, community features and schools. Thers ia no funding for any 

of these infrastructure necessities. 6. I object to the allocation between Pack 

Lane and the railway, for which the Council already acknowledges finding 

workable traffic mitigation measures.

1 Define Old Down as a Local Nature Reserve. 2. Delete all references to the 

potential for a "Western Bypass". It is a last minute panic inclusion in this latest draft 

craftly kept out of earlier consultations hoping it would attract little attention. 3. 

Remove the allocation for the 300 houses between Pack Lane and the Railway  

because traffic mitigation measures cannot be readily installed. Also that the traffic 

behaviour at the traffic lights at Five Ways is already so bad for cars continuing 

through as the lights turn to Red that the installion is an "accident waiting to 

happen"  and with the concept of more traffic using that junction serious road 

collisions and deaths are overdue.   Why not spend a rush hour there and see for 

yourself.... or doesn't Planning include considering how their measures may cause 

more traffic incidents.     

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation will 

not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road 

access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for 

this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined 

on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. The provision of a larger country 

park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would 

require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the 

limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important 

services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be 

scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the 

potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The 

suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the 

Council and its partners. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the 

available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east 

of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage 

disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which 

tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

such as schools etc. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to 

the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the 

Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A
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SS3.10 Mr David Flint 778560 81 Yes Don't Know No

SS3.10 (m): The area designated for a Country Park is too small and this is not 

sound. SS3.10 (n): There is insufficient traffic demand for a Western Bypass so 

this is not sound. SS3.10 (s): The location of the adequate infrastructure, i.e.. 

sewerage treatment plants, is not defined so this is not sound.

SS3.10 (m): The Country Park should be extended southwards to include the 

Basingstoke-Oakley Strategic Gap and be extended further to link with Old Down 

Woodland Park to make it sound and justified. Old Down Woodland Park should be 

designated as a Local Nature Reserve and be protected from putting an access 

road through it to Manydown to be sound and justified. SS3.10 (n): The route of the 

Western Bypass is not defined and it is not costed so it is not sound or justified. The 

crossing of the railway lines cannot be safeguarded unless the whole route is 

defined and costed to demonstrate that the most economical route is chosen before 

it could be sound and justified. SS3.10 (s): The location of sewerage treatment 

plants should not infringe the undeveloped nature of the Basingstoke-Oakley 

Strategic Gap for it to be sound and justified. Maps 1(a) and 7(a): The Basingstoke 

Settlement Policy Boundary should respect the landscape by staying east of the 

Scrapps Hill ridge line for it to be sound and justified. It should also stay east of the 

oil pipe line hazard safeguarding zones along the ridge of Scrapps Hill to ensure 

the safety of the houses and shopping centre built near Scrapps Hill for it to be 

sound and justified. Map 7(a): I support the extension northwards and southwards of 

the Basingstoke-Oakley Strategic Gap. The southern extension should be linked to 

Old Down Woodland Park so that this keeps its links with the open countryside for 

the benefit of residents and wildlife and in order to be sound and justified.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. In terms of Old Down, it 

will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.Development proposals (such as a sewage treatment 

works) in strategic gaps will only be permitted if it accords with the criteria a) and b) or c) in policy EM2.Landscape was given due 

consideration in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process. These matters are covered by criterion j), k),  l) and n).  

Support for the extension of the Basingstoke-Oakley Strategic Gap is noted. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Laurence 

Rose
834811 153 No Yes No

The Country Park location does not appear to be based on any environmental, 

scientific or logical reasoning. It is purely there to protect the former Manydown 

owners' interests at Wooton St Lawrence from urban sprawl; a covenant of the 

original land sale.

The Country Park should benefit the community as a whole, and be chosen for 

ease of access, value as a natural resource and benefit to the majority. Therefore it 

should be extended to include all of the "south Manydown" area (shaded red on the 

Plan maps) with its several ancient woodlands, and of course Old Down. This would 

protect the magnificent views from the A30 ridge / Old Down towards the North 

Downs, provide a significant "joined up" wildlife corridor for many species, and 

benefit many more people than the current proposal.      

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time.The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and 

existing open space, and also the facilities are required in the country park through the masterplanning process. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Chris 

Rose
840530 189 Yes Yes No

The building of 300 units on the  land south of the railway line and north of Pack 

lane will cause an unacceptable increase in the amount of traffic at the 

Fiveways junction. It will  increase the run off of rain water exacerbating  the 

problems of flooding at Buckskin and generate more sewage which will have to 

be pumped across Basingstoke

Remove the provision of housing from this site unless all these infrastructure issues 

can be resolved

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at 

the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate 

the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out 

the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development. Policy EM7 requires the attenuation of 

surface water run -off so that it is no greater than the run-off rate prior to development taking place.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Chris 

Rose
840530 190 Yes Yes No

Inclusion of reference to a future western bypass is unjustified. There is already 

a Basingstoke bypass to the east and major improvements to Junction 6 are 

now in progress. If these are effective there should be no need for a western 

bypass. Traffic from Newbury should already be using the A34 as the A339 is 

unsuitable for lots of traffic and is a dangerous road .Traffic from Reading to the 

M3 should be using the eastern bypass.  Crossing the railway will be 

prohibitively expensive at the point identified and is unfunded. It will also invite 

further development as developers will wish to build up to the road infrastructure

Remove the reference to western bypass

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Michael 

Cloke
840539 90 Yes Yes No

This Plan is no place to include a Policy on the potential for a "western by-

pass". It is ill-thought out with no evidence on need or effectiveness. no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

no evidence that those difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposed 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

I welcome the commitment to implementation of appropriate traffic management 

measures to prevent rat-running through existing communities. Firm plans for road 

infrastructure improvements need to be in the plan. I recently spent 25 minutes 

getting from the Buckskin/Worting roundabout, through the traffic lights at Fiveways, 

to my home. Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and 

protected in the Plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a 

Country Park should extend southwards to link up with Old Down.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down specifically it will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the 

provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can 

be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Paul White 840526 91 Yes Yes No

The potential western by-pass would be likely to generate significant noise, 

which would be harmful to the natural environment and the residents of 

Kempshott and Oakley. The western by-pass has not been justified and is not 

accompanied with a strategic noise map and fails to meet the requirements of 

the Environmental Noise Directive and should be removed from the local plan.

Remove all references or proposals for a Basingstoke western by-pass to connect 

the M3 with the A339.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stephen 

Young
840541 92 Yes Don't Know No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve. The area 

designated for a Country Park should extend southwards to link up with Old 

Down. This Plan is no place to include a Policy on the potential for a western by-

pass€•. It is ill-thought out with no evidence on need or effectiveness. object to 

the increased housing figure for this site, because of the lack of firm provision 

for an adequate transport link to the south

The proposed housing locations in the far south west of the town will result in much 

greater car usage for commuting, for school runs and for access to leisure and town 

centre facilities than sites to the east of the town. Hatch Warren, Beggarwood and 

Kempshott already have the highest percentage of car commuters in the whole of 

Basingstoke. Building houses even closer to the M3 and planning a western by-pass 

will lead to even higher car usage. How does this address the issue cited in Section 

2 of the Plan of the relatively high level of carbon dioxide emission per capita when 

compared to the South East England regional and national average?Transferring 

sewage from one side of Basingstoke to the other is extremely risky. There is no 

detail on the considerable sewerage infrastructure work that will be required or if it is 

affordable. The Plan simply states that adequate infrastructure is to be provided•. 

How does this address the issue cited in Section 2 of the Plan of the need to 

protect, manage and improve the quality of the Boroughs water environment•? The 

proposed distribution of Greenfield sites around Basingstoke does not pay adequate 

regard to the far easier accessibility to employment opportunities and town centre 

facilities of sites to the east of the town centre. Sites to the south west are 

considerably further away. The distribution should be changed to increase 

allocations to the east and north.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down specifically, it will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Paul White 840526 93 No Don't Know No

Fuzzy Drove should be designated as a nature reserve and an existing cycle & 

pedestrian route for the pleasure of the local community. Access to any future 

Manydown developments through Fuzzy Drove should be excluded from the 

local plan as either proposal or option.

Access to any future Manydown developments through Fuzzy Drove should be 

excluded from the local plan as either proposal or option.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development 

within the plan period and Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear where future access points to the site will be located. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Darren 

Andrews
840673 102 No Yes No

the provision of a gypsy and traveller site on Manydown is hugely unfair on the 

gypsy and traveller community.  This location is far from employment 

opportunities in Basingstoke, and indeed rail transport, which will result in 

segregation from the rest of the community.  

A town centre location would be much more sustainable, allowing easy access to 

employment opportunities within Basingstoke and also the opportunity to travel 

further afield, using the rail network.

The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, travellers and travelling show people over the plan period.  

The inclusion of provision for gypsy, traveller and travelling show people accommodation within the borough's larger greenfield 

allocations will enable their future housing needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and complies with Planning 

Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). New facilities will be provided as part of the development of Manydown, 

meeting the needs of the new residents, including gypsies and travellers. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs D 

Monger

Wootton St 

Lawrence Parish 

Council

542344 110 Yes Don't Know No

The increase in the number of houses to be built at Manydown will adversely 

affect the residents of Wootton St Lawrence. This will render virtually useless 

the stated intention in Clause (i) (previously j) of "retaining the separate identity 

and character of WSL and restrict coalescence between the village and the 

new development". The provision of the Country Park is essential to provide the 

separation of WSL from the new development. We are concerned about the 

introduction of the words "make contribution towards" and the deletion of the 

words "make provision for". Although there is no clause (l) we are greatly 

concerned that the changes to clause m (previously n) will have an adverse 

impact on the local road network. We are appalled that provision of the long 

discussed western by-pass or link road has now been reduced to "regard being 

had to the potential requirement for a western by-pass...." We do not believe 

this road is intended to nor is likely to be suitable to provide the additional and 

much needed road to take heavy traffic around the western side of 

Basingstoke. Our major concern however relates to the uncertainty about the 

prospects for and route of the  "potential western by-pass" and the additional 

adverse impacts this might have on WSL.

We ask that the provision of the "link road" be restored to that envisaged in the 

previous version and be constructed through the land. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown development. Criteria g) of 

SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and the design of the outward 

facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies that the country park is 

'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that which provision can be phased to meet the 

needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation and it will be funded 

through CIL. The policy continues to ensure the provsion of a link road through the allocated land from the A339 to the B3400. In terms 

of the western by-pass however, this does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the 

relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Simon 

Preedy
630417 112 Yes Don't Know No

SHLAA ref: BAS 069. This area should be saved from any housing 

development. It is used as a public open space and sporting activities over 

many year. Any development here would be unsustainable (increased traffic on 

A30 and Pack Lane, Kempshott. No western bypass should go through Old 

Down wildlife park. This area should be reserved.

BDBC should not be taking any travellers and should not be reserving any sites for 

travellers to the south and west of the town.

The site is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future. This site 

does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. Detailed issues associated with the site, such as the impact on the highway 

network, would be considered through the planning application process. The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs 

of gypsies, travellers and travelling show people over the plan period.  The inclusion of provision for gypsy, traveller and travelling show 

people accommodation within the borough's larger greenfield allocations will enable their future housing needs to be met (as identified in 

the GTAA and future updates) and complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). Draft Policy 

SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process 

but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in 

the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr David 

Brown
840521 126 Yes Don't Know No

The use of Fuzzy Drove as access for any sort of development as suggested 

(Manydown Parcel 7 - BAS098) would destroy a quiet lane/bridle path that has 

for generations been widely used and enjoyed by residents and others alike. 

The importance of this strategic leisure and wildlife corridor located within an 

area dominated by existing housing is recognised by the Fuzzy Drove 

Conservation Group. Now the last route of its type on the western edge of town, 

Fuzzy Drove must be allowed to remain unchanged.

The possible use of Fuzzy Drove as a means of serving any future developments 

must be removed from the plan.

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr David 

Brown
840521 125 Yes Don't Know No

The need to designate Old Down as a Local Nature Reserve and to remove 

any suggestion of a road through it cannot be overstated. This is a wonderful 

amenity with wide open spaces and marvellous views enjoyed not only by many 

local residents, but people from other parts of Basingstoke who come to walk 

or to exercise their dogs. The value of Old Down to people, flora and fauna has 

long been recognised by the Old Down & Beggarwood Wildlife Group whose 

members over the years have done much to preserve the quality of this fine 

area and to enhance its biodiversity.

Remove any suggestion of a road across Old Down and award it Local Nature 

Reserve status.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.Old Down does not form part of the proposals 

within the plan and it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential 

access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Carole 

Barlow
841610 208 Yes Yes No

The proposed 3,400 dwellings should be reduced to a level whereby traffic 

remains sustainable in the area, and carbon emissions are kept to a minimum. 

The reference to a Basingstoke western by-pass is ambiguous, and there is no 

evidential need for such a by-pass. Research should be carried out as to 

whether any specific site for gypsies and travellers will be used responsibly by 

them

a) The proposed 3,400 dwellings should be reduced to a level whereby traffic 

remains sustainable in the area, and carbon emissions are kept to a minimum. b) 

Careful research should be carried out as to whether any specific site for gypsies 

and travellers will be used responsibly by them, as previous sites have been 

provided at substantial cost in the area and subsequently closed. n) The reference 

to a Basingstoke western by-pass is ambiguous, and there is no evidential need for 

such a by-pass. The reference to a western by-pass should be removed from the 

Plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have 

regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the 

Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being 

conducted by the Council and its partners. The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, travellers and 

travelling show people over the plan period.  The inclusion of provision for gypsy, traveller and travelling show people accommodation 

within the borough's larger greenfield allocations will enable their future housing needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future 

updates) and complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11).

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Kenneth 

Bellamy
840952 119 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in 

the Plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park 

should extend southwards to link up with Old Down. The local people will be 

deprived of ever decreasing countryside and the associated quality of life if the 

developments proceed.

The Policy relating to the potential for a western bypass should not be included in 

the Draft Local Plan.  The Policy is ill conceived with no evidence of need or cost 

effectiveness. The reference should be removed.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.Areas rich in biodiversity 

will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and  it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the 

site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a 

requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does 

not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early 

feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Julie 

Masefield
841648 130 Yes Yes No

Old Down needs to be preserved for the people of Basingstoke. It's historic 

presence should be preserved for generations and not destroyed by the 

proposed link road. Old Down is home to many rare species of plant and 

wildlife and this should be protected and encouraged. 

Many Down should be removed from the plan as a potential development site. Old 

Down should be given Local Nature Reserve a status to protect this amazing area 

for the people of Basingstoke and for wildlife preservation purposes. 

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and  it 

will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Ian 

Hammill
841647 132 Yes Yes No

With the proposed increase in housing it has already been mooted that Old 

Down could become the site for a road linking new developments with the A30. 

Old Down provides not just a valuable habitat and integral part of the 

biodiversity of the borough but also provides a valuable green space amenity 

for local residents - something which will be even more at a premium if plans 

are allowed to proceed.

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected from 

development. In an increasingly urban borough it is vital to provide and maintain 

access to such sites for the benefit of all particularly where such sites allow children 

to experience space and nature, something which is not easily accessible to all.

Old Down does not form part of the plan and  it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Brendan 

Shaw
786880 136 Yes No

The Council has a clear financial interest in developing the Manydown site to 

the greatest possible extent. It is noted that the boundary of site allocation 3.10 

has been shifted yet further to the west, presumably to help maximise profits 

from the site. The Council should remove itself entirely from the planning 

process and allow an 'independent' authority to prepare a plan of where best to 

build that can then be submitted to a public enquiry. No reason is given for the 

additional housing so this change is not sound. Shifting housing units from east 

to west (policy SS3.9 proposes what seems to be a matching reduction in the 

houses to the east) seems unjustified, so I further contend that the change is 

also contrary to the requirement that the plan constitute the "most appropriate 

strategy". Moving the boundary of SS3.10 to the west clashes with policy 

EM2,which states that Strategic Gaps must "maintain the separate identity of 

settlements" and that development will not be permitted if it dimishes physical 

separation. The change to clause m appears to move the date of road 

construction forward. No reason is given for this new requirement. I further note 

that construction of a dual-carriageway would irrevocably blight the lives of 

Oakley residents with road noise. 

No specific answer has been provided, though implications can be drawn from the 

text above.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. In 

response to the comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the site 

assessment. This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last local 

plan consultation. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the 

town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage 

disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which 

tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

such as schools etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass 

through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered 

by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Gillian 

Bartrip
841769 140 Yes Yes No

object to the increased housing figure for this site and the scale of the proposed 

development as there is no specific provision for community facilities such as 

funding for a secondary school, nor any employment provision. A development 

of this size should have the full range of community facilities at it's heart and 

have a delivery plan and funds in place before any house building takes place. 

And at the same time the impact on the local environment should be fully taken 

into account. the area designated for a Country Park is not big enough. The 

references to new connection roads and a potential "western by-pass" are 

ambiguous and confusing

There should be a clear commitment in the Local Plan to a delivery plan with 

funding for the full range of community facilities, for the Manydown development 

before any houses are built. This should include provision for a secondary school as 

essential and specific provision for employment to ensure a more balanced new 

community. The area designated for a Country Park should be extended 

southwards to link up with Old Down. Old Down should be designated as a Local 

Nature Reserve and protected in The Plan from any potential link road. References 

to a "western by-pass should be removed from the plan, as there is no evidenced 

need. The site between Pack Lane and the railway (Manydown Parcel 6) should be 

removed from The Plan

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mrs Viv Addis 841801 144 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be given to the people of Basingstoke as a designated nature 

reserve.  It is a well loved and extremely well used park by local residence and 

people from further a field. There should be no consideration to destroy it with a 

road through the middle.  This area is environmentally important and needs to 

be protected. 

Remove any proposal for an access road across Old Down and give it the 

protection it should have.  Remove the proposed plans for housing from the railway 

line towards Old Down.  This area is too 'cut off' and will increase the amount of 

cars on small local roads, causing congestion.  Keep the development to the other 

side towards the A339 where good links to the Town and Motorway are already in 

place.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the 

site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most 

appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the 

town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as 

suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal 

process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including 

access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network 

to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mrs Viv Addis 841801 145 Yes Yes No

The number and position of proposed houses on Many Down needs to be 

reviewed.  The 'land locked' nature of the area from the railway line towards 

Kempshott will result in a huge number of car drivers using small residential 

roads, creating congestion and pollution. 

The houses planned for the 'land locked' area of Manydown, from the railway 

towards Kempshott need to be re allocated to an area where road links and 

infrastructure are already in place.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
mrs nicola 

turner
842013 151 Yes Yes No

The suggestion of using Fuzzy Lane (Drove) (Manydown Parcel 7 BAS098 

Appendix 14) as an access route for either works traffic or as an access route 

to the development would be detrimental to the local community. The 'Drove' is 

used by local residents as a quiet recreational space amongst an already 

business area. Kempshott Lane is already struggling with traffic congestion 

during peak times including school hours and having the drove opened up and 

used as an access would only add to this.

Fuzzy Drove should be excluded from any plan and be left alone.

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Vanessa 

Watson
637087 159 Yes Yes No

The proposal of a road across Old Down to provide a link to junction 7 would 

destroy one of the few open leisure spaces in the south-west of Basingstoke. In 

addition, building 300 homes between Pack Lane and the railway line would 

have a detrimental highways impact, particularly at the Fiveways traffic lights 

owing to the increased volume of cars on Pack Lane.

Old Down should be designed a local nature reserve. Remove the development of 

this area of land from the plan. 

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the 

site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most 

appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the 

town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as 

suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal 

process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including 

access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network 

to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 163 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in 

the plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park 

should extend southwards to link up with Old Down.

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in the 

plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park should 

extend southwards to link up with Old Down. It comes as no surprise to me that a 

Country Park has been proposed between Manydown and Wootton St Lawrence. I 

believe that this has been "agreed" to protect Wootton St Lawrence. I also believe 

that it is no coincidence that this Country Park has been created as Mr Oliver-

Bellasis has a family home in Wootton St Lawrence and it was their family who sold 

Manydown to Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council and Hampshire County 

Council that has in turn led to the situation we now find ourselves in.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.Areas rich in biodiversity 

will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 166 Yes Yes No

The respondent objects to: the increased housing figure for this site, because of 

the lack of a firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south; the lack 

of specific provision for employment which would create a more balanced new 

community; the confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads 

and to a potential Basingstoke western by-pass, for which there is no evidential 

need. In relation to the land between Pack Lane and the railway line, the 

respondent states that the Council acknowledges the difficulties in securing 

'workable transport mitigation measures', and considers that there is no 

evidence that those difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposed 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

I object to the increased housing figure for this site, because of the lack of a firm 

provision for an adequate transport link to the south. I object that there is no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. I 

object to the confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads and to 

a potential Basingstoke western by-pass, for which there is no evidential need. In 

relation to the land between Pack Lane and the railway line, the Council 

acknowledges the difficulties in securing 'workable transport mitigation measures'. 

There is no evidence that those difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level 

of development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposed 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.   In 

response to the comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the site 

assessment. This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last local 

plan consultation. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability 

appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters 

including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road 

network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a 

requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does 

not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early 

feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 

dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to 

accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). Policy EP1 permits employment 

uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Phil 

Eastick
834160 167 Yes Yes No

This plan is no place to include a Policy on the potential for a "Western by-

pass". It is ill-thought out with no evidence on need or effectiveness and fails to 

address any of the issues on route or cost. This reference should be removed 

entirely.

This plan is no place to include a Policy on the potential for a "Western by-pass". It 

is ill-thought out with no evidence on need or effectiveness and fails to address any 

of the issues on route or cost. This reference should be removed entirely.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
86020 365 No Yes No

The proposed approach in criteria k) will not deliver desired biodiversity 

protection outcomes because the policy does not recognise the need to take 

pre-emptive seasonal action, possibly over several years prior to any 

development, to locate, identify, collect, bank and translocate the species of 

rare and notable species.

Limit the direct and indirect impacts on key species and habitats, including rare 

arable flora and Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation within and adjacent to 

the site, and seek to ensure that there is a positive improvement in the conservation 

status of these species. Appropriate actions to include pre development permission 

conditions to facilitate species collection, over several seasons if necessary, species 

banking and translocation to appropriate, new, protected host sites. NOTE: 

Requiring pre-emptive action to collect and translocate species possibly several 

years before development is permitted should become a standard consideration in 

connection with any proposed development.

Policy SS3.10 and EM4 require sufficient biodiversity information to be available at the point of determination of planning applications to 

assess biodiversity implication. Through this process, mitigation and compensation proposals will be assessed for their likely adequacy. 

The rare arable flora assemblage is a known feature of the site and has been identified as such within the policy. Therefore adequate 

consideration of this feature will have to be provided as part of any application. The Manydown Project team are aware of the need to 

investigate these special features and have instigated a seed collection project with a project group advised by Dr Phil Wilson, a leading 

expert on rare arable flora. A project plan is in development for survey, seed collection and storage of seed from the arable flora 

assemblage over the next 2 years.  

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
86020 369 Yes No

The consequences of such a proposal as Para "m"  south of Pack Lane would 

be to undermine a Country Park that meets the needs of the existing let alone 

additional population for access to natural open space and wildlife or of the 

sustainability of such an area for wildlife.

Remove Para "n" completely to facilitate the provision of a 500 hectare Country 

Park that meets the needs of the local population for natural open space and deliver 

the scale of important habitats that would sustain the wildlife.

The size of the Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s 

rural qualities, taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The 

council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing 

open space, and  existing and new widldlife habitats through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has 

been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which 

wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park 

at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park 

elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park 

would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would 

require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the 

limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important 

services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be 

scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the 

potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The 

suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the 

Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
86020 366 No Yes No

There is no recognition that planning of walking and cycle paths should also 

respect the needs of wildlife for undisturbed areas either at particular times of 

the year or all year round.

Append to "p" Walking and cycle routes should respect the needs of wildlife by 

leaving some sensitive areas free of walking and cycle routes all year and some 

capable of being restricted at important times such as breeding seasons.

The amendment to criteria p) is not required as all development proposals will need to accord with policy EM4 (Biodiversity, 

Geodiversity and Nature Conservation). The level of detail requested to be added to the criteria could be more suited for inclusion within 

the Manydown Masterplan. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 566 Yes Yes No

The infrastructure and access provision for land south of the railway is 

inadequate. The area of the proposed Country Park is inadequate for a town 

the size of Basingstoke and should be enlarged. There is insufficient certainty of 

secondary school provision to avoid excessive travel contrary to NPPF. There is 

confusion over the provision of a link road and a possible western by-pass. The 

policy on surface water drainage and flooding is inadequate. With a proposed 

allocation of 75% of the employment land in Basingstoke to the east and north, 

and 66% of the greenfield housing to the southwest and west, it is essential that 

this balance is redressed to avoid major issues of transport, congestion and 

deprivation in the future.

1 The allocation for housing south of the railway should be removed from the Plan 

2. Secondary school provision. Amend paragraph d) to remove the words "if 

required". Paragraph 18.15 of the IDP states that there will be a " likely shortfall in 

places in seven years time" (2021). Paragraph 18.10 of the IDP states that the 

threshold for a new secondary school is 4,500 new dwellings. The Plan for the west 

and south west developments would result in a total of approximately 4,800 new 

dwellings. Therefore a new secondary school will definitely be required. 3 (a). 

Country Park. Amend the Policies Map associated with paragraph f) to reflect the 

attached counter proposed map for a 500 hectare Country Park (see justification in 

comments on Policy EM2). This should include woodland, meadow and sustainably 

farmed arable areas that maintain the rare, county notable and other important 

arable wildflowers of the SINC and provide a continuous north/south link through 

Pardown and Smalls Copses and Old Down and Beggarwood Woodland Park. Old 

Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve. This would also make the 

policy internally consistent with paragraph k). 3 (b) Country Park. Amend Paragraph 

(f) to include the following : "...accessible to all existing nearby residential areas 

which are affected by the development proposed un der this Policy". 4. Link road 

and western by-pass. Paragraph n) should be removed in its entirety. It has no 

place in this Plan. The need for such a by-pass has not been shown in the Transport 

Assessment and its inclusion in this Plan prejudices the allocation of land for an 

enlarged Country Park and the Strategic Gap and would threaten Old Down. 5. 

Flooding. Amend paragraph s) by adding the following "in particular ensure that 

development does not increase the likelihood of flooding in the area surrounding the 

headwaters of the River Loddon during severe weather events." 6. Employment. 

There should be a requirement for the masterplan to identify a strategic 

employment site as part of the development.

The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the 

railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on 

this junction (which includes the allocation). Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplannig process. In 

terms of Old Down it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential 

access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Graham 

Woodage
637543 175 Yes Yes No

There is no evidence for the western bypass. Object to the increase in the 

housing number for this site. Old Down should be designated a Local Nature 

Reserve. There is no specific provision for employment that would create a 

more balanced community.

Designate Old Down as a LNR and remove the 300 homes proposed for the land 

south of Pack Lane.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. In response to the comments of the 

landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the site assessment. This enabled an 

increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last local plan consultation. Areas rich 

in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down , it will not be until the council has 

agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be 

most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate 

strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan 

reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and 

balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the 

site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and 

sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided. Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown 

where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Neil 

Cooper
835067 176 Yes Yes No

Old Down is an area of natural beauty frequented by local residents and visitors 

from afar. An area with a wealth of flora and fauna Old Down provides a haven 

of quiet and open space between the Town and the M3 corridor. The building of 

a road across Old Down to provide access to any future development would 

completely destroy this area which has been created over many years of hard 

work and is enjoyed by people of all ages. Old Down should be designated as a 

National Park area and be added to the proposed Natural Park area to create a 

"special' area for residents and visitors alike.

The building of an access road across Old Down should be deleted from the plan. 

Old Down should be designated as part of the Nature Park and protected from 

future development for the benefit of all residents and visitors, present and future.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part pof the Local Plan 

and it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to 

the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Christine 

Hall
839219 257 Yes Yes No

It is insufficient to "reserve land" for primary and secondary schools.  Land was 

reserved for a primary school at Beggarwood, but never built.  Children from 

Rooksdown attend numerous different schools.  Leaving aside the commuting 

implications, how can such an outcome create the much-touted community 

spirit?

At the very least, a local primary school should be available on a development of 

this size. 

The IDP, which supports the Local Plan, together with policy SS3.10 specifically require the provision of two primary schools within the 

development.  This reflects the advice of HCC as the Local Education Authority. HCC have also advised that a site should be reserved 

for the future provision of a secondary school within the site, which is also reflected in the policy and the IDP.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Christine 

Hall
839219 258 Yes Yes No

There is no evidence of the need for a western bypass, with its likelihood to 

destroy a much valued natural environment. Paragraph 1.21 claims that "the 

rural environment of the borough adds significantly to the quality of life enjoyed 

by its urban residents and is a considerable asset for the area." One of the 

Issues to Address in Paragraph 2.6 is "important landscapes and biodiversity 

assets across the borough which need protection and enhancement" and 

Paragraphs 3.9 and 3.10 of the Spatial Strategy require major consideration at 

this point.

The reference should be removed from the plan. Old Down should be designated 

as a Local Nature Reserve to protect it from any plans for a link road in the future.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Helen 

Swindlehurst
840502 242 Yes No

Old Down is a beautiful and precious area of open space which is highly used 

and prized by the local residents. It should be designated as a local Nature 

Reserve and ideally the area proposed for a Country Park should link up with 

Old Down. I strongly object to the increased housing figures for Manydown as 

there is no specific provision for employment and the transport links are 

inadequate 

Old Down should be protected from any possible link road. The allocation of 

housing between Pack Lane and the railway should be removed as the transport 

links are inadequate. The references in the Plan to a potential "western by-pass" 

should be removed as there is no evidence on the need or effectiveness of such a 

road and no detail has been given as to potential cost or route.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the 

site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the impacts of the Local Plan on the highway network and has identified mitigation measures that could be implemented at a 

number of junctions on the local highway network. This included testing the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to 

the South of the railway line where it was concluded that the Fiveways Junction could be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative 

impacts of the Local Plan. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass 

through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered 

by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The draft Local Plan 

sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Paul May 840597 254 Yes Yes No

The choice of Manydown to the west of Basingstoke for 3400 dwellings would 

result in an increase in journeys to workplaces, railway station, colleges of 

further education, town centre and hospital. Car usage will therefore increase 

considerably as will pollution, congestion, frequency and severity of motor 

accidents. All of this will put additional pressure on the police, hospital service 

and employers. This is contrary to Paragraphs 30, 34 and 37 of the National 

Planning Policy Framework.

In the event of a  refusal by Basingstoke Council to rebalance the plan such that 

development is to the east of the town, we need a detailed plan, carefully prepared, 

with a scale map, which will show, beyond any doubt, how increase in motor vehicle 

use will be kept to a minimum and practical measures taken to ensure there is 

adequate public transport and cycle path provision. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 421 Yes Yes No

Reserving land for schools is inadequate. This occurred with other 

developments and the schools haven't been built. There is already a shortage 

of school spaces in the south and south-west of Basingstoke, so new schools 

will be needed. A small country park of 100 hectares is totally inadequate for a 

population and town the size of Basingstoke and not in line with other areas in 

South Hampshire. There is no road requirement to provide an ability to connect 

to potential future sites to the south as the land to the south should all be 

country park. Old Down should not be threatened with having a link road built 

through it and be destroyed. It should be designated an LNR and this green 

space which is of huge value to the local community should be left in tact.

(d) Land and funding should be allocated to build new schools. (f) The country park 

should be nearer 600 hectares. It should comprise the strategic gaps for Wooton St 

Lawrence and Oakley plus all the Manydown land south of the railway (including 

area 6.) This land should be classed as a historical asset due to connections with 

Jane Austen. It should be named the Jane Austen Country Park and include circular 

walks and cycle paths and points of interest associated with Jane Austen and the 

natural environment. (m) Remove all references to a southern link road.

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha and the proposed area 

at Manydown is about 100 ha.. The size of the Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without 

detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke 

and proximity to housing. The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, 

including new and existing open space, through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made 

available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider 

masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this 

stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere 

in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would 

also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require 

land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. In terms of Old Down a LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council 

knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to 

link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of 

the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old 

Down is required. In respect of school provision, the policy and the IDP require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line 

with the advice of the Local Education Authority, who will ensure that school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil 

forecasting and the requirements of the residents from new developments. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard 

to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local 

Plan. It should be noted that the suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility 

work being conducted by the Council and its partners, and it is considered to be appropriate to examine the need and location of this at 

this stage to ensure that opportunities are not missed.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 422 Yes Yes No

It seems very unlikely that a western bypass can be justified to connect traffic 

from the A339 to the M3, thereby avoiding Basingstoke, as the A34 effectively 

already serves this purpose. The huge cost and destruction of countryside is 

surely not necessary. There should be no future development at Manydown, the 

area south of the railway should be a Country Parkland south of the railway line 

and north of Pack Lane should not be developed for housing. It would have 

access problems and the infrastructure costs would therefore be too high.

(n) Remove this paragraph. (t) Remove this paragraph. (u) Remove this paragraph.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The draft Local Plan sets out the most 

appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the 

town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as 

suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal 

process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including 

access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network 

to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. The land designated as a country 

park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within 

which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country 

park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park 

elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park 

would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would 

require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the 

limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important 

services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be 

scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Suzanne 

Stratton
841637 197 No Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a local nature reserve and protected from 

any potential bypass or link road. This bypass is ill thought out and there is no 

evidence that it would be effective or necessary and fails to address the 

infrastructure problems that the new proposed housing would create. I object to 

the increased housing figure for this site as there is a lack of adequate transport 

links to the South. I object to the confusing and ambiguous references to new 

connection roads and to a potential western by pass for which there is no 

evidential need. 

A commitment to implement appropriate traffic management measures to prevent 

people cutting through existing communities. Old down should be a designated local 

nature reserve and protected as such from future development 

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process.  In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council 

knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to 

link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of 

the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old 

Down is required The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available 

evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the 

town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage 

disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which 

tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs thelma 

Duran
841640 266 Yes Yes No

The possible loss of Old Down for all the dog walkers, ramblers, joggers, 

runners  would be devastating. The designated country park area should be 

extended to include Old Down. This western by pass is ill thought out and does 

not really address the issues of a workable route

you have not addressed in the plan how you would build the by pass with regards to 

how it would cross the railway line. I feel this by pass would cause more rat runs in 

our local communities.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down a LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council 

knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to 

link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of 

the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old 

Down is required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the 

„remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not 

been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the 

Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and 

national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be 

provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the 

landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the 

borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such 

as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Abram 

Tilling
841806 209 Yes Don't Know No

I object to increased housing for this site with the lack of firm provision for an 

adequate transport link to the south. I object that there is no specific provision 

for employment which would create a more balanced new community.

Evidence re need for a western by pass, lack of provision for adequate transport 

links to the south.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Local Plan 

Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and 

concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction 

(which includes the allocation). The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the 

potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The 

suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the 

Council and its partners. Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site 

location.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Abram 

Tilling
841806 210 Yes Don't Know No

The potential for a "western by-pass" is ill-thought out with no evidence on need 

or effectiveness and fails to address any of the issues on route or cost. I object 

to the increased housing figure for this site, lack of firm provision for an 

adequate transport link to the south. Appears to be no specific provision for 

employment which would create a more balanced new community.

Provision of Old Down as a Local Nature Reserve to create a green space for the 

benefit, health and well being of new and existing residents as the housing density is 

substainally increased under the plans from the number today  Provision of 

substainally better transport links.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where 

it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10
mr laurence 

webb
842014 270 No Yes No

I do not feel that this plan has considered the impact on Kempshott and it's 

residents. Kempshott has become an extremely busy route through 

Basingstoke to and from the motorway. Talk of opening Fuzzy Drove 

(Manydown Parcel 7 Bas098 App. 14) would be a huge detriment to 

Kempshott. This would increase traffic flow, pollution and an area (Fuzzy 

Drove) which is regarded as one of the last remaining untouched areas. Fuzzy 

Drove is used by local residents as a peaceful place with lots of local history for 

walks to see wildlife and flowers. Kempshott Lane is already a hard road to 

access from side roads due to traffic levels.

Remove the request to open Fuzzy Drove as an access route and instead preserve 

this road for Kempshott residents to enjoy.

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 279 Yes Yes No

D) Reserving land for schools is not committing to building the schools. The 

Lime Park housing development had "RESERVED" land for school yet all these 

years on these schools have not been built.

Wherever it is agreed that houses should be built, the infrastructure (schools, 

doctors, hospitals etc.) should be built before the houses to ensure these are in 

place as soon as families move in.  There is already a large issue in Basingstoke 

with a lack of spaces in preferred schools with some families having to travel to 

school, waiting lists for Basingstoke Hospital is already extensive and getting same 

day (or even same week in some cases) Dr appointments is difficult.

In respect of school provision, the policy and the IDP require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line with the advice of 

the Local Education Authority, who will ensure that school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil forecasting and the 

requirements of the residents from new developments. Other service providers have also contributed to the relevant site policies and the 

IDP are their requirements are also reflected, which will be taken forward through masterplanning of individual sites and / or planning 

applications

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 282 Yes Yes No

N) There is no supported requirement for a Western by-pass linking the A339 to 

Junction 7 of the M3.  Most people using the A339 are doing so to get to the 

Business Parks to the North of the town or to the town centre and Junction 6 is 

the most direct route.  With the additional work currently being undertaken on 

the Black Dam roundabout there is absolutely no requirement for this.

Remove Paragraph N from the local plan as there is no "potential requirement"

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 288 Yes Yes No

A) Government targets are in place to vastly reduce carbon emissions. By 

planning a further 3,400 homes in this area this will dramatically INCREASE 

emissions and pollution.

Redistribute housing plans nearer to areas of employment e.g. the Business Parks 

to the North of the town, reducing the mileage and carbon footprint of those 

travelling to work

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 290 Yes Yes No

C) Reserving land for schools is not committing to building the schools. The 

Lime Park housing development had "RESERVED" land for school yet all these 

years on these schools have not been built.

Wherever it is agreed that houses should be built, the infrastructure (schools, 

doctors, hospitals etc.) should be built before the houses to ensure these are in 

place as soon as families move in. There is already a large issue in Basingstoke 

with a lack of spaces in preferred schools with some families having to travel to 

school, waiting lists for Basingstoke Hospital is already extensive and getting same 

day (or even same week in some cases) Dr appointments is difficult.

In respect of school provision, the policy and the IDP require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line with the advice of 

the Local Education Authority, who will ensure that school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil forecasting and the 

requirements of the residents from new developments. Other service providers have also contributed to the relevant site policies and the 

IDP are their requirements are also reflected, which will be taken forward through masterplanning of individual sites and / or planning 

applications

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 291 Yes Yes No

N) There is no supported requirement for a Western by-pss linking the A339 to 

Junction 7 of the M3. Most people using the A339 are doing so to get to the 

Business Parks to the North of the town or to the town centre and Junction 6 is 

the most direct route. With the additional work currently being undertaken on 

the Black Dam roundabout there is absolutely no requirement for this.

Remove Paragraph N from the local plan as there is no "potential requirement"

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Miss Elaine 

Harris
842179 173 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be protected as it is a vital habitat for wildlife and as an 

important open space for all residents of Basingstoke.   

Do not put the link road across Old Down or build houses to the south of the railway 

line.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a 

LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the 

possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Derek 

Jennings
842434 333 Yes Yes No

Old Down is a major asset and benefit to the Kempshott community and is well 

used and enjoyed by all age groups. It currently provides wonderful views 

across open country to the west, south west and the north and should not be 

dissected by a link road to provide access for future developments and 

increased housing on Manydown. Such development across Old Down will be 

damaging to the local environment and severely impact the continued benefit of 

Old Down to the local community. Further development of Manydown should 

not be permitted as there is a lack of infrastructure such as roads, sewage, 

transport etc. to support the increased housing. It also fails to meet NPPF 

requirements due to its distance from the towns major employment areas to the 

north and east of Basingstoke.

Old Down should be maintained as a protected local 'country park' providing green 

space in an area which is becoming increasingly urbanised. Such an approach 

would demonstrate commitment to protecting the environment for the benefit of the 

local community. The increased housing proposed for Manydown should be 

transferred to the north and east of the town where it would be closer to the major 

centres of employment  This would help protect the towns environment by reducing 

car traffic and thus pollution across the town as residents would be closer to their 

place of work.  The plan would then meet the environmental requirements of the 

NPPF.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a 

LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the 

possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy 

to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 663 Yes No

I believe that Old Down has to be designated as a Nature Reserve and 

protected from any development now or in the future. It's a well used an 

needed amenity used by both young and old alike and losing it would be 

disastrous for the surrounding communities. The fact that it's not already a 

protected area is something that should be addressed immediately.

I would designate Old Down as a Local Nature Reserve protecting it from any future 

development including the rumoured western link which although has not been 

mentioned in the plan would be a huge burdon in traffic and access not to mention 

destroying the habitats of all the wildlife in Old Down. There needs to be more 

protected and accessible areas and protecting Old down would be a good start to 

securing that future generations have access to the reserve and that the flora and 

fauna is .

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a 

LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the 

possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 662 Yes Yes No

It's not effective as all the jobs seem to be on the East side of Basingstoke 

which is much closer to the centre of town. By building so many houses on 

Manydown what will happen is that it will become a commuter belt with no 

provision for introducing jobs locally. This in turn will cause traffic chaos as all 

these new residents will have to travel for work. There are no plans to introduce 

employment in the area and as so many high profile companies have left the 

town in recent years

1. Some of the housing should be redeployed to the north east of Basingstoke 

where this is the work, the facilities (water, drainage etc.), and the proximity to the 

centre of town is better. 2. Thought needs to be put into the transport infrastructure 

as at present there seems to be little if any budget set aside to deal with the vast 

number of additional vehicles which will result.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Janet 

Balls
842793 205 Yes Yes No

Old Down is a beautiful area, and there aren't many left in the vicinity of 

Basingstoke which are accessible to people living in and around the area and 

should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in the Plan 

from any potential link road. The Country Park that is being designated for the 

Manydown area should include wildlife corridors to Old Down. The proposal to 

put a road through Old Down is unbelievable and shouldn't be necessary with 

the improved , and very expensive, junction at Black Dam

Put the housing closest to the areas of work and services and to the improved 

motorway access at Black Dam. People will use a good junction for access and 

egress rather than cross the town so there would be no need to link the 339 to the 

motorway junction at Dummer.  A more detailed look at the health requirements of 

the Borough needs to take place before committing to so many additional residents.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a 

LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the 

possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.The council will consider how the county park links into the 

wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including wildlife corridors, through the masterplanning process. The draft Local 

Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have 

been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger 

towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and 

sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport 

related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the 

capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. The IDP also includes 

information on how the council has worked with statutory health care providers with regards to health infrastructure. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Steve 

Cornwell
843005 218 Yes Don't Know No

SS3.10 - Manydown.  The plan includes a large amount of new housing, with no 

regard to transport infrastructure or local amenities such as schools or 

hospitals.  A western link road is noted, with no information provided as to 

routing or evidential need - this should not be included in this plan as clearly 

there has been no evaluation of need or purpose - it should be removed from 

the plan in its entirety.  No development should be undertaken between Pack 

Lane and the railway as the council acknowledges difficulties with transport - 

this development should be removed from the plan.

Remove all references to a western link road as no evidence has been provided as 

to need  Remove all development between the railway and Pack Lane due to the 

council's own acknowledgement of difficulties with transport  Designate Old Down 

as a Local Nature Reserve and extend the country park southwards to link with Old 

Down 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a LNR designation will not be 

pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access 

across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for 

this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined 

on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is 

submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be 

determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost 

of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has 

been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to 

provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support 

residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park 

whist retaining site viability.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 227 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be made a local nature reserve and protected from any 

potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park should extend 

southwards to link up with Old Down. The reference to a western by-pass• does 

not appear to be based on fact, need, or cost. The housing figure for this site 

should not be increased. There's little provision for adequate transport links or 

employment opportunities to the south, and the plan fails to promote a balanced 

new community. With regard to the land between Pack Lane and the railway, 

the Council acknowledges the difficulty in securing 'workable transport 

mitigation measures'. Those difficulties would also apply to the reduced number 

of houses proposed for this land. Concern about the lack of adequate school 

provision, especially due to previous problems in delivering the promised 

infrastructure.

Award Old Down Local Nature Reserve status. Reference to a "western-by-pass" 

should be removed. 

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The land designated as a country park 

has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which 

wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park 

at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park 

elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park 

would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would 

require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the 

limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important 

services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be 

scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the 

masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the 

likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the 

A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence 

base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in 

the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 247 Yes Yes No

The Plan specifically states that a new secondary school to serve the 3,400 

new houses on Manydown is “not guaranteed”. That‟ll just put even more 

pressure on existing schools.

Amend the plan to incorporate a guarantee that a new secondary school will be 

provided, with building commencing before occupation of the housing development.

In respect of school provision, the policy and the IDP require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line with the advice of 

the Local Education Authority, who will ensure that school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil forecasting and the 

requirements of the residents from new developments. Other service providers have also contributed to the relevant site policies and the 

IDP are their requirements are also reflected, which will be taken forward through masterplanning of individual sites and / or planning 

applications.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Paul 

Streeter
843026 237 Yes Yes No

Manydown and Old Down should be left as a nature reserve or designated as a 

Country Park. The proposed plan for a bypass appears to have no benefit to 

residents or time advantages. The proposed housing plans appear not to have 

the required infrastructure, transport links appear inadequate with no provision 

of employment/There is no mention of additional new schools. The allocation 

should include a new junior or secondary school within any agreed prospectus. 

The distribution should therefore be changed to allocate more to the east and 

north of the town

intentionally left blank

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a 

LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the 

possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy 

to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.In respect of school provision, the policy and the IDP 

require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line with the advice of the Local Education Authority, who will ensure that 

school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil forecasting and the requirements of the residents from new 

developments.

No change N/A

SS3.10

Mrs 

Annabelle 

Baughan

843042 240 No Yes No

Old Down country park and Manydown should be designated as a Local Nature 

Reserve and protected from the plan from any potential link road. There is no 

local employment on this side of town, with the majority of business parks and 

offices either in the centre or north of the town. Building thousands of homes 

where everyone has to get in their car to go to work, or get the train to London, 

will only serve to massively increase the already congested main routes in to 

Basingstoke. There is no detail on the considerable sewerage infrastructure 

work that will be required or if it is affordable. The plan simply states that 

adequate infrastructure will be provided. How does this address the issue cited 

in Section2 of the Plan "the need to protect, manage and improve the quality of 

the Borough's water environment? The increase in tarmac and hard standing 

will increase run-off, thus resulting in more flooding.

No road through Old Down. No houses on the Golf Course, Hounsome Fields or 

Manydown.  As an alternative houses could be built in the area north of the railway 

line. 

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a 

LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the 

possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy 

to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. Policy EM7 requires the attenuation of surface water run -

off so that it is no greater than the run-off rate prior to development taking place.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Pam 

Joseph
843074 321 Yes Yes No

Old down should stay as a nature reserve.  It acts as barrier. It is a necessary 

parkland area for use by the local community.

The number of houses should be reduced as the area cannot accommodate the 

proposed number of houses.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a 

LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the 

possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Sarah 

Harder
843078 283 Yes Don't Know No

n) What evidence do you have to support a requirement of a new 'Western 

Bypass to joing the A339 and the M3?  With most business workers and town 

centre visitor already using J6, why is this needed?

This should be removed from the plan.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
miss lizzie 

freemantle
843080 271 Yes Yes No

I do not actually believe we need thousands of new houses and certainly not in 

Old Down/Kempshott Park. As an estate agent people choose Basingstoke to 

reside as the countryside, clean air, quietness and the "best of both worlds", 

being able to commute via Waterloo or get onto the M3 but also take the 

children for cycle rides at the weekend in the Basingstoke Countryside. One of 

the major selling points of Kempshott are the beautiful fields and the fact that it 

is a quiet peaceful place to live which is why the prices have always remained 

consistently high, new houses and a bypass which is unnecessary which 

severely impact the quality of life of current owners and cause extreme noise 

and traffic congestion. The Bypass in my view will be a complete waste of 

money.

I suggest redesignating these areas as places of local/historic interest and natural 

beauty.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Fiona 

Packer
843086 295 Yes Yes No

object to the number of houses in this area, as the countryside provides 

biodiversity, rare wildlife, and distinct separation of Basingstoke from Oakley. 

There was at one stage a plan to have a country park on the Manydown land, 

which would have been the perfect change to the land that current residents 

would have welcomed.

Do not build any more houses between Oakley and Basingstoke. This will create 

the space for the country park and Local Nature reserve residents would like as part 

of Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. A LNR designation 

betweem Oakley and Basingstoke is not being pursued. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Fiona 

Packer
843086 336 Yes Yes No

This policy for Manydown should be removed from the plan for a number of 

reasons, the western bypass, the planners have found that only 750 vehicles 

would use such a road in the afternoon peak rather than the A34 or existing 

roads. This Plan is no place to include a Policy on the potential for a "western 

by-pass". It is unjustifiable and unnecessary. In relation to the land between 

Pack Lane and the railway, the Council acknowledges the difficulty in securing 

'workable transport mitigation measures'. There is no evidence that those 

difficulties would not also apply to the wider number of houses planned for 

Manydown South. This part of the proposed allocation should therefore be 

removed entirely. This combined with the provision for "traveller" site provision 

is crazy and not what I moved here, this will devalue our area and housing if we 

are associated with "traveller sites", this is unfair on hard working residents 

already living here and I think this makes the plan unsound.

In regards to CN1 - affordable housing should be reduced from 40% in the local 

plan to maintain the right mix of housing types and diversity of residents. More 

detached family housing should be built. CN5 should be removed from the plan as 

they should not have a permanent space allocated to them as they don't pay tax 

and are not entitled to this right.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  The Council needs to demonstrate the 

ability to meet the needs of gypsies, travellers and travelling show people over the plan period.  The inclusion of provision for gypsy, 

traveller and travelling show people accommodation within the borough's larger greenfield allocations will enable their future housing 

needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically 

paragraphs 9b and 11). With regards to Policy CN1 and housing mix, these are supported by evidence base and are considered sound.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Fiona 

Packer
843086 332 Yes Yes No

The Manydown proposed development between Kempshott and the Railway 

line is  Far Too Large  and has many access problems for the village of Oakley 

and should be removed from the plan altogether. These 300+ houses have 

access issues also for the junction of Fiveways leading to Kempshott, and it 

cant take any more pressure. At peak times especially in the evening can 

queue as far back as Buckskin roundabout, and can take a good 20 minutes 

before getting across the lights towards the town centre. The proposed increase 

in housing is not sustainable with the current communications and presents a 

serious danger to children and parents walking or cycling to school not to 

mention the delays to commuter traffic and the consequential noise and 

exhaust pollution - intensified with standstill traffic at rush hour. 

I propose that the entire 300+ houses planned for Manydown south be rejected 

based up on the reasons above.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings 

at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to 

accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation).

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Daniel 

White
843088 326 No Yes No

Manydown Parcel 7 reference Fuzzy Drove - this area should be maintained as 

a protected area. I can only comment that I feel this development would be 'too 

much' for this side of town due to the increased traffic levels, pollution and strain 

on local community. Kempshott is becoming an over populated area already 

with new developments popping up. I cannot imagine what it must be like to try 

and get your child into the local school as they only admit 90 new children into 

year R and it is being suggested to adding 300 new homes!!! There is only one 

local doctor's surgery that takes a week to get an appointment already. As I 

have said 'too much' for this side of town.

Please leave one of the nicest areas of Kempshott (The Drove) and let it remain for 

the Kempshott residents to enjoy. Provisions for local residents to get school places 

and doctors surgeries will be needed. With a proposed 500 homes - at least two 

new schools should be built!

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development, and this includes the provision of two new schools.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Miss Joanna 

Cooper
843089 322 Yes Yes No

Object to proposed development at Manydown. Kempshott Lane is now one of 

the busiest routes through Basingstoke due to the location so far from the town 

centre. Therefore most residents already drive and by proposing to add another 

1000 plus residents would have a huge impact on pollution and the 

environment. Kempshott Lane is extremely busy during rush hour and is already 

suffering from queuing traffic down Buckskin lane - through 5 ways traffic lights 

and onto Kempshott Lane! I have not seen a provision for more schools, 

doctors, dentist etc. to be added to the development. My last note refers to the 

idea of opening up Fuzzy Drive (Drove)as an access route for works traffic or 

otherwise is ludicrous. This would be taking away a heritage 'track' that has 

survived years of development and it should remain this way.

At least two schools, doctors and dentist should be built (and it actually happen) 

Reduce the size of the development - this area of Basingstoke cannot cope with the 

suggested capacity and we do not have the employment opportunities this side of 

town. Leave Fuzzy Drove alone and keep it as the quiet and pleasant place in 

currently is.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Local Plan 

Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and 

concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction 

(which includes the allocation). The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was 

considered as part of the site assessment process which considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 

7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable 

long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Gemma 

Lillywhite
843093 280 Yes Don't Know No

Manydown and old Down should be left as a nature reserve, especially as Old 

Down was promised to the community in the past.

Remove the threat of a road across Old Down. A road through Old Down would 

destroy a visited and loved by people from all over Basingstoke.

Old Down is not included within the plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored 

which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across 

Old Down is required.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Darren 

Lillywhite
843095 284 No Yes No

The Manydown development and idea of a road across Old Down. This 

breaches NPFF requirements. In comparison to other towns of similar size and 

population this policy does not seem right. Basingstoke does not have a 

designated country park for its residents to enjoy. Walking, cycling, exercising 

and Dog walking at old down is one of the most popular pastimes for hundreds 

of residents. The area of Manydown identified as a country park should be 

extended to join up with old down

Protect leisure spaces acess for future generations e.g. Old down, Manydown and 

the golf course. Create a country park which links the proposed country park at 

Wooton St Lawrence and the conservation area of Worting to the ancient woodland 

copses of Oakley and links across to Old Down and Beggarwood via the fields 

south of Fuzzy Drove which contain rare arable plants of national importance. If we 

have to put more houses in and around Basingstoke they need to be spread out not 

all in one place.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. The country park will be able to be used for recreation/ leisure activities by the local community. The land designated as a country 

park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within 

which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country 

park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park 

elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park 

would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would 

require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the 

limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important 

services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be 

scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.The council will consider how the county park links into the wider 

countryside, green infrastructure network (including new and existing open space), ancient woodlands and conservation areas,  through 

the masterplanning process. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Steve 

Pendsay
843104 301 No Yes No

The area of Manydown is an area of unspoilt natural beauty and provides a well 

needed area of recreation. This Local Plan simply disregards all the 

Government aims including reducing greenhouse gas emissions and reducing 

congestion. No provision has been included for the provision of new schools to 

accommodate upwards of 1,000 new children. The current road system will not 

sustain a potential 3,000 (or more), cars that will be using the roads and the 

proposed 'by-pass' route cuts right thru the centre of Manydown with no thought 

as to how traffic will disperse in the tiny Pack Lane road system.

As most businesses and employment areas are based in the east of Basingstoke it 

makes more sense to develop the Chineham, Lychpit, Hook areas to accommodate 

the apparent ever growing need for more housing. Alternatively why not introduce 

more incentives for new housing and employment in the north of England where the 

population is less dense.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. This has been informed by HCC as the Local Education Authority, who have advised that sites should be reserved for school 

provision, in line with their approach to pupil forecasting.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Mark 

Susans
843105 298 No Yes No

Old Down is an area rich in wildlife and fauna and as such it should be 

preserved also the amount of housing proposed for this site is not adequately 

supported with plans for transport links, facilities, schools, employment.

Stop pandering to the desires of developers and think of the needs and views of the 

people who elect you!

In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Alan Alan 

Smith
843118 305 Yes No

The area of Old Down is an important leisure resource and local nature reserve 

the proposal to put a link road from the proposed new development through this 

are is illogical and environmentally unsound. The area proposed as a Country 

Park could easily and should be extended south to include Old Down.

Old Down should be formally designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected 

from any potential link road scheme. The proposed County Park should be 

extended southwards to include Old Down

In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan.It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the 

land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take 

place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a 

proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this 

will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the 

overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that 

which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available 

funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to 

support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger 

country park whist retaining site viability. The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green 

infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, through the masterplanning process.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Alan Alan 

Smith
843118 306 Yes Yes No

The basis for increasing the housing figure for Manydown is not based on the 

firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south and there is no specific 

provision for employment land in order to create a sustainable community. The 

references to the construction of new roads is confusing and ambiguous, whilst 

no evidence has been provided to substantiate the need for the western by-

pass. No evidence has been provided that the land between Pack Lane and the 

railway can provide even the 300 units proposed without having an 

unacceptable highways impact.

If Manydown is to be developed a more rigorous transport infrastructure plan should 

be included in the Plan.  An employment strategy for the proposed new 

development should be included in the plan. References to "possible" future 

transport infrastructure change should not be part of this plan. Remove the 

proposed development of land between Pack Lane and the railway from the plan. 

This part of the proposed allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mrs Kinahan 843186 309 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a local nature reserve and should be 

protected from the proposed link road. Old Down is an important green space, 

which form an important amenity for local residents. The loss of this space 

would be detrimental to the area and undermine the quality of life for local 

residents. The area designated for a Country Park should extend southwards to 

link up with Old Down. There is no evidence or effectiveness in having a 

western by-pass and the policy fails to address any of the issues on route or 

cost. The allocation also fails to make the necessary provision for employment 

space, and hence will not achieve the creation of a sustainable community.

If a ring road is seen as absolutely necessary, it would be better placed further 

towards the M3 junction away from existing housing and recreational areas.  Why 

should we all suffer with increased traffic noise, pollution and the removal of green 

space??

In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for 

this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined 

on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is 

submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be 

determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost 

of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has 

been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to 

provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support 

residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park 

whist retaining site viability. The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure 

network, including new and existing open space, through the masterplanning process.Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to 

have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of 

the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being 

conducted by the Council and its partners. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mrs Potter 843232 311 Yes Yes No

The proposal of building so many houses on Manydown and surrounding area is 

poorly thought out as there will be increased traffic congestion and pollution as 

a result (as if it's not bad enough already).  The idea of putting a road through 

Old Down is a disgrace, we need more areas like this in Basingstoke not less.  

This should be designated a local nature reserve and protected forever.

Designate Old Down as a LNR Considerably reduce the amount of proposed 

houses Provision of substantially better transport links.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation this is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr John 

Milnes
843306 315 No No No

Proper consideration has not been made over infrastructure changes necessary 

to cope with additional housing in Hatch Warren.

No additional housing should be considered around Hatch Warren or Kempshott or 

towards Manydown as there is not the infrastructure in place to cope with addition 

people or traffic and given the lack of green space available on what must be land 

that has many forms of wildlife which should be protected, no more should be 

taken. Basingstoke has already grown to large and over the national average so it's 

time to stop. It takes 52 minutes to get a bus from Hatch Warren into Basingstoke 

town Centre on a week day morning, longest than the time to get a train from 

Basingstoke station to Waterloo London! Traffic is horrendous already, there arte 

not enough schools already and all that will happen is that promises made to 

improve infrastructure after the house have been built will be broken just like on 

other developments in and around Basingstoke. The M3 Junction 7 is not a major 

junction and does not have the capacity to take any major increase in traffic, and 

look at Junction 6 in the morning, terrible. Given the water issues of the winter, how 

do you propose to deal with the drainage and sewer for additional housing? What 

about the major disturbance to peoples lives whilst any new development goes on? 

Other towns should take a share of the building project as Basingstoke has seen 

the largest development of all town in this region already 

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate thr borough's future housing needs over the plan period 

based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the 

north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local 

Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered 

and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of 

the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and 

sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, 

which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Alfred 

McCarthy
843370 334 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a nature reserve and protected from any 

link roads.  The area designated for a Country Park should be extended south 

to link up with Old Down. It is important to save some green spaces for leisure 

and conservation.

See above

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation this is 

not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.  The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the 

„remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not 

been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the 

Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and 

national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be 

provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the 

landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the 

borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such 

as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. The 

council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing 

open space, through the masterplanning process.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Steve 

Rappolt
843382 341 Yes Yes No

The Building on Manydown does not make sense, it will lead to blocked minor 

roads and increase in pollution, due to traffic trying to get across town which 

simply goes against environmental interests and protection of nature reserves, 

why is a bypass even being consideration when this is just a work around to 

patch a poor strategy of building in the South West / West which will only bring 

in more traffic and reduce job opportunities for existing residents. Additionally 

Nature reserves should be stabilised or increased rather than reduced

dropping the consideration to expand on Manydown would negate the need to 

destroy valuable sites of interest and eliminate the need for cost of build and cost of 

environment for additional highway infrastructure. It would also eliminate the burden 

on our local schools which are already up to capacity

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Dominic 

Freemantle
843411 345 Yes Don't Know No

Basingstoke sits in some of the most beautiful countryside in the country and 

consistently fails to take advantage of this for the good of the town and its 

people. Rather than reinforcing Basingstoke's image and reputation as an ugly 

town full of roundabouts, bypasses and ugly architecture, look to leverage the 

natural beauty and history. Do something unpredictable and creative, rather 

than building another useless road that nobody will value. Create something for 

the local people to be proud of, something that people will travel to Basingstoke 

for. Put Basingstoke on the map rather than wiping it from the map with another 

road.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided. 

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 455 Yes Yes Yes

The increased housing figure for this site is unjustified, as it lacks adequate 

transport links, and there are no provisions for employment. In particular, the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway (parcel A6) is the least sustainable 

part of the entire development and reducing the number of houses proposed in 

this area won't make the problem go away. This part of the site will always be 

isolated from the rest of the Manydown development.

Manydown was intended to be“ and still should be - a balanced community, 

blending housing, amenities, employment and the natural environment. The Plan 

seems rather to require as many houses as possible to be built apparently to reduce 

numbers to the east of the Town with little consideration for the wider picture. This is 

wrong. The isolated Parcel A6, as referred-to above, is perhaps the most extreme 

case of this and should be removed from the Plan, while the structure of 

Manydown, vaunted as a community in the (potentially misleading) publicity so far 

circulated, needs to be re-thought to reflect the purpose for which it was allegedly 

originally purchased.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 459 Yes Yes No

The references to new connection roads and a potential western by-pass are 

confusing, and the justification appears to be purely politically driven. This Plan 

fails to address the issues of the potential route of the western by-pass, nor that 

of the cost and attendant purported benefits. Building a road across Old Down 

would have an unacceptable impact on the natural environment and local 

biodiversity. The building of the road would also stimulate additional future 

development in the gap between the development site and Oakely.

All reference to an Old Down road and to a western by-pass should be removed. 

Old Down should be given Local Nature Reserve status and protected from future 

development, including any potential link road. Moreover, to compensate for the 

damage to biodiversity to Manydown as a whole as a result of these Plans, and in 

accordance with NPPF Paragraph 109, Old Down and adjacent areas in 

'Manydown South' should be joined with the strategic gap between Basingstoke and 

Oakley and this area designated as a Country Park.  This Park should cover at least 

500 hectares, to provide a per-capita allocation matching that of southern 

Hampshire. See also Dr Michael Freemantles excellent and well-argued proposal 

for a Jane Austen Country Park; something that, if adopted, would be a visionary 

move for the Council that would reflect well on the town and its leaders for 

generations to come.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the 

masterplanning process.  It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.  The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of 

the Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural 

qualities, taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The land 

designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in 

land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an 

additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create 

an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The 

provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is 

already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given 

the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the 

provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), 

it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. The council will consider how the county 

park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, through the 

masterplanning process.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 516 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected from 

development. The plan suggests that a link road could be built across this 

areas, which would destroy its character and be detrimental to local ecology. 

The country park should be extended to include Old Down.

SS3.10  Manydown Old Down is home to many species of plant and wildlife and 

should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and given protection in the plan 

for any kind of development. The plan suggests that a link road could be built 

across this areas, which would devastate this area and the wildlife it supports. I 

understand that a Country Park has been designated between Manydown and 

Wotton St Lawrence. This should be extended to include Old Down. I also 

understand that Mr. Oliver-Bellasis, who sold the Manydown land to Basingstoke & 

Deane Borough Council / Hampshire County Council, has a home in Wotton St 

Lawrence. It seems to be no coincidence that this area now has agreement to 

become a Country Park. I urge Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council to grant 

Local Nature Reserve status to Old Down.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Areas rich in 

biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation will not be pursued 

until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across 

Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 517 Yes Yes No

The increased housing figure proposed for the Manydown location is not 

sustainable. There is no firm provision for any transportation links from any 

other location, which makes the overall plan ineffective. The lack of guaranteed 

employment provision at the site accentuates the unsustainable nature of the 

allocation. In relation to the Pack Lane element, there is no provision in the plan 

to state how highways/access difficulties would be overcome even for the 

reduced number of proposed houses. There is also a lack of evidence that the 

western by-pass will be effective in reducing traffic congestion.

SS3.10  Manydown (General) The increased housing figure proposed for the 

Manydown location is not sustainable. There is no firm provision for any 

transportation links from any other location, which makes the overall plan ineffective 

and does not confirm the art of the possible. There is no firm provision for any 

employment opportunities in this location which, once again, makes no logical 

sense. The proposal to reduce the levels of development in the Pack Lane area are 

based on the Council acknowledging the fact that workable transport mitigation 

measures  would be difficult to secure. However, there is no provision in the plan to 

state how difficulties would be overcome for the reduced number of proposed 

houses, as the transportation systems will still not be adequate. Therefore, this part 

of the plan should be removed in its entirety. There is also a proposal in the plan for 

a ˜Western by-pass to aid traffic flow, however the planners have found that this 

would get minimum usage and not remove the congestion from other major routes.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 616 Yes No

The increase of allocation in Manydown, which has primarily been brought 

about by the addition of land to the South of the Railway, is illogical. This parcel 

of land will form an isolated development which will have very poor access (the 

only junction, 5 ways, is already over capacity) and is over 3 miles form 

Employment sites, the Railway Station, the Basing View regeneration area and 

the Town Centre by heavily congested single carriageway roads. It is not 

sustainable and breaches a number of guidelines in the NPPF

Rescind the increase in allocation to Manydown and remove the parcel of land to 

the South of the Railway Line from the plan.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the 

railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on 

this junction (which includes the allocation).

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Lorna 

Rigler
836836 411 Yes Don't Know No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in 

the Plan from any potential link road. This Plan for a western by-pass is ill-

thought out with no evidence on need or effectiveness and fails to address any 

of the issues on route or cost. We object to the increased housing figure for this 

site, because of the lack of firm provision for an adequate transport link to the 

south. We object that there is no specific provision for employment which would 

create a more balanced new community. In relation to the land between Pack 

Lane and the railway, the Council acknowledges the difficulty in securing 

'workable transport mitigation measures'. There is no evidence that those 

difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of development proposed 

for this land (300 houses).

Further work needs to be done on looking where the work areas and housing areas 

are and the travel between the two.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It 

will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan 

sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been 

made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns 

and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and 

sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport 

related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the 

capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. The Local Plan Transport 

Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that 

the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the 

allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Mary 

Freemantle
836956 347 No Don't Know New homes should be distributed over the whole area in small estates. intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Miss Stella 

Phillipps
837204 613 Yes Yes No

The Hatch Warren, Kempshott and Beggarwood areas have a very high 

percentage of commuting by car.  The plan of a western by-pass will just 

escalate this situation. It is also an isolated area, if fact more isolated and 

unsustainable than the golf course.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Miss Stella 

Phillipps
837204 619 Yes Yes No

I object to the increasing housing stock on this site.  There is no provision for 

employment.  There does not seem to be a concrete plan for connection roads, 

apart from an ill-thought out potential western-by-pass. Old Down must be 

designated as a Nature Reserve, the County Park could extend to join up with 

Old Down.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council 

knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to 

link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of 

the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old 

Down is required.The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the 

„remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not 

been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the 

Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and 

national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be 

provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the 

landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the 

borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such 

as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. 

Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Elizabeth 

Susans
839548 433 No Yes No

There is currently no firm provision for adequate transport links to the south so 

more housing on this site is unjustifiable. There has been no provision for 

employment here either, thus placing an increased burden on the existing roads 

(see below). Employment and roads: Most of the employment areas are to the 

north and the east. Building increasingly to the south west is only going to 

create longer journey times for more residents. The roads are already stretched 

and no adequate solution seems to have been prepared to alleviate the existing 

problems, but rather the current plan seems to propose to add to them. 

Sewage: Since the only available treatment works is the other side of town at 

the loddon, it is foolish to add more development so far away and add to more 

upheaval in putting in the necessary infrastructure.

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in the 

Plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park should 

extend southwards to link up with Old Down. More planning thought should be given 

to other areas of Basingstoke, such as the north/ east where there is already more 

existing infrastructure and employment. The extra number of people will surely put a 

big strain on the hospital so provision will certainly need ot be made for this. Could 

development be considered south of the M3? Development needs to be proactive 

and look at the area as a whole (and what would be best) rather than waiting for 

land opportunities to surface! Transport needs to be planned with a thought to 

minimising car travel as in the National Policy Planning Framework (NPPF) - so the 

entire scheme of building so far away from the centre of Basingstoke is currently ill 

thought out and will cause more problems in the future. Secondary and primary 

schools need to be considered carefully and not as a long-awaited after thought 

(some areas still waiting!)

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down specifically, its 

designation as a LNR is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, 

and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required.The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. 

Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies 

Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to 

extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against 

local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure 

to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the 

landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the 

borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such 

as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 440 Yes Yes No

Under Policy SS3.10 - Manydown, Basingstoke provision has been made for a 

further 300 houses on land south of the railway line and north of Pack Lane. 

What is the justification for this given the existing traffic constraints at the 

Fiveways Junction and congestion at the Fiveways lights?

This policy should be removed.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway 

line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this 

junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 441 No Yes No

The Policy SS3.10 - Manydown, Basingstoke is to include measures to improve 

non-car transport including cycling. How will the plan ensure that cyclists can 

ride safely to and from town from my area in the south west on dedicated cycle 

paths that protect them from the inevitable increased traffic volume?

The above policy should be removed.

All development must comply with policy CN9 in respect of transport provision, which requires that development should promote 

opportunities for sustainable travel and improve accessibility, as well as intergrating into existing networks and provide safe and 

convenient access for all road users.  It is expected that further consideration will be given to the specific accessibility requirements 

through the masterplanning of the site.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Paul May 840597 358 Yes Yes No

Paragraph (d) makes reference to the reserving of '....land for the phased 

provision of two primary schools' and the reserving of land for the 'phased 

provision of a secondary school, if required.' By just 'reserving' land for schools 

rather than making a definite commitment, the Plan does not comply with the 

spirit of Para. 72 of the NPPF which states: 'The Government attaches great 

importance to ensuring that a sufficient choice of school places is available to 

meet the needs of existing and new communities. Local planning authorities 

should take a proactive, positive and collaborative approach to meeting this 

requirement.' Merely 'reserving' land for schools is not proactive, positive or 

collaborative. It is a 'cop-out' that will result in existing primary schools 

continuing to be oversubscribed and increased car journeys to schools further 

east.

Detailed plans of school buildings and their siting within the development, 

substantiated by realistic forecasts for growth of pupil numbers, must be provided 

by the Council and presented to the public for scrutiny.

 In respect of school provision, the policy and the IDP require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line with the advice of 

the Local Education Authority, who will ensure that school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil forecasting and the 

requirements of the residents from new developments. HCC prepare a School Places Plan on a regular basis to set out where capacity 

is available in school and where new places need to be provided. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Alex Ball 840758 456 Yes No No

There is little if any employment on the SW of town apart from agriculture and 

leisure facilities. No eco travel planned when more vehicles take to our crowded 

poorly surfaced roads.. Golf course planning and Hounsome fields will feed 

more transport onto the busy M3 at Jct 7 just to go one stop down to Jct 6 

which is already heavily laiden at rush hour, Manydown will not have suitable 

link roads as Worting, fiveways junction on Kempshott Lane and the A30 into 

town already have traffic which causes delays entering and leaving town at 

busy periods.

Improvements to M3 Jct 6 make the East side of town for employment the natural 

area for housing? With recent flooding during the winter on the Buckskin floodplain, 

how is the increased surface water and sewerage from the southwest being 

transmitted to the east side of town sewerage facilities?

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.  The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the 

raiwlay line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on 

this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Robert 

Stephen
841470 432 Yes Yes No

The Old Down area is an extremely important leisure resource and local nature 

reserve. There is little enough green space in this part of town with the proposal 

to put a link road through this area is environmentally unsound.

Old Down should be formally designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected 

from any potential link road scheme.

Old Down does not form part of the plan and a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has 

agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be 

most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10

Miss Louise 

Mitchell-

Chapman

841590 348 Don't Know
A new road would be harmful to the environment and detrimental to the 

enjoyment a lot of people get from the Downs.
intentionally left blank

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Kelvin 

Neale
842350 660 Yes Don't Know No

Fuzzy Drove is an ancient bridle path which has been used and enjoyed by 

Kempshott and other Basingstoke residents for many generations. The 

proposal within the Sustainability Appraisal Appendices 14-15, page 404, to 

change Fuzzy Drove (Lane) into an access road from Manydown to Kempshott 

Lane would destroy a green oasis and wildlife corridor within the existing built up 

area.

The proposal to change Fuzzy Drove (Lane) into an access road from Manydown to 

Kempshott Lane must be removed from the plan.

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Doctor Eva 

Cummins
842430 525 No Yes No

The proposed development at Manydown is unsuitable, given the site's context. 

The local roads are already overcrowded and traffic congestion unacceptable. 

The hilly nature of the surrounding area would make cycling and walking to 

work well nigh impossible for most ordinary folk. There are even now not 

enough buses into Basingstoke. Infra structure as out lined is inadequate. The 

impact on wild life would be severe.

The infrastructure must be in place before a maximum of 25% of the house 

developments are occupied

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Judith 

Morrow
842439 412 Yes Yes No

The Old Down area was put aside for the purpose or creating & preserving a 

wildlife habitat that was free from pollution. This is an area of outstanding 

natural beauty that is enjoyed by many in the area. The amount of housing 

proposed for this site would destroy what has been achieved, it would also put 

at risk other areas already developed as the infrastructure that is proposed is 

inadequate, in particular the sewage system, I believe we could see the same 

situation as occurred in Buckskin with the flooding of homes with sewage. The 

link road proposed would be a travesty to all that has been achieved in this 

area.

Include Old Down and Beggarwood Park into the Extended Proposed Strategic 

Gap and afford them the protection they so richly deserve. There should also be a 

full commitment by the council to adhere to proper planning principles as set out in 

Section 11 of the NPPF. A new link road cannot enhance or protect this area.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.  It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options 

to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. Old Down 

does not form part of the (North Wessex Downs) AONB. Extensions to the defined strategic gap to include Old Down and Beggarwood 

Park are not required as the strategic gap reflects the areas where there is greatest risk of coalescence. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Carol 

Thwaites
843061 350 Yes Yes No

There is already total gridlock on the A30 between the Sainsburys roundabout 

all the way through the Kempshott roundabout, the Brightonhill roundabout and 

through the dual carriageway to Winchester Road. This causes not only an 

increase in pollution, a danger to cyclists (there is no cycle lane on this route 

except under the roundabouts at Winchester Road and Brighton Hill. Almost all 

of the town's employment is at the opposite side of the town but the proposal to 

increase the housing of 66% is on the West side. This means also that the 

current sewage system would require crossing the whole of the town from the 

West side to the East and North. There is limited access at the Fiveways 

Junction and the proposed increase of 300 house would mean that the gridlock 

currently on Kempshott Lane would hugely increase particularly during school 

pick up and commuting time.

Consideration to be given to resite the houses where the employment is on the 

North and East of Basingstoke.  These areas are accessible without using transport. 

Increase of cycle lanes and the joining of those which exist. Improved transport links 

to Basingstoke

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the 

railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on 

this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Peter Kelly 843064 473 Yes Yes No

Old Down is a valuable community asset and should be designated as a Local 

Nature Reserve to build upon the excellent work of both volunteer groups and 

the council.  As such it should be protected in the Plan from any potential link 

road The potential for a western by-pass (link road) is ill-thought out with no 

assessment of alternatives, costs and environmental impact or evidence of 

need

Include the protection of Old Down through its designation as a Local Nature 

Reserve

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan.  It 

will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Rayond 

Knight
843187 462 Yes No

There is no evidence for the bypass. The site is a long way away from 

employment opportunities, there is already heavy traffic. Old Down area should 

be a Local Nature Reserve.

The Council must amend the Plan by: removing any reference to a western-by-pass 

from the Plan and take note that no such further proposal for a by-pass should 

adversely impact the residents in Kempshott restricting the Manydown development 

to north of the railway line and to no more than 300 units entirely removing the 

proposed allocation for 300 houses to the South of the Manydown area between 

Pack Lane and the railway and no access onto Pack Lane connecting the western 

edge of Old Down to the ancient woodlands of Oakley by a Country Park changing 

the status of Old Down from a Site for Importance for Nature Conservation to a 

Local Nature Reserve cancelling the suggestion of a road along Fuzzy Drove.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Fuzzy Drove and Old Down do not 

from part of the proposals within the plan. Fuzzy Drove was considered as part of the site assessment process which considered the 

suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the council has 

agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear 

whether Fuzzy Drove or Old Down will be required as a future access point.  The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy 

to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which 

will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where 

it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Dominic 

Freemantle
843411 351 Yes Yes No

Rather than reinforcing Basingstoke's image and reputation as an ugly town full 

of roundabouts, bypasses and ugly architecture, you should look to leverage the 

natural beauty and history. Do something unpredictable and creative, rather 

than building another useless road that nobody will value.

Scrap the plans for the Western bypass

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Elizabeth 

Burnes
843523 356 No Yes No

Paragraph 109 of the NPPF states that developments should "minimise 

impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where possible, 

contributing to the Government's commitment to halt the overall decline in 

biodiversity, including by establishing coherent ecological networks that are 

more resilient to current and future pressures•. The proposal to retain the right to 

build a road across Old Down is incompatible with this. Old Down is a strong 

candidate to be selected as a Local Nature Reserve, supported by English 

Heritage and other local and national groups. A road across this space would 

fundamentally damage its biodiversity and would be tantamount to an act of 

ecological vandalism.

Any reference to the construction of a road across Old Down should be removed 

from the Plan, and Old Down should be incorporated into a country park, together 

with the strategic gap between Basingstoke and Oakley.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Account has been 

taken of the need to prevent the coalescence of Basingstoke and Oakley, and a strategic gap has accordingly been identified to 

maintain the separation.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Elizabeth 

Burnes
843523 501 Yes Yes No

The Local Draft Plan includes a proposal to build 300 new homes on land 

between Pack Lane and the railway. The council has acknowledged the 

difficulty in securing workable transport mitigation measures, in relation to the 

Manydown development as a whole. Access to and from the Pack Lane site 

would be particularly problematic, especially during peak times of day. The site 

would also be a long way from facilities such as schools, health care, shopping 

and, most of all, employment, as it would be isolated from the rest of the 

Manydown site. Expensive new roads, footpaths and other transport links would 

need to be put in place. Development should not be proposed in this location.

Future plans should not include the building of any new homes between Pack Lane 

and the railway

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the 

railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on 

this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 393 Yes Yes No

How have local communities such as Parish Councils , local residents etc. been 

consulted and their views taken into consideration in production of this 

Masterplan , when the original western boundary of the Manydown 

development has been moved from Scapps Hill forward to the Wootton turning 

by a subsequent council vote , and against the wishes of local residents ?

Limit Manydown development area.

The local community, Parich Councils etc have been consulted throughout the local plan process and views have bene taken on board 

as suitable.  The Council considers that the draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth 

based on the available evidence base which includes the outcomes of numerous consultations. The Local Plan must set out a strategy 

which meets the future growth needs of the borough over the plan period.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 395 Yes Yes No

The  area highlighted as being that part of the Manydown land within which 

wider masterplanning will take place , allow a the possibility of house building 

right up to the Oakley boundary and south to the A30. This land MUST be kept 

as open fields way beyond the period covered by this present Local Plan , and 

of any subsequent Plan, thus protecting existing developments and ensuring 

local people have access to fresh air.

This decision should be rescinded and all the hatched area on the map should be 

designated as open countryside in perpetuity , as it goes against all public opinion. 

This should include all land south of Pack Lane up to the A30 , including Old Down.

The area highlighted lies outside the SPB for Basingstoke and therefore, over the plan period, proposals in this area will be considered 

against the countryside policies of the plan. The most suitable locations for development beyond the plan period will be assessed 

through future local plans. However, to ensure the proper planning of the area, wider masterplanning of the Manydown area should be 

given due consideration to ensure that opportunities are not missed

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 368 Yes Yes No

Despite public opposition to large scale development west of Basingstoke, the 

council is still planning to go ahead. In addition, an amendment has now also 

been made to extend the development even closer to Oakley. The relevant 

policy makes reference to the potential requirement for a western by-pass, for 

which there is no justification.

Delete any reference to western bypass and remove said land from building plan.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 385 No Yes No

The previous owner of the Manydown land has ensured that his village of 

Wootton st. Lawrence is protected from future development by the siting of a 

proposed country park between the areas in question. This smacks of special 

dispensation being given to his village alone. The area of the Park is a paltry 

one and should be extended southwards to ensure similar protection is given to 

Oakley and western outposts of Kempshott , up to and including Gabriel Park.

Extend planned country park boundary as indicated.

The size of the Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s 

rural qualities, taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The 

council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing 

open space, through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for 

this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined 

on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is 

submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be 

determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost 

of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has 

been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to 

provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support 

residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park 

whist retaining site viability.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Dr Maria 

Whatton
843661 406 Yes Don't Know No

I am a regular user of old down and believe it should be protected as a nature 

reserve for the enjoyment of the local residents.  I am horrified to hear there 

may be plans for a road though this beautiful space within the plan.  

Remove plans for a road through old down from the plan and protect it as a nature 

reserve.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Peter 

Wilson
843663 430 Yes Yes No

Please see my comments on the 2013 Pre-Submission Local Plan. The 

references to new connection roads and to a potential Basingstoke western 

bypass introduced in clauses (m) and (n) do not address my concerns on the 

original proposals. Moreover they are ambiguous and confusing.

The parcel of land between Pack Lane and the railway should be removed from the 

allocation. The Plan also needs to clarify the relationship between the new roads 

required to connect the proposed development to the existing road system and the 

potential route for a western bypass. The circumstances in which a western bypass 

would be required should also be identified.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Draft 

Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning 

process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, 

reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Ann 

Vicars
843666 416 Yes Don't Know No

I fail to see why we need a Western By-Pass and therefore how the cost could 

be justified. Similarly this does not seem an appropriate place for more housing 

development. 

Designate Old Down as a Local Nature Reserve, thus preserving it and the ancient 

woodland it encompasses for local residents and their visitors to the are.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process.  The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate 

future growth based on the available evidence base. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future 

growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes 

to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft 

Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the 

accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well 

as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local 

Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options 

to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jennifer 

Henderson
843672 418 Yes Yes No

The development of 3400 units at Manydown would conflict with the NPPF 

requirements to achieve sustainable development, reduce congestion, 

encourage sustainable transport, reduce the need to travel and minimise 

journey lengths. This is because the site is poorly related to the majority of 

employment areas, which are to the North and East of Basingstoke. The 

decision to allocate the site has not paid sufficient regard to sustainable 

transport provision, in particular access to the railway station.

I believe the distribution of housing allocations should be revised to create a larger 

number of new houses in those areas which have better access to employment 

opportunities, thereby reducing congestion, journey times and the need to travel.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Ann 

Knight
844015 477 Yes Yes No

There is no evidence for the bypass. The site is a long way away from 

employment opportunities, there is already heavy traffic. Old Down area should 

be a Local Nature Reserve.

The Council must amend the Plan by: removing any reference to a western-by-pass• 

from the Plan and take note that no such further proposal for a by-pass should 

adversely impact the residents in Kempshott restricting the Manydown development 

to north of the railway line and to no more than 300 units entirely removing the 

proposed allocation for 300 houses to the South of the Manydown area between 

Pack Lane and the railway and no access onto Pack Lane connecting the western 

edge of Old Down to the ancient woodlands of Oakley by a Country Park changing 

the status of Old Down from a Site for Importance for Nature Conservation to a 

Local Nature Reserve cancelling the suggestion of a road along Fuzzy Drove.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. Fuzzy Drove and Old Down do not from part of the proposals within the plan. 

Fuzzy Drove was considered as part of the site assessment process which considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the 

town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, 

and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear whether Fuzzy Drove or Old Down will be 

required as a future access point. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on 

the available evidence base.  The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the 

available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east 

of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the 

outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. 

This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage 

disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which 

tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

such as schools etc. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Tim 

Gardiner
844027 484 No Yes No

Comments relate to the proposed North Manydown settlement. The location of 

the proposed development in relation to school and employment sites means 

there is little prospect of reducing car dependency. The development will also 

increase traffic congestion and be detrimental to highway safety. The policy 

does not addresses rail travel or other sustainable modes of transport. The 

proposed development will also be detrimental to the natural and historic 

environment, and lead to settlement coalescence. The allocation repeats 

previous mistakes in terms of providing more 1960s style suburban 

development. The additional hard standing will increase the risk of flooding and 

the sewage infrastructure will also need significant improvements, the funding 

for which is unclear, as is the timescale.

Significant reduction in scale of proposed North Manydown development 

Coalescence with Worting, Wootton and Winklebury to be avoided by greater 

physical separation Sustainable transport links (including rail travel) to be given a 

higher priority to discourage otherwise inevitable car use,  Heritage and wildlife 

assets to be given greater protection Policy CN6 to be rigidly enforced to ensure 

wastewater and sewerage infrastructure is adequate before development

  The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The criteria of the 

policy will ensure a high quality development which takes into account local assets. Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools, sewerage infrastructure etc. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Miss Patience 

FitzSimmons
844029 491 No Yes No

The area referred to as "Manydown" in the plan includes a Roman Road, and a 

Saxon battle ground (at Battle Down). The "Country Park" proposed is 

unacceptably small and should be expanded to include all along the Roman 

road in order to protect these historic sites. There is no requirement for a 

"Western Bypass" from the A339 either to the B3400 or to Junction 7. 

"Reserving land" land for schools has been unsuccessful in delivering the 

required infrastructure on previous occasions in the borough.

Remove the notion of a Western Bypass from the plan entirely. If anything there 

should be an Eastern bypass to relieve traffic on the A33. Extend the country to the 

full extent of the Roman Road. Require the developers to construct schooling 

sufficient for all who would be within catchment prior to building one house.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  Land within the „remaining Manydown 

area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available 

for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to 

create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The 

provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is 

already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given 

the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the 

provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), 

it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. In respect of school provision, the policy 

and the IDP require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line with the advice of the Local Education Authority, who will 

ensure that school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil forecasting and the requirements of the residents from 

new developments. HCC prepare a School Places Plan on a regular basis to set out where capacity is available in school and where 

new places need to be provided. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Walter 

McCormick
844033 527 Yes Yes No

The Sustainability Appraisal (Appendix 14-15, pages 404-5) nominates Fuzzy 

Drove (incorrectly referred to as Fuzzy Lane ) as a potential access route for 

vehicular access to Manydown Parcel 7. This proposal would appear to be in 

clear conflict with National Planning policy in relation to enhancing biodiversity 

as the Drove is effectively a wildlife access corridor to the existing Kempshott 

built-up area. Fuzzy Drove should not be considered as an option for providing 

access to the development site.

Delete all reference to Fuzzy Drove as potential access route other than by foot, 

cycle or horse.

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Corryne 

Pienaar
844040 495 Yes No

Old Down is an attractive local amenity, both for local residents and wildlife, 

which will be completely undermined if the plans go ahead. Not only will the 

natural environment be severely damaged, but so will local house prices. The 

new development will change the character of the area significantly. There is 

also a lack of schooling within a reasonable distance, leading to a lack of 

schools places and considerable traffic congestion.

intentionally left blank

  The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and it will not be until the council has 

agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be 

most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10

mrs 

jacqueline 

woodhouse

844089 528 Yes Don't Know No

Fuzzy Drove is well used and provides a safe route for children/parents to walk 

to school. To use this road as an access for the new development would be 

detrimental to highway safety. The Old Down area should be designated as a 

Local Nature Reserve and protected in the Plan. Most of the employment areas 

are to the north and east of the town. Putting most of the new greenfield 

housing in the west and south west must be contrary to the core principles of 

planning policy concerning minimising car travel.

intentionally left blank

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to 

the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. 

The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the 

Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, 

a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based 

on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north 

and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan 

reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and 

balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the 

site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and 

sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, 

which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

such as schools etc. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Mark 

Hygate
844153 593 Yes Yes No

Simply "reserving" land for schools is wholly unsound and, given historical 

cases, prone to abject failure.

ALL infrastructure should be professionally determined, planned, fully funded and 

committed (with all major sub-surface work actually completed) before any 

additional houses are built and occupied.

 In respect of school provision, the policy and the IDP require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line with the advice of 

the Local Education Authority, who will ensure that school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil forecasting and the 

requirements of the residents from new developments. HCC prepare a School Places Plan on a regular basis to set out where capacity 

is available in school and where new places need to be provided. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1026 Yes Don't Know No

New SS3.10 j changes the policy towards scheduled Ancient Monuments and 

archaeological remains. Plan has been weakened by the new conditional 

statement that important archaeological remains will be managed 'in a manner 

appropriate to their significance'. This is the first time that conditional respect for 

the archaeological remains has been introduced: up to now it has been 

absolute. Indeed, in 2005 the previous planning inquiry specifically referred to 

the need to plan the route of the proposed distributor road in Manydown so as 

to avoid damaging the archaeological remains. The new wording appears to 

water down this sound advice and take the view that the remains might be 

damaged if necessary. In this context, the fear is that removal of the 

unconditional respect for the archaeological remains will be driven by economic 

considerations.

Reinstate words or include new words that will protect the ancient monuments and 

archaeological remains and add words that embrace the advice of the previous 

planning inquiry, whereby routing of the distributor road should take into account 

and protect the ancient monuments.

The use of the word "retention" in clause j) allows for the preservation in-situ of any important archaeological remains. The reference to 

"in a manner appropriate to their significance" is consistent with the wording of the NPPF (paragraph 126). In addition, the wording of 

the policy needs to respond to the national level planning policy at this present time, as opposed to at the time of the previous Local Plan 

inquiry. Including specific wording to address the impact of the distributor road on archaeological remains would be unjustified at this 

stage, owing to the lack of detailed information regarding the infrastructure requirements or the precise nature of the archaeological 

remains. It is considered that the policy sets an appropriate framework for the requirements in relation to infrastructure provision and 

retaining important archaeological remains to be properly addressed through future masterplanning. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1028 Yes Don't Know No

The new final paragraph indicates that "Development of this site will deliver 

homes and infrastructure in the period 2017/18 to 2028/29. This represents a 

pulling forward of development by two years which is too soon to allow for the 

outcomes of this inquiry to be properly considered and built into the planning 

process. Given the importance of getting a development of this magnitude right, 

it is vital that sufficient time be allowed to draw up plans that are sound and then 

to consult on them. The local plan would therefore be strengthened by reversing 

the change that pulls the development forward by two years and reinstating the 

reference to a 2019/20 start date.

Reinstate the original dates (2019/20) for start of development on the Manydown 

land to allow for proper planning and consultation to take place.

Initial work to scope out and understand the site in more detail has already commenced by the landowner, and it will be necessary to 

continue work to masterplan the site such that homes and facilities can be provided at the appropriate time.  This will require on-going 

liaision with service providers, the local community and other stakeholders to plan the site in the most effective manner.The phasing 

from the Pre-submission Plan was updated in light of new information including the outcomes of the consultation and the representation 

of relevant site promoters. The updates reflect an up to date and realistic view of when the allocations are likely to contribute towards 

the borough's land supply. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1031 Yes No No

Policy has been weakened by removal of the reference to green buffers 

respecting the landscape as currently viewed from Winklebury (criteria i). The 

Roman Road lies in a natural valley and the Manydown land on the western 

side of the road is a visual amenity enjoyed by the residents of the eastern side 

of the road. If housing is allowed to abut the Roman Road, the residents' visual 

amenity will be destroyed. The visual amenity can be preserved in part at least 

by planning for a green buffer, carefully planted with screening trees and 

bushes. The plan would be strengthened if the Council were to resinstate the 

reference to green buffers and its respect for the visual amenity as viewed from 

Winklebury.

Reinstate words or include new words that will allow for a green buffer along the 

western edge of the Roman Road, designed to mitigate the effects of this highly 

visible land being developed.  Such buffer to include trees, hedging, bushes and 

other appropriate vegetation, bearing in mind the elevated aspects of roads such as 

Kenilworth Road which look down onto the site.

The reference to green buffers was taken out in response to a representation on the Pre Submission Local Plan - see comment ID: 975. 

The inter-relationship between the new development and Winklebury can be explored through more detailed masterplanning as required 

by draft policy SS3 and therefore the detailed reference to buffers has been removed from the criteria. However, as stated on each 

page of the plan, it should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies including policies EM1 

(Landscape) and EM5 (Green Infrastructure). 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1034 Yes Don't Know No

criteria m), by this stage of the planning process, the need for a Western by-

pass should be clear, or it should have been eliminated. If the Western by-pass 

is needed, it will be a strategic priority and should be identified as such in the 

local plan. For such a major decision to be expressed as a 'potential 

requirement' indicates that the Borough Council has not determined whether 

this strategic priority will be needed or will not be needed, and is deferring such 

a decision to the Master Planning process. This failure to be distinct regarding 

the need for a Western by pass represents a weakness in the draft local plan 

that renders it non-compliant with the NPPF.

The draft local plan should be sent back for rework, with the express objective of 

determining whether a Western by-pass has, or has not, been rendered necessary 

by the inclusion of the Manydown Major Development Area and the other 

development sites to the west of Basingstoke. Only when this decision has been 

taken, informed by detailed analysis of traffic generation from the new build sites, 

can the draft local plan be considered compliant with the NPPF and form a 

meaningful basis on which to consult with local communities and commence master 

planning for the sites in question.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1023 Yes No No

Policy criteria e) has been weakened by removal of the words "to take account 

of local deficits" in the context of green space planning. The original wording 

recognised the fact that the Winklebury and Buckskin areas of Basingstoke are 

among the least well provided in terms of green space. The importance of 

these words is that they would encourage the provision of green space on the 

Manydown land closer to Winklebury and Buckskin and not embedded in the 

new development. Reinstatement of these words would allow the draft local 

plan to inform the master planning process that the new development can help 

to mitigate the green infrastructure deficits of the existing communities.

Reinstate words or include new words that recognise the green space deficits in the 

existing communities and encourage the Manydown plans to address this.

The wording "to take account of local deficits" was taken out in response to a representation on the Pre Submission Local Plan - see 

comment ID: 960. This wording is unjustified in terms of the needs of the development. However, as stated on each page of the plan, it 

should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies including policy EM5 (Green Infrastructure). 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1024 Yes Don't Know No

New policy SS3 criteria m) has not moved the infrastructure debate on from 

that which took place in 2005. At that time it was recognised that a road linking 

the A339 to the B3400 would be needed. It was the opinion of the inspector at 

that time that the volume of housing being proposed for Manydown would 

require a dual carriageway road. No material facts have changed, so this 

advice should still hold true. Sufficient facts exist to indicate that leaving this 

matter to the master planning process is unwise. The local plan should identify 

Basingstoke's strategic infrastructure requirements and allow them to be carried 

forward into the master planning process. The strategic requirements should 

include a dual carriageway link road, positioned so as not to sever the new 

Manydown communities and able to achieve a sensible new crossing of the 

railway line. The draft local plan should state this so that cost estimates and 

funding sources identified to inform the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.

Make it clear in the local plan that a strategic requirement exists for a two-lane dual 

carriage way linking the A339 and B3400, positioned to be capable of crossing the 

railway line. Inform the master planning process for Manydown that this strategic 

requirement exists. Identify funding requirements and specify in the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan.

Work undertaken to inform the Local Plan and initial masterplanning of the site does not indicate a requirement for a dual carriageway, 

which would have the effect of creating a significant barier to the rest of the site and the country park. Instead, it is likely that the road 

will feature frontage development.  Policy SS3.10 includes a specific requirement to consider the most appropriate location to the cross 

the railway, and also the longer-term potential for a western bypass.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 633 Don't Know No

The reservation of land for a 'Western Bypass' is not justified as no evidence 

has been provided to support the need for such a road. At a Regional strategic 

level such a bypass has absolutely no proven need, in fact through long 

distance traffic would be negligible due to duplication with the A34 and the 

existing Basingstoke Western Ring Road. If the 'Bypass' is in fact envisaged to 

be a local distributor road for traffic to/from the Manydown development then 

an honest assessment of such traffic flows, along with the resultant load on e.g. 

the A30, should be provided. In the absence of such analysis the 'Western 

Bypass' protection outlined in the plan is meaningless and should be removed

Remove references to a Western Bypass.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 596 No Yes No

Existing conservation areas ,e.g. Old Down, and all existing footpaths and 

bridleways should be completely exempted from becoming changed as a result 

of or a part of changes involving this Local Plan. Also existing cycle ways to 

remain unchanged.

Inclusion of a positive affirmative statement in SS3.10 that the above existing 

facilities will remain totally unchanged. Retaining existing footpaths is a Government 

priority and is expressed in legislation.

Existing rights of way will be maintained, and there will only be scope to seek amendment to these where a suitable alternative can be 

provided. In some situations, it may be necessary to improve rights of way, depending on the likely demands placed upon them.  This 

level of detail will be considered through the masterplanning of the site and / or the planning application. As stated on each page of the 

plan, it should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies including policy EM5 (Green Infrastructure). 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Anne 

Soar
841384 703 No Don't Know No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and removed from 

the housing plan, there are already too few open spaces in the south of 

Basingstoke for people to enjoy, it is a valuable natural habitat for wildlife 

including rare species of flowers. It is easily accessible, a wonderful place to 

walk and cycle and is enjoyed by people of all ages. The NPPF paragraph 109 

requires that planning should enhance the natural and local environment and 

minimise impacts on biodiversity. It would be contrary to the NPPF 

requirements to use Old Down for housing or road building.

All proposals to utilise Old Down as part of the route for a western bypass road 

should be removed.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation this is not a matter for the Local Plan. 

It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Kelvin 

Neale
842350 683 Yes Don't Know No

I object to the proposal to build a road through Old Down. This is a valued 

amenity that is frequently used by residents. The biodiversity of this area has 

been much enhanced through the work of the Old Down & Beggarwood 

Wildlife Group. Building a road would destroy this amenity and would conflict 

with the statements in Para 109 of the National Planning Policy Framework 

(NPFF). Given the relatively small size of the proposed Manydown Country 

Park (compared to the size of other Country Parks in the south of England per 

head of population) this area should be designated a Local Nature Reserve.

Exclude any proposal to build a road through Old Down and designate the area as a 

Local Nature Reserve.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation this is 

not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 756 Yes Yes Yes

I think the number of houses is way above what is justified when the number of 

houses for Chineham area has been reduced even though it is more suitable as 

it has better proximity to business parks and with the proposed train station the 

planners should be looking to build above the 900 originally planned for the area 

and reduce the number planned fot the sowuthwest and west of  Basingstoke. 

as it is completely unnecessary if to put so many houses on the green field site.

To reduce the number of housesin the Manydown proposal to a more sustainable 

number given the impact to transport, schools and increase the number of housed 

planned in the North and East of Basingstoke as there is the plan for a train station 

and there are existing business parks for employment making it the ideal location 

for development. The impact of travel would be reduced by having the houses there 

- closer to jobs, town and rail links.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Joyce 

Mote
843066 606 Yes No

I do not think that Old Down should have a "western by-pass" running through it - 

it should be left unspoilt and become a Local Nature Reserve.  This Plan has 

not been thought through and fails to address any of the issues on route or 

cost. I object to the increased housing figure proposed for Manydown as these 

do not take into account any provision for employment which would lead to 

extra congestion on already busy roads in adjacent areas. Sites to the east of 

Basingstoke (Chineham District Centre etc.) are  more highly sustainable areas 

for development.

intentionally left blank

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation In terms of Old Down, a LNR 

designation this is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based 

on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north 

and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan 

reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and 

balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the 

site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and 

sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, 

which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

such as schools etc. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Melanie 

Hammill
843083 685 Yes Yes No

Concerned that the potential link road will jeopardise Old Down. This would be 

detrimental to the natural environment, and damaging to the community in the 

area, which currently derives considerable benefit from this area of open space.

Designate Old Down as a Local Nature Reserve and ensure it is protected in the 

Plan from any potential road link.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation will not be pursued until the Council 

knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to 

link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of 

the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old 

Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Tony 

Spiteri
843094 659 Yes Yes

Old Down should be protected from road development in the plan by being 

designated a Local Nature reserve. It is an important well used green space 

recreation area for the local community. The use of this land as a western by 

pass road does not well thought out as to how this route will serve to alleviate 

the increase in traffic for existing surrounding communities. The reference to 

this route should be removed from the plan. I object to the increase in new 

houses in this area on the plan.

The plan should look at using the development to the north east of the town for the 

extra housing were transport links to the town centre area are already in place or 

adequate plans already exist. Such development would be close the  major areas of 

employment reducing car journeys and hence pollution. The planned new railway 

station could also help to reduce the reliance on the car to commute to London or 

getting to the town centre.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It 

will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan 

sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been 

made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns 

and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and 

sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport 

related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the 

capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Tony 

Spiteri
843094 758 Yes Yes No

There is no provision in the plan for infrastructure on the Manydown site. Such a 

development would put a strain on the infrastructure of those communities. The 

destruction of Old Down by a road would be contrary to the national aims of 

increasing bio diversity. It is also an important leisure facility for the town. Such 

a road would only serve to shift the congestion problem to another area and on 

to the A30 which itself is under sever strain moving existing traffic levels in and 

out of the west of the town.

Considering reducing commuting time new developments should be closer to the 

areas of employment on the Northern side of the town were their is adequate 

existing infrastructure. Use the plan of building a railway station on the northern side 

of the town as a way of reducing car journeys to the town and communities from 

Basingstoke to London

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation will not 

be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road 

access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future 

growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes 

to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft 

Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the 

accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well 

as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Anousjka 

Selders
843638 749 No Yes No

The Manydown and Old Down area should not be linked. These areas were 

earmarked to be a Country Park but with a road going through it this would not 

work and would cause pollution, noise, and wildlife could not thrive. I don't 

understand the need for a western by-pass and what would be achieved by it. It 

will cost a lot of money but not be effective. Please remove this idea from the 

plan. I have a concern over building on the site north of Pack Lane but south of 

the railway line because there is no adequate transport from here to the town 

centre, or indeed other major access roads. The land between Pack Lane and 

the railway is naturally split from the proposed Manydown area so it does not 

make sense to build there, as it would be isolated. Pack Lane is not a suitable 

'artery' for increased car traffic. This part of the proposed housing plan should 

therefore be removed. I would like the council to commit firmly to ensuring 

appropriate traffic management measures are in place to prevent pressure on 

existing estates in the area of Manydown.

intentionally left blank

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  The draft Local Plan sets out the most 

appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the 

town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as 

suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal 

process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including 

access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network 

to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation).

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Charlotte 

Greaves
843676 610 No Don't Know No The commitment to, and size of the country park are not great enough.

If the country park was increased and a green corridor added from Wotton woods 

to Worting house it would go some way to complying with national policy on 

protection of rural villages. The village of Wootton St Lawrence would loose its 

identity and Worting would cease to exist under these plans

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is 

submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be 

determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost 

of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has 

been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to 

provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support 

residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park 

whist retaining site viability.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Charlotte 

Greaves
843676 607 Yes Don't Know No

The reservation of land for schools 'if' needed is nonsensical. With the proposed 

number of new houses, schools will not be the only facilities needed. 

The development should be planned around 1st world amenities such as Schools, 

Surgery's and Jobs, with these buildings taking priority over 3rd time buyer houses.

Both the IDP and policy SS3.10 set out the specific requirements in respect of infrastructure provision. These have both been informed 

by service providers, including HCC as the local education authority, who will ensure school provision at the appropriate time.  Further 

masterplanning of the site will identify in more detail the specifics of the infrastructure, including its location.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Noel 

Matthews
843982 763 Yes Don't Know No

The increase in scope and size of the Manydown development in unacceptable 

due to the lack of firm provision for an adequate transport links to the south 

there is no specific provision for employment which would create a more 

balanced new community. The Council already acknowledges the difficulty in 

securing 'workable transport mitigation measures' for any development on the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway and there is no evidence that those 

difficulties would not apply to the whole of the Southern Manydown 

development unless an overall transport strategy, including any Western 

bypass, is developed before the housing plan is decided. In particular, Old 

Down should not be considered as a potential link road and as a valuable green 

space, be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and the area designated for a 

Country Park should extend southwards to link up with Old Down.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation 

will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a 

road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan 

for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be 

clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land 

owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ 

as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a 

proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this 

will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the 

overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that 

which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available 

funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to 

support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger 

country park whist retaining site viability. .

No change N/A

SS3.10
Dr Peter 

Russell
844036 626 Yes Yes No

The proposed development at Manydown is unacceptably muddled in its aims. 

Map 1a of the supporting Policy Maps document shows a very large area in 

pink crosshatch described as Remaining Manydown Area in land ownership, 

within which wider masterplanning will take place and this area appears to be 

what is being described in SS3.10 section t), which alludes to possible future 

development. This is unacceptably vague for a Local Plan. Further it is at odds 

with Map 7a which shows the proposed additional strategic gap, in that this 

strategic gap area overlaps very largely with the pink crosshatch area in Map 1a 

marked for future masterplanning. Use of this area for anything other than 

preserving a strategic gap in the form of open countryside devoid of housing 

development is not acceptable; to build dwellings or a western by-pass

SS3.10 should have section t) changed to rule out further planning of dwellings in 

the area referred to (i.e. the pink cross hatch area on Map 1a labelled as Remaining 

Manydown Area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take 

place•), and instead should firmly commit to keeping the area as an open strategic 

gap (i.e. as shown in Map 7a). SS3.10 should remove all mention of any western by-

pass• road; new roads should be discussed in documents other than this Local Plan. 

SS3.10 should include a commitment to make the strategic gap area and additional 

strategic gap area of Map 7a a nature reserve or country park, linking up with Old 

Down woodland park.  

This annotation is considered suitable and should be included to ensure that development does not prejudice the integration of potential 

future development of this area beyond the plan period. The area is not allocated for development and therefore does not conflict with 

the proposed strategic gap. Development in strategic gaps will only be permitted where it accords with criteria a) and b) or c) of policy 

EM2. Work undertaken to inform the Local Plan and initial masterplanning of the site does not indicate a requirement for a dual 

carriageway, which would have the effect of creating a significant barrier to the rest of the site and the country park. Instead, it is likely 

that the road will feature frontage development.  Policy SS3.10 includes a specific requirement to consider the most appropriate location 

to the cross the railway, and also the longer-term potential for a western bypass.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Martin 

French
844126 690 No No

There has been much discussion that Old Down should be designated as a 

local nature reserve. My family often walk through this area and the proposal to 

devastate this area by building a road within it would decimate the local wildlife 

but would prevent any families or individuals from using it on a daily basis. This 

is a beautiful natural area which deserves to be left alone for all people of 

Basingstoke and Hampshire to use. We have few natural areas in this area left 

and Old Down is one area that should be left alone and if preserved as a nature 

reserve will be for use now and for future generations.

intentionally left blank

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation this is 

not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Richard 

Cheshire
844184 670 Yes Yes No

A proposal to put a by pass through the area of Old Down will completely ruin 

the area and take a beautiful area of land away. The proposal will add no 

employment to the area and the Council has already acknowledges that there 

would be difficulties in securing 'workable transport mitigation measures' with 

relation to the land between pack lane and the  railway

This proposal has no benefits and should be completely removed from the proposal

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation this is 

not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Jon Soar 844207 701 Yes Don't Know No

The Proposal to build a road through Old Down is poorly thought out since it 

would destroy a valued amenity frequently used by residents, would destroy an 

important site of scientific interest and significantly reduce the biodiversity of the 

area.  There are viable alternatives to the route for any proposed western 

bypass for Basingstoke and using Old Down as the route is in conflict with the 

National Planning Policy Framework [NPFF] paragraph 109

Any proposals to use Old Down as part of the route for the proposed western 

bypass for Basingstoke should be removed

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It 

will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Alex 

Nicholls
844211 600 Yes Yes No

This plan will encourage more cars on an already clogged up road system. Also 

the sewage infrastructure in this area is clearly not up to it. Building in 

Manydown will create an Oakleystoke without the infrastructure in place to 

support such a development. There is no provision for an adequate transport 

link or employment.

Remove plans for a road through old down from the plan and protect it as a nature 

reserve.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as 

schools, sewerage infrastructure etc. Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to 

the site location. Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR 

designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr and Mrs G 

Healy
844215 694 Yes Yes No

The Plan does not detail adequate transport links to the south. In the absence 

of such provision increased housing will inevitably lead to increased use of cars 

which is against the Core Planning Principles. The references to new  road 

connections are unclear at best and ambiguous at worst. The Council states 

that the difficulty in securing 'workable transport mitigation measures' for the 

area between Pack Lane and the railway. There is nothing in the plan to 

reassure that this will not be the case with the reduced house numbers in that 

area. I believe the plans for these housed should therefore be removed. The 

transport difficulties mentioned above are exacerbated by the fact that there are 

few opportunities for employment in the south. Any residents for the proposed 

housing will have to travel for work to other parts of town, increasing car use. 

Moreover imbalance between increased housing without accompanying plans 

to increase local employment opportunities will lead to a new community which 

is not as rooted as fully possible in the area.

Area to the north and east, nearer to existing services and employment sites, need 

to be explored to ensure car travel is minimised. The proposed development East of 

Basingstoke is near to employment areas, yet there are proposals to halve the 

development there. This seems to be inconsistent with the development of sites in 

the south and east which are situated away from employment and services areas.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Matthew 

Burt
844225 625 Yes Yes No

Old Down deserves Local Nature Reserve status, and should be protected from 

any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park should extend 

southwards to link up with Old Down. The by-pass referred to in the policy is not 

justified and should be removed.

Designate Old Down a Local Nature Reserve and protect it from any proposal for a 

'western bypass' or housing. Alter the area set aside in the plan for a country park to 

link up with Old Down. Eliminate any mention of the proposed 'western bypass' 

from the plan - it is not the place to discuss such a scheme without further analysis 

of the need for it or full assessment of its impact.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It 

will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Matthew 

Burt
844225 632 Yes Yes No

In its current state the plan does not consider the needs of the local area or 

local people. This plan will destroy the character of the town and its 

surroundings for inhabitants in the south and west. This region of the town is 

already heavily weighted towards residential, and to add such a huge amount to 

one region while minimising the impact on other areas of the town is a deeply 

flawed strategy. I moved to Hatch Warren one year ago because it represents 

exactly the balance of rural and town life I want. Now my quality of life and that 

of those around me will be potentially ruined by this lopsided plan that does not 

stand up to deeper scrutiny.

Fundamental revision of the plan to balance the number of proposed new houses 

across all areas of the town, moving at least 1500 houses from the south and west 

plans and reallocating them in the north and east.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Simon 

Emerton
844235 643 Yes Don't Know No

opening Fuzzy Drove (Manydown Parcel 7 Bas098 App. 14) would be contrary 

to the local council's position for many years to protect this unspoilt area. This 

would be a huge detriment to Kempshott residents and would increase traffic 

flow, pollution and danger to local residents. Kempshott Lane already struggles 

to cope with traffic flow in peak hours.

Remove the request to open Fuzzy Drove as an access route as is not suitable for 

this purpose. 

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 647 Yes Yes No

The Old Down area between Kempshott and Hatch Warren, should be 

protected in the Plan and designated as a Local Nature Reserve, the Country 

Park should increase to connect with Old Down.

This area should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and be protected from 

any proposed link road development.

In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required.The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green 

infrastructure network through the masterplanning process.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 648 Yes No

The proposed Local Plan includes a reference to a policy for a "western by-

pass" without evidence for requirement, planned route or cost.
This reference should be deleted from the Local Plan.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 649 Yes Yes No

The proposed Local Plan to develop the Manydown site, to the south of 

Basingstoke does not provide for adequate transport links, the plan is confusing 

and ambiguous regarding new connection roads and potential Basingstoke 

western by-pass, without evidence of need.

The proposed Local Plan relating to Manydown should be removed.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 650 No Yes No

The proposed development of Manydown, south of Basingstoke, does not 

provide for employment development.
This proposed allocation should be removed.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 651 No Yes No

The proposed Local Plan relating to the area between Pack Lane and the 

railway will cause difficulty to secure "workable transport mitigation measures", 

as acknowledged by Basingstoke and Deane Council.

This proposal should be removed from the Local Plan.

The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the 

raiwlay line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on 

this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 733 Yes Yes No

The Plan Evidence Base does not provide any support for the proposed 

"Western by-pass".  
intentionally left blank

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Alan 

Forster
844250 718 Yes Yes No

Paragraph c states that the policy includes the provision of social and physical 

infrastructure etc., but does not identify the specific facilities and notably 

excludes schools. Paragraph d then includes schools, but only that land should 

be reserved for the schools, not that the schools should be provided. This lack 

of specifics in the number and size of facilities and the requirement to provide 

the schools means that the policy is lacking detail required to properly evaluate 

it as effective. No mention is made of the extra secondary school places that 

would be required to serve the five forms of primary students going to 

secondary each year.

The policy should be updated to state exactly which facilities will be provided and to 

identify the minimum (not maximum) size or capacity of those facilities.  Specifically 

the provision of the primary schools should be made a requirement, not just the 

reservation of the land. The requirement to provide a secondary school (not just to 

reserve land) to serve the area should also be included.

In respect of school provision, the policy and the IDP require the reservation of land for new schools, which is in line with the advice of 

the Local Education Authority, who will ensure that school provision is made at the appropriate time, in line with pupil forecasting and the 

requirements of the residents from new developments. Other service providers have also contributed to the relevant site policies and the 

IDP are their requirements are also reflected, which will be taken forward through masterplanning of individual sites and / or planning 

applications

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Alan 

Forster
844250 697 No Yes No

The provision of a country park may seem laudable; however there are miles of 

footpaths already through the Manydown area. The removal of these to be 

replaced by a formal country park that will have a future maintenance cost 

above that of the public footpaths is counter intuitive. Paragraph 26.24 states 

"...Most importantly it offers the visitor a true sense of the countryside and 

significant contact with nature..." Why fabricate the countryside in an area 

where there is already a natural countryside?

By all means add the provision of a country park, but not at the cost of loss of 

natural countryside.

As noted in paragraph 6.36 of the Revised Pre Submission Local Plan  the Country Park will provide more benefits to the local 

community than solely public footpaths: "...It will be a multifunctional space for informal recreation, play, nature conservation, education 

and land management, with ancillary uses including visitor parking and facilities." As further stated in paragraph 26.24 of the IDP "...a 

county park can provide an important link or „gateway‟ to the wider landscape and potentially reduce recreational pressure on nearby 

sensitive receptors, for instance sites with high biodiversity value." The creation of country park will be required to ensure that existing 

wildlife habitats protected and new ones created. Existing rights of way will be maintained, and there will only be scope to seek 

amendment to these where a suitable alternative can be provided. In some situations, it may be necessary to improve rights of way, 

depending on the likely demands placed upon them.  This level of detail will be considered through the masterplanning of the site and / 

or the planning application. As stated on each page of the plan, it should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all 

relevant policies including policy EM5 (Green Infrastructure). 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 751 Yes Yes No

The plan includes a policy on the potential for a 'western by-pass'. It is ill-

thought out, with no evidence on need, ot effectiveness and failes to address 

any of the issues on route or cost.

Remove the reference to the western by-pass from the plan.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 755 Yes Yes No

Many people use the open space at Old Down. To run a link road through it 

would adversely impact the ability for it to be used in the way it currently is.

Old Down should be designated as a Local nature Reserve and be protected in the 

plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park should 

extend southwards to link up with Old Down.

n terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the 

land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take 

place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a 

proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this 

will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the 

overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that 

which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available 

funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to 

support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger 

country park whist retaining site viability.The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green 

infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, through the masterplanning process.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jennifer 

McNeill
844292 716 No Don't Know Yes

I am concerned about the affect the development in and around Beggarwood 

will have on school places. I also see the plan has an option for using fuzzy 

drove as a access route into the new manydown estate. I often use this route as 

a safe woodland walk for my children, as their grandparents live close to it, and 

it joins into the cycle trail between beggarwood and kempshott, and the cycle 

route to oakley. It would be a great loss to the area if this route was lost. I can't 

imagine that it would provide a wide enough road for two way traffic of the 

extent that would come into and out of such a large estate as it is not more than 

a track at present?.

I have reviewed the new local plan for housing and would like to raise some 

concerns I have: I live in beggarwood and understand that a significant amount of 

new housing will be added in this area, I am concerned about the affect this will 

have on school places. There is already a great shortage of pre school places, my 

first child missed out on a local preschool as we applied for a place to late and my 

other children only got places as we applied when they where born !. Also primary 

school places are limited to we have been lucky enough to get a place at our local 

school, within walking distance, but neighbours of ours have not. Going forward I 

have concerns about secondary school, it is odd that the report looks at current 

places available at secondary school to judge if more capacity is needed rather than 

looking at the primary schools in the area and assuming that most will move to a 

local secondary school?. We have neighbours that send their children to schools out 

of the area as they could not get a place in a suitable local school. These numbers 

do not seem to be counted in the assessment the council have made of current 

capacity. I also see the plan has an option for using fuzzy drove as a access route 

into the new manydown estate. I often use this route as a safe woodland walk for 

my children, as their grandparents live close to it, and it joins into the cycle trail 

between beggarwood and kempshott, and the cycle route to oakley. It would be a 

great loss to the area if this route was lost. I can't imagine that it would provide a 

wide enough road for two way traffic of the extent that would come into and out of 

such a large estate as it is not more than a track at present?. Also developing this 

road to be a main access route would bring a great deal more traffic onto 

kempshott lane from where it would have to travel on further more small local roads 

before accessing main routes such as A30/ M3 . It doesn't seem to make much 

sense to push more traffic onto these smaller roads, instead it would seem much 

more sensible to give the new estate a purpose built access straight onto the A30 

and pack lane. This could be combined with the new kennel farm estate access 

rather than impacting existing housing access. 

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Duncan 

Aspden
844347 765 Yes Yes No

I feel that Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and 

protected in the Plan from any potential link road.  I object to the increased 

housing figure for this site, because of the lack of firm provision for an adequate 

transport link to the south. Also that there is no specific provision for 

employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

Development of the land between Pack Lane and the railway would further 

increase the congestion in and around this area that exists currently and I do not 

see any sound proposal for transport mitigation measures in this plan

intentionally left blank

In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that 

it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to 

accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development such as schools etc.Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the 

site location.The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the proposed development and sets out suitable mitigation measures to 

accommodate the proposed growth. Is specifically tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of 

the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan 

on this junction (which includes the allocation).

No change N/A

SS3.10
Miss Kate 

Howard
844353 775 No Don't Know No

For all the huge amount of housing built in Beggarwood there is no school or 

other public or publicly funded building.  For the recent elections a portable 

building had to be erected in a car park and use electricity from a private 

nursery just so people can go and vote !  how can this be sound planning ?

intentionally left blank

Policy CN6, together with the site specific policies and the IDP, set out the requirements for new development in terms of infrastructure 

provision.  These have been prepared on the basis of information set out by services providers, such as the Local Education Authority.  

These facilities will be provided either via s106 agreements or CIL, to ensure provision, and further consideration will be given to these 

through masterplanning of the site and / or individual planning applications.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Miss Kate 

Howard
844353 772 Yes No No

Development of a road to connect the A339 to Junction 7 of the M3.  There is 

currently a speed restriction on the M3 in order to attempt to reduce carbon 

emissions which are among the highest in the country and exceeding the 

currently allowable limit.  Increasing the throughtput of traffic onto this road is 

illogical and unenvironmental and would contribute to failure to comply with EU 

legislation regarding emissions.  Other modes of transport towards London 

must be examined. 

No roads that are designed to increase traffic volume onto the M3 should be 

considered.  Other modes of transport must be examined.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Dieana 

Aspden
844359 770 Yes Yes No

I object to the increased housing figure for this site. I furthermore object to the 

Old Down plan to increase the housing in this area due to the lack of a viable 

transport solution being proposed and the increase in both traffic and carbon 

emissions

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. The Plan does not include Old Down. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Kevin 

Potter
844362 778 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be protected and a road would be a major disruption to local 

nature and residents. The increased housing figure for this site cannot be 

considered with adequate transport links and not only that, where are these 

people going to work and where will their children go to school? What we need 

is appropriate traffic management that do not disrupt existing communities who 

pay some of the largest council tax tariffs in the county.

Remove the "western by-pass" as there is no evidence to suggest this will address 

any of the issues highlighted.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. In terms of Old Down, a LNR 

designation is not a matter for the Local Plan.  It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based 

on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north 

and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan 

reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and 

balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the 

site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and 

sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, 

which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

such as schools etc.

No change N/A

Page 62 of 119



Schedule of Representations - Revised Pre-Submission Consultation April - August 2014

Policy/Paragraph/O

ther
Full Name Organisation

Person 

ID

Comment 

ID

Does your 

comment relate 

to a change?

Legally 

Compliant?
Sound? Summary Suggested Change Officer's Response Officer's Recommended Change Officer's Reasoning for Change

SS3.10 Mrs Kay Bird 844970 806 Yes Don't Know

Object to the increased housing figure for this site for these reasons: a lack of 

firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south. There is no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

The confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads and to a 

potential western bypass, for which there is no evidential need. In relation to the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway, the council acknowledges the 

difficulty in serving workable transport mitigation measures. There is no 

evidence that these difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposes 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). 

Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr John Bird 844972 807 Yes Don't Know

Object to the increased housing figure for this site for these reasons: a lack of 

firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south. There is no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

The confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads and to a 

potential western bypass, for which there is no evidential need. In relation to the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway, the council acknowledges the 

difficulty in serving workable transport mitigation measures. There is no 

evidence that these difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposes 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). 

Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Katherine 

Phillips
844975 808 Yes Don't Know

Object to the increased housing figure for this site for these reasons: a lack of 

firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south. There is no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

The confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads and to a 

potential western bypass, for which there is no evidential need. In relation to the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway, the council acknowledges the 

difficulty in serving workable transport mitigation measures. There is no 

evidence that these difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposes 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation)

No change N/A

SS3.10 Andrew Bird 844976 809 Yes Don't Know

Object to the increased housing figure for this site for these reasons: a lack of 

firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south. There is no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

The confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads and to a 

potential western bypass, for which there is no evidential need. In relation to the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway, the council acknowledges the 

difficulty in serving workable transport mitigation measures. There is no 

evidence that these difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposes 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). 

Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10 David Phillips 844979 810 Yes Don't Know

Object to the increased housing figure for this site for these reasons: a lack of 

firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south. There is no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

The confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads and to a 

potential western bypass, for which there is no evidential need. In relation to the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway, the council acknowledges the 

difficulty in serving workable transport mitigation measures. There is no 

evidence that these difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposes 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). 

Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Judith Bird 844981 811 Yes Don't Know

Object to the increased housing figure for this site for these reasons: a lack of 

firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south. There is no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

The confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads and to a 

potential western bypass, for which there is no evidential need. In relation to the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway, the council acknowledges the 

difficulty in serving workable transport mitigation measures. There is no 

evidence that these difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposes 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). 

Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mrs A Penrice 844982 812 Yes Don't Know

Object to the increased housing figure for this site for these reasons: a lack of 

firm provision for an adequate transport link to the south. There is no specific 

provision for employment which would create a more balanced new community. 

The confusing and ambiguous references to new connection roads and to a 

potential western bypass, for which there is no evidential need. In relation to the 

land between Pack Lane and the railway, the council acknowledges the 

difficulty in serving workable transport mitigation measures. There is no 

evidence that these difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of 

development proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposes 

allocation should therefore be removed entirely.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). 

Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1331 Yes Yes No

There should be a requirement for cycle facilities in the policy. Amend policy 

criteria as suggested. There is no direct cycle route from Manydown to the town 

centre. A direct convenient cycle route must be provided along the Pack lane 

axis to the A30 at Brighton Hill and into town and another along the B3400. The 

cycleway along the ancient roman road called the Western Greenway must be 

continued from Kempshott to Rooksdown and Sherborne St John along the 

Roman road.

Amend criteria l) as follows: l)  Include measures to mitigate the impact of 

development on the local road network including improments to the A339, Roman 

road, B3400 and Pack lane with appropriate measures to maintain accessibility for 

existing residents and ensure safe and convenient access for all road-users, 

including the provision of cycleways along all of these roads.  Preserve and improve 

the existing permissive cycle path from Kempshott to Oakley along the line of Pack 

lane and the railway line.  Provide a cycle path from Battledown beside the railway 

line to Buckskin along the present footpath. Amend criteria o) as follows: o) in 

addition there should be safe and convenient access from Winklebury, Buckskin, 

Kempshott and South Ham by means of footpaths and cycle paths connecting to 

the country park. Amend criteria p) as follows: p) Include measures to improve 

accessibility by non-car transport modes including the provision of internal walking 

and cycle routes linked to existing and proposed external routes and the provision of 

public transport from the outset. Provide  cycle paths and cycle ways which  interlink 

with a cycle friendly road network in such a way as to make it more convenient and 

quicker to cycle than to take the car, that is ensure that there is greater permeability 

for walking and cycling than for motorised travel in accordance with Cycle 

infrastructure design and  Manual for Streets). Provide a direct, convenient cycle 

connection to the town centre and rail station along the Pack lane axis and the 

B3400 axis. All public rights of way should be retained and upgraded where 

possible from footpath to bridleway or restricted byway.

The specific policy wording in respect of transport has been worked up with HCC and this issue is largely covered by other documents 

prepared by the highways authority, including the Town Access Plan, the Borough Transport Statement, in addition to the higher level 

Strategic Transport Infrastructure Plan.  Permeability within the site and access to / from the site, including connections to wider 

networks (including walk / cycle) is considered at the stage of a planning application (including any pre-application enquiries).

No change N/A

SS3.10
Cllr Diane 

Taylor
121755 1418 Don't Know No

Criteria m) is not sound as it is not positively prepared with regard to 

infrastructure requirements or justified in terms of appropriateness. It is also not 

deliverable. The small triangular field south of the railway and north of Pack 

Lane, which is included in the proposed development site, will always be 

isolated from the main Manydown development to the North. The potential 

provision of a connecting road at the optimum location•, would represent an 

exorbitantly expensive and ultimately pointless engineering project as one road 

connecting the two parts of the development will not join them as a community. 

Furthermore, the only way that any realistic connection could be made is by 

tunnelling beneath the railway lines, as a flyover could not serve any 

development to the north of Pack Lane. This development at Pack Lane would 

create an isolated estate that will increase traffic, create further impact on 

inadequate existing local highway network and impact on highway safety.

Exclude land south of the B3400 from the Manydown site allocation.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.It is 

proposed that vehicular access to this part of the site would be provided via Fiveways / Pack Lane, with additional points of access from 

existing developments, in addition to the links with the Worting area.  It should also be noted that the policy requires consideration of a 

western bypass, potentially providing improved access to the south, towards the M3.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Cllr Diane 

Taylor
121755 1419 Yes Don't Know No

The assertion that regard shall be had to the potential requirement for a 

Basingstoke western by-pass that would link the A339 to Junction 7 of the M3 

motorway. Such a western by-pass would be to the outside of the land currently 

allocated for housing has no substance or likelihood of delivery and should 

therefore be excluded. It does not pass the test for justification or effectiveness. 

Firstly, there is no available land to the north of the B3400 for this and, 

secondly, any major route to the south of the B3400 and outside of the land 

allocated for housing would necessarily cut through the strategic gap between 

Basingstoke and Oakley. The two policies - SS3.10 n) and EM2 therefore 

directly contradict each other. If the Manydown development is confined to a 

more modest development at Roman Road, and not extended westwards over 

the ridgeline or south of the railway lines, the future potential provision of a by-

pass could be accommodated without such encroachment.

The site allocation on Manydown land should be contained north of the B3400 and 

east of the natural ridgeline.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the proposed development and 

sets out suitable mitigation measures to accommodate the proposed growth. It specifically tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the 

parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  

cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation).The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1178 Yes Yes Yes

Country Watch (CW) supports the increase in the number of dwellings which 

accords generally with our comments on Pre- Submission Local Plan dated 

Aug 2013. Ref 130498-1195. We also support the content of paragraphs m) 

and n).

intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jenny 

Garner
206412 995 Yes Yes

Object to the removal of reference to the new Western Ring Road from the Pre 

Submission Local Plan. Development will further increase the pressure on 

Roman Road. The Pre Submission Local Plan acknowledged "Rat Running" as 

a potential problem. The council recommended to prevent it by the instigation of 

"traffic calming" along the southern part of Roman Road and Roman Way. 

Object to the removal of these references. Houses bordering Roman Road 

suffer noise pollution from traffic. Development will significantly add to the 

existing pollution and will also impact on highway safety. Object to the Removal 

of the green "Buffer Zone" between the development and Roman Road. Green 

spaces are essential. Development will increase flood risk. The current 

infrastructure and the River Loddon does not have the capacity to cope. The 

drains and sewers are given a radical overhaul, or rebuilt. Development will 

impact on Worting Wood (unique deciduous woodland mentioned in the 

Domesday Book).

Reinstate the text that was in policy SS3.10 that acknowledged "Rat Running" as a 

potential problem and also the reference to "traffic calming" along the southern part 

of Roman Road and Roman Way. Also reinstate reference to'Buffer Zones'.

Point (O) of policy SS3.10 sets out the specific requirements in respect of traffic management and rat-running, which is considered to 

be suitably robust to consider proposals in more detail, as progress is made on masterplanning of the site and a subsequent planning 

application.  The reference to green buffers was taken out in response to a representation on the Pre Submission Local Plan - see 

comment ID: 975. The inter-relationship between the new development and Winklebury can be explored through more detailed 

masterplanning as required by draft policy SS3 and therefore the detailed reference to buffers has been removed from the criteria. 

However, as stated on each page of the plan, it should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies 

including policies EM1 (Landscape) and EM5 (Green Infrastructure). Flood risk, drainage/ sewerage and ancient woodland SINCs were 

recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and have been given due consideration through the site selection process. 

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as the Highways Authority and Thames 

Water) in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when 

these items are to be delivered and funded. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 931 Yes Yes No

English Heritage welcomes and supports the addition of the word "retention" in 

requirement j) relating to important archaeological remains. However, policy 

SS3.10 should explicitly recognise the archaeological constraints (i.e. the need 

to preserve in situ). Accordingly, requirement j) should be strengthened. In 

addition, EH object to the deletion of the words "by use of green buffers 

respecting the landscape as currently viewed from Winklebury from 

requirement j) of the Pre-Submission Plan (now requirement i).

Add a new sentence at the start of the policy:  "The exact areas suitable for 

development will be subject to further detailed assessment, particularly of the 

location, survival and significance of the archaeological remains on the site. In 

principle, all scheduled remains and non-scheduled remains of national importance 

should be conserved as undeveloped areas within the overall development." 

Requirement j) should be redrafted as "be subject to an initial programme of field 

evaluation to identify the location, survival and significance of the archaeological 

remains on the site and provide for the retention (as undeveloped land) and careful 

management of any important archaeological remains and the recording of any 

other remains to be lost." The words "by use of green buffers respecting the 

landscape as currently viewed from Winklebury" should be reinstated in requirement 

i).  

The support for the addition of the word "retention" in requirement j) is noted. It is considered that the additional wording requested in 

relation to protecting archaeological remains would be overly prescriptive, especially given that it would inappropriate to apply such 

requirements in advance of the more detailed archaeological analysis of the site. Moreover, clause j) already implicitly requires the 

preservation in-situ of important archaeological remains, whilst more detailed requirements are also imposed by the amended version of 

the supporting text for policy EM11, specifically through paragraphs 6.88 and 6.89, which refer directly to the requirement for 

preservation in-situ. Therefore, it is considered that the additional wording requested would simply replicate the stipulations already set 

out in policy EM11 and the supporting text, and accordingly the additional wording is unnecessary.  With regard to the amendment to 

clause j), it is considered that the inter-relationship between the new development and Winklebury can be explored through more 

detailed masterplanning, which is already required by policy ss3.10, and therefore the detailed reference to buffers has been removed 

from the criteria. As such, reinstating the wording in question is considered to be overly prescriptive at this stage and therefore it is not 

considered appropriate to depart from the amendment made in response to HCC's comments on the Pre-Submission version of the 

Local Plan to remove the requirements for green buffers in clause i). 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Justin May 722567 885 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1095 Yes Don't Know No

Site should be allocated for greater numbers, it is known that Manydown could 

accommodate greater numbers; Version 7 of the SHLAA estimated the yield as 

up to 6000 units. Only a large urban extension can deliver the needs of all 

residents for well designed, integrated, sustainable surroundings with the 

amenities such as schools, shopping, leisure and medical facilities without 

overloading facilities in other areas. It is recognised that this is a controversial 

proposal, but if there is to be greenfield development then it should be a 

planned urban extension rather than a series of unrelated smaller greenfield 

developments. The Plan fails to explain why this site will not be providing homes 

until 2019. With a will to achieve the master planning this site could brought 

forward sooner. Notwithstanding the above, substantial sites of this nature 

should not be brought forward without prior substantial improvements in 

infrastructure, especially water and transport, before development starts.

There is insufficient allocation on this important site.

Due to issues associated with the delivery of large development sites, including the long lead in times associated with the 

masterplanning and development management processes and also the number of units that can physically be delivered on a site in any 

given year, it would not be a sound approach to significantly increase further the numbers at Manydown as proposed. The phasing of 

the site has however been brought forward, as suitable, and the yield increased, as a result of the consultation process on the Pre-

submission Plan. The wider area of Manydown will be subject to masterplannig to ensure the proper planning of the area.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 954 Yes Don't Know No

The Manydown site has been allocated 3400 houses during the plan period. We 

welcome this increase, however, previous Cabinet decisions agreed 4000. The 

Major Development Area Plan for Manydown should recognise this, so should 

the Local Plan. Allowing just 3400 houses in this plan period is not flexible and 

is inappropriate given the outcome of the judicial review and pressure to build 

more houses. See the SOLVE submission under SS3.10 in the previous 

consultation.

Should it be required that the Inspector recommends additional housing then the 

Manydown estate has the potential to provide this within the plan period  Our 

comments on Policy SS3.10 regarding this were included in the previous 

consultation and are still relevant. The study for the western by-pass should be 

conducted very soon and work should be planned early so that there is ample time 

to allow for the expansion of housing on Manydown and the other sites in the South 

West.

Due to issues associated with the delivery of large development sites, including the long lead in times associated with the 

masterplanning and development management processes and also the number of units that can physically be delivered on a site in any 

given year, it would not be a sound approach to significantly increase further the numbers at Manydown as proposed. The phasing of 

the site has however been brought forward, as suitable, and the yield increased, as a result of the consultation process on the Pre-

submission Plan. The wider area of Manydown will be subject to masterplannig to ensure the proper planning of the area. Draft Policy 

SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process 

but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in 

the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 955 Yes Don't Know Yes

SS3.10 criteria m - The provision for a western by-pass linking M3 Junction 7 to 

the A339. This was also identified in the Transport Study issue 4. SOLVE 

supports this as it will help relieve over capacity and congestion from Junction 6 

and along the A33 corridor.

Allowing Junction 6 and the A33 to become the main route north around 

Basingstoke is not a long term viable option  Transport Studies reflect this view. 

SOLVE believes that the over capacity and congestion from Junction 6 along the 

A33 corridor can only be relieved by the addition of a western by-pass.

Support noted. No change N/A

SS3.10 Flavia Estates 787392 1091 Yes Yes Yes

We support the proposed increase in the capacity at Manydown. We support 

the proposed omission of the previous criteria G and amendment to Map 1a 

identifying the wider land as a site allocation. Proposes change to last sentence.

change last sentence to..."Prior to the submission of a planning application for any 

part of the site, masterplans will be prepared by the developer(s) and agreed with 

the Council in accordance with the requirements of Policy SS3.10 unless otherwise 

agreed with the Council". This reflects a similar approach taken by Bracknell Forect 

Borough Council in their now adopted Site Allocations DPD.

Support noted. The proposed additional text is not required as a 'Masterplan and Development Brief Protocol' is included in Appendix 5 

of the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. Appednix 5 includes guidance on 'who prepares the Masterplan', 'Content of the Masterplan' 

and  the 'Production of the Masterplan'. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Jeremy 

Farelly

Genesis Town 

Planning (on 

behalf of Wates 

Development 

Ltd)

787807 1077 No Yes No

The capacity of Manydown will become clearer through the Masterplan process 

and at this stage it is likely that Manydown could deliver more than 3,400 

dwellings over the Plan Period. It is estimated that land in the immediate vicinity 

of the existing settlement of Worting (including Land at Worting Farm) could be 

developed from 2015/16 as standalone sites in advance of the wider 

Manydown development commencing.

In light of the comments raised, Policy SS3.10 should be amended in the following 

way - Criteria a) of Policy SS3.10 should delete the word "approximately" and 

replaced with "minimum". Criteria h) should be deleted to prevent unnecessary 

duplication. The final paragraph of this policy should provide for new development in 

the immediate vicinity of Worting (including at Worting Farm) from 2015/16 

onwards.

Due to issues associated with the delivery of large development sites, including the long lead in times associated with the 

masterplanning and development management processes and also the number of units that can physically be delivered on a site in any 

given year, it would not be a sound approach to significantly increase further the numbers at Manydow. The phasing of the site has 

already been brought forward, as suitable, and the yield increased, as a result of the consultation process on the Pre-submission Plan. 

If, following more detailed masterplanning, it becomes apparent that the site can suitably deliver more than 3,400  units then the policy is 

sufficiently flexible (the policy states 'approximately') to enable such development to occur. The phasing is included in the plan primarily 

for monitoring purposes and does not preclude development coming forward ahead of this if such development is in line with the policies 

of the Local Plan and NPPF. The continuing inclusion of criteria h is considered suitable in light of the importance of these specific 

issues in relation to this site.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jean 

Cribb
839684 962 Yes Yes No

The level of housing proposed is excessive, unjustified and unsustainable. The 

additional housing in the south-west will be divorced from employment 

opportunities, which will lead to increased traffic and congestion. The housing 

locations proposed do not relate satisfactorily to the sewage network. Very 

concerned about the idea of a by-pass going through the Old Down nature 

park.

Proper infrastructure such as schools, doctors, roads, public transport, shops, 

sewage, play areas should be GUARANTEED - BEFORE any plan is signed off.  

Why not consider building a Basingstoke suburb in the north east the other side 

of the M3 - where it would be closer to the sewage works, closer to the town centre, 

closer to employment sites?

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation 

will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a 

road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan 

for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be 

clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Gillian 

Lincoln
840416 1223 Yes Yes No

SS3.10 Manydown. Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature 

Reserve and protected in the Plan from any potential link road. The area 

designated for a Country Park should extend southwards to link up with Old 

Down, providing a green corridor for vanishing wildlife. This site is a valuable 

local resource not only for dog walking and cycling but for biodiversity. The 

natural world is increasing on this SINC due to thousands of volunteer hours 

being spent since 2007.

SS3.10 Manydown.  The threat of a road across Old Down should be removed 

immediately, it is an asset to both the public and the Borough  Local Nature 

Reserve status should be granted immediately.  

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network through the 

masterplanning process.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr David 

Evans
840444 1231 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserved and protected in 

the Plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park 

should extend southwards to link up with Old Down. The outline of a western by-

pass does not appear to be well considered in terms of a 360 degree transport 

plan for Basingstoke. It merely seeks to serve as a solution of providing an exit 

from the designated housing area.

The distribution of greenfield sites around Basingstoke should take account of 

existing employment opportunities to the north east of the town where business 

parks such as Crockford Lane and Daneshill are growing and increasing 

employment. Residents would then be able to walk or cycle to work or take public 

transport. All sustainable forms of transport. The housing should be placed where 

there are already sewage infrastructures and public transport links - i.e. to the north 

east of the town.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced including sewage infrastructure and  public transport. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the 

masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has 

agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be 

most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The land designated as a country park has been 

made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider 

masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this 

stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere 

in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would 

also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require 

land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jane 

Love
841650 1211 Yes Yes No

SS3.10 Manydown and old Down should be left as a nature reserve and site of 

natural beauty this area should be increased in size and not be included in any 

housing plans. The plan for a bypass is unfounded with no benefit or advantage. 

Any housing built here would not have the required infrastructure, adequate 

transport links or any provision of employment which would in turn lead to 

increased commuting.

Ss3.10 this allocation of 300 houses should be scrapped completely 

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation this is 

not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of 

the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan 

on this junction (which includes the allocation).  The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future 

growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes 

to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft 

Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the 

accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well 

as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr T 

Johnston
842257 876 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a Link Road (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Susan 

Pendsay
842745 1218 Yes Yes No

A proposed road being built through Old Down will seriously impact the 

environment for future generation.

Consider the viability of housing development in relation to where there is 

employment  Reduce the number of proposed dwellings on the Manydown Estate

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required. The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence 

base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in 

the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10

Mr Richard 

Compton-

Burnett

842889 871 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Michael 

Condron
843383 1167 Yes Yes No

Object to the further 300 houses on land south of the railway line and north of 

Pack Lane. What is the justification for this given the existing traffic constraints 

at the Fiveways Junction and congestion at the Fiveways lights? Consideration 

is to be given to the potential requirement for a Basingstoke western by-pass. 

What is the justification for this given that planners have identified that only 750 

vehicles are likely to use such a road at afternoon peak time instead of existing 

roads or the A34? Policy requires measures to improve non-car transport 

including cycling. How will the plan ensure that cyclists can ride safely to and 

from town from my area in the south west on dedicated cycle paths that protect 

them from the inevitable increased traffic volume?

intentionally left blank

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Local Plan Transport Assessment 

has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways 

Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation).The 

more detailed elements of the development, such as cycle paths will be considered through the masterplanning and planning application 

processes and any proposals will need to comply with Policy CN9 which addresses such issues.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Charlotte 

Greaves
843676 910 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 O Pearcey 845151 847 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10 S Pearcey 845165 848 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Claire John 845179 849 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 G R Childs 845181 850 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Annette 

Childs
845182 851 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mrs S Fisher 845183 852 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
George 

Robertson
845192 853 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Tina Osborne-

Robertson
845198 854 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Jan 

Steele
845205 856 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10

Mr 

Christopher 

Steele

845209 857 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Simon 

Worthington
845226 858 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Serena 

Worthington
845233 859 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Andrew 

Stokes
845237 860 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 J.P Hicken 845243 861 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Nicola Marie 

Smith
845248 862 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Janet Martin 845254 863 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10 K.R Johnson 845264 864 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 J Johnson 845265 865 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 A Gibbs 845269 867 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs G A 

Gibbs
845274 868 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Helen Balls 845279 869 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Jeremy 

Balls
845284 870 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10

Mrs C A 

Compton-

Burnett

845296 872 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a 'Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Margaret 

Adlington
845299 873 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Giles 

Curtis
845303 874 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Sarah Curtis 845306 875 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Fiona 

Johnson
845312 877 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Lynda 

Childs
845313 878 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a 'Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Hazel Rogers 845335 881 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Antonia May 845352 887 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a 'Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Peter 

Raine
845353 888 Yes No No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10 Sylvia Raine 845357 889 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr David 

Redman
845359 890 Yes Yes No

object to increasing the number of houses on the western side of Basingstoke 

as it is counter intuitive because employment is predominately to the north and 

east of the town. The plan contains no provision for new employment 

opportunities locally. Consequently, an increase in housing on Manydown will 

result in greater road congestion within Basingstoke as a whole (caused by 

cross-town commuting). object to the Plan's confusing and ambiguous 

references to new connection roads and to a possible western by-pass. It is 

misconceived and carries no evidence that it will do anything to alleviate local 

congestion. Old Down should be given protection from any form of 

development within the Plan by designating it as a Local Nature Reserve. A firm 

commitment to build new schools (not to just set aside land for them) has not 

been included in the plan. Existing sewage treatment facilities lie on the other 

side of town. Recent flooding in Buckskin (where many houses were evacuated 

because of sewage polluted floodwater) has highlighted that the existing 

sewage infrastructure is inadequate

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. In response to the 

comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the site assessment. 

This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last local plan 

consultation. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the 

new development such as schools etc. In terms of Old Down, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear 

whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Richard 

Kennedy
845380 891 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Rollo 

Kennedy
845382 892 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Primrose 

Kennedy
845383 893 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Charlotte 

Kennedy
845384 894 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Sophie 

Poution
845560 896 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Neil White 845561 897 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Sharon 

Cooper
845568 898 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Bryony 

Tucker
845572 899 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Victoria 

Gledhill
845574 900 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr David 

Gledhill
845576 901 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Brian 

Pimbblet
845578 902 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Medwina 

Pimbblet
845579 903 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Nicholas 

Austen
845581 904 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10 Jane Austen 845582 905 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Robert 

Woods
845607 906 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a 'Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs C M 

Woods
845608 907 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 D A Sadler 845610 908 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 N A Sadler 845611 909 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Adam 

Stanford
845629 912 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 H Bortoft 845643 919 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy as it will impose an unreasonable demand on the historic 

and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence. The development of Manydown 

will not retain the separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will 

result in visual intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct 

conflict with criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a 

country park is essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum 

of housing to 3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change 

extends the development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St 

Lawrence. Development will be significantly closer to the village and 

neighbouring AONB. Policy will result in a significant traffic impacting on 

Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular Roman Road. Do not 

consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to address the traffic 

issues. The addition of some 400 units will result in higher density development

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10. Policy should require perimeter development to be lower 

density. This will provide a better transition from high to lower density and to the 

countryside. This fringe development with, restricted height, should be made up of 

smaller parcels of land in the form of cul-de-sac development suitable for building 

by smaller local builders who would produce variations in design and character.  

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Detailed matters, such as the density of development, will be 

considered through the masterplanning and planning application process. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs A L 

Dolding
845644 923 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy as it will impose an unreasonable demand on the historic 

and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence. The development of Manydown 

will not retain the separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will 

result in visual intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct 

conflict with criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a 

country park is essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum 

of housing to 3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change 

extends the development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St 

Lawrence. Development will be significantly closer to the village and 

neighbouring AONB. Policy will result in a significant traffic impacting on 

Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular Roman Road. Do not 

consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to address the traffic 

issues. The addition of some 400 units will result in higher density development

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a Link Road (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10. Policy should require perimeter development to be lower 

density. This will provide a better transition from high to lower density and to the 

countryside. This fringe development with, restricted height, should be made up of 

smaller parcels of land in the form of cul-de-sac development suitable for building 

by smaller local builders who would produce variations in design and character. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Detailed matters, such as the density of development, will be 

considered through the masterplanning and planning application process. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Neil 

Massie

Hampshire 

County Council 

(County 

Planning)

846101 958 Yes Yes No

Hampshire County Council as the Highway Authority have some specific 

concerns with Policy SS3.10 based on current findings in the supporting Local 

Plan Transport Assessment to support this allocation. Specific concerns in 

relation to clause u) of the policy regarding the deliverability of this parcel of 

land (south of the railway line and north of Pack Lane) which HCC question 

even with the lower yield of 300 dwellings. It has not been demonstrated to our 

satisfaction through the Local Plan Transport Assessment that a suitable 

capacity solution at the Fiveways junction can be delivered (Pack 

Lane/Kempshott, Old kemoshott Lane/Buckskin Lane). A mitigation solution is 

referred to in the Transport Assessment Version 7 paragraph 4.15 but this does 

not allow a safe and efficient operation of the highway. HCC considers that this 

parcel of land also does not meet the requirement of policy CN9 on the basis 

that it does not meet clauses a), b), d), e), f) of that transport specific policy.

Recommend that further assessment work is carried out to provide evidence of a 

workable solution in traffic terms for this junction. This could include sensitivity 

testing of a lower yield of housing stock and further liaison with Hampshire County 

Council to agree on specific traffic impacts and the safe operation of the junction. It 

is also important to note that this objection relates to the specific impact of this 

parcel of land (i.e. referred to under Policy SS3.10, clause u) pending resolution of 

an appropriate mitigation package, and should not be taken as an objection to the 

principle of development at Manydown or other elements of the proposed policy.

The work undertaken by Parsons Brinckerhoff on the Borough Council's Transport Assessmrnt confirms that the proposed level of 

development can be accommodated in this area through appropriate improvements to the Fiveways junction. It is, however, 

acknowledged that more detailed work on this junction will be required through masterplanning of the site to supplement the Transport 

Assessment.  

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Neil 

Massie

Hampshire 

County Council 

(County 

Planning)

846101 959 Yes Yes No

Given the increase in housing numbers, together with the current pressures 

arising from rising numbers of births and higher pupil yields from new housing, 

Hampshire County Council's Childrens Services (and as the education 

authority) would wish for more flexibility in the planning for new Primary Schools 

at and around Manydown under (d) of this policy. It is recommended that the 

wording be changed to allow both Primary Schools to be 3-form entry, each 

with sites of 2.8 hectares, if this is required.

HCC request that the Borough Council amend the policy wording to read: Reserve 

land for the phased provision of two primary schools (both three form entry) and 

also reserve land for the phased provision of a secondary school, if required.

Taking into account the number of homes to be provided and the likely number of children that will result, alongside HCC's published 

guidance on school provision, it is considered that the policy correctly identifies a requirement for two primary schools (one with two 

forms of entry, the other with three forms of entry).

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Neil 

Massie

Hampshire 

County Council 

(County 

Planning)

846101 960 Yes Yes No

Criteria o). Hampshire County Council understands that Traffic management 

measures can seek to discourage or minimise 'rat-running' through existing 

urban areas. However such measures may not be able to prevent it without 

associated disruption and inconvenience to existing communities.

HCC request that the Borough Council amend the policy wording to read: "Evaluate 

a range of options during the detailed master-planning phase for providing vehicular 

access to Manydown which aim to optimise the permeability to and from the site in 

a manner that ensures proper consideration is given to a range of matters (e.g. rat-

running) which potentially affect the quality of life for existing communities."

Consider that this revised wording is suitable, with a small amendment,  and the plan has therefore been updated accordingly.

Update criteria o to read as follows: 

Evaluate a range of options during the 

detailed master-planning phase for 

providing access to Manydown which aid 

permeability to and from the site in a 

manner that ensures proper consideration is 

given to a range of matters (e.g. rat-

running) which potentially affect the quality 

of life for existing communities. In addition 

there should be safe and convenient access 

from Winklebury by means of footpaths and 

cycle paths connecting to the Country 

Park."

Response to representation
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SS3.10
Mr Mark 

Winwood
846289 993 No Yes No

Express deep concern at the proposed plan to develop with housing around the 

area of the path leading from Fuzzy Drove to Oakley. This is building on really 

beautiful green belt land and goes contrary to important planning principles 

which call not only for conserving and enhancing the natural and historic 

environments. It is also unsuitable because of the high cost of sewage disposal 

from this site where as eastern sites will not have this problem. Also this will 

lead to greater car use from this area with more roads and increasing 

greenhouse gases and making the area much more polluted.

More suitable sites to the east of the town where much of the towns employment is 

located.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and Fuzzy Drove does not from 

part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, 

and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the site will be 

located. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stuart 

Moir
846370 1009 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Rachel Moir 846371 1010 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr John 

Filbee
846372 1011 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Sandra Filbee 846373 1012 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Royston 

Martin
846379 1013 Yes No No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Thomas 

O'Donohoe
846455 1051 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Eloise 

O'Donohoe
846456 1052 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Caroline 

Frewer
846530 1078 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Martin 

Frewer
846532 1079 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A
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SS3.10 Mr A. F Childs 847136 1174 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mrs H Childs 847137 1175 Yes Yes No

Object to the policy in its current form as it will impose an unreasonable 

demand on the historic and tranquil village of Wootton St Lawrence that will 

ultimately result in its demise. The development of Manydown will not retain the 

separate identity between Wootton St Lawrence and will result in visual 

intrusion on the village. The development is therefore in direct conflict with 

criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. Consider the creation of a country park is 

essential. Object to the change that has increased the quantum of housing to 

3,400 in the revised Pre Submission Local Plan. This change extends the 

development over the brow of the hill towards Wootton St Lawrence. 

Development will be significantly closer to the village and neighbouring AONB. 

Policy will result in a significant traffic and this will have a dramatic and 

detrimental impact on Wootton St Lawrence and local roads in particular 

Roman Road. Do not consider the proposed ˜Spine Road will be sufficient to 

address the traffic issues.

Policy should require a greater level of landscaping and planting at a very early 

stage of the development so as to reduce visual impairment and protect the rural 

character and appearance of the village. Development should remain south of the 

brow of the hill as per the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). Policy should 

require a ˜Link Road' (or by-pass) that would link the A339 and B3400. The Link 

Road would positively contribute to achieving criteria g) and i) of policy SS3.10. The 

Link Road should be located between the north western edge of the new 

development and the country park. The Link Road would provide a clear boundary 

to the new development and provide an effective buffer to the village of Wootton St 

Lawrence and the countryside beyond including the AONB. This would meet criteria 

i) of policy SS3.10.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including landscape and rural character) were 

considered and balanced.The provision of the country park will provide seperation between Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown 

development. Criteria g) of SS3.10 requires development proposals on the site to limit the visual intrusion into the wider landscape and 

the design of the outward facing edges of the development should respect and enhance the adjacent countryside. The IDP identifies 

that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which provision can 

be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation 

and it will be funded through CIL.  This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, 

the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as 

well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc. It is considered that the level of detail contained within the plan is suitable to enable the 

delivery of a high quality development whilst responding to the characteristics of the site e.g. criteria h, j,k,l. Whilst the plan should be 

read as a whole, the most pertinent issues associated with a site are included to highlight site specific elements. Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1361 Yes Yes No

In our previous response we raised concerns that the details of the country park 

have not been either included in this policy or in a separate policy and that this 

could lead to the development being built before the country park is established. 

We note the changes to this policy now include that Manydown needs to 

contribute to the country park, but there is no mention of the timing of when the 

country park will be established. As such there is no certainty that the delivery of 

the country park will be in line with the delivery of the proposed housing. The 

Trust notes the accompanying text to Policy EM5 – Green Infrastructure now 

provides a paragraph on the country park. We also note that the accompanying 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (dated April 2014) includes proposals that the 

delivery of the country park would be between 2019- 2026.

Whilst these are welcome, still concerned that there is nothing in the Local Plan 

linking the timescale of the development of the country park to the timescale for 

development of Manydown. Would wish to see further amendments to this policy to 

reflect this. Also wish to see this plan include a separate policy on the country park. 

The country park has a lot of potential for Green Infrastructure and for enhancing 

biodiversity as well as for public access. The Local Plan should identify what the 

council wishes to see developed within the country park. For example the country 

park should be accessible, have suitable paths, consist of a range of habitats etc. 

These should be set out in a separate policy within in the Local plan enabling the 

criteria to be set for which a planning application will be assessed against. The 

Hampshire & Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust would welcome on-going discussions with 

yourselves to develop this policy and the masterplan for the Country park.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 568). Following discussions with the 

Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust, the Wildlife Trust confirmed they welcomed the additional supporting text to policy EM5 of 

the Revised Pre Submission Local Plan. However, the Widlife Trust's position that a new policy on the country park should be included 

in the Local Plan still stands. 

No change N/A

SS3.10

Zurich 

Assurance 

Ltd

Zurich Assurance 

Ltd
131191 1056 No No No

Question whether there is a better alternative location for such development, 

either in the borough or in the immediate surrounding sub-region. The allocation 

is not effective in terms of providing enough dwellings to meet long term needs.

Housing provision should be increased and as part of this process, involve 

neighbouring authorities in establishing: appropriate housing targets for each district 

within this sub-region and the most appropriate, sustainable and deliverable location 

to achieve these targets.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA. The plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence 

base.The allocation of sites  reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced.  It is not considered to be necessary to seek the formal allocation of land outside of the borough 

to meet the borough's needs at present.in Duty to co-operate discussions with neighbouring boroughs.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Alistair 

Craig
173028 987 Yes Don't Know No

The proposed change to the policy would reduce the requirements for the 

developer to provide a properly planned road infrastructure to serve the 

development and to mitigate the effect of the additional traffic generated by this 

large development. The changes downgrade the requirement to provide the link 

road between the A339 and the B3400, despite this being identified as a 

requirement in the evidence base. The requirement for the link road should 

remain and accord with the recommendations of the traffic assessment taking 

into account the traffic forecasts generated by the development. The change in 

the policy in relation to the Country Park is unsound and reduced the 

requirement to provide this facility. The changes made provide no benefits to 

the community and only serve to reduce the obligations on the developer.

The policy should remain unchanged.

At this stage the form of  the link road is yet to be determined and this will be considered through the development of a masterplan for 

the Manydown development. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-

pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being 

considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  The IDP 

identifies that the country park is 'necessary infrastructure'. Paragraph 5.21 of the IDP states necessary infrastructure' is that, which 

provision can be phased to meet the needs of development. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of 

implementation and it will be funded through CIL. The levy is charged in pounds per square metre on schemes which involve the 

creation of one ore more dwellings. The SS3.10 landowner/ developer will need to make CIL payments. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr M 

Freemantle
389319 1402 Yes Yes No

Policy should include a statement that the council will: Designate Old Down and 

Beggarwood parks a Local Nature Reserve (LNR) Make a commitment not to 

build a road across the LNR Name the LNR ˜The Jane Austen Country Park. 

The council should abandon the idea of building a western by-pass as it would 

be limited of use, a waste of money and an unnecessary eye-sore. See 

consultees notes which expand on the reasons for supporting these proposals 

“including on the Jane Austen Country Park (background information to 

connection with the Jane Austen), Battledown and western by-pass.

Amend criteria f) of the policy or include an additional criteria to 1.  Designate Old 

Down and Beggarwood parks a Local Nature Reserve (LNR) 2.  Make a 

commitment not to build a road across the LNR 3.  Name the LNR ˜The Jane 

Austen Country Park". Delete criteria n) of the policy. Designation should be added 

to the policies map. The changes would lead to a range of benefits: Protect and 

enhance the existing natural environment to the west of Kempshott. Promote the 

cultural heritage, not least that related to the borough's most famous daughter 'Jane 

Austen'. Contribute to the Rural Economy (Policy EP4) and Rural Tourism (EP5) by 

firmly placing the borough on the tourist map and attracting increased numbers of 

visitors. Require little or no additional funding, as the parks, fields, and footpaths 

already exist. Have little or no impact on the future provision of dwellings in the red 

site allocation areas shown in Map 1a.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.At this stage the form of  the link road is yet to be determined and this will be considered through the development of a 

masterplan for the Manydown development. The name of a proposed LNR/ Country park are detailed matters that are not for 

consideration in a Local Plan. It should be considered through any LNR designation process. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a 

requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a bypass does 

not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early 

feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Cally Morris
Monk Sherborne 

Parish Council
441224 1071 Yes Don't Know

The parish council are concerned about the amended wording of the policy in 

relation to the provision of highway infrastructure. They consider that the 

amended wording reflects a lack of clarity and understanding on behalf of the 

borough council in terms of how to provide the necessary transport 

infrastructure in a manner which would prevent rat-running through both Monk 

Sherbourne and Wotton St Lawrence.

intentionally left blank It is proposed to amend point (O) of the policy in line with the advice provided by HCC.  No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1439 Yes Don't Know No

Our submission to the previous draft pointed out the muddled thinking and 

contradictory nature of the road proposals for SS3.10. This draft does nothing 

to address those concerns. This road still is a road providing access within the 

development and to be a link road into a new future development. We contend 

that it cannot be both. The whole western by-pass is unjustified. Despite the 

severe criticism of the lack of evidence supporting the proposal and no 

demonstrable need for this new road in submissions to the first round of 

consultations and even severe criticism from HCC to the proposal, this western 

by-pass is still included. All that seems to have changed is the road is clearly 

stated as being separate to the above access/link road through the Manydown 

development. The western by-pass would run through the country park and the 

Oakley strategic gap. The approach is muddled and contradictory. The western 

by-pass is unjustified and purely designed to serve future development.

This ulterior motive is clearly seen in the bias and fabricated need in the plan  All 

plans for a western by-pass should be removed from the plan and all reference to a 

through road in the development should be removed  If a road is proposed in the 

development that runs from the A339 to the B3400 it should be specified as being 

an access road for the new development only and to be restricted to traffic to or 

from the development itself and of a design that discourages and makes it 

unsuitable for rat-running either for existing or future adjacent development. 

At this stage the form of  the link road is yet to be determined and this will be considered through the development of a masterplan for 

the Manydown development. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-

pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being 

considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Ron 

Darley

Rooksdown 

Parish Council
542326 1020 Don't Know No

The parish council object to the increase in the number proposed for 

Manydown. They also consider that a justification for the increase in the number 

needs to be provided. They also emphasise the need to put in place suitable 

road infrastructure to serve the development, and in such a manner which will 

prevent a detrimental impact on Rooksdown.

The number proposed on Manydown should revert back to that originally proposed, 

namely 3080. An explanation needs to be put forward regarding the justification for 

the increase in the housing numbers at Manydown. 

In response to the comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the 

site assessment. This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last 

local plan consultation.The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the 

available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites  reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced.The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Mark Biles HCC 700350 1398 Yes Yes No

Support the change in criterion a) e) f) m) and u). Hampshire County Council's 

Childrens Services wish for more flexibility in the planning for new Primary 

Schools at and around Manydown. The landscaping and heritage assessments 

contained in the evidence to the Local Plan represent baseline conditions and 

do not take account of the potential to mitigate and/or develop in a sensitive 

manner. (i) as drafted is too prescriptive in specifying the retention of the 

separate identity and character for Worting, Wootton St. Lawrence and 

Winklebury and requiring that Roman Road be conserved as a green boundary. 

The Landowners recognise that the Manydown project will extend beyond the 

Local Plan period and so understand why Cabinet would like to add this 

additional clause regarding the western bypass. o) This too restrictive in 

requiring specific traffic management measures in the absence of exploring 

different options with the communities. t) It would be better to describe the non-

allocated area of land on the policy map as land for longer term masterplanning

d) Amend wording to read Reserve land for the phased provision of two primary 

schools (both three form entry) and also reserve land for the phased provision of a 

secondary school, if required• Redraft clause (g) to begin with To take account of• 

instead of Respond positively• and to include the recognition that part of the process 

of developing in a sensitive manner also includes the potential to mitigate. Redraft i) 

in line with our previous representations on this policy in order to reflect the policy 

objective of protecting the quality of life for existing residents and enable the 

landowner to explore ideas to achieve that objective with existing residents during 

the detailed masterplanning work following the local plan adoption. n) This new 

clause should include the addition of the words long term before both instances of 

the word master planning (i.e.. long term master planning•) to ensure there is clarity 

and also a specific reference to the area that this new clause refers to, namely, the 

pink cross-hatched area on Manydown Site Allocation Map 1a  as per suggested 

change for clause t). Redraft clause (o) along the following lines to address the 

concerns outlined above and to be consistent with the suggested change to policy 

SS3.10 i) in order to enable the proper consideration of a range of matters that 

relate to integration: "Evaluate a range of options during the detailed master-

planning phase for providing vehicular access to Manydown which aim to optimise 

the permeability to and from the site in a manner that ensures proper consideration 

is given to a range of matters which potentially affect the quality of life for existing 

residents (e.g. rat-running)." t) Replace the words wider master planning with the 

words longer term master planning• in the key of the Manydown Policy Map 1a. 

Make it clear in the revised drafting of SS3.10 (t) and Policy SS5 Neighbourhood 

Plans that the Manydown development is a strategic matter that cannot be resolved 

through neighbourhood planning.

Support for updated criteria noted. Taking into account the number of homes to be provided and the likely number of children that will 

result, alongside HCC's published guidance on school provision, it is considered that the policy correctly identifies a requirement for two 

primary schools (one with two forms of entry, the other with three forms of entry). It is considered to be important to retain the heritage 

and landscape criteria as these relate to important  site specific issues which any proposals must respond to.  in the policy in order to 

ensure that specific consideration is given to the impacts of development on Roman Road / Roman Way. Criteria n has been updated 

to include the relevant references.  In respect of criteria (n), it is not considered to be necessary to amend this point as suggested, as 

early masterplanning should be considering issues linked to a western bypass, and these should not be left to the longer-term in order to 

avoid missing potential opportunities.  In terms of point (O) it is proposed to amend the policy as suggested by the highways authority.  It 

is not considered necessary to update the annotation of the land to the south of Manydown.

See changes relating to rep. 960. Response to representation

SS3.10
Miss Lucie 

Stone
753731 1371 Yes Yes No

Support the increased number of dwellings proposed. Duplication at g). Support 

the effective separation of Wootton St Lawrence and the Manydown site. 

Worting is included in the allocation and its conservation is afforded within 

proposed clause h). Support the imposition of traffic management measures. 

Support the revised timetable

a) replace "approximately " with "at least" g) delete i) delete reference to Worting o) 

replace "prevent" with "discourage".

Support for the increased number is noted. 'Approximately' has been used consistently in relation to the allocations and is considered to 

give sufficient flexibility to deliver an appropriate number of dwellings on site while also meeting the borough's land supply requirements. 

criteria 0 has been updated in line with comments received from the highways authority. It is considered to be important to retain the 

heritage and landscape criteria as these relate to important  site specific issues which any proposals must respond to.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1408 Yes Yes Yes The revised policy text at SS3.10 m) is welcomed and fully supported. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

SS3.10 Mary Tait 785375 1401 Yes Don't Know No

I understand that the increase in housing numbers at Manydown were made at 

the request of a single respondent to the earlier version of the plan, and reflect 

pressure from the previous owner of the land who retains a legal interest in 

development, in conjunction with the Council in its role as Manydown 

landowner. The proposed additional developments would impose yet more 

strain on infrastructure in this area and run in the face of advice from the 

previous Inspector's report about the inadvisability of development west 

Basingstoke. They would also seriously if not terminally undermine the 

existence of a strategic gap between Basingstoke and Oakley (policy EM2), 

particularly given proposals to build a new ring road in the remaining space. I 

am not reassured by the description of this remaining buffer zone as an area 

"within which wider master planning will take place".

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc. In light of further evidence, including further masterplaning work , it was agreed that the capacity for SS3.10 be increased and also 

that an additional area of land be included (as shown in Map 1a). The area defined as 'Remaining Manydown area in land ownership' is 

required to be shown in Map 1a as it defines the area within which 'wider' masterplanning will take place. Development in strategic gaps 

will only be permitted where it accords with criteria a) and b) or c) of policy EM2. Account has been taken of the need to prevent the 

coalescence of Basingstoke and Oakley, and a strategic gap has accordingly been identified to maintain the separation. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Cllr John Izett

Basingstoke and 

Deane Borough 

Council

787475 1356 Yes Yes No

Support the change in criterion a) e) f) m) and u). Hampshire County Council's 

Childrens Services wish for more flexibility in the planning for new Primary 

Schools at and around Manydown. The landscaping and heritage assessments 

contained in the evidence to the Local Plan represent baseline conditions and 

do not take account of the potential to mitigate and/or develop in a sensitive 

manner. (i) as drafted is too prescriptive in specifying the retention of the 

separate identity and character for Worting, Wootton St. Lawrence and 

Winklebury and requiring that Roman Road be conserved as a green boundary. 

The Landowners recognise that the Manydown project will extend beyond the 

Local Plan period and so understand why Cabinet would like to add this 

additional clause regarding the western bypass. o) This too restrictive in 

requiring specific traffic management measures in the absence of exploring 

different options with the communities. t) It would be better to describe the non-

allocated area of land on the policy map as land for longer term masterplanning

d) Amend wording to read Reserve land for the phased provision of two primary 

schools (both three form entry) and also reserve land for the phased provision of a 

secondary school, if required• Redraft clause (g) to begin with To take account of• 

instead of Respond positively• and to include the recognition that part of the process 

of developing in a sensitive manner also includes the potential to mitigate. Redraft i) 

in line with our previous representations on this policy in order to reflect the policy 

objective of protecting the quality of life for existing residents and enable the 

landowner to explore ideas to achieve that objective with existing residents during 

the detailed masterplanning work following the local plan adoption. n) This new 

clause should include the addition of the words long term before both instances of 

the word master planning (i.e.. long term master planning•) to ensure there is clarity 

and also a specific reference to the area that this new clause refers to, namely, the 

pink cross-hatched area on Manydown Site Allocation Map 1a  as per suggested 

change for clause t). Redraft clause (o) along the following lines to address the 

concerns outlined above and to be consistent with the suggested change to policy 

SS3.10 i) in order to enable the proper consideration of a range of matters that 

relate to integration: "Evaluate a range of options during the detailed master-

planning phase for providing vehicular access to Manydown which aim to optimise 

the permeability to and from the site in a manner that ensures proper consideration 

is given to a range of matters which potentially affect the quality of life for existing 

residents (e.g. rat-running)." t) Replace the words wider master planning with the 

words longer term master planning• in the key of the Manydown Policy Map 1a. 

Make it clear in the revised drafting of SS3.10 (t) and Policy SS5 Neighbourhood 

Plans that the Manydown development is a strategic matter that cannot be resolved 

through neighbourhood planning.

Support for updated criteria noted. Taking into account the number of homes to be provided and the likely number of children that will 

result, alongside HCC's published guidance on school provision, it is considered that the policy correctly identifies a requirement for two 

primary schools (one with two forms of entry, the other with three forms of entry). It is considered to be important to retain the heritage 

and landscape criteria as these relate to important  site specific issues which any proposals must respond to.  in the policy in order to 

ensure that specific consideration is given to the impacts of development on Roman Road / Roman Way. Criteria n has been updated 

to include the relevant references.  In respect of criteria (n), it is not considered to be necessary to amend this point as suggested, as 

early masterplanning should be considering issues linked to a western bypass, and these should not be left to the longer-term in order to 

avoid missing potential opportunities.  In terms of point (O) it is proposed to amend the policy as suggested by the highways authority.  It 

is not considered necessary to update the annotation of the land to the south of Manydown.

See changes relating to rep. 960. Response to representation

SS3.10
Councillor 

Rob Golding
787795 1422 Yes Yes No

Criteria L): Available evidence is insufficient to show whether it is possible to 

mitigate the impact of development so that "the residual cumulative impacts of 

development" are not "severe". Accordingly, the Plan may not comply with final 

bullet of NPPF 32 and policy SS3.10 l) may not be "deliverable". There have 

been major changes between the September 2013 Transport Assessment (TA) 

published for the draft pre-submission Local Plan and the May 2014 TA. The 

reasons for the changes do not seem to be explained or justified in the revised 

TA. Such major changes to the figures in such a short space of time cast doubt 

on the figures in the 2014 TA and its conclusion that the impact of Local Plan 

traffic on the assessed junctions can be effectively mitigated in the majority of 

cases. The justification for the major reductions in the estimated Local Plan 

traffic needs to be investigated at the Examination test whether policy SS3.10 l) 

is deliverable•. See attached note from consultee for more detail.

Further evidence is needed to show that policy SS3.10 l) is deliverable• and that the 

residual cumulative impacts of development are not "severe".

The TA, undertaken to support the Local Plan has considered the impact of development on key junctions and linkages that are likely to 

be affected by additional traffic.  This has identified where improvements are required in order to accommodate increases in flow, and 

which will need to be implemented in conjunction with new development.  Further more detailed work will be undertaken on traffic 

management issues when masterplanning is undertaken on this site, and it will be necessary to submit a detailed Transport Assessment 

when a subsequent planning application is submitted.

No change N/A

SS3.10
mr david 

barlow
835072 1176 Yes Yes No

It takes no account of local circumstances such as AONB, prime agricultural 

land, traffic problems, carbon emissions. The increased pollution would 

increase bad health in the local population. Main employment 5 miles away in 

town centre and to the east of Basingstoke. Builders will have problems 

providing drainage. I see no reference to a new hospital being built. Object to 

the proposed western bypass.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mr Vincent 

Morris
836421 1162 Yes Yes No

The land at Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and 

any mention of the possibility of a potential link road across it should be 

removed from the plan. This has been worked on and maintained for many 

thousands of man hours by local unpaid volunteers, proving a desire and a 

need for such a local public open space. The very suggestion of a road across 

the space contradicts item SS3.10 g) "Respond positively to the special 

characteristics and sensitivities of the landscape, including the setting of the 

North Wessex Downs Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty"

The possibility of a road across Old Down should be removed from the plan.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. Old Down does not form part of the plan and a 

LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Philip 

Baker
836821 1387 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in 

the Plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park 

should extend southwards to link up with Old Down. In relation to the land 

between Pack Lane and the railway, the Council acknowledges the difficulty in 

securing 'workable transport mitigation measures'. There is no evidence that 

those difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of development 

proposed for this land (300 houses). This part of the proposed allocation should 

therefore be removed entirely. Whilst I am on the subject of safety, if you're 

going to build cycle paths then build them into the development rather than 

trying to add them at a later date.

Any development should be to the East of Basingstoke so that commuting distance 

to the commercial/light industrial places of work in Basingstoke will be shorter and 

commuting to London via the proposed Chineham railway station will mean less 

overall pollution (residents will not have to drive into central Basingstoke to park 

their cars in order to catch a train). This would be sound in terms of reduction of 

pollution and in terms of the preservation and conservation of areas of natural 

beauty to the South and West of Basingstoke.

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of 

the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan 

on this junction (which includes the allocation). The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future 

growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes 

to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft 

Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were 

considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the 

accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well 

as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr George 

Garner
841386 1131 Yes Don't Know No

The respondent is concerned about the following elements: - the removal of the 

new Western Ring Road from the original plan, which will further increase the 

pressure on Roman Road. The number of houses being planned for Manydown 

undoubtedly will significantly add to the existing problems. The requirement for 

this road should be reinstated. - the amendments have removed the green 

fringe needed to reduce the visual appeal of the site and prevent a sense of 

overcrowding. Creating one big sprawling housing estate is unacceptable. - The 

proposed development will increase the risk of flooding and place an 

unacceptable strain on the sewage infrastructure. - Worting Wood, which is a 

significant historic feature, will be severely undermined by the proposed 

development.

The original plans acknowledged "Rat Running" as a potential problem. The council 

recommended to prevent it by the instigation of "traffic calming" along the southern 

part of Roman Road and Roman Way. Please reinstate this measure .

At this stage the form of  the link road is yet to be determined and this will be considered through the development of a masterplan for 

the Manydown development. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-

pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being 

considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  The 

reference to green buffers was taken out in response to a representation on the Pre Submission Local Plan - see comment ID: 975. The 

inter-relationship between the new development and Winklebury can be explored through more detailed masterplanning as required by 

draft policy SS3 and therefore the detailed reference to buffers has been removed from the criteria. However, as stated on each page 

of the plan, it should be read as a whole and proposals will be judged against all relevant policies including policies EM1 (Landscape) 

and EM5 (Green Infrastructure). Flooding, sewage and heritage were recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and 

have been given due consideration through the site selection process.The request to reinstate text referring to 'rat-running' and 'traffic 

calming' is not required as it is sufficiently covered by criteria o) of the policy which is due to be updated. 

No change N/A

SS3.10 Mr Ken Harris 842136 1121 No Don't Know No

Currently public transport in the area is limited, and the respondent is concerned 

that this will not be significantly increased even when the new housing is 

constructed. Rather, the respondent considers that there is inevitably going to 

be an increase in local traffic. There has also generally been a lag time in 

providing the education facilities to meet the needs of the new residents. 

Turning to the impact of policy SS3.10 on Old Down, which is an attractive 

open green space popular with local residents. Whilst this area is small in 

proportion to the size of Basingstoke itself, this area is of huge value to local 

residents. There is no other space of equivalent character on the west of 

Basingstoke. It has been suggested that a future road to meet the needs of the 

increased population might cut across Old Down. This would be detrimental to 

the natural environment, and serious undermine the quality of this space.

intentionally left blank

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development such as additional public transport and schools etc. Any development will need to be in line with the other policies of the 

plan including Policy CN6 which states that new infrastructure should be provided prior to the occupation of the development for which it 

is needed , and Policy CN9 which addresses public transport in new developments. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a 

matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Terence 

Bailey
842138 1143 Yes Don't Know No

Old Down must be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected from 

potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park should extend 

southwards to link up with Old Down. The western by-pass is badly thought out 

with no evidence for its need or effectiveness. It fails to address any of the 

issues on route or cost. It should be removed. Respondent objects to the 

increased housing figure because of: lack of firm provision for an adequate 

transport link to the south; no specific provision for employment; confusing and 

ambiguous references to new connection roads and to a potential western by-

pass, for which there is no evidential need; in relation to the land between Pack 

Lane and the railway, the Council acknowledges the difficulty in securing 

'workable transport mitigation measures', there is no evidence that those 

difficulties would not also apply to the reduced level of development proposed 

for this land (300 houses), this part of the proposed allocation should therefore 

be removed entirely.

intentionally left blank

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required. The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new 

and existing open space, through the masterplanning process. The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 

dwellings at the parcel of land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to 

accommodate the  cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation). The draft Local Plan sets out 

the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made 

around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and 

villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability 

appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters 

including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road 

network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be 

provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences 

between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Stuart 

Simpson
842997 1345 Yes Don't Know No

Such a road would have a detrimental effect on Kempshott in particular, with 

regard to noise and exhaust pollution. Such a link road would in all likelihood 

carry trunk traffic in addition to the local traffic it would presumably be intended 

for, further increasing its nuisance.

I suggest that the number of dwellings proposed on the west side of Basingstoke, 

specifically in SS3.10, SS3.2 and SS3.11, should be scaled back significantly, thus 

reducing the need for such extensive link roads. If Basingstoke really needs so 

many new dwellings, they should be distributed more evenly across the borough.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors (including transport) were considered and balanced. 

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1349 Yes Yes No

The plan should address the need for and effectiveness of a Western bypass. 

and fails to address any of the issues on route or cost. The reference should be 

removed. Old Down should be protected by the Plan from compromise by a link 

road. Instead it should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve. building 300 

houses on the land between Pack Lane and the railway, there will be difficulty in 

securing adequate transport links for the people who live there. There is no firm 

provision for an adequate transport link to the South; new connection roads; a 

potential Basingstoke western by-pass, or employment which would create a 

more balanced new community. This part of the proposed allocation should 

therefore be removed entirely.

Build more houses to the North and East of the town instead of to the South and 

West.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) 

sets out the necessary infrastructure (and the associated costs) which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as 

schools etc.  Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR 

designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required.The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of 

land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  

cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation).  The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate 

strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type 

appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1203 Don't Know No

The plan should address the need for and effectiveness of a Western bypass, 

and fails to address any of the issues regarding the route or cost. The reference 

should be removed. Old Down should be protected by the Plan rather than 

compromised by a link road. Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature 

Reserve. It would be great to extend the area designated for a Country Park 

Southwards to link up with Old Down. Even building 300 houses on the land 

between Pack Lane and the railway would make it difficult to secure adequate 

transport links. If the volume of houses to be built there is greater, this will 

increase the problems still further. There is no firm provision for an adequate 

transport link to the South; new connection roads; a potential Basingstoke 

western by-pass, or employment which would create a more balanced new 

community. This part of the proposed allocation should therefore be removed 

entirely.

intentionally left blank

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) 

sets out the necessary infrastructure (and the associated costs) which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as 

schools etc.  Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR 

designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required.The Local Plan Transport Assessment has tested the provision of 300 dwellings at the parcel of 

land allocated to the South of the railway line and concluded that the Fiveways Junction can be mitigated to accommodate the  

cumulative impacts of the Local Plan on this junction (which includes the allocation).  The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate 

strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been made around the town (including 

approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The 

allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where 

a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including access to 

sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  

In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between 

them were negligible on the defined highway network. Policy EP1 permits employment uses at Manydown where it is if a scale and type 

appropriate to the site location.

No change N/A

SS3.10 G R Childs 845181 1136 No Don't Know No

The allocation of the Manydown site is contrary to the views of the local 

population. It will have a detrimental impact on the rural environment, and will 

be damaging to the local area. The proposal will undermine the character of the 

locality. The new development will have detrimental impact on the night time 

sky, as this will be affected by a dirty glow given off by the street lighting. 

Putting in place a new road in order to ease traffic congestion is vital, as the 

existing road network is already unable to cope. Unless something is done to 

prevent it, Wootton St Lawrence will suffer the same rise in crime as other 

hamlets and villages bordered by housing estates. These crimes may not be 

high level, but half the reason people live in a village is so their children can 

grow up in a different environment to that of a town, where property is safe 

from vandalism and theft. The respondent would like to see an eight foot 

security fence dividing the so-called country park from the countryside.

intentionally left blank

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a 

landscape character and number of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the 

site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and 

sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, 

which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development. 

In line with paragraph 125 of the NPPF the council will encourage good design, to limit the impact of light pollution from artificial light on 

local amenity, intrinsically dark landscapes and nature conservation. Objective L) of the Local Plan is to "Ensure high quality and locally 

distinctive design which responds to local character to create inclusive, well connected and safe neighbourhoods by reducing the fear of 

crime and anti-social behaviour." Development proposals will also need to be in accordance with paragraphs 58 and 60 of the NPPF 

which requires developments to create safe and accessible environments where crime and disorder, and the fear of crime, do not 

undermine quality of life or community cohesion.  Paragraph 6.83 of the Local Plan requires streets and other public spaces to be 

designed in accordance with Secured by Design. The council's Landscape and Biodiversity SPD also includes a section on 'crime and 

anti-social behaviour' - see section 14.7. A country park masterplan shall be prepared and approved in advance of implementation.  The 

council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network through the masterplanning 

process. The country park should not result in the fragmentation of the green infrastructure network by severing important corridors/ 

links. 

No change N/A

SS3.10

Mrs C A 

Compton-

Burnett

845296 1101 No Don't Know No

It is vital that the link road between the A339 and the B3400 is properly 

planned. As set out in the Wooton St Lawrence village letter, it is our strong 

conviction that this road should go between the north edge of the new 

development and the proposed Country Park. Moreover, the road should not at 

any stage be built through the land which is subject to covenant against any 

development and which will become the Country Park.

intentionally left blank
At this stage the form of  the link road is yet to be determined and this will be considered through the development of a masterplan for 

the Manydown development.
No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Helen 

Long
846587 1099 No Don't Know No

The "Western by-pass" would have a detrimental an unjustified impact on the 

countryside in relation to both the natural environment and the historic character 

of the area.

intentionally left blank

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Will 

Kauffman

Howard Sharp 

and Partners 

LLP

846623 1115 No Yes Yes The policy is supported. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Steven 

Quayle
846961 1148 No Don't Know No

There is a suggestion that Fuzzy Drove (referred to as Fuzzy Lane in the 

documentation) may be considered as an access road to future housing 

proposals to the West of Kempshott. The respondent would object to that 

because (1) the highway is well used by local residents particularly in the 

Kempshott area to access the countryside for leisure purposes (2) it represents 

a green finger€ within an otherwise built up area and thus is an important 

amenity space (3) it would be unsuitable as an access road to a major housing 

development because it would create a great deal of noise and disturbance to 

the many residents who back onto the Drove and (4) it would be unnecessary 

because any housing development should be planned so that the various 

parcels are served by a spine road running North/South from the allocated 

housing site or via a relief road that may run between the Newbury Road and 

the A30/M3 if that is deemed necessary.

intentionally left blank

Fuzzy Drove does not from part of the proposals within the plan. It was considered as part of the site assessment process which 

considered the suitability of category 1 sites around the town, including Parcel 7 of Manydown. In the longer term, it will not be until the 

council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will 

be clear whether Fuzzy Drove will be required as a future access point.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Steven 

smallman

Worting Business 

Park Ltd c/o Pro 

Vision

847068 1151 Yes Yes No

Owing to the need to increase the overall level of housing provision, Policy 

SS3.10 should provide greater flexibility about the amount of development that 

takes place at Manydown. The capacity of Manydown will become clearer 

through the masterplan process. However in our view it is likely that Manydown 

can deliver approximately 3,700 dwellings over the Plan Period. In principle 

Worting Business Part Ltd support the proposed allocation of Manydown and 

reaffirm their commitment to work in collaboration with the Manydown 

Development Team and the other Worting landowners to plan and deliver a 

comprehensive mixed use development scheme. Worting Business Park Ltd 

consider that the underlying Sustainability Assessments and Site Assessment 

are neither robust nor credible to the extent that they incorrectly assess 

development at Worting as having a number of negative and strongly negative 

impacts.

Policy SS3.10 should be amended further to provide for the delivery of 

approximately 3,700 dwellings. The reference to Worting in paragraph h) should be 

removed. 

The in principle support for the allocation is noted. In light of further evidence, including further masterplaning work , it was agreed that 

the capacity for SS3.10 be increased to approximately 3,400 dwellings. If, following more detailed masterplanning, it becomes apparent 

that the site can suitably deliver more than 3,400  units then the policy is sufficiently flexible (the policy states 'approximately') to enable 

such development to occur. The evidence base for the Local Plan  is considered to the robust.The continuing inclusion of more detailed  

criteria relating to heritage and landscape issues  is considered suitable in light of the importance of these specific issues in relation to 

this site.

No change N/A

SS3.10
Councillor 

Rob Golding
787795 1426 Yes Yes No

Criteria m) is an improvement on policy SS3.10 n) in the previous consultation 

draft. However, the policy still lacks clarity and does not pass the test in NPPF 

154 that a policy should be included in the Plan only if it would "provide a clear 

indication of how a decision maker should react to a development proposal". It 

is not enough to say that the proposed road will go through the land allocated 

for housing, from the A339 to the B3400•. The nature and purpose of the road 

needs further definition or clarification in the Policy. See attached note from 

consultee for more detail.

The Policy should make it clear whether the road is intended to divert through traffic 

from the B3400 to the A339 or whether it is intended merely to service the new 

development. Clarity is needed so that the Transport Assessment can properly 

assess the implications of the traffic flows that are expected in practice and so that 

the IDP can correctly identify the mitigation that is required on the rest of the 

highway network. If the link road is intended to divert traffic from the B3400, the 

Policy should include a timescale for its completion - either a fixed date or after the 

occupation of so many dwellings - as it is unlikely that the need for a diversionary 

link road would not arise until the end of the Plan Period.

At this stage the form of  the link road is yet to be determined and this will be considered through the development of a masterplan for 

the Manydown development.
No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Deborah 

Bennett
841454 1233 Yes Yes No

The proposed development of the Manydown site, and the impact this would 

have on Old Down breaches NPPF requirements. In comparison to other towns 

of similar size and population this policy does not seem correct. Basingstoke 

does not have a designated country park for its residents to enjoy. The council 

redeveloped the war memorial park many decades ago losing valuable town 

centre recreation, and a road on old down will have the same impact. The 

council has not learned from its past mistakes of destroying special places for 

people or nature. Dog walking at old down is one of the most popular pastimes 

for hundreds of residents. The area of Manydown identified as a country park 

should be extended to join up with old down.

Greenfield sites  should not be used until all other land is used that has already been 

wasted  There are many factories, offices unused.  Look at the burnt out factory 

and office block opposite the unused Wella building  A lot of land there...alot of 

houses with walking access to shops and town. Protect leisure spaces aces for 

future generations e.g. Old down, Many down and the golf course. Sewerage 

facilities are FULL, homes flooded  That should be a council development priority 

not adding more burdens to the town infrastructure.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Brownfeild sites are already included within the borough's land supply but in order to meet the level of housing need in the borough over 

the plan period, greenfield allocations are required.   The allocation of sites  reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and 

sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport 

related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the 

capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc. In terms of Old Down, a 

LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and 

explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an 

access across Old Down is required. The council will consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green 

infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, through the masterplanning process.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

(IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc

No change N/A
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SS3.10
Mrs Teresa 

Hook
843001 1294 Yes Yes No

The proposed by-pass will add to noise and increase carbon monoxide 

pollution. The by-pass will necessitate destruction of green field sites, reduce 

visual amenity and further reduce biodiversity. The majority of employment land 

is currently located within Chineham and beyond towards Reading. The 

proposed route of the by-pass will not directly connect to that area thus further 

increasing congestion within kempshott area and adding to travel along the A30 

towards town and to the rail station. In addition, southern Many Down and Old 

Down should be protected and retained as open land, extended and joined to 

other currently isolated Down Land and woodlands to provide "green lungs" and 

amenity for current residents and maintained as a strategic rural/urban gap.

SS3.10 Development should be directed towards Chineham and northern edges of 

town where transport infrastructure already exists, where commuters could easily  

make greater use of rail links to Reading and London by use of railway i.e. Bramley 

station. a where there is a new, still undersubscribed secondary school and where 

the topography makes further housing developments less intrusive.

Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners. Areas rich in biodiversity will be 

considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not a matter for the Local Plan. It 

will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the 

southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.Extensions to the 

defined strategic gap to include Old Down and Beggarwood Park are not required as the strategic gap reflects the areas where there is 

greatest risk of coalescence. 

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Heather 

Mountford
843452 1257 Yes Yes No

The problems caused by traffic in the village will be exacerbated but the parish 

council supports the provision of the western by-pass linking M3 junction 7 to 

the A339 will help with this. This was also identified in the Transport Study issue 

4. The new western by-pass should help relieve over capacity and congestion 

from junction 6 and the A33 corridor.

intentionally left blank

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mr Trevor 

Raybould
847481 1322 Yes No No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in 

the Plan from any potential link road. This area is used by many for leisure 

activities. A link road through this area needs to be excluded and the space 

should be protected for future generations. There is no confirmed transport link 

for the area to cope with the increased proposed housing.

intentionally left blank

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process.In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence 

base. Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in 

the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including 

employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and 

whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 

distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools 

etc Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master 

planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant 

authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners

No change N/A

SS3.10
Mrs Elizabeth 

Susans
839548 47 No Yes No

Old Down i) Limit direct and indirect adverse impacts on key species and 

habitats, including the nearby Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation, 

including Old Down, by mitigating and compensating any impacts to ensure that 

the site provides a net gain in biodiversity. Concerned that 'mitigating and 

compensating' can be used to justify building a link road through Old Down. 

This is a valuable asset that many people would be devastated to have cut up. 

Employment and roads: Most of the employment areas are to the north and the 

east. Building increasingly to the south west is only going to create longer 

journey times for more residents. The roads are already stretched and no 

adequate solution seems to have been prepared to alleviate the existing 

problems, but rather the current plan seems to propose to add to them. 

Sewage: Since the only available treatment works is the other side of town at 

the lowdown, it is foolish to add more development so far away and add to 

more upheaval in putting in the necessary infrastructure.

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in the 

Plan from any potential link road. The area designated for a Country Park should 

extend southwards to link up with Old Down. More planning thought should be given 

to other areas of Basingstoke, such as the north/ east where there is already more 

existing infrastructure and employment. The extra number of people will surely put a 

big strain on the hospital so provision will certainly need to be made for this. Could 

development be considered south of the M3? Development needs to be proactive 

and look at the area as a whole (and what would be best) rather than waiting for 

land opportunities to surface! Transport needs to be planned with a thought to 

minimising car travel as in the National Policy Planning Framework (NPPF) - so the 

entire scheme of building so far away from the centre of Basingstoke is currently ill 

thought out and will cause more problems in the future. Secondary and primary 

schools need to be considered carefully and not as a long-awaited after thought 

(some areas still waiting!)

Areas rich in biodiversity will be considered further through the masterplanning process. In terms of Old Down, a LNR designation is not 

a matter for the Local Plan  It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.The draft Local Plan 

sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. Allocations have been 

made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the borough‟s larger towns 

and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and 

sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport 

related matters including access to sustainable transport modes, the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the 

capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as flood risk and sewerage disposal, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development such as schools etc Draft Policy SS3.10 

includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass through the master planning process but a 

bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the 

early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Victoria 

Elms
834682 4 Yes Don't Know No

It is not enough to state that land will be reserved for a primary school at 

Basingstoke Golf Club. There needs to be a firm commitment to the building of 

this school, including the guarantee of funds. The local primary school are 

already full-this year in Beggarwood, some local families did not get places at 

their local school of St Marks, and instead have to travel by car daily to North 

Waltham. I would ask to the council to reconsider placing a traveller site on this 

land, as we have already had several issues here with travellers using land by 

the schools and shops, leaving land in a mess once they have been moved on.

Guarantee a new school, with funding to be built alongside the new homes.

 The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It is also a policy requirement (criteria c) that land is 

reserved for the provision of a two form of entry primary school as part of the development. The Council needs to demonstrate the 

ability to meet the needs of gypsies, travellers and travelling show people over the plan period.  The inclusion of provision for gypsy, 

traveller and travelling show people accommodation within the borough's larger greenfield allocations will enable their future housing 

needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically 

paragraphs 9b and 11).

No change N/A

SS3.10/SS3.11
Mrs Sue 

Pyman
835285 9 No Yes No

Policy SS3.10 Building on the Manydown site we will loose a lot of historical site 

green areas wildlife this area needs protection, there is not enough 

infrastructure to cope with the amount of houses we have now let alone building 

more. The green field area at old down and kempshott park need protection as 

a national park for wildlife. Policy SS3.11 By building houses on the golf course, 

there will be loss of wildlife habitats, for deer, badgers, foxes and other small 

creatures, its too far out of town, isolated, people living in those houses are 

going to commute elsewhere and not bring any money in Basingstoke.

I object to the site for housing Policy SS3.10, Policy SS3.11, There is not enough 

infrastructure, i.e. Schools, transport, fire services, and hospital which 40 years old 

and out of date, with crowded wards, which are unsafe. toilets and shower rooms 

converted in offices and wards divided up to make more small rooms. with trolleys 

beds left in corridors a real fire hazard, until things like this are sorted out it is not 

viable  to build more houses.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy to meet the borough's housing needs over the plan period when 

considered against the alternatives. The allocation of deliverable sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of environmental related matters including loss of wildlife, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.    The Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west 

including new upgrades to the highway network, education and health infrastructure etc.   

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Janine 

Ward
836776 21 No Yes No

Development of Basingstoke Golf Course makes no sense and is against 

National Policy Beggarwood/Hatch Warren has high vehicle use already and 

longest journey times into town centre from the whole of the Basingstoke town 

area. There is no provision for new amenities. The development will mean a 

revision of catchment areas for school children. The loss of the golf course 

would be the loss of an historic area and outdoor space which enhances our 

community and provides a form of natural barrier between residents and the 

effects of the M3. The current road policy does not have sufficient provision to 

cope with the additional traffic this development would bring, nor infrastructure. 

It makes no sense to build so many developments the opposite side of town to 

the main public transport facilities and sewerage processing and goes against 

Government National Policy.

Remove the Golf Course development from the plan and leave the area as a much 

needed and valuable green area and barrier to the M3 noise and pollution.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy to meet the borough's housing needs over the plan period when 

considered against the alternatives. The allocation of deliverable sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets 

out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new upgrades to 

the highway network, education and health infrastructure etc. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with 

service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues 

including flood risk and sewerage disposal. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Miss Stella 

Phillipps
837204 32 No Yes No

This is the furthest of all the proposed sites from the town centre and would 

involve a long bus journey in order for people to use the town centre services. 

The roads from this side of town are already congested and will result in a huge 

increase in car travel. The plan indicates that a replacement golf course would 

need to be built which seems to be a ludicrous ideas when there is already one 

there. The cost of infrastructure for this site; sewerage, schools and roads 

would be enormous.

I believe this site should be removed from the housing allocation.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy to meet the borough's housing needs over the plan period when 

considered against the alternatives. The allocation of deliverable sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets 

out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including new upgrades to 

the highway network, education and health infrastructure etc. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with 

service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues 

including flood risk and sewerage disposal.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate 

provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.

No change N/A
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SS3.11
Mr Alex 

Shepherd
839552 48 No Yes No

The site is too far from employment and town centre services with a long bus 

journey, a highly congested road corridor, and is impractical for cycle or walking 

access because of the distance and gradient. It will result in a major increase in 

car travel. This is an unsustainable and isolated site, furthest of all proposed 

sites from the town centre and employment, and would entail the loss of a 

valuable leisure resource while there is considerable uncertainty over its 

availability. The site should be removed from the housing allocation.

The transport improvements to the A30 corridor for this site in the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan should be designated as "Essential" rather than just "Necessary". 

Policy SS3.11 should be removed from the plan

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs. The owners have confirmed that the site is available for development. Essential infrastructure is that 

which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development 

cannot function.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 50 No Yes No

This is an unsustainable and isolated site.  It is so far away from the centre of 

town that arguably it should not be classed as Basingstoke in my opinion.  The 

loss of this leisure source would be considerable and i do not think it should be 

used for housing.

Policy should be removed from the plan.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Graham 

Langton
839906 70 No Yes No

The Basingstoke golf course is a valuable green space of some maturity. It 

seems senseless to develop this when it is far from the centres of employment 

and when an alternative golf course will need to be developed. A development 

would add to traffic congestion on the A30 and is likely to create a gridlock 

situation at the roundabouts leading up to and including Brighton Hill

Remove the golf course from the plan

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the 

differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  

there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 79 No Yes No

The site is situated in an unsustainable location, isolated from employment 

areas and the town centre. The will lead to increased reliance on the private 

motor car, and added traffic congestion. The development of the site will also 

lead to the loss of an important recreational facility.

1. Delete the inclusion of this site because of the infrastructure requirements and 

accessibility issue to gain access to the site. 2 The Golf course will have to acquire 

more land and develop another golf course or deprive other existing golfers of the 

use of their existing course. 3 The site infrastructure costs would be very high and 

may make it unsuitable for development. 4.It is essential (not just necessary) that 

the costs of improving access via the A30 corridor be included in the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 

'necessary' infrastructure ie. that which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway 

network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as 

utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.   It has been confirmed that with the loss 

of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs.  Seperate work has been undertaken 

to consider the viability of sites in the Local Plan, which has confirmed that development of the site and the supporting infrastructure will 

be viable.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Dr Robert 

Lenoir
840557 98 No Don't Know No

This site is particularly inappropriate sited away from the centre of Basingstoke 

and away from areas of employment. The gradient would make it difficult to 

access by cycling , so an inevitable increase in traffic would result.. There is 

already congestion in this area. Once again conservation of amenities of 

importance to local residents has not been adhered to, and a proposal for an 

alternative golf course is not mentioned.  

This proposal should be removed from the plan, for the reasons stated above.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.   It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs.

No change N/A

SS3.11
MR Darren 

Andrews
840673 103 No Yes No

paragraph 5.32 states that traveller and gypsy sites should not  be positioned in 

areas of un - neighbourly uses.  A site positioned by the M3 would be 

considered un-neighbourly.  Once again, this community is being positioned on 

the outskirts of town, away from sustainable transport links and employment. 

In order to make the local plan legally compliant, proposed traveller and gypsy sites 

should be positioned much closer to the town centre, where transport links, 

employment and infrastructure are more readily available 

The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, travellers and travelling show people over the plan period. 

No sites have been promoted for use as Gypsy and Traveller accommodation within the town through the Strategic Housing Land 

Availability Assessment (SHLAA).The inclusion of provision for gypsy, traveller and travelling show people accommodation within the 

borough's larger greenfield allocations will enable their future housing needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) 

and complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). New infrastructure will be provided as part of 

the development of the golf course to meet the needs of new residents including Gypsies and Travellers.  The Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development to the west including 

new upgrades to the highway network, education and health infrastructure etc.

No change N/A

SS3.11

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron)

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron Estates)

131199 535 No Don't Know No

The proposed allocation of Basingstoke Golf Club as a housing site fails to take 

proper account of its value as a sports/recreation facility, an ecological habitat, 

and its contribution to the green infrastructure network. There is no requirement 

to provide a replacement facility, which is inconsistent with the requirements of 

draft Core Strategy Policies CN8 and EM5. In addition, the site is too far 

removed from the town centre and employment locations, so is not a 

sustainable location.

Allocation SS3.11 should be deleted.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, as well as environmental related 

matters including landscape and biodiversity, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.   It has been confirmed that with 

the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 567 No Yes No

The loss of the golf course is inconsistent with Policy CN8 and with the LRNA. 

Gypsies and Travellers sites should not be included in the allocation. Increase in 

pollution and commuting as away from employment areas.

The whole Policy and allocation should be removed from the Plan. If not, the 

following changes should be made : 1. Remove reference to provision for gypsies 

and travellers in paragraph (b) 2. The trip rate in the Transport Assessment for this 

site should be increased from 0.335 (AM) and 0.327 (PM) to a more realistic level, 

bearing in mind the location of the site and the car commuting statistics from 

adjoining areas. The impact assessment should be re-run to assess the impact on 

all the key junctions with the addition of an assessment of the impact on the 

signalised junction at Southwood. 3. Add a policy that requires the replacement of 

the golf course at the expense of the landowner to make the proposal consistent 

with Policy CN8 (g). 4. Add a policy that recognises the existing Golf Course as a 

non-designated heritage asset and that any development should be consistent with 

Policy EM11. Basingstoke Golf Course has significant historic importance as the 

former Deer Park of Kempshott House, as a Course designed by James Braid and 

sponsored by Molly Gourlay, one of Britain's finest lady golfers and as one of the 

most historic locations of the wartime Petroleum Warfare Department. 5. Add a 

policy that would safeguard the significant trees that are associated with this site. 6. 

Amend paragraph (k) to read "Ensure adequate infrastructure is provided for 

sewerage (on and off site) and surface water drainage and produce a drainage 

strategy. Complete the necessary off-site sewerage infrastructure for the entire 

development before the first dwelling is occupied. " 7. Because of the admitted 

inadequacy of immediately adjacent primary school provision, paragraph (c) should 

be amended to include a commitment to the construction of the new primary school 

before 20% of the dwellings are occupied.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives. The allocation of sites set 

out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. The inclusion of provision for gypsy, traveller and travelling show people accommodation within 

the borough's larger greenfield allocations will enable their future housing needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future 

updates) and complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). The Local Plan Transport 

Assessment contains high level road trip rates for all of the proposed residential developments. Trip rates have been calculated using 

standard industry software (TRICS) and the Highways Agency support the TA. The Local Plan Transport assessment provides a high 

level cumulative assessment of the impacts of the Local Plan on the local highway network and therefore does not undertake detailed 

junction tests and designs for each of the development proposals (including the Golf Course) as that is undertaken at a later stage as 

part of the detailed masterplanning and/or planning application process. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course 

there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement for a 

replacement facility to be provided. The plan should be read as a whole and matters such as biodiversity and heritage is covered by 

other policies within the plan, namely EM4 and EM11. Any future development proposal must comply with other relevant policies in the 

plan. The criteria of the policy will also ensure that the impacts of development on natural features such as trees etc. are limited. The 

site selection and sustainability appraisal process included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The proximity of services in the South-West corner of Basingstoke and the provision of new 

infrastructure / services will result in a degree of self-containment for certain trips and therefore has the potential to reduce commuting 

levels for the new population, and also, potentially, the existing population as new facilities are provided. Also, improved public transport 

infrastructure will be required for this part of the town to support the new development. Criterion k provides adequate wording to address 

sewerage infrastructure and is supported by Thames Water. The provision of schools and key services has also been considered and 

work has been undertaken with Hampshire County Council as the education authority. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out 

the detail of the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including schools.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Christine 

Hall
839219 259 No Yes No

This site is isolated from employment and town centre services, which would 

lead to increased car usage along an already congested road. This is contrary 

to Paragraphs 30 and 34 of the NPPF and Basingstoke Council's Policy CN9. 

The Inspector found the development at Kennel Farm "marginally sustainable" 

and any further housing along this A30 corridor (including the possible 

reconsideration of Hounsome Fields) would be hard to justify. The respondent 

is also concerned about the lack of sufficient provision being made for schools. 

The Golf Club is also a centre for leisure and exercise.

There should be no further housing development between the M3 and Beggarwood 

and other sites closer to facilities should be considered.

 The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It has been confirmed that with 

the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 423 No Yes No

This site does not meet the National Planning Framework guidelines for 

sustainability, nor the Council's own vision. It is too far from employment sites, 

shops, schools and services to use sustainable transport so will generate a 

substantial increase in traffic on the A30. This increase in congestion and 

pollution will lower the quality of life for all residents in the neighbouring areas. 

The site is unsuitable for cycling as it is uphill. The council is committed to 

providing leisure facilities, so destroying a popular and well located golf course 

opposes that objective. The Golf Course has historic value and is located on the 

famous Deer Park.

Remove Policy SS3.11 from the Plan.

 The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It has been confirmed that with 

the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Julie 

Masefield
841648 180 No Yes No

The golf course is completely unsustainable as a development site.  It's too far 

away from employment opportunities, shopping and the train station (which 

would encourage people to use their cars).  It's also not practical to cycle to 

town from this site due to the steepness of the road.  The golf course is an 

asset to Basingstoke and shouldn't be lost. It's also uncertain as to whether it is 

actually available for development and makes no sense because, as indicated 

in the Plan, a replacement golf course would need to be built!.

The site should be removed from the housing allocation  Failing that, more thought 

needs to go into transport and infrastructure improvements along with details of how 

this will be funded.

 The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It has been confirmed that with 

the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs The owners have confirmed 

that the site is available for development.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Derek 

Jennings
842434 339 No Yes No

The proposed development of this site for housing should be dropped from the 

plan and consideration should be given to providing this housing closer to the 

areas of major employment to the north and east of the town.

The proposed development of this site for housing should be dropped from the plan 

and consideration should be given to providing this housing closer to the areas of 

major employment to the north and east of the town  This would enable the Council 

to meet NPPF requirements and its own Policy CN9

 The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs. 

No change N/A

Page 85 of 119



Schedule of Representations - Revised Pre-Submission Consultation April - August 2014

Policy/Paragraph/O

ther
Full Name Organisation

Person 

ID

Comment 

ID

Does your 

comment relate 

to a change?

Legally 

Compliant?
Sound? Summary Suggested Change Officer's Response Officer's Recommended Change Officer's Reasoning for Change

SS3.11 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 228 No Yes No

Basingstoke Golf Course is the most isolated and unsustainable site, furthest 

from the town centre and employment, and would entail the loss of a valuable 

leisure resource. A substantial increase in car travel times, mileage and 

environmental impact will result. The Plan also fails to provide sufficient detail in 

relation to the provision of a replacement course, or regarding the specific 

infrastructure provision which will be delivered, or how this will be funded.

Remove Basingstoke Golf Course from the housing allocation. The transport 

improvements to the A30 corridor for this site in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

should be designated as 'Essential' rather than just 'Necessary'.

 The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs The owners have confirmed that the site is available for development.  The Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new 

sustainable transport opportunities and schools. Essential infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as 

utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.

No change N/A

SS3.11 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 248 No Yes No

The Plan predicts only 335 vehicles leaving the Golf Course development in the 

a.m. peak while there will be at least 1,500 cars. That‟s just not credible. Result 

– inadequate road systems and massive congestion.

Recalculate and publish the vehicle figures. Make provision for adequate road 

systems that avoid congestion and are environmentally sustainable.

The Local Plan Transport Assessment contains high level road trip rates for all of the proposed residential developments.  The Local 

Plan Transport assessment provides a high level cumulative assessment of the impacts of the Local Plan on the local highway network 

and the Highways Agency support the evidence base. The proximity of services in the South-West corner of Basingstoke and the 

provision of new infrastructure / services will result in a degree of self-containment for certain trips and therefore has the potential to 

reduce commuting levels for the new population, and also, potentially, the existing population as new facilities are provided. Also, 

improved public transport infrastructure will be required for this part of the town to support the new development.

No change N/A

SS3.11

Mr Alfred 

Alfred 

McCarthy

843370 331 No Yes No

The golf course is too far from the town centre involving long car & bus journeys 

along a very busy road which is already highly congested at peak traffic times. 

 This will cause a major increase in traffic with its associated pollution problems.

Remove the golf course from the planning process.

 The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Local Plan Transport assessment also provides a high level cumulative assessment of the impacts 

of the Local Plan on the local highway network and the Highways Agency support the evidence base.  The proximity of services in the 

South-West corner of Basingstoke and the provision of new infrastructure / services will result in a degree of self-containment for certain 

trips and therefore has the potential to reduce commuting levels for the new population, and also, potentially, the existing population as 

new facilities are provided. Also, improved public transport infrastructure will be required for this part of the town to support the new 

development.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 725 No Yes No

This site is as unsuitable for a gypsy and traveller site as the adjacent Peake 

Copse site was, and for the same reasons - largely lack of public transport 

facilities.

The reference to a traveller site here must be removed from the Plan.

 The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the 

needs of gypsies, travellers and travelling show people over the plan period. No sites have been promoted for use as Gypsy and 

Traveller accommodation through the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA). The inclusion of provision for gypsy, 

traveller and travelling show people accommodation within the borough's larger greenfield allocations will enable their future housing 

needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically 

paragraphs 9b and 11).

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 461 No Yes No

This is the most isolated of all proposed sites in relation to the town centre and 

employment areas. The location will maximise the need for car usage, with the 

Transport Assessment underestimating the traffic implications. The allocation is 

inconsistent with the goals of the plan and the content of the evidence base. 

The inevitable traffic implications demonstrate the unsustainable nature of the 

site. Furthermore, the allocation would remove a valuable and historic leisure 

resource, whilst the availability of the site remains uncertain. The costs of 

improvements to road and sewerage infrastructure, as well as the necessary 

education provision, may well render this site undeliverable. The Plan also 

states that a replacement golf course would have to be built.

This site should be removed from the Plan. If necessary, replacement capacity can 

be found in far more sustainable sites to the east, some of which have been 

recently removed from the Plan for no clearly-justifiable reason  Likewise, 

Hounsome Fields, not in the latest Draft Plan, should remain out of the Plan, and 

not be included to replace the Golf Course, as it would be even more unsustainable.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 519 No Yes No

The location is unsustainable, and the allocation ill-conceived. The roads are 

already congested and the location does not lend itself to more sustainable 

modes of travel. The site would suffer from poor accessibility in relation to town 

centre facilities, and would only be readily accessible to the M3. Therefore, this 

site should be removed from the housing allocation.

SS3.11 Basingstoke Golf Course The proposal to develop on the Basingstoke Golf 

Course sites seems to be ill-thought and unreasonable. It location is the furthest 

point from the town and transportation links from the location are already heavily 

congested. The A30 does not lend itself to cycle traffic or bus routes and therefore 

any development would require travel by car to any of the towns facilities. The 

employment regeneration in Basingstoke (Basing View) is further still and therefore 

its seems completely illogical to build on a location that would only serve as an 

access point to the M3 corridor. Therefore, this site should be removed from the 

housing allocation. If this proposal is agreed and the housing allocation is not 

removed then the Infrastructure Delivery Plan must be amended to designate the 

transportation improvements to the A30 corridor as Essential and not necessary as 

currently stated.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 

'necessary' infrastructure, ie. that which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway 

network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as 

utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Lorna 

Rigler
836836 413 No Don't Know No

This is an unsustainable and isolated site, a long way from the town centre and 

employment opportunities. The allocation would entail the loss of a valuable 

leisure resource. The local road network is also highly congested, and it is not 

possible to walk or cycle into town. The site should be removed from the 

housing allocation. Elsewhere in the Plan there is a statement that indicates that 

a replacement golf course would have to be built.

Further work needs to be done on the work areas and housing areas and the travel 

in between.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Martin 

Masefield
837147 400 No Yes No

To destroy Basingstoke golf course would be a travesty.  This was designed by 

the most famous golf course designers in the world!  It was also the famous 

deer park for Kempshott House.  If houses are built on this plot the history of 

this amazing asset will be lost forever. In addition, where is the sense in 

destroying a golf course and then building another one somewhere else?

Remove the golf course from the plan entirely.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision 

across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. The owners have 

confirmed that the site is available for development. 

No change N/A

SS3.11 Mr J Morrow 840527 419 No Yes No

The proposed redevelopment of Basingstoke Golf Club will result in the loss of 

an important leisure facility and will add to the already unacceptable level of 

congestion on the roads. If the site is to be developed, it should be as an 

industrial or business park, as it would be well connected to the strategic 

highway network.

If the golf club is to be redeveloped it should be as an industrial, or business park. 

Such a development would have immediate access to the national motorway 

network and would provide welcome new employment.  It would also by virtue of it's 

position on the western edge of the town offer employment within walking or cycling 

distance to residents of Beggarwood, Kempshott, Hatch Warren and Brighton Hill 

and would therefore serve to reverse some of the existing traffic flow from those 

areas into the town centre, thus reducing traffic congestion and complying with 

national policy regarding the encouragement of the use of public transport.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. The owners have promoted the 

site for residential development only. The plan acknowledges that a further site/s for industrial use is needed in eth borough and this will 

be allocated through a future DPD following a call for sites. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Doctor Eva 

Cummins
842430 526 No Yes No

The proposed development is unsuitable, given the site's context. The local 

roads are already overcrowded and traffic congestion unacceptable. The hilly 

nature of the surrounding area would make cycling and walking to work well 

nigh impossible for most ordinary folk. There are even now not enough buses 

into Basingstoke. Infra structure as out lined is inadequate. There is no 

justification for the loss of this valuable and historic leisure resource

This Policy should be removed from the Plan

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the development of the golf course including new sustainable travel opportunities, upgrades to the highway network, 

education and health infrastructure etc.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course there remains adequate provision 

across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. 

No change N/A

SS3.11 Mr Peter Kelly 843064 474 No Yes No

There is no certainty that this site will be available, especially when the 

landowner takes account of the infrastructure costs of sewerage, roads, and 

education. This site is far from employment and town centre services.  The long 

bus journey, heavily congested road corridor and impracticality for cycling will 

inevitably result in a major increase in car journeys - increasing already heavy 

congestion.

If development does take place on this site, the transport improvements for this site 

in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan should be designated as "Essential" rather than 

"Necessary".

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

(IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 'necessary' infrastructure, ie that which will need to be provided 

alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' 

infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without 

which development cannot function.Seperate work has been undertaken to consider the viability of sites in the Local Plan, which has 

confirmed that development of the site and the supporting infrastructure will be viable.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Rayond 

Knight
843187 464 Yes Yes No

There are no local employment opportunities and the area is a long way away 

from all existing employment areas. the proposal for 1,000 dwellings is 

unacceptable since it results in a large majority of housing being built in the 

South West. it will result in a considerable increase in both the amount of road 

traffic in the area and create even longer journey times by both private car and 

public transport. it imposes a very high risk of localised flooding if the 

infrastructure needed to support such high numbers of houses is not correctly 

and adequately implemented. there is no commitment in the Plan to build 

additional primary, infant, junior and secondary schools

The Council must amend the Plan by: removing the idea of any development on the 

Basingstoke Golf Course from the Plan designating the transport improvements to 

the A30 corridor as Essential• removing reference to the provision of places for 

Gypsies and Travellers.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as 

the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and 

sewerage disposal. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 'necessary' 

infrastructure, ie. that which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, 

education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, 

local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function. The inclusion of provision for gypsy, traveller and 

travelling show people accommodation within the borough's larger greenfield allocations will enable their future housing needs to be met 

(as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11).

No change N/A

Page 86 of 119



Schedule of Representations - Revised Pre-Submission Consultation April - August 2014

Policy/Paragraph/O

ther
Full Name Organisation

Person 

ID

Comment 

ID

Does your 

comment relate 

to a change?

Legally 

Compliant?
Sound? Summary Suggested Change Officer's Response Officer's Recommended Change Officer's Reasoning for Change

SS3.11
Mrs Elizabeth 

Burnes
843523 497 No Yes No

This site is the most isolated in relation to the town centre and also local 

employment opportunities. The new residents will also cause increased traffic 

congestion and associated air pollution. In addition, the schools in the south 

west of the town have limited capacity for additional pupils, so children would 

need to travel to other parts of town, adding further pressure on the roads at 

peak times. The sewage from new homes on the Golf Course site would have 

to be transported to the other side of town. The creation of this, and a suitable 

new infrastructure for transport and education, would be extremely costly. It has 

also been stated elsewhere in the plan that a replacement golf course would 

have to be built, in the event of the existing one closing.

Instead of building on the site of Basingstoke Golf Course, the development of new 

homes should take place closer to existing sources of employment and waste 

disposal facilities, most of which are currently located on the other side of the town. 

The provision of new school places within the Borough should be a matter for 

urgent attention, as many schools are struggling to offer places to children who live 

within their catchment areas. This will continue to be an issue, wherever new homes 

are built

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as 

the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and 

sewage disposal. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf 

Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to 

replace the facility. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Miss Pauline 

Woodcock
843599 360 No Yes No

This site is too far from the town centre and employment areas. It will result in a 

major increase in car usage. The area already has the highest percentage of 

car users in Basingstoke. The distance is too far out of Basingstoke for cycling 

or walking. The roads in this area are heavily congested as it is. There have 

been no suggestion of traffic management measures to prevent rat-runs which 

already occur through parts of Kempshott, Hatchwarren and Beggarwood.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan for the A30 must be changed from Necessary to 

Essential due to the major increase in traffic.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 

'necessary' infrastructure, ie. that which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway 

network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as 

utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Ms Jane 

Winship
843942 447 No Don't Know No

This allocation would result in thousands of people living along way from the 

town centre, isolated from the majority of employment opportunities and not 

having adequate access to schools or medical facilities. The local supermarkets 

in this area are already very crowded. It seems illogical to eliminate a golf 

course and then plan to build another, which will be difficult to deliver in any 

case.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

(IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new sustainable 

transport opportunities, schools, local shopping facilities etc.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Ann 

Knight
844015 478 No Yes No

there are no local employment opportunities and the area is a long way away 

from all existing employment areas. the proposal for 1,000 dwellings is 

unacceptable since it results in a large majority of housing being built in the 

South West. it will result in a considerable increase in both the amount of road 

traffic in the area and create even longer journey times by both private car and 

public transport. it imposes a very high risk of localised flooding if the 

infrastructure needed to support such high numbers of houses is not correctly 

and adequately implemented. there is no commitment in the Plan to build 

additional primary, infant, junior and secondary schools

The Council must amend the Plan by: removing the idea of any development on the 

Basingstoke Golf Course from the Plan designating the transport improvements to 

the A30 corridor as Essential removing reference to the provision of places for 

Gypsies and Travellers.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in 

addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and sewerage disposal. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 'necessary' infrastructure, ie that 

which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, education and health 

infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local transport 

infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Mark 

Hygate
844153 594 Yes Don't Know No Once more, simple "reservation" of land for schools is unsound.

Schools, as with all infrastructure, must be fully and professionally planned with 

funds allocated and committed before the first house is built.

 The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. The Council will continue to work with HCC as education 

authority to ensure the delivery of the necessary infrastructure for the borough.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1037 Yes Don't Know No

The final paragraph of policy SS3.11 states that development on site will deliver 

homes in the period 2020 onwards and that development will be informed 

through the preparation of a masterplan. This is insufficient. The draft plan 

correctly highlights the need to improve the A30 corridor in the event that the 

Golf Course site is developed. However, it fails to consider the Golf Course site 

in the context of the overall picture for the west of Basingstoke. In particular, the 

draft plan is silent about whether the 1,000 homes proposed should influence 

the thinking on a Western by-pass and, if so, where that might run. Given the 

size of this development and other potential developments along the A30, the 

west of Basingstoke needs to be planned as a cohesive whole and not simply 

addressed as a collection of individual master plans. Because of the piecemeal 

approach, the transport infrastructure for the West of Basingstoke is 

inadequately addressed in the local plan.

The Golf Course site is put back to its original start date of 2024/25, or removed 

completely, to allow the cohesive planning of the west of Basingstoke as a whole. 

At the current time the strategic thinking regarding infrastructure to the West of 

Basingstoke is not sufficiently well defined to make the inclusion of this site a safe 

one. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services 

(including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided.  Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-pass 

through the masterplanning process but this does not form part of the Local Plan. The requirement for, and location of, any potential by-

pass is being considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its 

partners.   This takes into account the proposals set out in the draft Local Plan, including the allocation of the golf course site. It is not 

considered that the allocation of this site will be unduly prejudiced by the timing and location of any proposal for a western bypass, and 

there remains scope to comprehensively masterplan this part of Basingstoke.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Kelvin 

Neale
842350 661 No Don't Know No

This would destroy an existing leisure facility and reduce the golfing facilities 

below the accepted standards for the number golfing facilities for a town the 

size of Basingstoke. Consequently another site would probably have to be 

found to create a new golf course somewhere else in the area. A new golf 

course would take many years to mature. building on the golf course would 

result in houses that are some distance from employment locations and 

significantly increase the volume of traffic to and from the site thereby 

significantly increasing levels of air and noise pollution

The proposal to build on the golf course should be removed from the plan.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It has been confirmed that with 

the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy 

requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that the site is available for development.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 678 No Yes No

There's no provision for the transport infrastructure that would need to be put in 

place on the A30 and at J7 of the M3 to deal with the additional traffic volume 

as most people will be commuters as there doesn't seem to be any provision 

for business in that area of town from the plan. The phone and broadband has 

taken 12-13 years at Beggarwood to get above 512kbps. This would mean that 

BT etc. would have years of planning to provide broadband to the volume of 

houses to avoid them being even further cut off from the town. The housing 

would be 15+ minutes drive from the town centre in rush hour traffic. The 

wildlife of the area would suffer too. The sewage would have to traverse the 

town and the A30 possibly dug up causing further disruption.

I believe that the it should be removed from the plans as it is just too far from the 

town and the sites in the North and East of Basingstoke could accommodate this 

proposed house numbers.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as 

the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and 

sewerage disposal. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside 

the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A

SS3.11 Mr S Kansal 842775 736 No Don't Know No

This is an unsustainable and isolated site, furthest of all proposed sites from the 

town centre and employment and would entail the loss of a valuable leisure 

resource while there is considerable uncertainty over its availability.

The site should be removed from the housing allocation.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Richard 

Medlin
842956 748 No Yes No

The policy is unsound because of the huge costs that will have to be found 

especially surrounding the major infrastructure implications concerning 

transport, sewage & the need for schools. The site should be removed from this 

plan. The site would be isolated, and lead to an unsustainable form of 

development. The development of the site would also result in the loss of a 

leisure resource, and would place undue pressure on the sewage infrastructure.

In my opinion this site should be removed from any housing list. This site represents 

a leisure resource that goes back many years. To have this site integrated into a 

proposed site for up to 1100 homes would result in a huge transport issue as the 

infrastructure would need a vast injection of money to improve the A30 corridor into 

the town. It is very apparent that this site if it were approved would not only be the 

furthest from the town centre and the major areas of employment which are mostly 

in the east & north of the town but would create a major increase in local car travel. 

As far as the sewage infrastructure is concerned I would have thought that there 

were major concerns over the viability relating to the vast costs that will have to be 

considered in being able to transfer sewage from one side of town to the other. I 

hope the Planning Police Group would consider the above and withdraw this 

proposed site from the Local Plan.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as 

the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk and 

sewerage disposal. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 'necessary' 

infrastructure, ie. that which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, 

education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, 

local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Anousjka 

Selders
843638 747 No Yes No

The plan of building on the Golf Course is not a good idea and not well thought 

out. The site is farthest of all proposed sites from the town centre and building 

there would cause significant increase in traffic, pollution, need for 

infrastructure, facilities, and drainage. Furthermore, the Plan mentions that a 

replacement golf course would have to be built somewhere, and I wonder 

where that might be, and at what cost.

The site should be removed from the housing allocation. If that is not possible, then 

the proposed transport improvements for the A30 in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

should be marked as ˜Essential' rather than 'Necessary' and be addressed 

BEFORE any building starts.

 The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, 

such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk 

and sewerage disposal. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to consider which are the most appropriate for 

allocation. This concluded that Basingstoke Golf Course was suitable for allocation. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf 

Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to 

replace the facility.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out the 'necessary' 

infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, education 

and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local 

transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.

No change N/A
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SS3.11
Dr Peter 

Russell
844036 635 No Yes No

The proposed development at the Golf course is far too far from Basingstoke 

Town centre, and from the main employment centres in the North and East of 

Basingstoke. The journey times to reach amenities and services and places of 

employment would be far too high given the infrastructure within Basingstoke. 

provision of wastewater would be unacceptably costly.

The proposed building of 1000 dwellings on the Basingstoke Golf Course site as 

described in policy SS3.11 should be completely removed from the plan, as it would 

go against the guidance of the National Planning Policy Framework in several areas 

relating to long journey lengths and need for travel, would remove a golf course that 

Local Plan policies imply would have to be replaced elsewhere, and would be 

unacceptably costly. The Basingstoke Golf Course site should be removed from 

section SS3 entirely.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out the 

'necessary' infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway 

network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as 

utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.  Seperate work has been undertaken to 

consider the viability of sites in the Local Plan, which has confirmed that development of the site and the supporting infrastructure will be 

viable.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Martin 

French
844126 698 No Don't Know No

The planned housing development of Basingstoke golf course is clearly an 

unsustainable site for building up to 1000 houses. I am not a golfer but to 

remove one of the few leisure activities will make golfers travel further distances 

to continue their sport. Surely this goes against all environmental plans. Plus 

any planned housing in this area will result in a huge increase in daily traffic onto 

the A30 and the surrounding roads in Kempshott, Beggarwood and other areas. 

This can not be a practical or sustainable plan for reducing car emissions and 

pollution.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It has been confirmed that with 

the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy 

requirement to replace the facility. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Richard 

Cheshire
844184 672 No Don't Know No

The use of Basingstoke Golf course is not a good use of the site as the site is at 

the furthest point of the majority of the job opportunities and town centre 

facilities. Any proposed bus journey would be too long and would involve 

travelling along already congested routes into town. It is not convenient for the 

train station and is too far to be considered for cycling or walking into town due 

to the distance and the landscape. The most ludicrous is the statement that a 

replacement Golf Course would have to be built.....

This is a no brainer..... Remove this proposal completely

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport 

opportunities and schools.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the 

borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Matthew 

Burt
844225 628 No Yes No

The plan proposes the redevelopment of Basingstoke Golf Course with 1000 

houses. This contradicts sections 5.71 and 5.72 of the plan, which recognises 

"that community, leisure and cultural facilities provide social and economic 

benefits. They can generate employment, have a positive impact on the local 

evening economy and may be used to underpin larger mixed-use 

developments". Removing existing employment opportunities and replacing 

them with extra families that require local jobs to sustain them is contradictory 

with other policies in the plan.

Complete removal of any planned development of Basingstoke Golf Course.  

Insight into why the originators of the plan find it strategically acceptable to propose 

the destruction of one golf course for housing only to replace it with another golf 

course in another part of the town, robbing the south and west of the town of a key 

leisure amenity.  

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision 

across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 652 No Yes No

Basingstoke Golf Course is isolated, unsustainable and the furthest from 

Basingstoke town facilities and available employment.  It is also a valuable 

leisure resource which will be lost to Basingstoke. 

This site should be removed from the Local Plan for housing allocation.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.   It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 653 No Yes No

Development of Basingstoke Golf Course for housing allocation, will result in 

increased motor vehicle travel as it is very far from town central facilities, 

residents will have a long bus journey (if available to this remote area) or a 

vehicle travel along an already congested road corridor into Basingstoke which 

is not suitable for cyclist or walkers.

This site should be removed from the Local Plan housing allocation.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.    In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, 

concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 654 No Yes No

Basingstoke Golf Course in on the site of a historic and important area which 

should be protected to comply with other Policies in the Local Plan and the 

Council's evidence. Who knew King Charles II spent his honeymoon in 

Kempshott House which stood on the site of Basingstoke Golf Course?

This site should be removed from the Local Plan

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced including the impact on heritage assets. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 655 No Yes No

The proposed Local Plan states that a replacement golf course would be built. 

 Where would this be?  Why build another when we have this historic site 

already, with is too remote and would need full infrastructure or sewers, roads, 

schools.

This site should be removed from the allocation.
 It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current 

needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  
No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 656 No Yes No

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan only designates the transport improvements to 

the A30 corridor as Necessary and should be Essential.
The A30 corridor improvements should be designated as 'Essential'

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 'necessary' infrastructure, ie that 

which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, education and health 

infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local transport 

infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 699 No Yes No

The golf course is between 5,500 and 6,500 metres from the centre of 

Basingstoke and even further from employment. It is not a sustainable site. It is 

a valuable leisure facility that is accessible from residential development areas 

in the southwest of Basingstoke. The plan evidence base considered that golf 

courses closest to the town should be retained to minimise car travel. The site 

will generate high levels of car use. Development of the course would be a loss 

to Basingstoke's heritage. The site is not sustainable in terms of foul water 

drainage. Part of the site is in a flood zone it is unlikely that surface water 

drainage solutions would increase the chances of flooding. The south west area 

of this site, Hounsome Fields and Peak Copse should be form a separation 

zone to protect the historic context of Southwood Farmhouse and the old 

Kempshott House stables, both listed buildings, and to prevent coalescence 

with Dummer and its conservation area. The Peak Copse Travellers Site close 

to the south west boundary of the site was unsustainable, which resulted in 

tensions and disputes in the travellers' community. As a result the site was 

closed over ten years ago.

The site should be removed from the list of allocated Greenfields sites. The 

transport improvements to the A30 corridor for this site in the Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan should be designated as 'Essential' rather than 'Necessary'. The area within 

the flood zone and adjacent to the Wayfarer's Way should be designated a green 

space to extend and connect with the Manydown Country Park green corridor. The 

travellers site proposal should be removed. 

 The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, whether appropriate infrastructure 

could be provided and impact on heritage assets. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service 

providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including 

flood risk and sewerage disposal. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this 

is 'necessary' infrastructure, ie that which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the 

highway network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, 

such as utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function.  The Council needs to 

demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, travellers and travelling show people over the plan period. No sites have been 

promoted for use as Gypsy and Traveller accommodation through the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA). The 

inclusion of some gypsy, traveller and travelling show people accommodation within greenfield allocations will enable future needs to be 

met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and comply with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 

11).

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr David 

Stelling
844256 681 No No No

The Basingstoke Golf Course is a totally unsuitable site. It is hemmed in by 

existing roads and the motorway. But I am even more disgusted that an 

established and mature recreational facility could be sacrificed for nothing but 

greed and expediency.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 726 No Yes No

Basingstoke Golf Course is a considerable distance from the town centre, the 

major employment centres in the borough and the railway station. To access 

most of the locations requires a long bus journey or car travel on a highly 

congested road corridor. Its location makes travel by cycle or foot impractical 

due to distance and gradient. Development in this place would result in a major 

increase  in car travel.

Remove Basingstoke Golf Course from the housing allocation.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 722 No Yes No

Basingstoke Golf Course is, by the very nature of its current use, unsustainable 

and isolated. It is the site furthest from the town centre and major employment 

sites as well as being poorly served by any/all transportation methods. 

Additionally, it is a valuable leisure resource in the community and its availability 

is considerably uncertain.

Remove Basingstoke Golf Course from the housing allocation.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. It has been confirmed that with 

the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy 

requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that the site is available for development.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 734 Yes Yes No

There appears to be uncertainty over whether this site will be made available, 

partly due to the costs of improvements to infrastructure for sewerage, roads 

and education are taken into account. In addition, elsewhere in the plan there is 

an indication that a replacement golf course will have to be built, but does not 

state where. Given this level of uncertainty, this does not seem a logical place 

to invest time and resources.

Remove Basingstoke Golf Course from the housing allocation.

 It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current 

needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that the site is available for 

residential development.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Vineet 

Singh
844309 742 No Yes No

It shows that council has not planned properly while building more houses in the 

area. There are not enough nurseries in the area. Noise level is already quite 

high on M3 around J7. There is not a single quality park in the area. Council is 

planning houses on the open area whatever is left.

1. Council should think about improving infrastructure and about reducing journey 

times 2. Council should built more quality schools in the area for all ages 3. Council 

should plan to reduce the noise around J7 by diversifying the development and 

access to town and industrial area 4. Council should plan for more parks and 

develop open spaces for community.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities, upgrades to the highway network, schools 

and open space in line with council standards. The policy contains criteria to ensure that acceptable noise standards are met.

No change N/A
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SS3.11
Mr Damian 

Cowlam
844346 767 No Yes No

The Basingstoke Golf Course is too far from main employment areas within the 

town and amenities.  This would require lengthy bus journey, use A30 which 

has high volume of traffic already and many roundabouts without traffic flow 

measures (e.g. traffic lights).  Walking/cycling is impractical due to the 

distance.  This will result in a severe increase in traffic, which the plan has not 

put measures into place.

Target housing closer to NE of the town employment areas and amenities.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded 

that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway network.

No change N/A

SS3.11 Mrs Kay Bird 844970 813 No Don't Know

The site is unsustainable and isolated and should be removed as a housing 

allocation from the plan. It is also unclear as to whether or not the site will be 

made available by the landowner once all the costs are realised.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1332 Yes Yes No
There should be a requirement for cycle facilities in the policy. Amend policy 

criteria as suggested.

Amend criteria f) as follows: f) include measures to mitigate the impact of 

development on the local road network including improvements to A30 corridor and  

a cycle way along the A30 to the town centre Amend criteria i) as follows: i) include 

measures to improve accessibility by non-car transport modes, the ability to service 

the site by public transport and ensuring the external and internal connection of the 

site with existing cycle and pedestrian routes and Public Rights of Way network, 

including the upgrading of the cycle link to Dummer and improving the links to the 

existing Winchester road bus stops  ensure that the entire development is more 

permeable to cycling and walking by the appropriate design of road layout and 

provision of footpaths, cycle paths, footways, cycleways and cycle lanes which are 

integrated into the  road network.

The specific policy wording in respect of transport has been worked up with HCC and this issue is largely covered by other documents 

prepared by the highways authority, including the Town Access Plan, the Borough Transport Statement, in addition to the higher level 

Strategic Transport Infrastructure Plan.  Permeability within the site and access to / from the site, including connections to wider 

networks (including walk / cycle) is considered at the stage of a planning application (including any pre-application enquiries).

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 838 Yes Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

SS3.11 Cllr Terri Reid 784362 1130 No Yes No
concerned that the inclusion of the golf course site ss3.11 is not compliant with 

NPPF guidance on infrastructure.
intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, education and health infrastructure etc.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Vincent 

Morris
836421 969 Yes Yes No

The Basingstoke golf course site should be removed from the plan, as it would 

lead to an unsustainable form of development, which would inevitably increase 

traffic generation and associated increases in pollution.

The Basingstoke golf course site should be removed from the plan.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Gillian 

Lincoln
840416 1224 No Yes No

SS3.11 Basingstoke Golf Course. This is an unsustainable and isolated site. 

There is no certainty that it will become available and a replacement golf course 

would have to be built but there is no mention on the Plan as to where this 

might be. This should be decided within the time frame of the current Plan.

SS3.11 Basingstoke Golf Course  This site should be removed from the plan until 

there is a positive plan as to where and when a new course would be built 

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Jane 

Love
841650 1212 No Yes No

SS3.11 Basingstoke golf course is unviable and unsustainable, it has no 

infrastructure e.g. sewage, utilities and no employment prospects leading to 

massive disruption and ultimately huge numbers of increased commuters. The 

site should be given considerations as of historic importance as a long standing 

sports facility. Furthermore there is a proposal that a replacement golf course 

would be built elsewhere this is a ludicrous suggestion.

SS3.11 the use of Basingstoke golf course is unsound, impractical and should be 

withdrawn from the plans and replaced with town centre development 

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools. The SHLAA provides details of 

potential brownfield development options and these are included, as suitable, within the overall land supply. However, in order to meet 

the borough's housing needs, greenfield allocation are required.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Carole 

Hibberd
842436 1220 No Don't Know

The proposed 1,000 dwellings on this site is totally unsustainable based on the 

current infrastructure and its distance from the main bases of employment in 

the town. A hugely improved public transport system would be required. New 

road infrastructure. There is considerable doubt as to the availability of this site. 

The work needed to improve the local infrastructure, drainage, schools, medical 

services etc. would make this a very expensive development . The existing 

schools in the town can at present hardly cope with the number of children 

requiring places, and any increase in the population of the town should be 

preceded by the improvements to the infrastructure as previously stated.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.  Seperate work has been 

undertaken to consider the viability of sites in the Local Plan, which has confirmed that development of the site and the supporting 

infrastructure will be viable.

No change N/A

SS3.11 Mr John Bird 844972 814 No Don't Know

The site is unsustainable and isolated and should be removed as a housing 

allocation from the plan. It is also unclear as to whether or not the site will be 

made available by the landowner once all the costs are realised.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Katherine 

Phillips
844975 815 No Don't Know

The site is unsustainable and isolated and should be removed as a housing 

allocation from the plan. It is also unclear as to whether or not the site will be 

made available by the landowner once all the costs are realised.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. 

No change N/A

SS3.11 Andrew Bird 844976 816 No Don't Know

The site is unsustainable and isolated and should be removed as a housing 

allocation from the plan. It is also unclear as to whether or not the site will be 

made available by the landowner once all the costs are realised.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. 

No change N/A

SS3.11 David Phillips 844979 817 No Don't Know

The site is unsustainable and isolated and should be removed as a housing 

allocation from the plan. It is also unclear as to whether or not the site will be 

made available by the landowner once all the costs are realised.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. 

No change N/A

SS3.11 Judith Bird 844981 818 No Don't Know

The site is unsustainable and isolated and should be removed as a housing 

allocation from the plan. It is also unclear as to whether or not the site will be 

made available by the landowner once all the costs are realised.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. 

No change N/A

SS3.11 Mrs A Penrice 844982 819 No Don't Know

The site is unsustainable and isolated and should be removed as a housing 

allocation from the plan. It is also unclear as to whether or not the site will be 

made available by the landowner once all the costs are realised.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. 

No change N/A
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SS3.11
Mrs Sarah 

Lawes
845350 886 Yes No

I consider this proposed development to be in breach of core planning principles 

of the NPFF, which state they should 'actively manage patterns of growth to 

make the fullest possible use of public transport, walking and cycling'. 

Paragraph 34 states, 'Plans and decisions should ensure developments that 

generate significant movement are located where the need to travel will be 

minimised and the use of sustainable transport modes can be maximised'. 

Paragraph 37 states, 'Planning policies should aim for a balance of land uses 

within their area so that people can be encouraged to minimise journey lengths 

for employment, shopping, leisure, education and other activities.' Basingstoke 

Council's own policy CN9 states, 'Development should seek to minimise the 

need to travel, promote opportunities for sustainable transport modes, improve 

accessibility to service and support the transition to a low carbon future'.

 I suggest that the council remove this proposal from the local plan and look into the 

numerous brownfield sites available within the town (the old Eli Lily site, old Smiths 

site, parts of Basing view for example) which would reduce the need for travel and 

destruction of this greenfield site with its valuable contribution to biodiversity. For 

any further housing needs, greenfield sites to the north and east would be nearer to 

the town and employment, thus producing fewer car miles and more use of buses, 

cycling or walking for people to reach their destinations.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.    The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Catherine 

Dodd
613030 1416 No Yes No

Basingstoke Golf Course is an historic golf course and important sporting facility 

for the borough. This site is too far from areas of employment and the town 

centre services such as the railway station, and hence unsustainable. To access 

them would involve long bus journeys, a highly congested road corridor and the 

route is impractical for cycle or walking because of distance and gradient and 

there would be a major increase in travel by car, resulting in gridlock on the 

roads. It is uncertain whether this site would be available and a replacement site 

for a golf course would have to be found , but no site has been identified. The 

cost for infrastructure such as sewage, roads, education, medical practices (GP 

surgery) and dental would need to be considered and would be essential to 

sustain such a development and very costly.

The site should be removed from the housing allocation. It is an isolated site, 

furthest of all proposed sites from the town centre and employment and would 

result in the loss of a valuable leisure resource while there is considerable 

uncertainty over its availability. Because of its historic connections another such site 

is not going to be found.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be 

provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport opportunities, schools, health facilities etc. Seperate work 

has been undertaken to consider the viability of sites in the Local Plan, which has confirmed that development of the site and the 

supporting infrastructure will be viable.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Patrick 

Sweeney
784406 1265 No No No

Policy SS3.11 (Basingstoke Golf Course) would appear to run directly counter 

to policy CN8 (Community Leisure and Cultural Facilities).
intentionally left blank

 It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current 

needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  
No change N/A

SS3.11
Basingstoke Golf 

Course
786517 1040 Yes Yes No Phasing should be 2017/18 onwards. Phasing should be brought forward to 2017/18 onwards.

Acknowledge comment, however, given the specific characteristics of eth site it is considered that the lead in times associated with the 

development will be longer than suggested and therefore should remain unchanged.
No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Philip 

Baker
836821 1386 Yes Yes No

We object to the housing development for the Basingstoke Golf Club for the 

following reasons: a) The areas of Kempshott, Beggarwood and Hatchwarren 

already generate a huge amount of traffic, most of which seems to be heading 

East towards the commercial/light industrial areas of Basingstoke and towards 

London. b) These areas already have high carbon dioxide emissions in relation 

to the rest of the South East, this is exacerbated by traffic on the M3. d) There 

is no specific provision for employment, which would create a more balanced 

new community.

Any development should be to the East of Basingstoke so that commuting distance 

to the commercial/light industrial places of work in Basingstoke will be shorter and 

commuting to London via the proposed Chineham railway station will mean less 

overall pollution (residents will not have to drive into central Basingstoke to park 

their cars in order to catch a train). This would be sound in terms of reduction of 

pollution and in terms of the preservation and conservation of areas of natural 

beauty to the South and West of Basingstoke.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Terence 

Bailey
842138 1144 Don't Know No

The Golf Course is an unsustainable and isolated site. It is the furthest of all the 

proposed sites from the town centre which would result in a long bus journey 

and a congested road corridor. It is impractical to walk or cycle because of 

distance and gradient. It will result in a major increase in car travel and would 

entail the loss of a valuable leisure resource. There is uncertainty over whether 

this site will be made available, especially when the costs of improvements to 

infrastructure for sewerage, roads and education are taken into account by the 

landowner. Furthermore elsewhere in the Plan there is a statement that 

indicates that a replacement golf course would have to be built. This site should 

be removed from the housing allocation and the transport improvements to the 

A30 corridor for this site in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan should be designated 

as Essential rather than just Necessary.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that 

this is 'necessary' infrastructure, ie that which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the 

highway network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, 

such as utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function. Seperate work has been 

undertaken to consider the viability of sites in the Local Plan, which has confirmed that development of the site and the supporting 

infrastructure will be viable.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1350 Yes Yes No

This site is furthest of all proposed sites from the town centre and the areas 

where the jobs are. Loss of the Golf Course would be a huge loss for the town 

and surrounding area. Building houses on the course is counter to other policies 

stated in the plan. There appears to be uncertainty over whether the Golf 

Course can be economically developed. When the costs of improvements to 

infrastructure for roads, sewerage, and education are taken into account. This 

must cast doubt on its viability, especially when the cost of developing another 

course, which is in the laws of the club, and also stated in the plan, are 

considered. .

Build more houses to the North and East of the town instead of to the South and 

West.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.    The Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

(IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new sustainable 

transport opportunities and schools. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1204 Don't Know No

Compared to alternative sites to the North and East this site is much further 

from employment and the town centre. Access without a car requires a long 

bus journey. Cycling and walking is impractical because of the distance. Even 

by car the direct route into town is via a highly-congested road corridor and is 

longer than travelling from the North/East sites. This site is furthest of all 

proposed sites from the town centre and employment areas. Loss of the Golf 

Course would be a huge loss for the town and surrounding area. Building 

houses on the course is counter to other policies stated in the plan. The site 

should be removed from the housing allocation. There appears to be 

uncertainty over whether the site deliverable, when the costs of improvements 

to infrastructure for roads, sewerage, and education are taken into account. 

This must cast doubt on its viability, especially when the cost of developing 

another course, which is in the laws of the club, and also stated in the plan, are 

considered.

This site should be removed from the allocations in the plan.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet 

current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the 

necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new sustainable transport 

opportunities and schools. Seperate work has been undertaken to consider the viability of sites in the Local Plan, which has confirmed 

that development of the site and the supporting infrastructure will be viable.

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr Mark 

McManus
846732 1126 Yes No

This site is the furthest of all proposed sites from the town centre and 

employment and would entail the loss of a valuable leisure resource while there 

is considerable uncertainty over its availability. This site is too far from 

employment and town centre services with a long bus journey, a highly-

congested road corridor and is impractical for cycle or walking access because 

of distance and gradient. It will result in a major increase in car travel & 

unnecessary pollution. Loss of this historic and important golf course would be a 

tragedy for the Borough. Furthermore, elsewhere in the Plan there is a 

statement that indicates that a replacement golf course would have to be built. 

This site should be removed from the housing allocation.

intentionally left blank

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility.  

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mrs Suzanne 

Arrol
846761 1134 Yes No

This is an unsustainable and isolated site, furthest of all proposed sites from the 

town centre and employment and would entail the loss of a valuable leisure 

resource while there is considerable uncertainty over its availability. The site 

should be removed from the housing allocation.

This allocation should be removed from the Local Plan.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate provision across 

the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. The owners have confirmed that 

the site is available for development. 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Councillor 

Rob Golding
787795 1429 No Yes No

Allocation of the Basingstoke Golf Course site is not part of "the most 

appropriate strategy when considered against the reasonable alternatives" 

(NPPF 182). The council's January 2013 Site Assessment shows that there is a 

similar-sized site - BAS102 Lodge Farm - which would be more appropriate for 

the following reasons: - the Golf Course is too far from the main centres of 

employment - Lodge Farm is much nearer - the Golf Course would require 

highways expenditure of £21.03m whereas Lodge Farm would not require any 

expenditure on the highways beyond that already required for other sites along 

the A33 east of Basingstoke - the Golf Course is too far from the Chineham. 

Lodge Farm is next to the STW - Lodge Farm could be provided with a 

combined heat & power scheme using waste heat from the nearby incinerator - 

Lodge Farm is lower grade agricultural land - the Golf Club members have not 

yet decided whether to make the land "available".

The following changes are needed to remove the Golf Course and replace it with 

BAS102 (Lodge Farm). Making those changes would enable the Plan to be "sound" 

as it would then have the "most appropriate strategy" (NPPF 182): - remove policy 

SS3.11 - introduce a new policy (on the lines of the proposed policies for the other 

larger sites) for Lodge Farm - amend Map 1c so that the SPB does not include the 

Golf Course - amend Map 1b so that the SPB includes those parts of Lodge Farm 

which lie outside flood zones 2 & 3 - amend policy SS3 to omit the Golf Course and 

include Lodge Farm - make any other necessary consequential amendments. The 

Site Assessment (page 592) for the combined sites says that "there is minimal 

scope to provide more than one access onto the A33". That appears to be incorrect 

as the individual assessments for East of Basingstoke and Redlands say that each 

of them could have access to the A33 (pages 117 and 469) so the three sites 

combined could have two access points.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors, including those raised by the objector, were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters 

including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional 

traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there 

remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the 

facility. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.  In respect of sites to the east of Basingstoke, it is 

considered that any access to the Redlands site would be limited in terms of the number of homes that it could serve and the location of 

development within the allocations, such that this would make it difficult to serve additional development further to the east (site 

BAS102) from this access point.  The main point of access for any additional development is likely to be via Whitmarsh Lane 

No change N/A

SS3.11
Mr john 

hibberd
842657 1230 Yes No No

The respondent makes no specific reference to policy SS3.11 within their 

submission, though does state that the comments made refer to that policy. 

Therefore, it is considered that the reference to this policy stems from the 

general concern the respondent has regarding the impact additional housing will 

have in the south-west in relation to the pressure this will have on the existing 

infrastructure, and the lack of certainty regarding how the necessary 

infrastructure improvements will be achieved.

review of legally allowed areas of legislation surrounding development of greenfield 

sites.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) and in the 

borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a number 

of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to 

accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 Transport 

Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined highway 

network. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A
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SS3.11
Mrs Teresa 

Hook
843001 1296 Yes Yes No

Development on the golf course is unsustainable. Apart from loss of visual 

amenity that the greenfield site provides, delivering infrastructure such as 

sewage and other utilities would be disruptive to wildlife and hugely expensive. 

Replacing this amenity would require further loss of greenfield sites beyond the 

current urban/rural fringe.

SS3.11 Development of Basingstoke Golf course is against NPPF policy. 

Withdrawing this development would reduce loss of visual impact on current site, 

remove the need for costly infrastructure and remove the necessity to find a 

replacement site and destroy another greenfield site close the town.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives. The allocation of sites set 

out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of environmental related matters including loss of wildlife, and whether 

appropriate infrastructure could be provided.   It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course  there remains adequate 

provision across the borough to meet current needs and therefore there is no policy requirement to replace the facility. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new development 

including new sustainable transport opportunities and schools.

No change N/A

SS4

Charles 

Church 

Development

s Limited

Charles Church 

Developments 

Limited

86414 1021 No No No

We feel that more flexibility should be imbedded into this policy. We have 

expressed our views that the allocations, capacity and phasing identified in 

Policy SS3 will not meet with need identified for the Borough and that the 

Council do not have enough land (including those sites identified in policy SS3) 

to meet their objectively assessed need. Deliverability is also questionable. As 

such unallocated Greenfield sites will need to come forward to meet this deficit. 

Policy SS4 therefore needs to deal with this issue; not to do so would mean that 

the plan is not properly planning for housing delivery and therefore would fail the 

tests of soundness.

In this regard, we believe that Policy SS4 should include the following text after 

˜development will come forward in accordance with the phasing set out in policy 

SS3: Housing need that is not able to be met from brownfield sites or those 

allocated in policy SS3 should be met on sites adjacent to existing villages / 

settlements where it can be demonstrated that the site meets with the principles of 

sustainable development and wider community benefit can be provided.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. The Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate 

future growth based on the available evidence base and already contains an oversupply of suitable development sites to ensure 

flexibility over the plan period. The suggested wording changes are not considered necessary.

No change N/A

SS4
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 839 No Yes No
Recommends the following change "...indicates a likely deterioration in 

individual elements band status".
"...indicates a likely deterioration in individual elements band status". Agree to change

Insert wording as follows '. indicates a likely 

deterioration in individual elements band 

status".

In response to representation

SS4
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 568 No Yes No

This Policy does not address the known historic shortfall in infrastructure 

investment within Basingstoke over the last 15 years. Analysis by SEERA and 

others suggests that investment of at least £600 million is needed to bring our 

infrastructure up to an acceptable standard, before there is any new house 

building. Although SWAG supports the Policy that the Council will resist the 

granting of planning permission where this would exacerbate the deterioration 

of water quality in the related catchment areas, the Policy is not worded 

sufficiently strongly

The first paragraph of this Policy should be re-worded as follows (amendments 

highlighted in bold) "The delivery of residential development will be managed to 

ensure a five year supply of sites can be maintained over the plan period, with 

priority being given to development on appropriate brownfield sites. In principle, 

development will come forward in accordance with the phasing set out in Policy 

SS3. A review of the Local Plan will be triggered if a future supply cannot be 

demonstrated or, in recognition of the serious underfunding of infrastructure in 

previous Plan cycles, where funding for infrastructure deemed essential for sites 

has not been secured ." The second Paragraph of the Policy should be re-worded 

as follows (amendments highlighted in bold) : "To take account of water quality 

matters in line with Policy EM6 and where monitoring indicates a likely deterioration 

in band status of the Borough ' s water bodies, the council will refuse the granting of 

further planning applications including allocations identified within this Plan where 

this would exacerbate such deterioration in the relevant catchment. Intervention 

mechanisms will be required to improve the quality of the relevant catchment prior 

to the release of any further allocated sites or granting planning permissions.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development set out in the plan and Policy CN6 will ensure that these requirements are met in a suitable and timely manner. Therefore 

the additional wording relating to a historic infrastructure deficit is not considered necessary. The second part of the policy provides the 

necessary trigger mechanism regarding water quality in the borough and applies to all development , including allocations. the word 

resist is considered to serve the same purpose as the suggested wording. This policy is considered to be sound by the EA.

No change N/A

SS4
MRS JULIA 

JOHNSTON

CHINEHAM 

PARISH 

COUNCIL

781298 1097 No Don't Know No Policy is in contradiction with paragraph 4.10.
Water supply and water quality need to be properly reconciled with the proposed 

development before building takes place.

The evidence base (the Water Cycle Study) supports the approach and the level of development proposed in the Local Plan. This was 

undertaken in partnership with the key stakeholders including water companies and the Environment Agency and is considered a robust 

approach. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) sets out the necessary infrastructure which will need to be provided alongside new 

development including water and sewerage infrastructure.

No change N/A

SS4

Gleeson 

Development

s Ltd

Gleeson 

Developments 

Ltd

846481 1065 No Yes No

The aspiration to prioritise brownfield sites is supported. However, there needs 

to be a flexible application of policy for the plan to be effective and to ensure a 

rolling 5 year housing land supply in accordance with paragraph 47 of the 

NPPF. Policy SS4 should therefore be worded so as to not prevent the release 

of greenfield sites where they are appropriate and their release is justified.

To ensure policy SS4 is effective in maintaining a 5 year land supply, it should 

acknowledge that release of some greenfield sites will be necessary to ensure 

housing needs are met, in addition to the development of appropriate brownfield 

sites. This will ensure a policy which is clearer, and which promotes a flexible 

approach when considering housing sites.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 870) No change N/A

SS4
Mr Patrick 

Sweeney
784406 1253 No No No

Additional housing should have been identified in North Waltham at the time of 

the previous Local Plan, but in spite of the Inspector's recommendation this was 

never delivered. The result is that there is still an unmet need for housing for 

local people in the area. It is important that this additional housing is provided in 

order to ensure that the village does not become a dormitory, dominated by the 

wealthy and retired. The respondent is promoting a site which would provide the 

housing needed in the area, and which would help to meet the requirements of 

policy SS4.

Some allocation should be made in smaller villages for locals to have a dwelling 

where they were born and raised. This is important in order to prevent existing local 

residents being priced out of the market. This is particularly important as all the 

previous council houses have now been purchased privately, and no affordable 

housing has been provided in order to replace those sold-off. As per policy SS4, 

more consideration should be given to allocating development in smaller villages to 

enable those living and brought up in them to be able to buy or rent a home in a 

place they were born and would prefer to live. This would help to meet the supply of 

deliverable sites, which would otherwise be difficult to achieve within the time frame 

set for the Plan. 

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town  and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable.  There is provision within the 

plan for some housing to come forward on sites adjacent to villages, such as rural exception sites (for affordable housing), and housing 

for older people. Parish councils can also choose to pursue options available in relation to neighbourhood planning in order to provide 

additional housing on the edges of settlements if this is deemed appropriate locally. Settlement Policy Boundaries will be reviewed 

through a future DPD.

No change N/A

SS4
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 424 No Yes No

Local water quality issues should be rectified before any further development. If 

the water quality already fails ecological standards how can adding more 

treated sewage improve matters. The deterioration of water bodies should not 

be allowed to happen in the first place.

Local water quality issues should be rectified before development. Further 

deterioration should not occur.

The evidence base (the Water Cycle Study) supports the approach and the level of development proposed in the Local Plan. This was 

undertaken in partnership with the key stakeholders including water companies and the Environment Agency and is considered a robust 

approach. No deterioration requires that a water body does not deteriorate from its current ecological or chemical classification, and 

applies to individual pollutants within a water body. The Water Framework Directive allows for deterioration within the limits of a status 

or classification. See comments relating to EM6 for more information.

No change N/A

SS4
Mr Craig 

Barnes

Gladman 

Developments
786814 1261 Yes No No

The priority given to the development of brownfield sites is not in accordance 

with the NPPF.
intentionally left blank This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 870) No change N/A

SS4
Mr Douglas 

Bond

Woolf Bond 

Planning (acting 

for JPP Land)

847282 1266 Yes No No

The failure of the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (2014) to identify a 

specific objectively assessed need suggests that the proposed housing 

requirements if predicated upon a flawed evidence base and consequently fails 

the tests of soundness or meet the requirements of paragraph 47 of the NPPF. 

The council cannot demonstrate a five year housing land supply and have under 

delivered on South East Plan requirements. As such the Local Plan by 

proposing an inadequate housing requirement, predicated upon flawed 

evidence base ignores the primary function o plan making when which is to 

seek to meet housing need or boost the supply of housing. The ˜Housing and 

land availability assessment of the NPPG states that local planning authorities 

should have identified five year housing supply at all points during the plan 

period. It therefore follows that even if the housing requirement were found 

sound, a five year housing land supply must be identified from adoption.

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. The policies ensure that there is a rolling 5 year land supply, in line 

with the NPPF. There is also nothing in the Plan specifically preventing the land supply from going above 5 years. Further information is 

set out in the Housing Topic Paper.

No change N/A

SS4
Mr James 

Stevens

Home Builders 

Federation
86266 1060 No No No

For the reasons previously described (our response to paragraph 4.9), the 

second paragraph of the policy is unlawful. It should be deleted. Secondly, the 

Council has already justified suppressing the scale of the new housing supply to 

reflect water constraints (paragraph 4.9). The figure of 748 represents the 

capacity that the Councils considers can be delivered within the limits imposed 

by the lack of water treatment capacity. Making development conditional upon 

further monitoring might mean that the objective needs of the district would not 

be delivered.

intentionally left blank

Please see comments in relation to paragraph 4.9 (under Chapter 4). Whilst the evidence base (the Water Cycle Study) supports the 

approach and the level of development proposed in the Local Plan, changes in water quality may become apparent through annual 

monitoring and the policy provides the necessary trigger mechanism to address this issue if it arises. Intervention mechanisms would be 

needed prior to further development being permitted.

No change N/A

4.47
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 569 Yes Yes No

Although SWAG supports the need for review the changed sentence in this 

paragraph is not sufficiently comprehensive in view of the demographic 

uncertainties.

The final sentence of this paragraph should read : " A review of the plan will be 

triggered where additional allocations are necessary for the borough's housing 

needs to be met, for example, as a result of the non-delivery or delayed delivery of 

a greenfield allocation; or where changes in National Policy or demographic 

analysis indicate that allocations can/should be removed"

The plan sets out the strategy for accommodating the housing needs of the borough over the plan period. Significant changes in national 

policy etc. may trigger a review of the plan in any case, in line with best practice, and will take precedence over the adopted plan 

policies. It is not considered necessary to include this specific reference within this paragraph.

No change N/A

4.48
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 840 Yes Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

4.47
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1404 Yes Yes Yes Supports the additional text added to the end of paragraph 4.47 intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

4.47
Mr John 

Richards

Dandara Ltd c/o 

Daniel Watney 

LLP

846263 980 Yes Yes No

The additional sentence to paragraph 4.47 is beneficial and supported. 

However, the council should take this a stage further and allocate reserve sites 

in order to ensure the effective delivery of housing. North Field in Overton is a 

site which could be one of those reserve sites.

Reserve site should be included, of which North Field could be one of those 

identified.

Support for the change is noted. The plan already contains an oversupply of suitable development sites to ensure flexibility over the plan 

period and it is not considered necessary to allocate additional reserve sites. As outlined in the policy, a review of the plan will be 

triggered where additional allocations are required for housing need to be met. 

No change N/A

SS5
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 434 No Yes No

Whilst I support the general principle of 150 houses for Oakley, i would like to 

stress that this should be the MAXIMUM number considered and that the 

wording of this policy is changed to "up to a maximum of 150 houses" for 

Oakley.  The total number of houses should be spread over multiple sites of no 

more than 20-50 houses on each site.

The wording of this policy should be  changed to "up to a maximum of 150 houses 

for Oakley spread over multiple sites of no more than 20-50 houses on each site".

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 of 

the Plan). There is the opportunity for  Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in 

line with the Council's localism agenda. The term maximum is overly restrictive.

No change N/A
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SS5
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 445 No Yes No

150 additional homes should be the absolute maximum number allocated to 

Oakley. Although the village has a range of local services and some local 

employment, the local roads are not suitable for any significant increase in 

traffic, this is especially the case in the Church Oakley Conservation Area 

(Rectory Road & Station Road). Development in or near the Conservation Area 

would have a highly detrimental impact on the character and appearance of the 

Conservation Area. Furthermore, the roads in Church Oakley are highly 

unsuitable for use as an access to any large housing development on the west 

side of Oakley. The proposed allocation should consist of smaller sites 

dispersed around the village Church Oakley must continue to be excluded from 

the settlement policy boundary for Oakley.

Amend the wording for the list of settlements in the 2nd paragraph of Policy SS5 as 

follows: i) Delete approximately' and ii) Insert up to' The paragraph would then read: 

a) Bramley - up to 200 homes. b) Kingsclere - up to 50 homes. c) Oakley - up to 

150 homes. d) Overton - up to 150 homes. e ) Whitchurch - up to 200 homes.

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where this development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in 

line with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering 

group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the 

Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be required 

alongside development. 

No change N/A

SS5
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 352 No Yes No I agree that Oakley should have a maximum of 150 houses This should not alter in the Local Plan Support noted. No change N/A

SS5
Mr Gareth 

Capner
844058 518 Yes Yes Yes

The Whitchurch Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee welcomes the 

clarification in Paragraph 4.52 that large sites within the settlement boundary 

will count towards the further 200 dwellings (approximately) to be found at 

Whitchurch. This will include affordable housing and we welcome the reference 

in paragraph 5.12 that "the precise scale, type and form of (affordable housing) 

provision on each site will be the subject of negotiation".

The Whitchurch Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee believes the Plan to be 

legally compliant and sound and  we welcome the clarification in Paragraph 4.52 

that large sites within the settlement boundary will count towards the further 200 

dwellings (approximately) to be found at Whitchurch. This will include affordable 

housing and we welcome the reference in paragraph 5.12 that "the precise scale, 

type and form of (affordable housing) provision on each site will be the subject of 

negotiation". This is likely to be of particular relevance in Whitchurch where the 

Parish Profile drawn up by DCA (see table 4 - 1) as part of the evidence base of the 

Local Plan shows a lower level of owner occupation, a very high level of housing 

association rented property and a non existent level of shared ownership property 

compared with Basingstoke and Deane Rural generally.

Support noted. No change N/A

SS5

Charles 

Church 

Development

s Limited

Charles Church 

Developments 

Limited

86414 1022 No No No

Revise the targets in SS5 as a result of previous comments on capacity and the 

need for further sites to be identified. Column e) is the very minimum the 

allocations need to be increased to, though reality is column d).

Revise the targets cited in Policy SS5 as suggested in our rep.

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. The number of units allocated to 

settlements to be delivered through neighbourhood planning over the plan's 15 year period is based on needs and constraints (see 

paras 4.21-4.38 of the Plan). Given the progress that has been made locally on implementing neighbourhood plans and also the 

inclusion of a trigger in the policy which will come into play if the necessary progress has not been made, the approach is considered to 

be robust and deliverable. The Plan contains sufficient sites to meet the objectively assessed housing need and deliver a rolling 5 year 

land supply.

No change N/A

SS5
Mr Mark 

Hygate
844153 595 No Don't Know No

Compared to Basingstoke, the areas in and around Deane are ripe for the 

planning and siting of a properly configured 'new town' within a large and 

relatively empty area, but which already has rail access.

Grafting on additional housing developments that serve to do little but 'tick the box' 

and provide large profit for developers and their funding streams is like watching 

cancer cells grow. The 21st Century requires 21st Century solutions and the 

wholesale redevelopment of old sites (the entire town eventually) when new ones 

are built. Then the NPPF guidelines could be fully realised.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced.

No change. N/A

SS5
Mr Gary 

Styling
844209 597 No Don't Know No

It is time to stop using villages such as Bramley as the dumping ground for 

building. will overload the local roads and I don't believe a proper study has 

been made on the impact on the Doctor, school or limited local facilities. I also 

feel that Manydown despite some infrastructure problems should be developed 

to at least take the pressure off local villages. Plans for a country park are 

simply unacceptable. We need houses not walkways.

Stops must be made on current building plans until plan is in place as they will 

distort the plan and make it out of date and irrelevant. Account must be taken of the 

current planning applications in Bramley by the Estate and Charles Church. Either 

both applications should be approved or the houses being built are taken into 

account and the 200 removed from the local plan for Bramley. Manydown should 

be developed for housing and to waste this space on an unwanted, but handy for 

the council, country park

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base. 

Allocations have been made around the town and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out 

in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors 

were considered and balanced.  Approximately 200 units is a suitable number of dwellings for Bramley to accommodate over the plan's 

15 year period based on needs and constraints. The provision of schools and key services has been considered trho8ugh the 

development of the plan and work has been undertaken with the relevant service providers. The IDP sets out what infrastructure needs 

to be provided alongside development.  The plan provides a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs over the plan period. The 

housing requirement cannot be met purely on Manydown which itself must deliver a high quality sustainable development which meets 

the needs of its residents.  The area proposed for a country park reflects the area of land subject to a restrictive covenant where 

residential development is not permitted.  If the planning applications referred to are approved they will count towards the 200 homes for 

Bramley.

No change N/A

SS5

Zurich 

Assurance 

Ltd

Zurich Assurance 

Ltd
131191 966 Yes Yes Policy SS5 (neighbourhood planning) is sound. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A.

SS5
Ms Judith 

Ashton

Judith Ashton 

Associates 

(representing 

Wates 

Developments 

Ltd)

132964 1112 No No No

Question why, given the fact Oakley is a sustainable RSC, has the largest 

population outside Basingstoke and the highest number of households in need 

or all rural settlements, it does not have its own housing allocation in Policy 

SS3. In our opinion it deserves a specific allocation of 150 dwellings in Policy 

SS3, like Overton and Whitchurch, as well as a neighbourhood plan allocation 

of 200 (in line with SA) in Policy SS5.

intentionally left blank

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. 150 units is a suitable number of 

dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 of the 

Plan).There is the opportunity for developers to work with Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood 

Plan. This could be for part, the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the 

NP. 

No change N/A

SS5

Bovis Homes 

and Pye Homes 

Ltd

786429 983 Yes Yes No

The proposed revisions are inconsequential and do not address our previous 

objection to this policy that Tadley should also be identified in the list of 

settlements.

Tadley should also be identified in the list of settlements. See changes suggested in 

response to Pre Submission Local Plan.
This representation was considered and responded to at Pre-Submission stage (comment 731). No change. N/A

SS5 Jo Unsworth

Smiths Gore (on 

behalf of 

Gleeson 

Strategic)

816809 1073 No Don't Know No

As noted above and in our previous representations, we are of the view that the 

Local Plan needs to allocate sites for development in the settlements listed in 

Policy SS5 including the land owned by the Stratfield Saye Estate at 

Strawberry Fields in Bramley. We note the amendments to Policy SS5 in the 

Revised Pre-Submission Local Plan, in particular the clarification at paragraph 

4.52 that sites of less than 10 units within the Settlement Policy Boundary, and 

of less than 5 units outside the Settlement Policy Boundary, will not qualify 

towards the targets set out in the Policy. However, this text should be expanded 

to note that the targets given are minimum figures (as opposed to approximate 

figures, as drafted) such an amendment would be in the spirit of the NPPF 

which seeks to boost significantly the supply of land for housing and plan 

positively for growth.

intentionally left blank

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. The additional 200 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Bramley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period (see paras 4.28-4.31 of the Plan).   The policy enables 

the local community to decide how this housing number will be met and  further assessments will need to be undertaken to examine the 

impact of any strategy on existing infrastructure, services and facilities. Given the progress that has been made locally on implementing 

neighbourhood plans and also the inclusion of a trigger in the policy which will come into play if the necessary progress has not been 

made, the approach is considered to be robust and deliverable. There is the opportunity for developers to work with Bramley NP 

steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan. This could be for part, the full amount or in excess of 200 

dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Bramley for the NP and the term approximately is considered to provide the 

necessary flexibility. The Plan contains sufficient sites to meet the objectively assessed housing need and deliver a rolling 5 year land 

supply. 

No change. N/A

SS5
Mr Michael 

Condron
843383 1165 No Yes Yes

Support the general principle of the 150 houses proposed for Oakley. However, 

this should be the maximum number considered and that the total number 

should be spread over multiple sites of no more than 30-50 houses on each 

site. Strongly objects to any higher number than the proposed 150 houses 

stated in the Local Plan or indeed any single development of that sort of 

number on the following grounds: Impact on rural, historic and landscape 

character and also trees and hedgerows. Existing infrastructure is over 

stretched in particular primary school provision. Sufficient money for new 

infrastructure should be sought from developers. Increase traffic congestion and 

impact highway safety. Will not reduce the stated aim of reducing the need to 

travel.

Amend point c) of SS5 so it reads Oakley maximum of 150 homes. The 150 should 

be spread over multiple sites of no more than 30-50 houses on each site.

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where this development would most suitably be located (including whether it should be one or multiple 

site)  and this is considered a suitable approach, in line with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through 

the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon 

existing infrastructure, services and facilities in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be 

required alongside development. 

No change. N/A

SS5
Mr Charles 

Curtis
846307 997 No Yes No

150 houses should be the maximum for Oakley (not approximately 150•). No 

large development should be permitted in or close to the Church Oakley 

Conservation Area. Such development would have a serious adverse impact on 

the historic and rural character of this area. Furthermore Station Road and 

Rectory Road, in Church Oakley, are totally unsuitable for an increase in traffic 

as would occur with any large development. Increased traffic would be a 

serious danger to the children, pedestrians, cyclists and horse-riders who 

regularly use these roads, which are narrow, winding and predominantly single 

carriageway. Development in Oakley should be a number of small 

developments spread around the village.

Amend policy as follows: c) Oakley approximately maximum of 150 homes.  

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The term maximum is overly 

restrictive. The plan sets the framework for the local community to direct where  development would most suitably be located and this is 

considered a suitable approach, in line with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the 

Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing 

infrastructure, services, facilities and the Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what 

infrastructure improvements will be required alongside development. 

No change. N/A

SS5

Gleeson 

Development

s Ltd

Gleeson 

Developments 

Ltd

846481 1066 No Yes No

It is considered that in Policy SS5, the plan is over-reliant on the mechanism of 

neighbourhood plans to deliver a significant amount of the Councils identified 

housing need. Neighbourhood planning is a very new tool which places a 

considerable burden, in terms of time, resources and responsibility, on local 

communities and there needs to be more flexibility within this policy in the event 

these plans are delayed or fail to identify sufficient sites.

The policy should be worded to specifically state that sites will be able to come 

forward either in advance of or in tandem with neighbourhood plans, where they are 

suitable and deliverable and their release is justified by other material 

considerations. It should be made clearer that the housing requirements for each 

settlement are minimum targets. This will then ensure a robust policy which will plan 

more effectively to meet the identified housing need for settlements outside of 

Basingstoke.

The Local Plan provides the framework for delivering the area's local housing target, whilst also supporting the government's localism 

agenda. Sufficient sites have been allocated to meet the borough's 5 year land supply. Given the progress that has been made locally 

on implementing neighbourhood plans and also the inclusion of a trigger in the policy which will come into play if the necessary progress 

has not been made, the approach to neighbourhood planning is considered to be robust and deliverable.

No change N/A

SS5

Middleton and 

Portway 

Estates

Middleton and 

Portway Estates
846543 1085 No Yes No

We support the fact that Kingsclere is identified as a settlement that should 

accommodate some growth over the plan period, however the Councils 

approach to justifying the housing growth of only 50 homes is unjustified. We 

consider that Kingsclere could accommodate more growth to meet its needs 

over the next 18 years and that it could comfortably accommodate up to 80 

homes without causing adverse harm.

intentionally left blank

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. 50 units is a suitable number of dwellings 

for Kingsclere to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, taking into account the needs of the area and its constraints (see paras 

4.28-4.31 of the Plan). There is the opportunity for developers to work with Kingsclere NP steering group to allocate housing as part of 

the Neighbourhood Plan. This could be for part, the full amount or in excess of 50 dwellings depending on the steering groups' 

objectives for Kingsclere for the NP.

No change N/A
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SS5
Mrs Alison 

Wood

Southern 

Planning (acting 

for Mrs C Abel)

847119 1173 No Yes No

Oakley, as one of the larger settlements in the Borough, is an appropriate 

location for a limited amount of further development. 150 additional homes 

should be the absolute maximum number allocated to Oakley. Although the 

village has a range of local services and some local employment, the local 

roads are not suitable for any significant increase in traffic. Additional traffic on 

both Rectory Road and Station Road would spoil the rural and quiet historic 

character of Church Oakley, which is a Conservation Area. New homes 

planned for Oakley must be allocated to a number of smaller sites, rather than 

on one large development site. In particular, no large developments should be 

allowed in or adjoining the Church Oakley Conservation Area as this would 

have a significantly adverse impact on the appearance and character of the 

Conservation Area. She strongly believes that Church Oakley must continue to 

be excluded from the settlement policy boundary for Oakley.

Amend the wording for the list of settlements in the 2 and paragraph of Policy SS5 

as follows: i) Delete approximately and ii)Insert up to. The paragraph would then 

read: a)  Bramley  up to 200 homes. b)Kingsclere up to 50 homes. c)Oakley up to 

150 homes. d)Overton up to 150 homes. e)Whitchurch up to 200 homes.

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where  development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in line 

with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering 

group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the 

Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be required 

alongside development. 

SS5
Mr Chris 

Flooks
637722 1310 No Yes No

Bramley Parish is expected to absorb 1,000 extra dwellings during the plan 

period. This is about the same as the parish has absorbed since 1980. Since 

then there has been very little infrastructure improvements. Development will 

add further burden on local infrastructure and will also have highway safety 

implications.

Basingstoke's housing needs can only be sustainably met by using the Manydown 

land for the purposed for which it was purchased. Proper infrastructure could be 

built to support the development. The country park seems a waste of the 

Manydown site and should be developed as Manydown is surround by countryside.

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives, as tested 

through the sustainability appraisal process. The plan provides a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs over the plan period. The 

housing requirement cannot be met on one single site or on smaller development. The site assessment work, SHLAA and sustainability 

appraisal have informed the assessment of sites. The additional 200 units is a suitable number of dwellings for Bramley to 

accommodate over the plan's 15 year period (see paras 4.28-4.31 of the Plan).   The policy enables the local community to decide how 

this housing number will be met and   further assessments will need to be undertaken to examine the impact of any strategy on existing 

infrastructure, services and facilities. 

No change N/A

SS5
Mr Craig 

Barnes

Gladman 

Developments
786814 1262 Yes No No

Concerned with the approach taken by the Council in Policy SS5. Unaware of 

any evidence which shows that the amounts of dwellings as specified are 

actually deliverable within the specified settlements.

intentionally left blank

Paragraphs 4.18 - 4.38 of the Revised Pre-Submission Local Plan provides information on the  Neighbourhood Planning allocations, 

and how these reflect various factors including the size of the settlement and housing needs. The SHLAA shows available sites within 

each of the named settlements which could meet the requirements set out in the policy. The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is 

considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives, as tested through the sustainability appraisal 

process. The plan provides a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs over the plan period. Given the progress that has been 

made locally on implementing neighbourhood plans and also the inclusion of a trigger in the policy which will come into play if the 

necessary progress has not been made, the approach is considered to be robust and deliverable. 

No change N/A

SS5
Mr John 

Richards

Dandara Ltd c/o 

Daniel Watney 

LLP

846263 981 Yes Yes No

In order for policy SS5 to be sound, the Council must provide more information 

in respect of the meaning of the caveat in the policy which refers to "or other 

suitable means". It is not considered sound to expect the delivery of 150 units 

through Neighbourhood Planning in settlements which have been allocated no 

specific requirement in terms of new units. The additional 150 should also be 

able to come forward via the named settlements in the policy, such as Overton.

The Council must explain the process by which they will look to enforce the 

allocations in SS5 or allocate land elsewhere in order to ensure NPPF compliance 

regarding meeting housing need and for the Local Plan to be ultimately sound.

 The Local Plan provides the framework for delivering the area's local housing target, whilst also supporting the government's localism 

agenda. The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base,  and 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings over the plan's 15 year period to be delivered in areas outside of the listed settlements. Other suitable means could 

include for example, rural exception schemes. Given the positive approach of local communities to neighbourhood planning and the 

progress that has been made locally on implementing neighbourhood plans this element of eth plan is considered deliverable. The 

process for monitoring this is set out in the plan, including the trigger which will come into play if the necessary progress has not been 

made.

No change N/A

SS5
Mr Dominic 

Guinness
Barton Willmore 846454 1055 No Don't Know No

In order to be consistent with the NPPF and meet the Boroughs acknowledged 

housing requirements; to achieve the Councils economic aspirations for the 

Plan period and deliver appropriate levels of job creation, housing provision in 

the borough should be significantly increased and Policy SS1 should be 

amended to reflect true objectively assessed housing need. As a consequence 

more housing should be allocated for Kingsclere and policy SS5 should be 

worded accordingly.

Kingsclere is well located and physically capable of being able to accommodate 

more growth than currently prescribed by Policy SS5. This growth should be 

commensurate with its size and proportionate in relation to the full objectively 

assessed housing needs of the Borough and locality. In order to be consistent with 

the NPPF and meet the Borough acknowledged housing requirements; to achieve 

the Councils economic aspirations for the Plan period and deliver appropriate levels 

of job creation, housing provision in the borough should be significantly increased 

and Policy SS1 should be amended to reflect true objectively assessed housing 

need. As a consequence more housing should be allocated for Kingsclere and 

policy SS5 should be worded accordingly.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper' and up 

to date SHMA. The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. 50 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Kingsclere to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, taking into account the needs of the area and its 

constraints (see paras 4.31 - 4.33 of the Plan).

No change. N/A

SS5
Mr Steven 

Smallman

Hospital of St 

Cross c/o Pro 

Vision

847076 1156 No Yes No

As a result of our representations relating to the inadequacy of the overall level 

of housing provision, there is a requirement to allocate additional Greenfield 

sites (at Policy SS3) and/or increase the amount of housing to be 

accommodated in Neighbourhood Plans. Specifically the level of growth at 

Whitchurch should be increased either by allocating land at north west 

Whitchurch at Policy SS1 (shown edged red on the attached plan) and 

or/increasing the Neighbourhood Plan Allocation for Whitchurch (SS5) to not 

less than 300 homes.

The level of growth at Whitchurch should be increased either by allocating land at 

north west Whitchurch at Policy SS1 (shown edged red on the attached plan) and 

or/increasing the Neighbourhood Plan Allocation for Whitchurch (SS5) to not less 

than 300 homes.

The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-to-date 

statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends.  The policies ensure that there is a rolling 5 year land supply, in line 

with the NPPF. Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper'. The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and 

based upon a robust evidence base. The 150 units (in addition to the Whitchurch housing allocation) is a suitable number of dwellings 

for Whitchurch to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.21-4.22 of the Plan).   

There is the opportunity for developers to work with Whitchurch NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood 

Plan. This could be for part, the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Whitchurch 

for the NP. 

No change N/A

SS5
Lucinda 

Blacker
847205 1209 No Yes No

Oakley should have a maximum of 150 houses. Oakley and Church Oakley 

does not have the infrastructure to support any larger or multiple developments. 

Local roads are strained and could not cope with a large increase in traffic. 

There would also be highway safety implications (in particular Station Road and 

Rectory Road). Historic and rural character of Oakley and Church Oakley 

should not be spoilt. Park Farm should not be developed.

Amend policy as follows: c) Oakley  up to 150 homes

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. Approximately 150 units is a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period, based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 

of the Plan). There is the opportunity for Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP.  The term 

approximately allows this flexibility and is considered to be in line with the guidance outlined in the NPPF.  The plan sets the framework 

for the local community to direct where  development would most suitably be located and this is considered a suitable approach, in line 

with the Council's localism agenda.  In order to allocate a site for housing through the Neighbourhood Plan process, the NP steering 

group would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing infrastructure, services, facilities and the 

Church Oakley Conservation Area, in line with strategic policies. The IDP also sets out what infrastructure improvements will be required 

alongside development. 

No change. N/A

SS5 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1239 Yes Yes No

Generally supports policy SS5. However, has concerns about the last sentence 

of the policy. 150 homes allocated to the smaller villages are intended to help 

meet locally arising needs for housing. If no further housing is identified then it 

would be more appropriate for the Council to re-assess the need for 150 homes 

to be allocated in the smaller villages, rather than decide to allocate sites itself.

Amend last paragraph of Policy SS5 as follows: The delivery of housing will be 

monitored annually by the council to ensure the housing requirement is met. If no 

opportunities have been identified in Bramley, Kingsclere, Oakley, Overton or 

Whitchurch by 2017 the council reserves the right to identify opportunities to 

address any shortfall through the DPD process. If no opportunities have been 

identified in the smaller villages, the Council will work with the local communities 

and re-assess the need to allocate 150 homes here.

The 150 units is part of the Local Plan's wider housing strategy to meet the housing needs of the borough over the plan period. The 

Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. The 150 units in 'other' areas is a suitable 

number of dwellings to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period (see paras 4.24-4.27 of the Plan).  

No change N/A

SS5
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 438 No Yes No

Within Oakley, roads such as Station Road as well as Rectory Road and 

Dummer Lane are in reality rural lanes barely able to support existing capacity. 

150 new homes will have a serious impact on them and result in inappropriate 

traffic generation and compromise highway safety in direct contravention of 

Policy CN9 - Transport.

Oakley's housing allocation should be worded to say "Up to a maximum of 150 

houses"

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. 150 units is a suitable number of 

dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 of the 

Plan).The Local Plan Transport Assessment has assessed the cumulative impacts of Local Plan development on the defined Highway 

Network and has identified those junctions that require detailed mitigation. In order to allocate a site for housing through the 

Neighbourhood Plan process, the Parish Council would need to complete further assessments to examine the impact upon existing 

highway infrastructure. 

No change N/A

4.52
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 444 Yes Yes No

150 homes should be the absolute maximum increase in housing for Oakley 

and I strongly object to the proposed additions to paragraph 4.52 which 

prevent: i) sites of less than 10 homes within the settlement policy boundary, 

and ii) sites of less than 5 homes outside the settlement policy boundary being 

included in the 150 total. There is scope for further infilling, conversion and 

redevelopment within the boundary of Oakley. All the new homes created within 

the village should count towards the 150 total.

Delete the 3rd, 4th and 5th sentences inserted in paragraph 4.52 in the Revised Pre-

Submission Local Plan. For clarification, these are the sentences which start with 

Small residential developments of less than ten units .......' and end in this will 

contribute towards the targets set out within the policy'.

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. 150 units is considered a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 of 

the Plan). There is the opportunity for  Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan. which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP. The scale of 

development that is defined in paragraph 4.52 that qualifies towards neighbourhood planning targets is considered appropriate in the 

context of the inclusion of a windfall allowance (developments less than 10 units) within the housing supply and the aim of the policy to 

promote additional development within the named areas, over and above those small scale developments permitted under other 

policies in the plan. 

No change N/A

4.52
Miss Patience 

FitzSimmons
844029 494 No Don't Know No

The plan says that developments of under ten houses will not be included in the 

housing allocation for any particular area.  This seems to me ridiculous as the 

infill  development would put the same strain on infrastructure, in fact more so. 

 In many areas, principally the villages, infill development is the most 

appropriate way of adding more houses without damaging the existing 

settlement.

The plan should be amended to specifically include development of less than ten 

houses as counting towards the housing allocations. Maybe just within the villages 

where there are more suitable sites.

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base.  The scale of development that is defined 

in paragraph 4.52 that qualifies towards neighbourhood planning targets is considered appropriate in the context of the inclusion of a 

windfall allowance (developments less than 10 units) within the housing supply and the aim of the policy to promote additional 

development within the named areas, over and above those small scale developments permitted under other policies in the plan. 

No change N/A

4.52
Mrs Penny 

Mayo

Sherborne St 

John Parish 

Council

677508 1207 Yes Yes No

Paragraph 4.52 & 4.53 appear to disagree as to the minimum size of qualifying 

developments. 4.53 would indicate 5 no. for Neighbourhood Plans against 4.52 

stating 5 or 10 for Policy SS5.

The requirement for a minimum qualifying number is a nonsense because it 

disqualifies the type of small development that would suit a gentle  assimilation 

within a Village Community  There should be no lower limit.

Paragraph 4.52 refers to developments that fall within or outside of those settlements listed in Policy SS5. Paragraph 4.53 refers to 

homes that are delivered in and around other settlements than those listed within the Policy. The wording is correct and as intended.
No change N/A

4.52
Mr Charles 

Curtis
846307 1000 Yes Yes No

150 homes should be the maximum increase in housing for Oakley. Sites of 

less than 5 homes and less than 10 homes must be included within this 

maximum.

intentionally left blank

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. 150 units is considered a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 of 

the Plan). There is the opportunity for  Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan. which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP. The scale of 

development that is defined in paragraph 4.52 that qualifies towards neighbourhood planning targets is considered appropriate in the 

context of the inclusion of a windfall allowance (developments less than 10 units) within the housing supply and the aim of the policy to 

promote additional development within the named areas, over and above those small scale developments permitted under other 

policies in the plan. 

No change N/A

4.52
Mrs Alison 

Wood

Southern 

Planning (acting 

for Mrs C Abel)

847119 1172 Yes Yes No

150 homes should be the absolute maximum increase in housing for Oakley. 

She considers that all houses permitted in the village should be counted 

towards this maximum total of 150 homes. Strongly objects to the proposed 

additions to paragraph 4.52 which prevent: i) sites of less than 10 homes within 

the settlement policy boundary, and ii) sites of less than 5 homes outside the 

settlement policy boundary being included in the 150 total. There is scope for 

further infilling, conversion and redevelopment within the boundary of Oakley. 

All the new homes created within the village should count towards the 150 total.

Delete the 3 rd , 4 the and 5 the sentences inserted in paragraph 4.52 in the 

Revised Pre-Submission Local Plan. For clarification, these are the sentences 

which start with Small residential developments of less than ten units and end in this 

will contribute towards the targets set out within the policy .   

The Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. 150 units is considered a suitable 

number of dwellings for Oakley to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period based on needs and constraints (see paras 4.35-4.37 of 

the Plan). There is the opportunity for  Oakley NP steering group to allocate housing as part of the Neighbourhood Plan. which could 

meet the full amount or in excess of 150 dwellings depending on the steering groups' objectives for Oakley for the NP. The scale of 

development that is defined in paragraph 4.52 that qualifies towards neighbourhood planning targets is considered appropriate in the 

context of the inclusion of a windfall allowance (developments less than 10 units) within the housing supply and the aim of the policy to 

promote additional development within the named areas, over and above those small scale developments permitted under other 

policies in the plan. 

No change N/A
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4.53 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1240 Yes Yes No

Generally supports policy SS5 and paragraph 4.53. However, has concerns 

about the last sentence of the policy. 150 homes allocated to the smaller 

villages are intended to help meet locally arising needs for housing. If no further 

housing is identified then it would be more appropriate for the Council to re-

assess the need for 150 homes to be allocated in the smaller villages, rather 

than decide to allocate sites itself.

If no opportunities have been identified by 2017, the Council will work with the local 

communities to assess whether there is a need for further housing in the smaller 

villages and, if there is a need, what the new figure should be. Those communities 

which identify a need for more housing will identify sites for the new homes through 

neighbourhood planning.

The 150 units is part of the Local Plan's wider housing strategy to meet the housing needs of the borough over the plan period. The 

Plan's spatial strategy is considered to be sound and based upon a robust evidence base. The 150 units in 'other' areas is a suitable 

number of dwellings to accommodate over the plan's 15 year period (see paras 4.24-4.27 of the Plan). 

No change N/A

SS6

Charles 

Church 

Development

s Limited

Charles Church 

Developments 

Limited

86414 1025 No No No

It is considered that greater flexibility needs to be imbedded into this policy to 

ensure that enough development is permitted to meet with need.  There has to 

be a greater level of acceptance that more development than identified will 

need to come from unallocated Greenfield sites.

To facilitate this, criteria (e) of this policy should remove reference to requiring the 

support of the local parish / town council, but clearly allow for consultation with 

them. This change is necessary to ensure that the overall approach to housing in 

the Countryside is positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent with 

national planning policy, taking into account local views

This matter was raised by others, considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage. For an example of the Council's response 

see comment 81.
No change N/A

SS6
Mr Andrew 

Morris

Bewley Homes 

(Baughurst 

Office)

461395 1379 Yes Yes No

Does not acknowledge that there may be circumstances where development is 

well related to existing built development which could help contribute towards 

the creation of a sustainable community capable of meeting identified needs. 

This policy should provide more flexibility to ensure the plan can react to 

changing needs within the borough and is effective in meeting its strategic 

objectives of which one is providing accommodation for the elderly and 

specialist housing.

Policy should acknowledge that there may be circumstances where development is 

well related to existing built development which could help contribute towards the 

creation of a sustainable community.

Comment noted. It is considered that Policy criterion e) and the supporting text, in particular, paragraph 4.56, acknowledge that the 

provision of new homes in rural areas may help to maintain the vitality of rural communities and that the policy provides the flexibility to 

support such proposals. By ensuring that development is not isolated can be interpreted as that which relates well to existing built 

development and does not need to relate to development within an SPB.

No change N/A

SS6
Miss Lucie 

Stone
753731 1372 Yes Yes No

This is a duplication of Policy CN2. It is considered that section 'e' refers to the 

provision of new residential buildings. There is no requirement for the reference 

to 'support the local parish council', as it indicates that they would take the role 

of a 'quasi planning authority', not the consultee role which they are required to 

undertake. 

b) Amend to include "in accordance with Policy CN2" e) Remove "that have the 

support of the local parish/town  councils/parish meetings" ix) Delete
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1025). No change N/A

SS6
Fogarty Group 

Ltd
786610 1272 Yes Yes No

Whilst the fact that criterion E of Policy SS6 establishes that residential 

proposals outside of Settlement Policy Boundaries may be acceptable in 

principle, it is not considered that this support should only be extended to those 

schemes which have the support of the local Parish Council/Town 

Council/Parish meetings.

Criterion e to be amended to include "they meet a need for a specific form of 

development which is justified in that location".
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 954). No change N/A

SS6
Mr Craig 

Barnes

Gladman 

Developments
786814 1263 Yes No No

Although not an issue of soundness, in order for this policy to contribute towards 

a development management approach it would be just as useful for the 

following wording to be added in place of the 21 criterion which has the same 

message " Development in the open countryside will be permitted provided that 

the adverse impacts do not significantly and demonstrably outweigh the 

benefits of the development".

intentionally left blank
 It is considered that the Policy, as drafted, is NPPF compliant and sound, and the more detailed criteria provides guidance for the types 

of proposals put forward in the borough.
No change N/A

SS6
Mr Edward 

Dawson

Michael 

Frankham
847130 1171 Yes No

The approach to housing in rural areas is out-of-date, and too rigid. The one-for-

one replacement policy is not appropriate if villages are to regain their vitality 

and vibrancy. Proposals should be judged by their impact and acceptability. 

Where proposals for the replacement of existing buildings are made, the need 

to foster community should be paramount so long as this contributes to 

sustainable development. Buildings regarded as temporary may be present for 

many years and have a similar impact to permanent structures. Their 

renovation and re-use is frequently welcomed in and around smaller villages. 

Such buildings may have become an accepted part of the landscape and their 

renovation or improvement may be regarded as a beneficial. The policies for 

the rural area are not flexible, as required by the soundness test. They do not 

allow for sufficient suitable development in the rural area to help improve the 

vitality and vibrancy of the rural life. This applies to both market and social 

housing.

This policy is not positively prepared, as required by the NPPF. The negative or 

restrictive elements should be removed or much reduced, in order to allow small 

scale appropriate residential developments. Delete only: "Development proposals 

for new housing outside of Settlement Policy Boundaries will only be permitted 

where they are:"

It is considered that Policy criteria b), e) and the supporting text, in particular, paragraph 4.56, acknowledge that the provision of new 

homes in rural areas may help to maintain the vitality of rural communities and that the policy provides the flexibility to support such 

proposals. This approach is considered to be in line with the NPPF.

No change N/A

SS6 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1241 No Yes No

Generally support policy SS6. However, the sentence about rural exception site 

schemes for affordable housing should be amended to require that the site has 

the support of the local community.

Amend criteria b) to read: For a rural exception site for affordable housing that has 

the support of the local community :
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 949). No change N/A

SS7
Mr Neil 

Richardson
644162 932 No Don't Know No

Whilst it is acknowledged that Tadley also lies close to both AWE at 

Aldermaston & Burghfield both of which represent a potential substantial health 

& safety risk this risk has to be seen in the context of the existing safety record 

of both establishments and measures put in place such as the 2001 Radiation ( 

Emergency Preparedness & Public Information) Regulations.

Asterisk to be added to Policy SS 7 guiding reader's attention to footnote in 

brackets at end of policy text * ( See paragraph 4.67).
It is not felt necessary to refer to the supporting text by way of a footnote. No change N/A

SS7 Elaine Vashi Bloor Homes 786469 1185 Yes Yes No

We believe that the criteria within Policy SS7 need to be more specific in terms 

of what type of development will be acceptable, and how each development 

proposal will be assessed. While we appreciate that each development 

proposal will be assessed on a site-by-site basis, it is necessary to provide 

some form of guidelines in terms of the type of development that will be 

acceptable within the AWE zones, which set out the upper limits of 

development scale.

The criteria within Policy SS7 need to be more specific in terms of what type of 

development will be acceptable, and how each development proposal will be 

assessed. Policy SS7 continues to fail to provide the necessary guidance of the 

type of development that will be acceptable within the AWE zones. In particular, the 

policy should be amended to clarify how the Off Site Nuclear Emergency Plan will 

be assessed and how it can be adapted to accommodate new residential 

development. In terms of changes to the explanatory text, the Revised Pre-

Submission removes the following from paragraph 4.67: "The council will normally 

follow the advice of the ONR; however there may be cases where the planning 

benefits of a development would be deemed of such significance by the council that 

the potential harm to public safety would be outweighed. In such cases, which are 

likely to be exceptional, the council may resolve to approve development contrary to 

the ONR's advice; the ONR could exercise their right to request a "call in as set out 

in Circular 04/00 in such exceptional cases." It is considered that these sentences 

should remain, as they provide the necessary mechanism for the Council to assess 

and provide for development with significant planning benefit.

The consultation zones may be subject to change over time and therefore it is seen as more appropriate to keep these up to date and 

refer to them on the Council's website. The Council's website also contains the guidance on the type and scale of development within 

the consultation zones. The previous wording responded to an appeal decision on a site in Tadley known as 'Boundary Hall' where the 

ONR had objected to its development and the council had refused the application. It was however later allowed at appeal as the 

Inspector considered that the planning benefits outweighed the harm. It is considered that this decision was very much an exception 

given the history of the site and its allocation within the Plan, and the previous wording gave this a heightened emphasis. 

No change N/A

SS7 Mr P Moss 846607 1105 No Don't Know

The borough council should, along with the other local authorities affected, 

resist the HSE requirements in relation to the prevention of development around 

Tadley.

intentionally left blank The policy reflects the agreed position between the Council, ONR and other affected local planning authorities. No change N/A

4.64

Bovis Homes 

and Pye Homes 

Ltd

786429 991 Yes Yes No

Plan has already acknowledged at paragraph 4.64 that the consultation zones 

may change over the plan period. If and when those consultation zones do 

change, the policies map will be out of date and will be misleading forming part 

of the adopted Development Plan. The NPPF advises that local planning 

authorities should produce a Local Plan for its area which can respond flexibly 

to changing circumstances. Establishing the consultation zones within the 

policies map, particularly where it is acknowledge that there is likely to be a 

change will not foster such flexibility and will only cause confusion and 

uncertainty.

Revise paragraph 4.64 as follows: The consultation zones are available to view on 

the Council's website and as shown on the proposals map . Consultation zones may 

change over the plan period, as may the ONR's advice on particular proposals, in 

the light on new information.•

Agree to make minor revision to text, however, it is felt clearer if the current consultation zones are shown on the Plan's key diagram to 

highlight the affected area for readers, but with appropriate wording to direct them where to go for updates.

The consultation zones are available to view 

on the Council's website and as shown on 

the Plan's Key Diagram as shown on the 

proposals map . Consultation zones may 

change over the plan period, as may the 

ONR's advice on particular proposals, in the 

light on new information.•

To improve clarity

4.64

Bovis Homes 

and Pye Homes 

Ltd

786429 985 Yes Yes Yes Support is given to the proposed revision at paragraph 4.64. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

4.65

Bovis Homes 

and Pye Homes 

Ltd

786429 986 Yes Yes Yes Support is given to the proposed revision at paragraph 4.65. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

4.65

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1188 Yes Yes No

Para 4.65 The `off site emergency plan' is not the prime consideration, but 

should be retained and added after ` health and safety concerns' has been re-

instated in line 3.

Re-instate `health and safety concerns' in Para. 4.65

Comment noted. This change was made as a result of consultation with our AWE partners including neighbouring authority West 

Berkshire  and reflects the agreed position between the Council, ONR and other affected local planning authorities. It is considered 

sound (see comment 153).

No change N/A

4.67
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 686 Yes Don't Know

The change to the plan to remove the ability for Development to be approved 

where the public interest outweighs the safety risk is illogical and no justification 

has been made for this change. All Planning involves a degree of balance of 

conflicting priorities; all should be considered and given appropriate weight. 

There is no need to enforce a blanket ban on development in this way; this has 

not been needed for past developments in this areas nor indeed by other Local 

Authorities. This change is not objective, transparent or fair, placing as it does 

an even greater development burden on other parts of the borough.

Regress to original wording

The previous wording responded to an appeal decision on a site in Tadley known as 'Boundary Hall' where the ONR had objected to its 

development and the council had refused the application. It was however later allowed at appeal as the Inspector considered that the 

planning benefits outweighed the harm. It is considered that this decision was very much an exception given the history of the site and its 

allocation within the Plan, and the previous wording gave this a heightened emphasis.

No change N/A

4.67

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1191 Yes Yes No

Para 4.67. We object to the removal of the 2nd sentence from PSLP dated 

Aug 2013 and REQUEST that it be re-instated, thereby allowing the Council to 

approve development contrary to the ONR advice, and to remove the possibility 

of excluding potential development sites.

Re- instate  the second sentence  from PSLP August 2013 in para.4.67.

The previous wording responded to an appeal decision on a site in Tadley known as 'Boundary Hall' where the ONR had objected to its 

development and the council had refused the application. It was however later allowed at appeal as the Inspector considered that the 

planning benefits outweighed the harm. It is considered that this decision was very much an exception given the history of the site and its 

allocation within the Plan, and the previous wording gave this a heightened emphasis.

No change N/A
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4.67
Mr Neil 

Richardson
644162 933 No Don't Know No

To take account of situations such as those presented by the Boundary Hall 

appeal decision.

After opening sentence of paragraph 4.67 the following to be inserted to replace the 

struck through text :   a The Council will normally follow the advice of the ONR. 

However there may cases where the planning benefits of a development would be 

deemed to be of such significance by the Council that the potential harm to public 

safety would be outweighed. In such cases the Council may resolve to permit the 

development contrary to the ONR's advice.

The previous wording responded to an appeal decision on a site in Tadley known as 'Boundary Hall' where the ONR had objected to its 

development and the council had refused the application. It was however later allowed at appeal as the Inspector considered that the 

planning benefits outweighed the harm. It is considered that this decision was very much an exception given the history of the site and its 

allocation within the Plan, and the previous wording gave this a heightened emphasis.

No change N/A

4.67

Bovis Homes 

and Pye Homes 

Ltd

786429 988 Yes Yes Yes

Support is also given to the proposed revision at paragraph 4.67. Earlier 

paragraphs acknowledge that the Consultation Zones may change over the 

Plan period as may the ONR advice on particular proposals. Specifically there 

are likely to be changes of inputs to the ONR's model which may result in a less 

restrictive approach being taken by the ONR. Similarly the successful 

completion and full operation of the PEGASUS Project at AWE (A) and the 

MENSA Project at AWE (B) would enable the ONR to take into account the 

revised safety case for those projects and may enable a less constraining 

population density criteria to be applied. Whilst it is not considered appropriate 

for the Plan to second guess what the ONR's advice on particular development 

proposals will be based because that will be dependent on the ONR's response 

to changes made over the Plan period, greater emphasis on the Off-Site 

Emergency Plan is likely to be made and the proposed revision is considered 

acceptable.

intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

SS8

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron)

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron Estates)

131199 538 Yes Yes Yes intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

SS8
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 425 Yes Yes No

Part of Basing View should not be re-classified for Retail use. There are enough 

shops already. Basingstoke needs more high skilled career based employment 

not low paid dead end jobs in shops. Residential uses within Basing View is a 

good idea in principle, being co-located with employment, in practice however 

there are more than enough flats in the town centre and office buildings that 

have been converted to residential. The existing flats are not considered 

desirable and are a concentration of social issues.

4.71 & 4.73 All of Basing View should be regenerated as high quality office space. 

We need the maximum employment capacity to meet the demand for jobs for the 

predicted population growth.

The policy provides a framework for enabling the regeneration of Basing View, taking account of business needs and requirements, 

development viability and the aim to create a sustainable urban business park that provides the facilities / amenities required at office 

park locations. A future Masterplan for the Basing View site will set out detailed proposals for the regeneration of the site which will be 

an office led regeneration scheme with supporting uses. 

No change N/A

SS8
mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 397 Yes Yes No reconsider likely benefits regarding new jobs in Basing View

SS8
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 841 No Yes Yes

The southern part of this site falls within flood zone 2 and 3 and the Lower 

Brook Tributary runs along part of the A3010 in a culvert. When this area is 

being redeveloped there will be an opportunity to investigate if the river in this 

area can be de-culverted to reduce flood risk and re-naturalise the watercourse.

intentionally left blank This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 655) No change N/A

SS8 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1435 Yes Don't Know No

Basingstoke contains numerous derelict sites and unused office blocks. In 

recent years the take-up of new commercial land has fallen drastically, with 

changes in working practices permanently reducing the demand for office 

space. Therefore, there would appear to be a great opportunity for such land to 

be used for housing. The council should reduce its projections concerning the 

future demand for employment land. The redevelopment of Basing View is 

supported, but will lead to a large oversupply of office space. Policy SS8 is 

currently overly focused on a narrow range of uses. Basing View could 

potentially yield 1350 residential units. The SHLAA significantly underestimates 

the potential residential yield (predicting just 300). The Plan does not properly 

respond to the ELR, a more ambitious approach could yield 735 to 1090 

houses at 50 p/a. In total, underused employment land could accommodate 

between 1785 to 2140 homes, without undermining the supply of office space.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1174) No change N/A

SS8
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1415 No Yes Yes

Supports the regeneration of Basing View as set out in SS8. The recent 

announcement of the entrance of John Lewis Partnership into Basing View is 

also welcomed on this gateway site at the main approach into Basingstoke. 

This area has the potential to accommodate growth in employment floorspace 

as well as allow for other appropriate uses, including retail and hotel. This mix of 

uses is appropriate to a site so close to the Town Centre and is welcomed.

intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

4.71
Festival Place 

Unit Trust
787467 1128 Yes Yes No

What is not consistent with the NPPF is the consideration of the "remainder of 

the Basing View site (excluding the Gresley Road Triangle)" as an edge of 

centre location for all town centre uses other than retail. This would mean that 

the eastern extremity of the Basing View site (some 800m east of the proposed 

Basingstoke Town Centre boundary) would be considered edge of centre for 

the purposes of determining planning applications which include other 'main 

town centre uses'. Such an approach would conflict with the definition of edge 

of centre in the NPPF (p52) and is inconsistent with the definition of Edge-of-

Centre in the Local Plan (p153).

The following change be made to Para 4.71: "A small part of the western end of 

Basing View will be considered as "edge of centre" for retail uses as it falls within 

300m of the Primary Shopping Area. Part of the Basing View site is within the 

Basingstoke Town Centre boundary where town centre uses, other than retail, will 

be permitted. [DELETE: The remainder of the Basing View site (excluding the 

Gresley Road Triangle) will be considered as an edge of centre location for all town 

centre uses other than retail, in light of the aspirations to regenerate the sites in its 

entirety to deliver a sustainable business location.]"

Defining the wider Basing View (excluding the Gresley Road Triangle) as edge of centre will enable the council's vision for Basing View 

to be realised i.e. the holistic regeneration of the site to be a sustainable urban business park that provides the facilities / amenities 

required at office park locations. The NPPF Glossary (Annex 2) provides a definition of edge of centre which states that in determining 

whether a site falls within the definition of edge of centre, account should be taken of local circumstances. The regeneration aspirations 

for the site, in addition to the sites firm boundaries (RA339 Ringway to the East, Churchill Way to the South and the Railway line to the 

North) which are all key physical boundaries, justify the policy approach to identifying Basing View as an edge of centre location. 

No change N/A

4.72
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 724 No Yes Yes

Make it clear and explicit what is referred to by the phrase "In the light of the 

above". 
Point noted

Replace " in light of the above" with "in light 

of the findings of both the Employment 

Land Review (2014) and the Enterprise M3 

Commercial Property Market Study"

Response to Rep

SS9
Festival Place 

Unit Trust
787467 1122 Yes Yes No

Policy SS9 should clarify that proposals for leisure uses should be located in 

existing town centres wherever possible in the first instance. This would make 

the policy consistent with the sequential test set out in the NPPF (Para 24) and 

Local Plan Policies EP1 and EP3.

The first sentence of Policy SS9 be amended to read: "New and improved leisure 

facilities will be permitted at Basingstoke Leisure Park where there is (a) no 

significant adverse impact on existing town or district centres within Basingstoke 

and (b) no sequentially preferable locations within existing town or district centres 

within Basingstoke that could accommodate the proposed development." For 

consistency, we suggest that para 4.76 is amended to read: "In addition to 

Basingstoke Town Centre, which will continue to be the primary focus for any major 

new leisure facilities in the Borough, the Basingstoke Leisure Park"

See response to comment 1123 No change N/A

4.76
Festival Place 

Unit Trust
787467 1123 Yes Yes No

Policy SS9 should clarify that proposals for leisure uses should be located in 

existing town centres wherever possible in the first instance. This would make 

the policy consistent with the sequential test set out in the NPPF (Para 24) and 

Local Plan Policies EP1 and EP3.

The first sentence of Policy SS9 be amended to read: "New and improved leisure 

facilities will be permitted at Basingstoke Leisure Park where there is (a) no 

significant adverse impact on existing town or district centres within Basingstoke 

and (b) no sequentially preferable locations within existing town or district centres 

within Basingstoke that could accommodate the proposed development." For 

consistency, we suggest that para 4.76 is amended to read: "In addition to 

Basingstoke Town Centre, which will continue to be the primary focus for any major 

new leisure facilities in the Borough, the Basingstoke Leisure Park"

The policy has been reworded to support a centre first approach and only permits retail development which is ancillary and is required to 

make new provision economically viable. However, the Leisure park is a key asset for the town and it is a priority of the  council to 

improve the vitality and viability of the park through the encouragement of suitable new leisure uses, particularly large commercial 

leisure. To this end, the council is seeking to appoint a development partner to help regenerate the park. The policy supports this priority 

whilst ensuring that existing centres are not adversely impacted upon. 

No change N/A

SS10
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 570 No Yes No

SWAG supports this Policy but it appears counter-intuitive to place 3,400 of the 

greenfield housing allocations adjacent to two railway lines on which no new 

railway station is planned while only placing only 810 greenfield dwellings 

adjacent to the proposed Chineham Railway Station.

Expand the housing allocations under Policies SS3.9 (East of Basingstoke) and 

SS3.8 (Upper Cufaude Farm), both of which will be adjacent to the proposed 

railway station and remove the housing allocation under SS3.11 (Basingstoke Golf 

Course) which is over 7km from the nearest railway station.

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives. The plan 

provides a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs on deliverable sites over the plan period based on the available evidence base 

including the site assessment process. This considered the proximity of sites to facilities such as train stations but this needs to be 

balanced against a range of factors including the impact of development on the landscape, biodiversity and heritage.

No change N/A

SS10
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 343 No Yes No

The provision of an additional railway station is fundamentally important to 

ensuring good rail connections for Basingstoke. It should have good access on 

foot and be connected to cycle paths and have a large capacity for car parking 

and cycle storage. Stating that work is continuing to explore opportunities is not 

giving this the strong emphasis that is needed.

This policy should be given a much higher priority.

As outlined by the policy and supporting text the Council is already committed to enabling the station and will continue to work with it's 

partners to this end. It is acknowledged by the council and its partners that the proposed station is a desirable piece of infrastructure, 

reflected by the schemes inclusion in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan, Hampshire County Council's District Statement and the fact that it 

has been shortlisted by the Enterprise M3 Local Enterprise Partnership as a key piece of strategic transport  infrastructure in the EM3 

LEP area. The Council will continue to work with its partners to identify potential funding streams to enable the implementation of a new 

station at Chineham.

No change N/A

SS10
Mr Jaime 

Rockhill

Network Strategy 

and Planning
85612 1391 No Yes Yes Support the Policy intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

SS10
MRS JULIA 

JOHNSTON

CHINEHAM 

PARISH 

COUNCIL

781298 1098 Yes Don't Know No

Chineham Parish Council considers that the site west of the railway line in 

Razor's Farm would be a better location for the proposed railway station. This 

would enable conserving and enhancing the woodland between Chineham and 

Taylors Farm where the railway station and parking is currently proposed. If the 

previously proposed relief road between the A33 and Hanmore Road were not 

constructed it would have profound implications for the development of a 

Chineham Railway Station.

Allocate land for a possible railway station to the west of the railway line. This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 886). No change N/A
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SS10
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1407 Yes Yes Yes

Implementation and Monitoring box: Pleased to see this cooperation set out in 

terms in respect of sites such as Policy SS10:Chineham Railway Station where 

implementation and monitoring will be carried out with the help of key partners 

and stakeholders, including the Local Enterprise Partnership. This is confirmed 

and supported.

intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

4.78
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 687 Yes No No

This section is welcomed (re: Chineham Railway Station), however a firmer 

commitment to delivering the station, along with timescales is required. This 

was first looked at in 2004, but the lack of progress in delivering on this 

aspiration is concerning.

intentionally left blank

Support noted. The Council is already committed to enabling the station and will continue to work with it's partners to this end. It is 

acknowledged by the council and its partners that the proposed station is a desirable piece of infrastructure, reflected by the schemes 

inclusion in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan, Hampshire County Council's District Statement and the fact that it has been shortlisted by 

the Enterprise M3 Local Enterprise Partnership as a key piece of strategic transport  infrastructure in the EM3 LEP area. The Council 

will continue to work with its partners to identify potential funding streams to enable the implementation of a new station at Chineham.

No change N/A

SS11
Mr Andrew 

Lord

North Wessex 

Downs AONB
472647 211 Yes Yes No

it is noted that this has been a long standing proposal and previous allocation, 

but time has gone on and the Car Park has never actually progressed. The 

AONB Unit are concerned that if the Car Park is never actually brought forward 

due to complications over funding or ownership that there will be pressure 

placed on this land to consider it for alternative uses, which may include a 

housing site. Given the location of this site within the nationally protected AONB 

the use of this land as a Car Park was considered acceptable in the past only 

as an exception

The North Wessex Downs AONB Unit recommend that, unless the Council can now 

confirm that the Car Park can actually be delivered within this Plan period, then the 

removal of this allocation from the Plan should now be considered (to provide 

certainty and avoid the pressure for alternative uses of this land during the Plan 

period contrary to paragraphs 115 and 116 of the NPPF).

The allocation for a station car park is contained within the Saved policies of the Basingstoke and Deane Local Plan (1996 - 2011) and 

therefore the suitability of the allocation for this specific use has already been established. The allocation is considered to remain 

suitable and also deliverable over the plan period and its previous allocation has not led to undue pressure on this area for other 

development. the allocation is being given further consideration through the Whitchurch neighbourhood planning process.

No change N/A

SS11
Mr Jaime 

Rockhill

Network Strategy 

and Planning
85612 1392 Yes Yes Yes Support the Policy. intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS11

Zurich 

Assurance 

Ltd

Zurich Assurance 

Ltd
131191 968 Yes Yes Yes Policy SS11 (Whitchurch Railway Station Car Park) is sound. intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

SS11
Mr David 

Gosling
846291 994 No Don't Know No

Policy SS11 runs counter to the consideration of the Inspector in 2005, and is 

not based on a satisfactory evidence base. There are also more suitable sites 

available, such as land to the south of the railway line. The Inspector's concerns 

in relation to landscape impact, as set out in 2005, have not been addressed.

Policy SS11 should be removed from the plan.

The allocation for a station car park is contained within the Saved policies of the Basingstoke and Deane Local Plan (1996 - 2011) and 

therefore the suitability of the allocation for this specific use has already been established. The allocation is considered to remain 

suitable and also deliverable over the plan period. The allocation is being given further consideration through the Whitchurch 

neighbourhood planning process. No alternative sites have been made available. 

No change N/A

CN1
Mr James 

Stevens

Home Builders 

Federation
86266 1061 No No No

The policy is unsound because it is unjustified and has the potential to 

jeopardise delivery. Consideration of the viability evidence provided in the case 

studies illustrates that many schemes will be unable to sustain the burden of 

40% affordable housing in conjunction with other local plan policies. The 

requirement for applicants to submit an open book viability assessment is 

unsound because it is contrary to national planning policy.

intentionally left blank
This policy is supported by the Viability Study and provides flexibility for those cases where viability may be an issue - an open book 

viability assessment is only necessary in these cases. This is considered to be a sound approach.
No change N/A

CN1 Flavia Estates 787392 1088 No Yes No

We continue to consider that the amount of affordable housing to be provided 

as part of any new development should be determined on a site-by-site basis, 

having regard to site-specific circumstances concerning viability. Further it is 

vital that this affordable level is assessed alongside the emerging CIL schedule 

and proved to be viable.

intentionally left blank
This policy is supported by the Viability Study and provides flexibility for cases where viability may be an issue (open book viability 

assessment). Work has been undertaken and continues on assessing affordable housing provision alongside the emerging CIL.
No change N/A

CN1 Mr Mark Biles HCC 700350 1393 Yes Yes No

It is clear that there is a need to maximise the delivery of affordable housing in 

the Borough more generally. The Three Dragon's evidence report involved a 

high level testing of affordable housing thresholds. CN1 sets the requirement for 

provision of 40% Affordable Housing. The landowners have questioned 

elements of the viability evidence separately via the CIL consultation; as such 

they reserve judgement until such time that they can assess the balance 

between affordable housing, CIL and S106

intentionally left blank Comment noted and these will be reviewed as part of developing the CIL. No change N/A

CN1
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1409 No Yes Yes

There is the potential for the level of affordable housing provision may render 

some sites unviable, especially in difficult market conditions. However, the 

policy does contain provision for applicants to submit an open book viability 

assessment where schemes do not meet the policy requirements, and that is 

welcomed, especially as part of the policy wording.

intentionally left blank
Support noted. This policy is supported by the Viability Study and provides flexibility for cases where viability may be an issue (open 

book viability assessment).
No change N/A

CN1
The Royal 

British Legion

The Royal British 

Legion
846598 1104 No Yes No

It is unjustified to apply a policy of 40% affordable housing to the whole borough 

when the HNA figures appear to be skewed by the requirement to provide 

affordable housing within Basingstoke. The Government has recently 

undertaken a consultation on proposed national threshold for sites to deliver 

affordable housing contribution. The threshold proposed is 10 dwellings or more 

- this shows the broad direction of travel for the Government to ensure that 

housing supply is boosted and small sites come forward for development. The 

Council's proposed threshold is inconsistent with this approach and is not 

justified.

intentionally left blank

This policy is supported by the SHMA 2014 and the Viability Study and provides flexibility for cases where viability may be an issue 

(open book viability assessment). The DCLG consultation is acknowledged. However, until any proposals are confirmed this policy is to 

remain unchanged to support the need for affordable housing across the borough. This will be reviewed as and when necessary to 

ensure conformity with national guidance.

No change N/A

CN2
Mr Patrick 

Sweeney
784406 1267 No No No

The respondent is advocating the allocation of land for additional development 

in North Waltham in order to meet the currently unmet need for additional 

housing for local people. In the process he is also promoting a site on the edge 

of the village which will cater for the development in question. In so doing he 

also stresses the need for policy CN2 to ensure that new development under 

that policy provides for lower density development, which makes considerable 

provision for open space, and avoids overly dense, urban style development.

N/A

This representation was partially considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 120). In response to the second 

part of the comment relating to density and design, the plan should be read as a whole and these matters are covered by other policies 

in the Plan, namely EM10 - Delivering High Quality Development and EM5 - Green Infrastructure.

No change N/A

CN2 Mr Peter Lord 787067 1242 No Yes No

Generally supports policy CN2. However, considers that the policy and 

supporting text should be amended to require the choice of exception site and 

the design of the scheme to be supported by the local community. The location 

of exception site should be identified through an assessment involving the local 

parish council and local residents to identify the best site in the village for 

affordable housing. The parish council and local residents should also be 

closely involved in agreeing the design of the affordable housing scheme to 

ensure it fits in with the surrounding buildings and countryside.

Amend Policy CN2 as follows: d) The development will be integrated into the 

existing community, (delete: where possible); and e) The site has the support of the 

local parish council and local community .

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 952). It is considered that paragraph 5.15 

addresses these matters  by reference to "The Council would expect such schemes to be developed in enagagement with the local 

community and with support from parish councils and the Rural Housing Enabler".

No change N/A

CN3
Miss Sarah 

Elliott

Homes and 

Communities 

Agency

786159 349 No Yes Yes

Welcome the changes proposed for increased housing numbers on the 

Manydown and Kennel Farm allocation sites. The HCA would like the Council to 

clarify that they also welcome private rented housing as well a homes for sale, 

within the local Plan. Policy CN3 makes no reference to delivery of private 

rented homes, which is encouraged under the NPPF.

intentionally left blank
Support noted. This representation was partially considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 580). However, 

further clarification has been made.

Paragraph 5.22 insert the following: "A 

mixed community requires a variety of 

housing, particularly in terms of tenure 

(including private rented housing) and price, 

to provide homes…"

Response to rep and to improve clarity 

CN3
Miss Sarah 

Elliott

Homes and 

Communities 

Agency

786159 530 No Yes Yes

The HCA would like the Council to clarify that they also welcome private rented 

housing as well a homes for sale, within the local Plan. Policy CN3 makes no 

reference to delivery of private rented homes, which is encouraged under the 

NPPF.

intentionally left blank
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 580). However, further clarification is 

suggested.

Paragraph 5.22 insert the following: "A 

mixed community requires a variety of 

housing, particularly in terms of tenure 

(including private rented housing) and price, 

to provide homes…"

Response to rep and to improve clarity 

CN3
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 700 Yes Don't Know No Regress to previous wording This policy was redrafted in response  to new evidence and the outcomes of the consultation, and  is considered sound. No change N/A

CN3
Mr John 

O'Donovan

De La Rue (c/o 

Turley 

Associates)

133019 1282 Yes Yes Yes Support the changes to Policy CN3. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

CN3
Basingstoke Golf 

Course
786517 1041 Yes Yes Yes Support changes. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

CN3
Miss Heather 

Allen

Croudace 

Strategic
786614 1067 Yes No No

Support in principle the amendment to bullet d) of CN3. However it is 

considered that footnote 9 should be amended
including for adaptable general needs housing for older people.

Comment noted. Footnote 8 is to clarify that appropriate dwellings should also be provided for older people such as bungalows and 

properties with smaller more manageable gardens in response to the ageing population. This is in addition to providing adaptable 

general need housing under criterion d)

No change N/A

CN3
Lucinda 

Blacker
847205 1214 Yes Yes Yes Support criteria c) of policy CN3. intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

CN4
Mrs. Maria 

Miller MP
121767 1006 Yes Yes Yes

The addition of policy CN4 is welcomed. The policy addresses the previous 

concerns in relation to making the borough more accessible to those who are 

disabled or have mobility impairments. This new policy addresses the point 

regarding physical access to housing, but the plan should still address the need 

to improve access to public and commercial buildings.

intentionally left blank
Support noted. With regards to improving access to public and commercial buildings, Policy EM10 addresses accessibility of all 

buildings as part of criterion a) and b) and supported by paragraph 6.82.
No change N/A
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CN4
Mr Andrew 

Morris

Bewley Homes 

(Baughurst 

Office)

461395 1377 Yes Yes No

Welcome the introduction of Policy CN4. However, due to the complex and 

varying needs of the elderly it may not be the case that such accommodation 

would be best located in the same place as general market housing. Also these 

types of facilities cannot command the same land values as market housing 

and therefore there is a risk that there will be a shortage of potential sites to 

meet this growing need. There is no acknowledgement that sites outside of 

settlement policy boundaries may be considered to meet identified need.

Amended to allow for small scale elderly and specialist accommodation on sites 

outside of SPBs where development is well related to existing built development to 

meet identified needs.

Comment noted. The policy is drafted to support schemes within and outside of the Settlement Policy Boundaries where a proposal 

meets the criteria of the policy. Provision on larger residential schemes will still have to meet the criteria in the policy which adequately 

covers the location being appropriate. This is clarified within the Policy.

Insert new text within the last paragraph of 

the policy 'Where there is evidence of an 

identified unmet need in the local areas, 

larger scale new residential developments 

should incorporate specially designed 

housing/specialist accommodation, in line 

with the above criteria, to meet the needs of 

older people and people with support 

needs'. 

Response to rep and to add clarification 

that the criteria within the policy apply to 

all proposals including those required as 

part of larger residential schemes to 

ensure suitable provision of such 

developments.

CN4
Miss Lucie 

Stone
753731 1374 Yes Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

CN4
Fogarty Group 

Ltd
786610 1268 Yes Yes No

Supports the principle of Policy CN4 subject to amendments. The Council's 

current wording does not go far enough so as to proactively plan for the needs 

of the elderly.

reworded to include new criterion " the location is appropriate to meet the needs of 

the ageing population; and".
Support noted. Criterion ii) of the Policy is considered adequate to ensure that the location of such developments is appropriate. No change N/A

CN4
Miss Heather 

Allen

Croudace 

Strategic
786614 1068 Yes No No

Support in principle the introduction of Policy CN4. However such an approach 

does not provide for suitable flexibility and may hinder the delivery of general 

market and affordable housing.

Amended to read "Where there is evidence of an identified unmet need in the local 

area, and where the evidence that the site represents a suitable location for such 

development , the Council will also encourage larger scale new residential 

developments should to incorporate specially designed housing/specialist 

accommodation to meet the needs of older people and people with support needs.

Support noted. The policy is considered to be flexibly drafted to support schemes within and outside of the Settlement Policy Boundaries 

where a proposal meets the criteria of the policy. Provision on larger residential schemes will still have to meet the criteria in the policy. 

This has been clarified within the Policy text. The policy requires schemes to incorportae an element of provision for older people, this 

could be in the form of retirement homes which hold the same value as market housing.

Insert "in line with the above criteria," last 

sentence as follows: Where there is 

evidence of an identified unmet need in the 

local areas, larger scale new residential 

developments should incorporate specially 

designed housing/specialist 

accommodation, in line with the above 

criteria, to meet the needs of older people 

and people with support needs.

Response to rep and to add clarification 

that the criteria within the policy apply to 

all proposals including those required as 

part of larger residential schemes to 

ensure suitable provision of such 

developments.

CN5
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 571 No Yes No

Allocation SS3.11 Basingstoke Golf Course is an inappropriate place for a 

provision for gypsies and travellers. It is furthest from all town facilities with 

inadequate public transport provision and a site adjacent to the proposed site 

(Peake Copse) failed as a site acceptable to the travellers for these reasons.

SS3.11 should be removed from this Policy

The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, travellers and travelling show people over the plan period. 

No sites have been promoted for such accommodation through the SHLAA. The inclusion of some gypsy, traveller and travelling show 

people accommodation within greenfield allocations enables future needs to be met (as per the GTAA and future updates) and 

complies with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). Therefore, this inclusion of the gypsy and traveller 

provision within the greenfield allocations is regarded as the most sustainable option when considered against the alternatives available. 

The Peak Copse site referred to was initially closed in 1996 and subsequently closed permanently in 2002 following a series of reviews 

by HCC. Providing the gypsy traveller provision as part of a wider site allocation (i.e. SS3.9, 3.10 and 3.11) will ensure that it is better 

integrated and more sustainable than the Peak Copse site. In addition, in relation to SS3.11 there is access to local facilities and 

services in the Beggarwood area and additional facilties will become available as part of the new development. 

No change N/A

CN5
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 277 No Yes No

B) A gypsy site was provided just off the M3 Junction 7 some years ago at 

great expense to the taxpayers, yet this site was not used and I believe still 

exists. Why therefore is it in the plan to provide a further 3 gypsy sites in 

Basingstoke?

Remove paragraph SS3.B from the plan

With regards to Peak Copse site, which was owned and managed by HCC, following a number of violent disturbances the county 

council decided to temporarily close the site in 1996 and permanently closed the site in 2002. HCC has no plans to re-open the site, and 

in 2010 it was earmarked to become a recycling centre. The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, 

travellers and travelling show people over the plan period. No sites have been promoted for use as Gypsy and Traveller accommodation 

through the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA). The inclusion of some gypsy, traveller and travelling show people 

accommodation within greenfield allocations will enable future needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and 

comply with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). 

No change N/A

CN5
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 289 No Yes No

B) A gypsy site was provided just off the M3 Junction 7 some years ago at 

great expense to the taxpayers, yet this site was not used and I believe still 

exists. Why therefore is it in the plan to provide a further 3 gypsy sites in 

Basingstoke?

Remove paragraph SS3.10.B from the plan

With regards to Peak Copse site, which was owned and managed by HCC, following a number of violent disturbances the county 

council decided to temporarily close the site in 1996 and permanently closed the site in 2002. HCC has no plans to re-open the site, and 

in 2010 it was earmarked to become a recycling centre. AThe Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, 

travellers and travelling show people over the plan period. No sites have been promoted for use as Gypsy and Traveller accommodation 

through the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA). The inclusion of some gypsy, traveller and travelling show people 

accommodation within greenfield allocations will enable future needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and 

comply with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). 

No change N/A

CN5
Ms Sarah 

Harder
843078 278 No Yes No

b) We have already provided a travellers site previously by the M3, it wasn't 

used, please share with us why you believe that this would not have the same 

outcome.

Can the previous failures be examined with a view to re-opening and making 

existing closed site sucessful?

With regards to Peak Copse site, which was owned and managed by HCC, following a number of violent disturbances the county 

council decided to temporarily close the site in 1996 and permanently closed the site in 2002. HCC has no plans to re-open the site, and 

in 2010 it was earmarked to become a recycling centre.  The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, 

travellers and travelling show people over the plan period. No sites have been promoted for use as Gypsy and Traveller accommodation 

through the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA). The inclusion of some gypsy, traveller and travelling show people 

accommodation within greenfield allocations will enable future needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and 

comply with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). 

No change N/A

CN5
Mr Rayond 

Knight
843187 465 Yes Yes No

The previous attempt to provide a gypsy location in the area has resulted in its 

closure.

The Council will: liaise with the Police to provide additional funding to policing 

services to ensure that previous unsuccessful initiatives to integrate gypsies etc. into 

the community are not repeated, and that all householders can feel safe and 

protected in their own homes, and that their properties will not be violated actively 

and closely monitor and support the integration of gypsies etc. into the community.

Providing gypsy and traveller provision as part of a wider site allocation (i.e. SS3.9, 3.10 and 3.11) will ensure that it is better integrated 

and more sustainable than the Peak Copse site was. In addition, in relation to SS3.11, there is access to local facilities and services in 

the Beggarwood area, which were not in existence at the time the Peak Copse site was operated. There will also be additional facilities 

as a result of the new development and through the ,masterplaning of the site there is the opportunity to properly integrate this provision 

with the remainder of the site. The additional stipulations requested would not be appropriate to include within Local Plan policy. 

No change N/A

CN5
Mrs Ann 

Knight
844015 479 No Yes No

The previous attempt to provide a gypsy location in the area has resulted in its 

closure.

The Council will: liaise with the Police to provide additional funding to policing 

services to ensure that previous unsuccessful initiatives to integrate gypsies etc. into 

the community are not repeated, and that all householders can feel safe and 

protected in their own homes, and that their properties will not be violated actively 

and closely monitor and support the integration of gypsies etc. into the community.

Providing gypsy and traveller provision as part of a wider site allocation (i.e. SS3.9, 3.10 and 3.11) will ensure that it is better integrated 

and more sustainable than the Peak Copse site was. In addition, in relation to SS3.11, there is access to local facilities and services in 

the Beggarwood area, which were not in existence at the time the Peak Copse site was operated. There will also be additional facilities 

as a result of the new development and through the, masterplaning of the site there is the opportunity to properly integrate this provision 

with the remainder of the site. The additional stipulations requested would not be appropriate to include within Local Plan policy. 

No change N/A

CN5
Mr Graham 

Smith

Test Valley 

Borough Council
625620 1044 Yes Yes Yes

The previous Test Valley Borough Council response, stating that the policy is 

sound, remains valid.
intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

CN5
Basingstoke Golf 

Course
786517 1042 No Yes No

The approach to G&T's is unsound due to evidence and no sites to meet 

current need. Should merge Policies CN3 and CN5 to ensure their needs are 

met including on smaller sites.

Allocate a piece of land in public ownership for immediate release to ensure that the 

current and short terms needs can be met. In the absence of a full OAN for the 

traveller community, it is difficult to make provisions in the plan. Suggest a policy 

that combines CN3 and CN5 into a single policy to ensure that a mix of housing is 

provided including the needs of the traveller commuity.

The policy identifies a number of greenfield housing allocations where an element of gypsy and traveller provision will need to be 

provided over the plan period. It is not considered necessary, therefore, to include a further specific allocation. The GTAA (2012) 

identifies that there is a need for 7 gypsy and traveller pitches up until 2017. As of  November 2013 two permissions had been granted 

for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation since the publication of the GTTA, resulting in an unmet need of five pitches up to 2017.  

Applications for sites will be  determined against the 7 criteria set out in the policy.  The GTAA is due to be updated to assess whether 

needs have changed and provide projections further forward over the local plan period.

No change N/A

CN5
Mr Steven 

Quayle
846961 1149 Don't Know No

If there is a requirement in the future as set out in Policy CN5 to provide 

traveller accommodation then the existing but redundant site off the A30/M3 is 

the obvious place to fulfil this (or in part) as the suitability of the location has 

already been through a protracted planning process in the past.

intentionally left blank

With regards to Peak Copse site, which was owned and managed by HCC, following a number of violent disturbances the county 

council decided to temporarily close the site in 1996 and permanently closed the site in 2002. HCC has no plans to re-open the site, and 

in 2010 it was earmarked to become a recycling centre. The Council needs to demonstrate the ability to meet the needs of gypsies, 

travellers and travelling show people over the plan period. No sites have been promoted for use as Gypsy and Traveller accommodation 

through the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA). The inclusion of some gypsy, traveller and travelling show people 

accommodation within greenfield allocations will enable future needs to be met (as identified in the GTAA and future updates) and 

comply with Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (specifically paragraphs 9b and 11). 

No change N/A

5.44
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 842 Yes Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

CN6
Mrs Caroline 

Statham
839418 42 No Don't Know No

My belief is that this plan is not sound, and possibly not legal. The proposals for 

the surrounding infrastructure is too vague to be relied on, and doesn‟t mention 

specifically the presence of Saxon Wood School on the opposite side of the 

A339. Changes to road layout don‟t show an effect on the school, but it is not 

entirely clear what this will ultimately entail. The school website states that the 

children catered for have a range of medical needs, and I would guess that this 

is why the location near to the District Hospital has been preferred for the years 

the school has been operational, as allowing children to be taken into hospital 

quickly if necessary. The school provides a number of developmental activities 

for children with severe conditions such as cerebral palsy, and I know having 

visited it a number of times that it has a very pleasant atmosphere and 

environment, along with dedicated staff. 

n/a

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County as the Local Education Authority), in support of 

the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be 

delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.45, 5.48 and 5.49 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where 

a specific requirement for a school has been identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. The Manydown 

site (SS3.10) will be informed through the preparation of a masterplan. Development proposals on the site will need to accord the Local 

Plan as a whole including CN9 (Transport) and EM12 (Pollution). 

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Alex 

Shepherd
839552 49 No Yes No

I fully support the requirement that "New infrastructure should be provided prior 

to occupation of the development". It is essential that this policy is adhered to. 

This must include adequate provision for primary school places in proposed 

sites.

Amend the policy so the new infrastructure is essential. Provide clarity over how 

sufficient primary school places will be provided, which can be reached using 

sustainable transport.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as the Local Education Authority) in 

support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these 

items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be 

secured. Where a specific requirement for a primary school has been identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation 

policy.  In bringing forward new or expanded schools, it may be necessary to review school catchments to ensure that these remain 

relevant to the surrounding areas, taking into account the location of new development.  Essential infrastructure is defined as that which 

is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access) without which development cannot 

function. Necessary infrastructure is that, which provision can be phased to meet the needs of development such as schools and health.  

No change. N/A

CN6
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 56 No Yes No

I fully support from requirement that new infrastructure should be provided prior 

to occupation of the development.  It is essential that this policy is adhered to.
It is essential that this policy is adhered to. Support noted N/A N/A
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CN6
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 78 Yes Yes No

The respondent is concerned about the lack of evidence and guarantee that the 

required infrastructure would be funded and provided prior to any occupation of 

the new development. In addition, the respondent states that there have 

previously been problems in the borough when it comes to delivering the 

infrastructure required for new development.

1. Provide a unrefutable assurance and commitment that ALL infrastructure will be 

fully financed and provided before any occupation of any development. Save the 

people of this town being forced more and more into additional unsustained traffic 

journeys because of the lack of provision of instructor promised in the original plans 

approved.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as the Highways Authority) in support of 

the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to 

be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. 

Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. The 

policy already states that new infrastructure should be provided prior to the occupation of the development of relevant phases for which 

it is needed.  In general terms, it is proposed to use a combination of s106 and CIL to provide funding for infrastructure.  However, it is 

acknowledged that this will not fill the 'funding gap' and it will therefore be necessary to utilise other sources, such as the LEP, as per the 

recent funding announcement to improve a number of key junctions in and around Basingstoke.

No change. N/A

CN6
Mrs Vanessa 

Watson
637087 160 No Yes No

The changes to infrastructure(e.g. Road improvements, new schools, doctors 

and dentists, sewerage improvements) need to be made prior to these 

developments being built not afterwards when the money has run out.

The changes to infrastructure(e.g. Road improvements, new schools, doctors and 

dentists, sewerage improvements) need to be made prior to these developments 

being built not afterwards when the money has run out.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been identified, 

this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. The Policy already states that new infrastructure should be provided prior 

to the occupation of the development or relevant phases for which it is needed.  

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 572 Yes Yes No

The CIL level proposed in the Plan is set too low. It fails to fulfil the statement in 

this Policy that it will be " the primary mechanism to secure the necessary 

financial or equivalent contribution".

If CIL is to be the "primary mechanism" as stated in this Policy it will have to be set 

much higher for selected developments that require more substantial infrastructure 

costs. The CIL level for SS3.11 (Basingstoke Golf Course) which, by its location, is 

more similar to Zone 3 (rest of the Borough) locations should be set at £160 per 

sqm in recognition of its likely higher residual land value and the excessive 

infrastructure costs. This site will be more analogous with a market town extension, 

being so far from Basingstoke town and extending into the open countryside. The 

Evidence Base of the Viability Study, at Page 111 (Case Studies), shows a residual 

value for market town extensions of £282,728 as opposed to £134,612 for an urban 

extension of 1,000 dwellings. This gives a theoretical maximum CIL rate of £200 as 

opposed to only £124 for an urban extension. This shows that there is scope for 

moving the Golf Course from Zone 2 to Zone 3 in respect of its expected residual 

value and CIL rate. Alternatively, as we believe is more appropriate, the low CIL 

level proposed for this site and its inadequacy in funding the infrastructure costs 

reflects the fact that the Golf Course site is unsustainable, and should be removed 

from the Plan.

A key purpose of the IDP, which accompanies the Local Plan, is to set out the likely future costs of infrastructure in order to justify the 

requirement for a future Community Infrastructure Levy charge.  As such, the examiner will need to be sure that there is 'funding gap' in 

the borough, in order to justify the introduction of CIL.  In calculating viability for the golf course, and other sites, account has been taken 

of all of the costs of bringing a site forward, in addition to the likely sales values associated with such sites in order to gain a 

comprehensive understanding.  In so doing, consideration has been given to a range of dwelling values across a number of different 

sites in and around Basingstoke and the rest of the Borough, reflecting future sale prices.  Accordingly, it is considered that the 

approach taken to date in terms of zoning for the borough's CIL is appropriate. In respect of the identification of the golf course site for 

development, the Council has been through a detailed process of site assessment in order to consider all of the opportunities and issues 

associated with each site.

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 220 No Yes No

There is no clear commitment to the provision of infrastructure before 

construction commences. At Manydown, space has been allocated for schools, 

but this was also the case at Beggarwood, where no school was built - resulting 

in massive over-demand for places locally. Traffic impact assessments for 

developments such as the Golf Course would appear to wildly optimistic. The 

Plan indicates a need for around £150M of required spending on infrastructure, 

but no source of funding for this has yet been identified. If construction is 

allowed to proceed without these important points being addressed, the 

problems already being felt in southwest Basingstoke due to infrastructure 

underfunding - schools, road congestion, drainage, etc - will only get worse, 

blighting the lives of local residents for the foreseeable future.

The Council MUST commit to fund infrastructure to the appropriate levels, 

BEFORE construction is allowed to go ahead. Also, the work to improve the 

infrastructure must proceed in step with development - not after it, or not at all, as 

has frequently been the case to date. Only those developments which can clearly 

be shown to be appropriately supported by FUNDED infrastructure improvements 

should be allowed to proceed.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific requirement for a primary school has been 

identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. Section 6 (Delivery and Funding) of the IDP indicates a 

number of funding streams, in addition to S106 obligations and CIL), that could potentially be used to fund some of the infrastructure 

requirements.  It should be noted that the Governments CIL guidance recognises in paragraph 14 that '...there will be uncertainty in pin 

pointing other infrastructure funding sources, particularly beyond the short-term.' In general terms, it is proposed to use a combination of 

s106 and CIL to provide funding for infrastructure.  However, it is acknowledged that this will not fill the 'funding gap' and it will therefore 

be necessary to utilise other sources, such as the LEP, as per the recent funding announcement to improve a number of key junctions in 

and around Basingstoke.

No change. N/A

CN6
Mrs Sheila 

Putt Deacon
843018 223 No Don't Know No

Present infrastructure i.e. roads, drainage, sewage treatment, schools and 

health care would not support this proposed massive increase in housing.

Firm commitment must be given to increase all the above before any planning 

permission is granted.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been identified, 

this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. It will be necessary for the landowners to work in partnership with the 

Borough Council aand service providers to ensure the provision of infrastructure to meet needs.

No change. N/A

CN6 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 230 No Yes No

I totally support the statement that “New infrastructure should be provided prior 

to occupation of the development”. This is an essential part of the policy, and 

sufficient funds should be allocated now and available in full, taking into account 

inflation and over-run. Basingstoke Hospital, local GP surgeries and NHS 

Dentists are already at full capacity.

The local plan should declare that full funding is available, declare the source, that 

there are no shortfalls, and how inflation and over-run will be avoided.

Support noted. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs 

associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 

and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has 

been identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. In general terms, it is proposed to use a combination of 

s106 and CIL to provide funding for infrastructure.  However, it is acknowledged that this will not fill the 'funding gap' and it will therefore 

be necessary to utilise other sources, such as the LEP, as per the recent funding announcement to improve a number of key junctions in 

and around Basingstoke.

No change. N/A

CN6 Mr Peter Kelly 843064 263 No Yes No

There is ample evidence that essential infrastructure has either not followed 

developments or at best has been completed long after occupation.  I therefore 

fully support the requirement that "New infrastructure should be provided prior 

to occupation of the development" However it is essential that this Policy is 

adhered to.

Ensure that this Policy is fully implemented Support noted N/A N/A

CN6
Mrs Fiona 

Packer
843086 329 Yes Yes No

No development should be allowed to take place in ANY of the proposed sites 

in the plan, until funding and appropriate plans mandating the building 

contractors are submitted in relation to new infrastructure, the most important of 

these being schools, doctors and dentists.

Building contractors for the South West, should have as part of the legal contract 

with the council that if they do not provide this infrastructure up front the council can 

take legal action on them a) for not adhering to the contract and the fact the local 

area has not had the provision needed and b) for the appropriate costs it would take 

to build these facilities after. Two of our local secondary schools are almost outside 

their own catchment areas, due to massive new construction to the west - 

something which is set to get much worse. In other parts of the Town, children go to 

17 different primary schools because no provision was made - just as no schools 

provision has been made for the 310 dwellings on Kennel Farm. We want to see 

firm commitment to schools, Doctor surgery's and other infrastructure BEFORE 

development is allowed to start.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as the Local Education Authority) in 

support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these 

items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be 

secured. Where a specific requirement for a primary school, health facility etc has been identified, this has been included within the 

relevant site allocation policy. In general terms, it is proposed to use a combination of s106 and CIL to provide funding for infrastructure, 

and this will be provided is likely to occur in a phased manner, in order to ensure that it is available to residents at an appropriate stage.

No change. N/A

CN6 Mrs Kinahan 843186 310 No Yes No

There is no mention of the provision of new schools, doctor‟s surgeries, dentists 

etc.  It's hard enough getting an appointment at the doctors with the current 

housing population.  Services at the hospital are also under strain, so I can't 

imagine what it will be like with an additional 14,000 new homes kin the 

town. Schools are a real concern.  We know that developers must make a 

provision for this, but we do not want to see what they did in Fleet where they 

provided a bus service to ferry children to schools in the next town, rather than 

funding the building of new ones in the local area.

New infrastructure should be provided prior to occupation of the development. It is 

essential that this Policy is adhered to.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been identified, 

this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. It must, however, be acknowledged that on larger sites, development will 

be phased, and that it may not be feasible to provide a new school for the completion of the first dwelling on the site, but that this will 

occur in line with the 'need' for the new school, as advised by the Local Education Authority.

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 452 No Yes No

The Plan reflects a requirement that New infrastructure should be provided prior 

to occupation of the development•. It is essential that this Policy is adhered to, 

as there have previously been problems with providing the necessary 

infrastructure when delivering large scale development in Basingstoke.

It is insufficient to set aside land for schools at Manydown. A firm commitment 

MUST be given before construction starts to build the schools, and this must be 

carried out so that places are available in line with occupancy, not many years later.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as the Local Education Authority) in 

support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these 

items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be 

secured. Where a specific requirement for a primary school has been identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation 

policy. 

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 453 Yes Yes No

The requirement in the Plan that New infrastructure should be provided prior to 

occupation of the development• could not be stressed strongly enough. The 

transport infrastructure in the southwest is already under considerable pressure. 

The need to transport sewage to the east will be a risky undertaking. More 

detail needs to be provided on the new sewage infrastructure and how it will be 

funded. The river Loddon will also not be able to cope with additional sewage, 

further undermining its water quality. There is a hole in the infrastructure budget 

of around £130M, with no indication of how this hole will be plugged.

Firm commitments MUST be made to full and appropriate infrastructure prior to any 

housing allocation. If the budget cannot be found to provide the necessary 

infrastructure, housing dependent on that infrastructure must not be allowed to go 

ahead. The housing allocations to the west and southwest need to be reconsidered 

urgently in the light of likely substantial infrastructure shortfall. Transport 

improvements to (for example) the A30, mentioned in the Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan, cannot simply be stated as Necessary; most of these have been ˜necessary" 

for many years. If any construction is allowed to go ahead in the southwest, these 

improvements will become ˜Essential", and the Plan must reflect this.

The site allocations have been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is 

considered to be a suitable location for housing.  Water quality was recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and 

given due consideration through the site assesment process. Sewage matters are covered by criteria in the relevant site allocation  

policy. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated 

with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of 

the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific requirement for a primary school has been 

identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. Section 6 (Delivery and Funding) of the IDP indicates a 

number of funding streams, in addition to S106 obligations and CIL), that could potentially be used to fund some of the infrastructure 

requirements.  It should be noted that the Governments CIL guidance recognises in paragraph 14 that '...there will be uncertainty in pin 

pointing other infrastructure funding sources, particularly beyond the short-term.' In terms of the Infrastructure Delivery Plan, this takes a 

consistent approach to the transport, in setting out that this is 'necessary', ie that which will need to be provided alongside the new 

development, including new upgrades to the highway network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that 

which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local transport infrastructure (ie access), without which development 

cannot function.

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 523 No Yes No

There must be firm, committed plans in place for schools, transportation 

systems, employment developments, amenities, etc, before occupation should 

take place. Previous developments within Basingstoke have already suffered at 

the hands of verbal statements, i.e. the planned provision for the Beggarwood 

development to have a school, which has not materialised. Our schools are 

already over-subscribed and close to being outside their own catchment areas, 

our transportation systems are already heavily congested and yet the plans do 

not properly address the infrastructure required to support the overall proposals.

CN6 - Infrastructure I fully support the requirement that  New infrastructure should 

be provided PRIOR to occupation of the development. Without this we will continue 

to see repeats of previous promises. There must be firm, committed plans in place 

for schools, transportation systems, employment developments, amenities, etc, 

before occupation should take place. Previous developments within Basingstoke 

have already suffered at the hands of verbal statements, i.e. the planned provision 

for the Beggarwood development to have a school, which has not materialised. Our 

schools are already over-subscribed and close to being outside their own catchment 

areas, our transportation systems are already heavily congested and yet the plans 

do not properly address the infrastructure required to support the overall proposals.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County as the Local Education Authority), in support of 

the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be 

delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.45, 5.48 and 5.49 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where 

a specific requirement for a school has been identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy.  It must, however, 

be acknowledged that on larger sites, development will be phased, and that it may not be feasible to provide a new school for the 

completion of the first dwelling on the site, but that this will occur in line with the 'need' for the new school, as advised by the Local 

Education Authority.

No change. N/A 

CN6
Mrs Lorna 

Rigler
836836 414 No Don't Know No

We fully support the requirement that “New infrastructure should be provided 

prior to occupation of the development”. It is essential that this Policy is adhered 

to

Further work on the travel from housing areas to work areas needs to be done

Support noted. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been undertaken to assess the 

impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are required. In addiition, each of the site specific 

policies includes a requirement to ensure access to the site by a range of modes of transport, including non-car modes, and that 

connections are available to existing networks.

No change. N/A 
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CN6
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 437 No Yes No

Oakley's infrastructure is already over stretched and the provisions under Policy 

CN6 - Infrastructure are inadequate to deal with the impact of future 

developments. Our primary schools are already over- subscribed and the Local 

Plan fails to acknowledge the shortage of places in the south west. The Local 

Plan fails to compel developers to provide sufficient money for new schools, 

health services etc under the above policy, and instead merely seeks to recover 

"contributions towards infrastructure provision".

The above policy should be rewritten to cover the above concerns.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Oakley and Deane Parish is a designated Neighbourhood Area 

and the local community are actively moving forward with preparing the Neighbourhood Plan. Further policy in infrastructure provision 

could be included in the Neighbourhood Plan. In general terms, it is proposed to use a combination of s106 and CIL to provide funding 

for infrastructure, and this will be provided is likely to occur in a phased manner, in order to ensure that it is available to residents at an 

appropriate stage.

No change. N/A

CN6 Mr J Morrow 840527 415 Yes Yes No

The Plan lacks clarity in relation to new infrastructure provision, in particular how 

transport and sewage infrastructure improvements will be funded. Infrastructure 

improvements in relation to these two issues will be vital in order to ensure that 

the impacts of the new development are acceptable.

Road and sewage infrastructure should be improved ahead of any further house 

building.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as Highways Authority and the water 

companies) in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and 

when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how 

infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been identified, this has been included within the relevant 

site allocation policy. 

No change. N/A

CN6
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 485 No Yes No

Infrastructure to be provided at a rate and scale to meet the needs as they arise 

from that development, this is not adequate. As per paragraph 1.22, existing 

infrastructure has not kept pace with the level of growth that has occurred. Past 

experience has therefore shown that needs as arising from development have 

not been met. A different approach and up front commitment is therefore 

needed. A large scale upgrading of infrastructure needs to be implemented 

before considered any greenfield development.

Implement or commit funds and resources to infrastructure upgrading before 

greenfield development.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers  in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been identified, 

this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. It must, however, be acknowledged that on larger sites, development will 

be phased, and that it may not be feasible to provide a new school for the completion of the first dwelling on the site, but that this will 

occur in line with the 'need' for the new school, as advised by the Local Education Authority.

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Rayond 

Knight
843187 468 No Yes

It does not mandate that new infrastructure is installed before the occupation of 

the development and hence occupation could occur without the necessary 

infrastructure being in place

The Council must amend the Plan by: the new infrastructure must be installed prior 

to occupation / phase of the development.

No change is required as paragraph 5 of policy CN6 states "New Infrastructure should be provided prior to occupation of the 

development, or in the larger schemes, prior to the occupation of the phase of the development for which it is needed." 
No change. N/A

CN6
Mrs Elizabeth 

Burnes
843523 503 Yes Yes No

The emerging Local Plan states that: New infrastructure should be provided 

prior to occupation of the development•. This is worthy of full support, though 

˜should" needs to be changed to ˜must". There must also be easy access to 

sources of local employment if the problem of traffic congestion is to be kept 

under control. The most efficient and cost effective way to achieve this aim is to 

site as much future development as possible close to existing facilities, i.e. 

closer to the town centre. The allocations proposed in the south and south-west 

are not sustainably located.

The Draft Local Plan needs to be amended to state that: New infrastructure MUST 

be provided prior to occupation of the development•; otherwise the quality of life of 

residents will be substantially eroded.  To make this affordable, the bulk of new 

housing should be sited closer to the town centre, sewage processing and other 

facilities, rather than on unsustainable sites (such as those in the west and south 

west) where infrastructure investment would be unfeasibly high.

In line with paragraph 177 of the NPPF the council will ensure there is reasonable prospect that planned infrastructure is deliverable in a 

timely fashion. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs 

associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 

and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. The allocated sites have been included as part of 

the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are considered to be suitable locations for housing.  

Improvements to local infrastructure are outlined in the criteria of each site allocation policy and are also supported by the council's IDP. 

No change. N/A

CN6
Mrs Esme 

Smith
843686 427 No Yes No

There is little/no infrastructure to support new development in the west of 

Basingstoke. We have very few schools, transport or jobs to support this 

number of houses being built in this area. A vast number of people who live in 

Basingstoke already commute to London. This will worsen if we increase the 

number of houses using Basingstoke/Overton stations building out to the West. 

In addition the schools are getting to be out of their own catchment areas and 

we have few school places available within a reasonable distance of peoples 

homes. When pupils are allocated schools which are too far to walk there is 

rarely a convenient or local bus service to provide transport to the schools. In 

addition, NHS facilities are at full capacity and waiting lists for appointments are 

in excess of 1 week for most surgeries in the Western area. We do not have 

capacity to support new houses.

If houses are to be built the correct infrastructure needs to be in place to do so. We 

need sustainable transport, schools, doctors surgeries, waste facilities, etc. These 

need to be a part of the plan itself to be built at the same time as the houses are 

erected and not promised at the time of plan approval and then never actually built.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. The allocated sites have been included as part of the most 

sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are considered to be suitable locations for housing.  Improvements to 

local infrastructure are outlined in the criteria of each site allocation policy and are also supported by the council's IDP. 

No change. N/A

CN6
Mrs Ann 

Knight
844015 480 No Yes No

it does not mandate that new infrastructure is installed before the occupation of 

the development and hence occupation could occur without the necessary 

infrastructure being in place

The Council must amend the Plan by: providing the new infrastructure prior to 

occupation / phase of the development.

No change is required as paragraph 5 of policy CN6 states "New Infrastructure should be provided prior to occupation of the 

development, or in the larger schemes, prior to the occupation of the phase of the development for which it is needed." 
No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Martin 

French
844126 548 No Don't Know No

Kempshott Junior & Infant schools and the daily school run is an absolute 

nightmare currently if you live anywhere close to the schools. I do have a boy 

who attends the Infant school so understand the  daily issue of getting of the 

school run. With no schools currently planned to cater for how many more 

thousands of houses, where will all these children go. It is stated that local 

sustainable modes of transport should be used. This is honestly a ridiculous 

suggestion as any buses which commute in and around the area are so poorly 

run currently, any further traffic would mean it would be quicker to walk 1 - 2 

miles each day rather than get the bus to the local schools.

Simply more schools which were promised in previous housing developments 

should be implemented. This should not be just an action but a demand prior to any 

new housing developments being allowed to commence.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County Council as the Local Education Authority) in 

support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these 

items are to be delivered and funded. Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure should be provided prior to occupation of the 

development, or in larger schemes, prior to the occupation of the phase of the development for which it is needed. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 

and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific requirement for a  school has 

been identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. 

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 702 No Don't Know No

The development of Basingstoke has not been matched by the level of 

infrastructure provision. The promises which have been made in the past for 

improved infrastructure delivery have not been met. It is vital that this time the 

infrastructure necessary to support the new development is provided.

intentionally left blank

Policy CN6 requires new development to provide and contribute towards the provision of infrastructure. The IDP, prepared in 

consultation with service providers  in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, 

together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide 

information on how infrastructure will be secured. It must, however, be acknowledged that on larger sites, development will be phased, 

and that it may not be feasible to provide a new school for the completion of the first dwelling on the site, but that this will occur in line 

with the 'need' for the new school, as advised by the Local Education Authority.

No change. N/A

CN6 Mr S Kansal 842775 728 No Yes No

The construction of infrastructure to support additional residents and housing - 

Roads, School, Sewerage, Doctor Surgery should precede the development. 

The SouthWest Basingstoke already is inconvenient for all meaningful purposes 

to access the town, additional housing, without infrastructure in place will make 

life miserable for all in decades to come.

The construction of infrastructure to support additional residents and housing - 

Roads, School, Sewerage, Doctor Surgery should PRECEDE the development. 

The SouthWest Basingstoke already is inconvenient for all meaningful purposes to 

access the town, additional housing, without infrastructure in place will make life 

miserable for all in decades to come.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. The allocated sites have been included as part of the most 

sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are considered to be suitable locations for housing.  Improvements to 

local infrastructure are outlined in the criteria of each site allocation policy and are also supported by the council's IDP. It must, however, 

be acknowledged that on larger sites, development will be phased, and that it may not be feasible to provide a new school for the 

completion of the first dwelling on the site, but that this will occur in line with the 'need' for the new school, as advised by the Local 

Education Authority.

No change. N/A

CN6 Mr S Kansal 842775 729 No Yes No

The construction of infrastructure to support additional residents and housing - 

Roads, School, Sewerage, Doctor Surgery should precede the development. 

The South West Basingstoke already is inconvenient for all meaningful 

purposes to access the town, additional housing, without infrastructure in place 

will make life miserable for all in decades to come.

The construction of infrastructure to support additional residents and housing - 

Roads, School, Sewerage, Doctor Surgery should PRECEDE the development. 

The SouthWest Basingstoke already is inconvenient for all meaningful purposes to 

access the town, additional housing, without infrastructure in place will make life 

miserable for all in decades to come.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. The allocated sites have been included as part of the most 

sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are considered to be suitable locations for housing.  Improvements to 

local infrastructure are outlined in the criteria of each site allocation policy and are also supported by the council's IDP. It must, however, 

be acknowledged that on larger sites, development will be phased, and that it may not be feasible to provide a new school for the 

completion of the first dwelling on the site, but that this will occur in line with the 'need' for the new school, as advised by the Local 

Education Authority.

No change. N/A

CN6
Mrs Anousjka 

Selders
843638 745 No Yes No

The requirement that is mentioned in the plan that “New infrastructure should be 

provided prior to occupation of the development” is essential and I firmly believe 

that infrastructure should be in place before housing is built. I would like to see 

that the council carry out their commitment to new infrastructure and do not 

leave it as an afterthought. All too often new housing is built but the amenities 

like schools and shops are 5-10 years behind!

intentionally left blank

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. It should be noted that the policy already requires the provision of 

infrastructure up-front.  However, it should also  be acknowledged that on larger sites, development will be phased, and that it may not 

be feasible to provide a new school for the completion of the first dwelling on the site, but that this will occur in line with the 'need' for the 

new school, as advised by the Local Education Authority.

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Matthew 

Burt
844225 630 No Yes No

The plan's statement that "New infrastructure should be provided prior to 

occupation of the development" is essential to the long-term health of 

Basingstoke as an attractive place to work and live.

Amend the policy so the new infrastructure is essential.

In line with paragraph 177 of the NPPF the council will ensure there is reasonable prospect that planned infrastructure is deliverable in a 

timely fashion. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs 

associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. 

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 720 No Yes

The parish council considers that it is essential that the Policy that "New 

infrastructure should be provided prior to occupation of the development". is 

monitored and enforced.

Change to Implementation and Monitoring In the event that a developer ceases 

trading without providing the required infrastructure measures should be put in place 

to ensure that any new developer completes the infrastructure prior to occupation. 

Any proposed change to required infrastructure should be subject to advertisement 

and consultation with there relevant parish council.

Section 106 agreements, where used, run with the land, and it is therefore necessary for developers to ensure that infrastructure 

required by that agreement is in place at the appropriate time. This needs to take a realistic approach to the delivery of infrastructure, 

such that an entire new school is built when there are no homes completed.  It is therefore commonplace to incorporate triggers within 

the agreement to ensure delivery when it is required.  The Borough Council has the ability to take action in the event that an agreement 

is not complied with.  Where it is proposed to use CIL to provide infrastructure, the onus is placed on the Borough Council (together with 

the County Council) to ensure that infrastructure is provided in a timely manner. This will need to take into account the availability of 

funding, in addition to the rate and scale of development.  

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr David 

Stelling
844256 682 No No No

The requirement that "New infrastructure should be provided prior to the 

occupation of the development" is very welcome. This is a pious hope. The 

local council has been very ineffective in holding developers to account.

intentionally left blank Support is noted. No change. N/A

CN6
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 709 No Yes No

Whilst the plan allows/requires new infrastructure to be in place, this needs to 

be prior to occupation of the development. There is local precedent that if this 

does not happen prior to occupation it will not happen at all. Past behaviour 

being the best indicator of future behaviour, it is therefore likely that this 

development will have insufficient infrastructure put in place which will adversely 

impact both new and existing residents of the South-West side of Basingstoke

Fund, plan and publish improvements to infrastructure, such as roads, schools, 

community based buildings etc. prior to approval of the development.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Policy CN6 states that new infrastructure 

should be provided prior to occupation of the development, or in larger schemes, prior to the occupation of the phase of the 

development for which it is needed. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be 

secured. The allocated sites have been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and 

are considered to be suitable locations for housing. Where a specific requirement for a  school has been identified, this has been 

included within the relevant site allocation policy. 

No change. N/A

CN6
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 947 Yes Don't Know Yes

Policy is sound but despite many representations across the Borough there is 

still no firm commitment in the Plan for required infrastructure changes to be in 

place before new housing is occupied. Time and time again developers have 

delayed or failed to deliver vital infrastructure.

Policy should be paramount and it should be a condition before approval of 

developers plans. The Council must enforce this policy rigorously.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific infrastructure requirement  has been identified, 

this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. 

No change. N/A
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CN6
Mrs Gillian 

Lincoln
840416 1222 Yes Yes No

CN6 Infrastructure. It is essential that new infrastructure should be provided 

prior to occupation of a development i.e. adequate schools, sewage and waste 

water arrangements etc.

SS1 Scale and Distribution of New Housing. Distribution of housing should be 

increased where there are the biggest concentration of employment sites. SS3 

Greenfield Site Allocations. Attention to the Borough's water environment should be 

an essential requirements for any new development. SS3.10 Manydown. The threat 

of a road across Old Down should be removed immediately, it is an asset to both 

the public and the Borough.  Local Nature Reserve status should be granted 

immediately. SS3.11 Basingstoke Golf Course This site should be removed from 

the plan until there is a positive plan as to where and when a new course would be 

built. CN6 Infrastructure.  Important plans should be included in the Plan regarding 

this.

Paragraph 5 of policy CN6 states "New Infrastructure should be provided prior to occupation of the development, or in the larger 

schemes, prior to the occupation of the phase of the development for which it is needed." The allocated sites have been included as 

part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are considered to be suitable locations for housing. 

Where a specific infrastructure has been identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. Water quality was 

recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and given due consideration through the site assessment process. 

Development proposals will need to accord with policies EM6 (Water Quality) and EM7 (Managing Flood Risk). Whilst the council 

supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature reserve, that designation will not be pursued until the Council know the 

likely future requirement on the site. This includes in the long term the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 

to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential 

access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. 

No change. N/A

CN6 Mrs Kay Bird 844970 820 No Yes Yes Support the policy intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6 Mr John Bird 844972 821 No Yes Yes Support the policy intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6
Katherine 

Phillips
844975 822 No Yes Yes Support the policy intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6 Andrew Bird 844976 823 No Yes Yes Support the policy intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6 David Phillips 844979 824 No Yes Yes Support the policy intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6 Judith Bird 844981 825 No Yes Yes Support the policy intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6 Mrs A Penrice 844982 826 No Yes Yes Support the policy intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 1382 Yes Yes No

The requirement in the Plan that New infrastructure should be provided prior to 

occupation of the development• could not be stressed strongly enough. The 

transport infrastructure in the southwest is already under considerable pressure. 

The need to transport sewage to the east will be a risky undertaking. More 

detail needs to be provided on the new sewage infrastructure and how it will be 

funded. The river Loddon will also not be able to cope with additional sewage, 

further undermining its water quality. There is a hole in the infrastructure budget 

of around £130M, with no indication of how this hole will be plugged.

Firm commitments MUST be made to full and appropriate infrastructure prior to any 

housing allocation. If the budget cannot be found to provide the necessary 

infrastructure, housing dependent on that infrastructure must not be allowed to go 

ahead. The housing allocations to the west and southwest need to be reconsidered 

urgently in the light of likely substantial infrastructure shortfall. Transport 

improvements to (for example) the A30, mentioned in the Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan, cannot simply be stated as "Necessary"; most of these have been ˜necessary" 

for many years. If any construction is allowed to go ahead in the southwest, these 

improvements will become ˜Essential", and the Plan must reflect this.

The site allocations have been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is 

considered to be a suitable location for housing.  Water quality was recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and 

given due consideration through the site assessment process. Sewage matters are covered by criteria in the relevant site allocation  

policy. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated 

with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of 

the Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific requirement for a primary school has been 

identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. Section 6 (Delivery and Funding) of the IDP indicates a 

number of funding streams, in addition to S106 obligations and CIL), that could potentially be used to fund some of the infrastructure 

requirements.  It should be noted that the Governments CIL guidance recognises in paragraph 14 that '...there will be uncertainty in pin 

pointing other infrastructure funding sources, particularly beyond the short-term.' 

No change. N/A

CN6
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1410 No Yes Yes

Enterprise M3 welcomes Policy CN6 Infrastructure, and remains committed to 

continued work with Council to ensure that the programme of infrastructure 

provision for the Borough extends beyond the Plan period and takes account of 

road, rail and broadband links across adjoining local authority boundaries to 

secure long term resilience in the area economy.

intentionally left blank Support and commitment to continue to work with the Council is noted. N/A N/A

CN6
Mr Stewart 

Dunn

Hampshire 

Chamber of 

Commerce

785867 1302 No Yes Yes

The Chamber continues to support the requirement for new development to 

demonstrate that existing or planned infrastructure (including ICT infrastructure 

to support economic development) is sufficient as required by draft Policy CN6. 

This approach is fundamental to ensure that improvements in business 

infrastructure are secured to meet needs and keep up with technological 

advances, particularly in respect of coverage of high performance fibre optic 

broadband and mobile coverage.

intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6
Mr Terence 

Bailey
842138 1146 No Don't Know Yes

Respondent fully supports the requirement that New infrastructure should be 

provided prior to occupation of the development. It is essential that this Policy is 

adhered to.

intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN6
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1351 Yes Yes No

It is self evident that New infrastructure should be provided prior to occupation 

of the development as stated in the plan. It is essential that this Policy is kept.

Build more houses to the North and East of the town instead of to the South and 

West.

Comment noted. Regarding the comment about more housing to the North and East, the allocated sites have been included as part of 

the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are considered to be suitable locations for housing.
N/A N/A

CN6
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1205 No Don't Know Yes

It is self evident that new infrastructure should be provided prior to occupation of 

the development as stated in the plan. It is essential that this policy is kept.
intentionally left blank Comment noted. N/A N/A

CN6
Mrs Deborah 

Bennett
841454 1236 Yes Yes No

More attention needs to be paid to the provision of improved infrastructure. The 

schools in Basingstoke are already full, whilst the roads are also currently are 

full capacity. The sewage infrastructure is also full, with the result that homes 

are being flooded. The council should be focusing on improving the existing 

infrastructure rather than providing new development which will only add to the 

existing pressures.

CN6, infrastructure needs to be considered more carefully.  Schools are FULL in 

Basingstoke.  I have a three year old who is unlikely to get a place at the school I 

would like him to attend in fifteen months time.  Some people are being sent as far 

as Stockbridge for infant school from Basingstoke! Roads are FULL.  The same 

main road into town has not changed since I lived here in the 1980s when hatch 

warren did not even exist. Greenfield sites  should not be used until all other land is 

used that has already been wasted. There are many factories, offices unused.  

Look at the burnt out factory and office block opposite the unused Wella building. A 

lot of land there...allot of houses with walking access to shops and town. Protect 

leisure spaces for future generations eg Old down, Manydown and the golf course. 

Sewerage facilities are FULL, homes flooded. That should be a council 

development priority not adding more burdens to the town infrastructure.

No change. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Hampshire County as the Local Education Authority and 

Highways Authority), in support of the Local Plan sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with 

how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.45, 5.48 and 5.49 of the Local Plan provide information on how 

infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific requirement for a school has been identified, this has been included within the relevant 

site allocation policy. The allocated sites have been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the 

alternatives and are considered to be suitable locations for housing. Where a specific  infrastructure has been identified, this has been 

included within the relevant site allocation policy. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been 

undertaken to assess the impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are required. 

No change. N/A

CN6
Ms Jane 

Winship
843942 1389 No Don't Know No

The construction of the new development, without the essential infrastructure 

such as roads, schools, medical facilities, increased bus services and shops 

being in place first, would cause considerable disruption to local residents.

intentionally left blank

Policy CN6 requires new development to provide and contribute towards the provision of infrastructure. The IDP, prepared in 

consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, 

together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the Local Plan provide 

information on how infrastructure will be secured. 

N/A N/A

CN6
Mr Trevor 

Raybould
847481 1324 No Yes Yes

I fully support the requirement that new infrastructure should be provided prior 

to occupation of the development•. It is essential that this policy is adhered to.
intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

5.55
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 487 No Yes No

"Developers will need to demonstrate that existing, planned and committed 

infrastructure is sufficient to accommodate new development proposals." The 

onus should not be on developers to demonstrate this, as they will suggest the 

minimum they believe is acceptable. They will also only consider the 

infrastructure relevant to their own development and not an adjacent 

development which may require more of the same.

There needs to be central and independent planning of infrastructure. The CIL 

should be set high enough to deal with the current shortfalls in infrastructure and to 

deal with future requirements during the life of the plan.

The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers in support of the Local Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with 

development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered and funded. Paragraph 5.59, 5.62 and 5.63 of the 

Local Plan provide information on how infrastructure will be secured. Where a specific requirement for a primary school has been 

identified, this has been included within the relevant site allocation policy. Section 3 of the CIL Preliminary Draft Charging (which was 

subject to consultation in January to February 2014) provides information on CIL and S106. The CIL will be subject to public 

consultation and examination by an independent Government Inspector. This must take into account the viability of the site and it is 

acknowledged that funding from CIL and s106 may be sufficient to meet all of the infrastructure needs.  It will therefore be necessary to 

continue to bid for external funds, such as that recently announced by the LEP.

No change. N/A

5.56
Mr Mark 

Matthews

Thames Water 

Utilities Ltd
786489 550 Yes Yes Yes Support Para 5.56 intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

5.56
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1411 Yes Yes Yes Support paragraph intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

5.57
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1412 No Yes Yes Support paragraph intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

5.57
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1333 No Yes No

It is important that there is a cycle strategy so that missing cycle infrastructure 

which is not within a development can be provided. A cycle policy/SPD is also 

necessary to ensure that all roads are cycle friendly i.e provide space for cycling 

and that any cycle infrastructure is both useful and usable. It is therefore 

necessary to add that infrastructure will be built in accordance with this 

SPD/policy. A strategy states the means to make it possible to cycle to and 

from all postcodes, it may or may not specify certain cycle routes, not just a 

few, a policy states the standards including the criteria for when and where a 

cycle route is needed and the standards to which it should conform.

Amend as follows: "Where existing infrastructure is considered insufficient to 

accommodate new development, the council will seek contributions or measures in 

line with Government guidance 'and local policies', either in the provision of on-site 

facilities and/or a contribution towards enhancement of off-site facilities including 

strategic infrastructure." 

The issue of cycling is largely covered in other documents prepared by HCC, including the Town Access Plan, the Borough Transport 

Statement, in addition to the higher level Strategic Transport Infrastructure Plan.  At present, there are no proposals to prepare a 

Borough Cycling Strategy, albeit, consideration is given to the facilities for pedestrians and cyclists in considering any development 

proposals and the identification of new schemes.

No change. N/A

5.59
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1335 No Yes Yes CTC and BBUG welcome this statement intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

CN7
Mrs Victoria 

Elms
834682 5 No Don't Know No

There is no mention of providing further healthcare facilities with the proposed 

building of new homes.

Need to guarantee further healthcare e.g. doctors and dentists. Current waiting 

times for an appointment at Beggarwood surgery are 2 weeks. They would not be 

able to cope with the extra population that would come from building 1000 new 

homes on the golf course.

This issue is already appropriately addressed by means of policy CN6 and the specific infrastructure requirements associated with 

individual sites is outlined in the IDP.
No change N/A
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CN7
Mr Graham 

Stephens

Hampshire 

Hospitals NHS 

Foundation Trust

846209 972 No Yes No
Policy CN7 should be amended in order to facilitate the provision of strategic 

healthcare development close to settlements.

Policy CN7 should be amended to read as follows (changes in bold): "Development 

proposals will be permitted where they provide or improve essential facilities and 

services, and sustain and enhance the vitality and viability of communities. In 

addition to allowing, in principle, such proposals within settlements, these facilities 

and services may, as an exception, be permitted adjacent, or in close proximity to , 

settlements where they will meet an identified local or strategic need." Alternatively, 

a new enabling policy could be inserted to read as follows: "Policy CN7a - Strategic 

Healthcare Facilities Development proposals for strategic health care facilities, 

including acute care, cancer care and associated facilities will be permitted within, 

or in close proximity to, existing settlements where they will meet an identified 

strategic need. Any application for new development outside of settlements should 

be supported by evidence of the strategic or local need"

This policy focuses on local services, mainly serving a particular local community. Strategic healthcare facilities are covered by policy 

CN8, which encompasses larger scale facilities serving the wider community. Amendment has been made to supporting text to policy 

CN8 at paragraph 5.70 in response to this representation.  

No change N/A

CN7
The Royal 

British Legion

The Royal British 

Legion
846598 1107 No Yes No

The 2009 LRNA provides no reliable basis upon which to assess the value of 

existing facilities (or how they are used by local communities, if at all).
intentionally left blank

The LRNA includes a robust quantitative and qualitative assessment of facilities in the borough and has helped to inform a number of 

strategies including  the Green Infrastructure Strategy and the Communities Buildings Strategy in addition to the IDP. The 2009 LRNA is 

currently being updated.

No change N/A

5.66
Mr Graham 

Stephens

Hampshire 

Hospitals NHS 

Foundation Trust

846209 970 Yes Yes No
The explanatory text should clearly specify that it includes strategic health care 

facilities such as acute health care, cancer care and associated facilities.

It is proposed that the following opening bullet point be added to para 5.66: 

"Strategic health care facilities, including acute care, cancer care and associated 

facilities".

This policy focuses on local services, mainly serving a particular local community. Strategic healthcare facilities are covered by policy 

CN8, which encompasses larger scale facilities serving the wider community. Amendment has been made to supporting text to policy 

CN8 at paragraph 5.70 in response to this representation.  

No change N/A

5.68
Mr Graham 

Stephens

Hampshire 

Hospitals NHS 

Foundation Trust

846209 971 Yes No

Amendments are required to paragraph 5.68 in order to reflect the proposed 

changes to CN7, in order to clearly make provision for the development of 

strategic healthcare facilities outside of, but close to, settlements.

Paragraph 5.68 should be changed to read as follows (proposed changes in bold): 

"This policy also seeks to support proposals for new essential facilities and services 

that would meet identified local or strategic needs. In addition, in principle, such 

proposal within settlements, these facilities and services may, as an exception, be 

permitted adjacent, or in close proximity to, settlements where they will meet an 

identified need. Any application for new development outside of settlements should 

be supported by evidence of the strategic or local need, or through its identification 

in Neighbourhood Plans.

This policy focuses on local services, mainly serving a particular local community. Strategic healthcare facilities are covered by policy 

CN8, which encompasses larger scale facilities serving the wider community. Amendment has been made to supporting text to policy 

CN8 at paragraph 5.70 in response to this representation.  

No change N/A

CN8
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 573 Yes Yes Yes

SWAG supports this Policy in as much as it will necessitate the replacement of 

Basingstoke Golf Course.

It is important that this Policy is adhered to in respect of Policy SS3.11 (Basingstoke 

Golf Course)

For clarity this policy does not require the re-provision of the golf course. The site has been included as part of the most sustainable 

strategy when considered against the alternatives - please see SS3.11 for more detailed assessment. It has been confirmed that with 

the loss of this Golf Course there remains adequate provision across the borough to meet current needs. 

No change. N/A

CN8
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 490 No Yes No

Development proposals should not be considered on leisure facilities which are 

valued by the community. The population of Basingstoke is increasing, so more 

leisure facilities are required, not less.

Remove SS3.11 Don't build on the Golf Course. Remove BAS069 Down Grange 

from SHLAA - this area should retain it's current use as council football pitches and 

as open space for recreation, events, dog walking etc.

Proposals for the loss of community, leisure and community facilities will need to accord with the criteria in policy CN8. However, 

SS3.11 has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives - please see SS3.11 for 

more detailed assessment. BAS069 (Down Grange) is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which is available for 

redevelopment. This site does not form an allocation within the draft Local Plan. 

No change. N/A

CN8
Mr Stewart 

Hayes
841607 541 No Yes No

With an increasing population more leisure facilities are required, not less. 

Basingstoke Golf course is needed as a leisure facility and land south at 

Manydown should be a Country Park.

Remove BAS069 from SHLAA. Remove policy SS3.11 Create a multi use outdoor 

sports space and country park at south Manydown.

SS3.11 site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives - please see SS3.11 

for more detailed assessment. It has been confirmed that with the loss of this Golf Course there remains adequate provision across the 

borough to meet current needs. BAS069 (Down Grange) is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which is available 

for redevelopment. This site does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. Policy Map 1a defines the location of the Manydown 

country park. Development proposals for housing will need to provide new green facilities in line with the council's adopted green space 

standards (see appendix 4 of the Local Plan). 

No change. N/A

CN9
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 489 No Yes No

The content of this policy is fundamentally important, yet other policies in the 

plan document do not appear to comply with it, specifically SS3.11 & SS3.9.

Other policies within the plan should be checked for compliance with CN9 and 

altered as appropriate. There needs to be a more robust procedure for 

implementation and monitoring of this policy,

The policy seeks to encourage the use of sustainable modes of travel, such as walking, cycling and public transport. Basingstoke 

Town's public transport network could be expanded and improved to serve the Local Plan allocation sites providing connections to the 

Towns major employment sites but also the bus and railway station for those that work both within and outside of the borough.  

No change N/A

CN9
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 382 No Yes No

How can this be met when the major development is to the west of Basingstoke 

whilst the major refurbishment of Basing View is to the east of the town, and 

which is expected to provide thousands of job opportunities.

Greatly reduce number of houses to the west of Basingstoke whilst increasing the 

number to the east. Further consideration should also be given to developing land to 

the south of the M3. There is no logical opposition to this as access would be on to 

the motorway , without having to go via Basingstoke town centre.

The policy seeks to encourage the use of sustainable modes of travel, such as walking, cycling and public transport. Basingstoke Towns 

public transport network could be expanded and improved to serve the Local Plan allocation sites providing connections to the Towns 

major employment sites but also the bus and railway station for those that work both within and outside of the borough.  

No change N/A

CN9
Mr Gareth 

Capner
844058 522 Yes Yes No

The Whitchurch Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee strongly objects to 

the replacement of the word "adverse" by "severe" in the phrase "does not have 

an adverse impact on the operation, safety or accessibility to the local or 

strategic highway networks".

The change would allow almost any proposal to be permitted whereas surveys 

carried out for the Whitchurch Neighbourhood Plan have shown that residents seek 

a reduction in traffic impacts. The original wording should be reinstated.

The policy has been revised to align with the wording contained in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (paragraph 32). No change N/A

CN9
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 706 Yes Don't Know No

Replacement of 'Adverse' with 'Severe'. I understand the removal of the word 

'Adverse' as this would render virtually all development in breach of this policy. 

The use of the word 'Severe' in lieu, however, has gone too far the other way. 

Notwithstanding the fact that I can find no definition of 'Severe' in the document 

it would be interpreted by most people in a way which would be likely to permit 

nearly all development.

Replace 'Severe' with a more suitable word (I'd suggest 'Material') and attempt to 

define the level of impact that this new word represents.
The policy has been revised to align with the wording contained in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (paragraph 32). No change N/A

CN9
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 735 No Yes No

I think there hasn't been enough money put aside or planning done on the 

impact of all the additional traffic and works required on the A30 and M3 for the 

housing planned in the South West of Basingstoke. The sheer volume of traffic 

has not been taken into account when assessing the amount of money, 

disruption and planning required to support the ridiculous amount of houses 

planned. I also totally disagree with the proposed western ring road as it will 

completely destroy the Old Down that should be designated a nature reserve 

before any ring road destroys it.

Scaling back of the number of houses in the south west of Basingstoke and putting 

in adequate transport links for the additional traffic (expand the A30 to dual carriage 

way all the way to the M3 J7. Stop the ring road proposal as it will not be required if 

houses were planned in the most appropriate positions and also losing the only area 

of nature and wildlife resources would be a disgrace.

The Local Plan Transport Assessment and emerging Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) identify the mitigation measures required on 

the highway network to mitigate the impact of the Local Plan.
No change N/A

CN9
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 713 No Yes No

There is limited, practical, public transport in south west Basingstoke. There is 

no nearly access to rail transport, with the nearest station being in the town 

centre. There is limited employment in the area, meaning people need to travel 

to work. The bus service is relatively infrequent and, as an outlying area, routes 

into town tend to be tortuous and take a considerable amount of time to 

complete.

Improved bus timetables need to be agreed. Consideration of additional forms of 

transport from this area to popular destinations (town centre, railway station, various 

business and industrial parks) needs to be included in the plan.

The Council will work with public transport operators and the Highway Authority to revise and improve public transport networks to serve 

the borough (including the allocation sites) to ensure that existing and future residents have access to a public transport network that 

meets their needs. 

No change N/A

CN9
Mrs Amanda 

Laing
844288 715 No Yes No

The Housing Policy for Basingstoke makes no mention of access to rail 

transport. It only mentions access to the M3, an unsustainable mode of 

transport. In fact, the Highways Agency already considers that the stretch of the 

M3 between the 2 Basingstoke junctions is at full capacity and cannot cope with 

any increase in traffic load.

Update the plan to include details of sustainable transport options for the area.

The Highways Agency have responded to the consultation and findings of the Local Plan Transport Assessment stating that they 

consider the transport evidence base for the plan to be robust and that they are satisfied that the Local Plan proposals will not have a 

material impact on their network . Rail access is an important form of travel in the borough and the council's commitment to rail travel is 

illustrated in Policy SS10 which allocates land at Chineham for a new railway station. 

No change N/A

CN9
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1337 No Yes No

Yes we need access to the highway network, but we also need to use it, i.e. get 

from A to B. Providing Cycle facilities such as cycle paths, cycle ways and cycle 

lanes is very laudable, but they need to be accessible, useful and usable! This 

may sound obvious, but often it is pretty difficult to get on to cycle paths and 

cycleways and many do not go to useful destinations so they are never used! 

Cycle paths and cycleways must be fully integrated into the road network so 

that all destinations (not just a few) can safely, quickly and easily be reached by 

cycling. Cyclists and pedestrians are part of the traffic. Cataloguing cyclists and 

pedestrians together increases conflict as these two travel modes have very 

different requirements, cycles are wheeled vehicles which move very differently 

way from pedestrians.

Amend first sentence of paragraph as follows: "Development should seek to 

minimise the need to travel, promote and provide opportunities for sustainable 

transport modes..." Amend criteria g) as follows: "Protects and where possible 

enhance access to and use of  public rights of way."

The policy seeks to promote opportunities for sustainable transport modes - due to the wide range of proposals that will be determined 

against policy CN9, many schemes (specifically smaller schemes in rural areas) will not be able to suitably provide opportunities for 

sustainable transport modes over and above the provision of cycle parking in accordance with the adopted parking standards. The Local 

Plan is a planning policy document that provides the mechanism for improving  infrastructure. It is beyond the remit of planning policy to 

encourage residents to use rights of way.

No change N/A

CN9 Tesco Ltd Tesco Ltd 85986 1199 Yes Yes No

While we welcome the clarity on criterion J of Policy CN9 by the additional text 

at paragraph 5.29, this additional text does not have the status of Policy. The 

text of the policy should be amended accordingly.

Criterion j of Policy CN9 should be re-worded, in keeping with paragraph 5.92, to 

refer to 'suitable adjoining sites'.
See response to comment 1200 Update given to comment 1200 N/A

CN9
MRS JULIA 

JOHNSTON

CHINEHAM 

PARISH 

COUNCIL

781298 1116 Yes Don't Know No

With reference to the amendments to policy CN9 criteria e), the proposed new 

developments to the North and East of Basingstoke would have an extremely 

severe impact on both local and strategic highway networks. Traffic on the 

already overloaded A33 would increase beyond its capacity. Developments 

SS3.6, SS3.7 and SS3.9 will prevent future upgrading of the A33 to dual 

carriageway. All traffic from SS2.3 and SS3.2 will pass through residential and 

business areas, onto the overloaded A33. All necessary measures to alleviate 

these difficulties must be specified before allocation and must be in place 

before development. There is no adequate road heading north in the borough 

except the A34. The A33 and A339 have previously been considered in need of 

upgrading. If the previously proposed relief road between the A33 and 

Hanmore Road were not constructed it would have profound implications for 

the development of SS3.3, SS3.8, SS3.7 and SS3.9.

Each policy should specify precise transport proposals defining changes needed for 

roads and public transport. 

The Transport Assessment (TA) identifies junction mitigation measures that may be required on the Strategic Highway Network 

(including the A33 Corridor) by 2029 to mitigate the local plan allocations. The IDP identifies the strategic transport infrastructure that is 

required in the borough over the Plan period. The Council will work with the Highways Authority to deliver improvements to the transport 

network to mitigate the impacts of Local Plan development. It is important to note that the NPPF requires that 'all development 

generating significant amounts of movement should be supported by a Transport Statement (TS) or TA. Plans and decisions should 

take account of whether.... improvements can be undertaken within the transport network that cost effectively limit the significant 

impacts of the development. Development should only be prevented or refused on transport grounds where the residual or cumulative 

impacts of the development are severe'.  Any TA or TS submitted by applicants to support applications will need to demonstrate that the 

impacts of the development on the highway network can be mitigated. The Highways Authority will review the planning application TA 

and work with the applicants to deliver appropriate mitigation measures on the highway network. It is not the role of the Local Plan to 

specify precise transport proposals.

No change N/A

CN9
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 1385 Yes Yes No

The existing residents in the south and south-west of town are already 

dependent on car usage. Providing more housing in this area will only add to 

this problem, as the site to the west are more isolated from the town centre 

than sites in the east would be. This breaches both the NPPF and the Council's 

own Policy CN9. Those without cars living in these areas will suffer increased 

levels of social isolation, leading to higher instances of social problems for all 

age groups.

The entire allocation strategy and the way it has been changed in the most recent 

draft seems to run counter to the NPPF theme of sustainability, and needs to be 

revised accordingly to move more housing much closer to the town centre and 

away from areas requiring cars as the only viable means of transport. Proper public 

transport provision and in particular a coherent cycling strategy needs to form part 

of this re-think.

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and there 

is no substantial change to the strategy since the Pre-submission plan was published. The plan provides a balanced strategy for meeting 

housing needs on deliverable sites over the plan period based on the available evidence base, including the Transport Assessment. The 

Council will continue to work with public transport operators and the Highway Authority to revise and improve public transport networks 

to serve the borough (including the allocation sites) to ensure that existing and future residents have access to a public transport network 

that meets their needs. 

No change N/A
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CN9
Fogarty Group 

Ltd
786610 1271 Yes Yes No

The NPPF acknowledges that opportunities for sustainable travel vary between 

different areas and the potential for travel choice will be reduced in more rural 

areas. As currently drafted the policy does not allow for the flexibility as 

advocated in the NPPF.

Introductory paragraph amended as follows: " ...to a low carbon future, recognising 

that different measures will be requires in different communities and that 

opportunities to maximise sustainable transport solution will vary from urban to rural 

areas "

This issue is recognised in para 5.90 and the policy provides sufficient flexibility to account for the different characteristics of the 

borough. This differing needs of rural areas is also acknowledged in other relevant council documents such as the  borough's parking 

standards.

No change N/A

5.82
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1338 No Yes No

Yes we need access to the highway network, but we also need to use it, i.e. get 

from A to B. Providing Cycle facilities such as cycle paths, cycle ways and cycle 

lanes is very laudable, but they need to be accessible, useful and usable! This 

may sound obvious, but often it is pretty difficult to get on to cycle paths and 

cycleways and many do not go to useful destinations so they are never used! 

Cycle paths and cycleways must be fully integrated into the road network so 

that all destinations (not just a few) can safely, quickly and easily be reached by 

cycling. Cyclists and pedestrians are part of the traffic. Cataloguing cyclists and 

pedestrians together increases conflict as these two travel modes have very 

different requirements, cycles are wheeled vehicles which move very differently 

way from pedestrians. Most cyclists would not agree with that there is relatively 

good accessibility by cycling

Amend paragraph as follows: "It is essential that new developments provide safe 

and suitable access to and use of the highway network and provide a safe and 

secure on-site movement layout that minimises conflict between vehicular and 

pedestrian traffic and  increases permeability for cyclists over motor traffic through 

provision of space for cycling on all roads  protected space on main roads, 

supplemented with cyclepaths and cycleways so as to provide  a fully integrated 

coherent network to all destinations , considers the needs of people with disabilities, 

accommodates the efficient delivery of goods, materials and supplies, and 

encourages the use of sustainable transport modes, whilst providing appropriate 

parking provision for all potential users'. Impossible to list all the requirements for 

cycling in CN9, it is much easier to provide a separate cycle policy or SPD.  

Paragraph 5.82 identifies the need for developments to provide safe and suitable access to both the existing highway network and 

within the development sites. Improvement to the existing highway network (which could include the provision of  cycle infrastructure) 

could be delivered by the Highway Authority (Hampshire County Council) through a range of mechanisms, including s106, CIL and 

HCC's capital projects budget. 

No change N/A

5.84
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1339 No Yes No

An increase in walking and cycling cannot be achieved just by providing walking 

and cycling routes, a lot more is required than this. It has already been shown in 

the last two decades that providing cycle routes on new housing estates does 

not mean that they are used or that cycling increases.

The full requirements for increasing cycling were stated in the cycle policy submitted 

by CTC and BBUG.

The Local Plan is a planning policy document that provides the mechanism for improving cycling infrastructure. It is beyond the remit of 

planning policy to encourage residents to use established cycling infrastructure, although the Council and it's partners continue to work 

together to encourage residents to try sustainable travel modes, for example through the My Journey Programme and Basingstoke Big 

Wheel Event. 

No change N/A

5.87
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1340 No Yes No

With regards to residential parking standards/ standards for cycle parking, there 

has been no consultation with stakeholders on standards for cycle parking. 

Cycle stands can and are installed incorrectly as well as in wrong locations. 

People in flats and one or two bedroom accommodation often have nowhere to 

store their bike.

intentionally left blank
Cycle standards do not form part of the current consultation and may be reviewed in the future. If such a review is undertaken there will 

be opportunity for the public to comment on the standards proposed. 
No change N/A

5.92 Tesco Ltd Tesco Ltd 85986 1200 Yes Yes No

While we welcome the clarity on criterion J of Policy CN9 by the additional text 

at paragraph 5.92, this additional text does not have the status of Policy. The 

text of the policy should be amended accordingly.

Criterion j of Policy CN9 should be re-worded, in keeping with paragraph 5.92, to 

refer to 'suitable adjoining sites'.
Update criteria j to correspond with updated wording in paragraph 5.92

criteria j) …the future development or 

design of suitable adjoining sites
Response to rep 

EM1
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 436 No Yes No

Church Oakley retains a rural character and appearance that would be severely 

damaged by any development within sight of the Conservation Area of Oakley 

and would be detrimental to the landscape, local character of buildings and 

settlements, trees and hedgerows which contravenes the above policy.

The Local plan should be revised and rewritten to ensure major developments are 

not allowed within Church Oakley.

Major development proposals in the borough will be considered against the plan as a whole, including policies EM1 (Landscape) and 

EM11 (The Historic Environment) and it is not considered suitable to highlight the distinctive qualities of all areas within this policy.  

Policy SS5 requires sites/ opportunities to be identified for approximately 150 homes in Oakley. These sites could be identified through 

means such as neighbourhood planning. Oakley and Deane Parish is a designated Neighbourhood Area and the local community are 

actively moving forward with preparing the plan, including meeting with relevant landowners and developers. They will  need to go 

through a site assessment process ensuring that the impacts of any development on such issues as the historic assets of a site/area and 

its landscape quality are considered.  The council strongly supports neighbourhood planning and it is a central strand of the borough‟s 

approach to accommodating future development in villages such as Oakley.  

No change N/A 

EM1
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 488 No Yes No

This policy is not being adhered to in respect of proposals for Manydown 

SS3.10. The historic connections of this area of land with respect to Jane 

Austen's early life need to be considered. The implementation of this policy 

through advice and determination of planning applications is inadequate.

A more robust implementation policy is required.

The policy is considered consistent with paragraphs 109 and 113 of the NPPF. Development proposals at Manydown will be considered 

against the plan as a whole, including policies SS3.10, EM1 (Landscape), EM10 (Delivering high quality development) and EM11 (The 

Historic Environment). Whilst it would not be suitable to address the Jane Austen connection in a strategic planning document, there are 

opportunities to consider this through the preparation of a masterplan for  the Manydown site, the planning application and also the 

implementation of the development. 

No change N/A 

EM1
Mr James 

Stevens

Home Builders 

Federation
86266 1062 No No No

The wording of the policy is not in keeping with the positive planning principles 

of the NPPF. The NPPF requires decision makers to approve development 

proposals that accord with the development plan without delay. The policy 

would conflict with the presumption in favour of sustainable development.

intentionally left blank

The policy is consistent with paragraphs 109 and 113 of the NPPF. Paragraph 6.11 of the Plan indicates that the proportionate 

approach will be applied to development proposals so that the requirements of policy EM1 will be applied flexibly depending on the 

nature and scale of proposals. The proportionate approach is referred to throughout the NPPF. The policy does not conflict with the 

presumption in favour of sustainable development.

No change N/A 

EM1
Mr Graham 

Smith

Test Valley 

Borough Council
625620 1045 Yes Yes

The previous Test Valley Borough Council response, stating that the policy is 

sound, remains valid.
intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A 

EM2
Mr Elliott 

Newlyn
Rydon Homes 749508 113 No No

Rydon Homes understands that Policy EM2 is seeking to protect village identify 

and prevent threat from coalescence. However, we believe it is unjustified to 

identify part of the land surrounding Sherborne St John village as Strategic Gap 

Land. We feel that the identification of the Proposed Additional Area of 

Strategic Gap, as identified on Policy Map 7C, serves no function in support of 

policy EM2 in its current form. We feel that if the intervening land located 

between the Aldermaston Road and the houses backing on to Spring Close 

were to be identified as a Strategic Gap, this area of land would serve no 

meaningful role in protecting the village from coalescence. 

Rydon Homes believe that there should be weight given to identifying Proposed 

Strategic Gap land to the east of the village and we can see the importance that this 

will have in maintaining a separate village identity from other Parishes. However, we 

feel that the land edged red identified on the enclosed Proposal Map 7C should not 

feature as Proposed Additional Strategic Gap Area as it is clearly protected from 

coalescence by the Aldermaston Road to the east and adjoins the village of 

Sherborne St John to the north and west. The only potential threat of coalescence 

could be directed from the south. Therefore, we would not object to part of the 

Proposed Strategic Gap remaining in place to the south of the land edged red on 

the plan, which could act as a buffer from any future coalescence.

The 'Proposed Additional Area of Strategic Gap will help to further prevent coalescence' and protect the separate identity of the 

settlement of Sherborne St John.  The suggested change will undermine the aim of the policy which is to prevent coalescence of 

settlements and maintain the separate identity of settlements. The local community and many representors are agreed that the 

protection of the local identity of the settlements in the Borough is required.

No change. N/A

EM2
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
86020 379 Yes Yes

The area of the proposed Country Park is inadequate for a town the size of 

Basingstoke and should be enlarged to include all of the Basingstoke- Oakley 

Strategic Gap and all the remaining part of Manydown. A Country Park of only 

100 hectares, as proposed, is totally inadequate for a Local Authority with a 

population as large as Basingstoke's. To provide a Country Park of a size 

commensurate with the average Country Park provision per head of population 

elsewhere in Hampshire would require a Park of 680 hectares. Basingstoke 

does not have anything like the kind of natural green spaces recommended by 

Natural England and all ages are growing up ignorant of environmental issues 

or experiences. It should also be noted that much of the remaining land at 

Manydown around Battledown Farm will be undevelopable because it is either 

within the proposed Strategic Gap or it is restricted due to the presence of an 

ancient scheduled monument.

Amend the Policies Map associated with this Policy to reflect the attached counter 

proposed map for a 500 hectare Country Park that includes woodland, meadow 

and sustainably farmed arable areas that maintain the rare,county notable and other 

important arable wildflowers of the SINC and provide a continuous link from the 

most northern point to the most southern point including through Pardown Copse 

and Smalls Copse and to link to Old Down and Beggarwood Woodland Park. Old 

Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve. 

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvments etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Whilst the council 

supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature reserve, that designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the 

likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the 

A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

EM2
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 574 Yes Yes No

The area of the proposed Country Park is inadequate for a town the size of 

Basingstoke and should be enlarged to include all of the Basingstoke- Oakley 

Strategic Gap and all the remaining part of Manydown.

Amend the Policies Map associated with this Policy to reflect the attached counter 

proposed map for a 500 hectare Country Park. This would include woodland, 

meadow and sustainably farmed arable areas that maintain the rare, county notable 

and other important arable wildflowers of the SINC. It would also provide a 

continuous north to south link through Pardown and Smalls Copses and Old Down 

and Beggarwood Woodland Park. Old Down should be designated as a Local 

Nature Reserve.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvments etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Whilst the council 

supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature reserve, that designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the 

likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the 

A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

No change N/A

EM2

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron)

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron Estates)

131199 544 Yes Yes No

The proposed Basingstoke-Old Basing Strategic Gap is larger than is 

necessary to perform the stated objective of maintaining the separate identity of 

the settlements and preventing coelescence. It also sterilises a highly 

sustainable location for new housing or mixed use development on the east 

side of the A339. [See our objections Policy SS3]

The proposed strategic gap should be reviewed and amended to exclude the land 

imediately to the east of the A339

The policy addresses the particular issues and circumstances of the Borough such as the pattern of development that exists and several  

settlements being close together. It is therefore considered that a policy to prevent the coalescence of settlements and maintain the 

separate identity of settlements is justified. The local community and many representors are agreed that the protection of the local 

identity of the settlements in the Borough is required.  The strategic gaps reflect the areas in the borough where there is greatest risk of 

coalescence. The proposed changes to the Basingstoke - Old Basing Strategic Gap will undermine this approach.

No change N/A

EM2
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 354 No Yes No

It is imperative that the Strategic Gap between Oakley and Basingstoke is 

maintained.  Oakleystoke would be a travesty for future generations.
The wording for this section needs to be tightened.

A Strategic Gap between Oakley and Basingstoke has been defined. Development in Strategic Gaps will only be permitted if it statisfies 

criteria a) and b) or c) and all other relevant policies in the Local Plan. It is considered that this current policy wording enables an 

appropriate level of protection for such areas.

No change N/A

6.14
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 496 No Yes No

6.14 "small scale development..... will not be prevented", surely that is not the 

objective of a strategic gap, to allow some development, none should be 

allowed.

6.14 All development in strategic gaps should be prevented.

Development in Strategic Gaps will only be permitted which statisfies criteria a) and b) or c) and all other relevant policies in the Local 

Plan.  As noted in paragraph 6.14 small scale development will not be prevented if is in keeping with the rural nature of the gaps 

provided that it is appropriately sited and designed to minimise the impact on the openness of the gap. It is considered that this current 

policy wording enables an appropriate level of protection for such areas.

No change N/A

EM2
Mr Michael 

Stubbs

The National 

Trust
85581 1150 No Yes Yes

Supports the designation of Strategic Gaps in the Development Plan, as 

proposed in Policy EM2. The policy itself will require an evidence base and we 

would recommend that this is supported by a landscape character assessment 

that demonstrates the importance of this countryside in providing both a setting 

and avoiding a coalescence of further development. Reference / regard to the 

English Heritage work on the setting of heritage assets may be of assistance in 

this further development of an evidence base.

intentionally left blank Support is noted. N/A N/A

EM2 Allison Spyer
North Waltham 

Parish Council
844368 781 No Yes No

There should be a strategic gap between North Waltham and Southwood 

Farm.

Designate an addtional strategic gap between North Waltham and Southwood 

Farm.

A strategic gap between North Waltham and Southwood Farm is not required as it will not act as a 'strategic' gap. No land allocations 

within the Local Plan will reduce the distance between North Waltham and Southwood Farm further. 
No change. N/A
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EM2 Elaine Vashi Bloor Homes 786469 1183 Yes Yes No

The Strategic Gap boundary itself emphasises how the site at Land at Smith's 

Field is already bounded by existing development on two sides, and the site is 

also visually well contained by existing vegetation. The site therefore clearly 

does not serve the purposes of the Strategic Gap, neither in terms of preventing 

the coalescence of built up areas, nor in maintaining the separate identity of 

Tadley. Exclude Land at Smith's Field to follow a more logical and defensible 

boundary to the north of the site, as attached to Boor Homes earlier submission

The boundary of the Baughurst-Tadley Strategic Gap be amended to exclude Land 

at Smiths Field to follow a more logical and defensible boundary to the north of the 

site, as attached to Boor Homes earlier submission.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment ID: 746). No change. N/A

EM2
Mrs Chris 

Rose
840530 1216 Yes Yes No

I welcome the addition of Pardown Copse and Smalls Copse as part of the 

Oakley -Kempshott strategic gap but I do not understand why it is felt that 

Oakley deserves separation from new development but the residents of 

Kempshott, who have long enjoyed the views and the access to open country, 

should now be denied it.

Create a country park which links the proposed country park at Wooton St 

Lawrence and the conservation area of Worting to the ancient woodland copses of 

Oakley and links across to Old Down and Beggarwood via the fields south of Fuzzy 

Drove which contain rare arable plants of national importance.This would avoid the 

isolation of Old Down which already has SINC status as do the hedgerows of South 

Manydown and has been identified a site worthy of Local Nature Reserve status by 

the council already and endorsed by Natural England in 2012

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvments etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Whilst the council 

supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature reserve, that designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the 

likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the 

A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the 

potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is 

required.

EM2
Mr Andrew 

Morris

Bewley Homes 

(Baughurst 

Office)

461395 1378 Yes Yes No There is no provision in the NPPF for this form of protection. Delete the policy

The policy addresses the particular issues and circumstances of the Borough such as the pattern of development that exists and several  

settlements being close together. As noted in paragraph 6.12 of the Local Plan, the land allocations within this plan will in some 

instances reduce the distance between settlements. It is therefore justified that a policy to prevent the coalescence of settlements and 

maintain the separate identity of settlements is required. The local community and many representors are agreed that the protection of 

the local identity of the settlements in the Borough is required. The inclusion of the policy accords with paragraph 17 (bullet point 1) of 

the NPPF as it provides a practical framework within which decisions on planning applications can be made with a high degree of 

predictability and efficiency. Further information is set out within the Strategic Gap Topic Paper. 

No change. N/A

6.14
Mr John 

Darker
637650 1297 Yes Yes Yes

Comment in the capacity as Chairman of the Sherfield on Loddon 

Neighbourhood Plan Working Group from August 2013 to March 2014. Believe 

that any opportunity to allow 'small scale development' within the strategic gap 

will be exploited by developers, who will use a 'bite' to allow a 'slice' and then 

total destruction. Surely if a strategic is worth designating, it should be held at all 

cost and 'nibbling' should be allowed at the edges. .

intentionally left blank
Development in gaps will only be permitted if it satisfies criteria a) and b) or c) of policy EM2 and all other relevant policies in the Local 

Plan. 
No change. N/A

EM2
Mr John 

Darker
637650 1295 Yes Yes Yes

Comment on the capacity as Chairman of the Sherfield on Loddon 

Neighbourhood Plan Working Group from August 2013 to March 2014. Support 

the proposed strategic gap for Bramley/ Sherfield-on-Loddon. Comments made 

by Sherfield-on-Loddon Parish Council to policy EM2 and Map 7d of the Pre 

Submission Local Plan were not substantiated or recorded in any way in the 

minutes of the Neighbourhood Plan Working Group. I understand that the 

Parish Council may now be intending to clarify this earlier statement.

intentionally left blank
Support for the strategic gap is noted. Note the comment regarding comments made by Sherfield-on-Loddon Parish Council to policy 

EM2 and Map 7d of the Pre Submission Local Plan. 
No change. N/A

EM2
Mr Chris 

Floods
637722 1311 No Yes Yes

Supports the removal of German Road from the Basingstoke/ Chineham/ 

Bramley/ Sherfield on Loddon strategic gap.
intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

EM2 Mr Mark Biles HCC 700350 1394 Yes Yes No

Whilst policy EM2 Strategic Gaps is supported as an approach, the precise 

boundary proposed for the Proposals Map (shown on Map 7a Basingstoke 

Oakley Strategic Gap) is inconsistent with a number of policies in SS3.10. 

Namely clauses related to new roads/infrastructure

Amend the Basingstoke Oakley EM2 boundary (Map 7a) reducing its width to allow 

for future transport/sewerage infrastructure safeguarding/delivery etc and to provide 

greater flexibility for later phases of Manydown; and insert additional clause into 

policy EM2 (see below): EM2 (d) Development associated with the infrastructure 

requirements of strategic sites and the Manydown site where it preserves the 

existing landscape and green infrastructure assets through mitigation measures.

Support in principle is noted. Amendments to Map7a and EM2 are not necessary as the policy EM2 already includes flexibility for 

development in gaps subject to satisfying criteria a) and b). 
No change. N/A

EM2
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1276 No Yes Yes

No changes to the Policy have been made, but it is felt that SOL PCs position 

should be clarified by the following text: SOL PC is totally committed to, and 

positively in favour of, Strategic Gaps. We wish to protect the identity of 

Sherfield Village and appreciate that this is highly valued by local people. Based 

on evidence from the community through the NP process and via comments 

received, the PC sees that there may be a requirement for a small amount of 

housing development in the village. Land within the current settlement boundary 

is in short supply so, in order for the village to grow and thrive, it may be 

necessary to look to the edge of the current settlement boundary. The PC is 

aware from clauses in EM2 that development in gaps will be permitted in 

certain circumstances, such as when it is proposed through a Neighbourhood 

Plan.

intentionally left blank Support is noted for the policy as a whole and also criteria c). 

EM2 Cllr John Izett

Basingstoke and 

Deane Borough 

Council

787475 1362 Yes Don't Know No

The revised pre-submission local plan includes proposed additional areas to be 

included in the Basingstoke – Oakley Strategic Gap plan shown on Map 7a 

which we object to for the reasons set out in our representations submitted on 

04 October 2013 which is repeated below for convenience. Also, it is not clear 

what the justification is for including the proposed additional areas. The 

extensions are not discussed in any detail in the revised Sustainability Appraisal 

(SA). We request further information on the justification and evidence for the 

proposed extensions. The extensions as depicted on map 7a could harm the 

longer term masterplanning of the wider Manydown land to the south. The 

landowners recognise that an appropriate „gap‟ between Oakley and 

Basingstoke to prevent coalescence can be maintained in a manner that would 

also not prejudice the objectives for Manydown during and after the Plan 

period. In its current form the policy is unsound because it could hinder the 

delivery of the Borough‟s emerging housing allocations, which is internally 

inconsistent. 

Refer to infrastructure requirements being acceptable uses within strategic gaps, to 

support other policies within the draft Plan, and ensure that strategic gap 

boundaries are appropriately drawn to enable neighbourhood planning to consider 

spatial options effectively. Whilst EM2 clause (c) allows for development that is 

included in a Neighbourhood Plan, Neighbourhood Development Order or 

Community Right to Build Order. The clause should be widened to include a future 

Masterplan or Development Plan Document produced by the Local Planning 

Authority.

Support in principle is noted. The 'Proposed additional areas to be included in the Strategic Gap' as defined in Map 7a will further ensure 

that the separate identity of the settlements is maintained. An assessment of the strategic gaps, including the 'Proposed additional areas 

to be included in the Strategic Gap'' is set out within the Strategic Gaps Topic Paper. Amendments to Map7a and EM2 are not 

necessary as the policy EM2 already includes flexibility for development in gaps subject to satisfying criteria a) and b). 

No change. N/A

EM2
Lucinda 

Blacker
847205 1215 No Yes Yes Supports the strategic gap between Oakley and Basingstoke. intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

EM2
Mrs Venetia 

Rowland
847267 1248 No Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

EM2
Mr Steven 

Rowland
847270 1251 No Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

EM2
Ms Shirley 

White
847297 1277 No Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

EM2
Mrs D 

Dillistone
847300 1279 No Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

EM2 M F Wilkinson 847304 1283 No Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

EM2
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 373 No Yes

The aim of the Local plan is to avoid coalescence of settlements, yet 

Manydown will in time lead to Oakley being connected to Basingstoke by 

Manydown. Why has the strategic gap between Basingstoke and Oakley been 

so drastically reduced , and even had a sewage plant placed in that gap ?

Promise of strategic gap to be maintained , even after end of this Local Plan.

 As noted in paragraph 6.12 of the Local Plan, it is recognised that the land allocations within this plan will in some instances reduce the 

distance between settlements. Policy EM2 will help to ensure both the distance between settlements is not further reduced and the 

separate identity of settlements is maintained. The emerging Local Plan covers the period to the year 2029.  In preparing the Local Plan 

beyond 2029, all policies in the adopted Local Plan (2011-2029) will be subject to review, consultation and examination. The location of 

facilities associated wit the Manydown will be considered through the masterplanning process taking into account the relevant national 

and local policies. 

No change. N/A

6.15

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1194 Yes Yes Yes

CW continues to point out that para.6.15 states that " An assessment of the 

strategic gaps has been prepared to support the Local Plan" but it is 

understood, as pointed out in 2013, that the assessment has not been 

prepared.

Amend para 6.15. An assessment of the strategic gaps was made as part of the local plan process and is set out within the Strategic Gaps Topic Paper. No change. N/A

6.15
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 1336 Yes No

The strategic gap around Manydown is inadequate and should be enlarged to 

become a "Jane Austen Country Park."

6.15 All Manydown land south of the railway, including area 6 + Old Down Meadow 

+ Wootton St Lawrence to North Manydown strategic gap should be connected to 

become a Jane Austen Country Park of 500-600 hectares.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability

EM3
Mrs Venetia 

Rowland
847267 1247 No Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A
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EM3
Mr Steven 

Rowland
847270 1252 No Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

EM4
Sheila 

Peacock
781532 41 Yes Don't Know No

Addition of "geodiversity" to policy EM4 seems to be an afterthought. Geology 

is mentioned in Para's 6.4 and 6.7, but there are no specific targets for 

conservation of geodiversity. Since geodiversity is adversely affected by 

development of all the greenfield sites, this is a problem. Soil erosion is a 

particular problem on the chalk areas where the soil is thin.

I suggest some specific targets for conservation of geodiversity be included, and a 

policy for soil conservation, with the aim that gardens, allotments and open space 

after development have no worse quality soil than before (one policy to help this is 

an insistence that areas used for storage of building materials, equipment and 

waste during construction works are completely cleared and the soil restored once 

work has finished). A policy to preserve the natural pattern of drainage in the 

developed sites (avoid channelling/culverting and diversion of streams) is also 

consistent with conservation of geodiversity.  So is a policy to avoid levelling 

(changing gradient of land). Then, the original patterns of drainage and erosion can 

be traced and related to the geological history of the land, even after it has been 

built over.

A policy for soil conservation is not required  as there is sufficient guidance at a national level, in particular the National Planning Practice 

Guidance (NPPG) which includes guidance on 'Should planning take account of soil?'. As indicated in the NPPG, "As part of the 

Government‟s „Safeguarding our Soils‟ strategy, Defra has published a code of practice on the sustainable use of soils on construction 

sites, which may be helpful in development design and setting planning conditions." (NPPG Reference ID: 8-026-20140306). A policy to 

preserve the natural pattern of drainage is not required as Policy EM7 (Managing Flood Risk) includes drainage requirements. Also, as 

stated in paragraph 6.56 all the development proposals associated with the greenfield site allocations will be required to produce a 

Drainage Strategy. The use of Sustainable Drainage Systems  (see paragraph 6.56 of the Local Plan) developments can be used to 

replicate natural drainage patterns (paragraph 11.2 of the council's Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 2010). A policy to avoid levelling is 

not required as development proposals will need to accord with policy EM1 (Landscape). 

No change. N/A

EM4
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
86020 370 Yes Don't Know No

Criteria 4b does not take account or reference for inclusion aspirational habitat 

targets derived from Biodiversity 2020 which in considerable detail specifies for 

National Character Area 130 (which includes B&DBC) hectarage of new or 

restored habitats by 2020.

append to 4b ....and also Biodiversity 2020: A strategy for England's wildlife and 

ecosystem services which has aspirational targets for National Character Area 130, 

of which B&DBC is a part, for the creation and restoration of 200,000ha of priority 

habitats by 2020 (Outcome 1b). ( 

http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/4787624740913152 ) 

Biodiversity 2020 is a DEFRA document in part derived from international 

commitments and agreements at Nagoya to halt and reverse biodiversity losses. It 

is the responsibility of local government to contribute to the achievements of the 

targets set as part of Biodiversity 2020.  

Criteria 4 of policy EM4 states that biodiversity improvement 'can' be provided through criteria a) and b), however this is not an 

exhaustive list. Biodiversity improvements could be achieved through other ways. All opportunities to achieve habitat improvement/ 

targets will be pursued, where possible, whether in Biodiversity Opportunity Areas, Biodiversity Priority Areas or other defined areas or 

not, in line with Policy EM4 and paragraph 6.20 and 6.27. 

No change. N/A 

EM4 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 252 No Yes No

“Minimise impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where 

possible, contributing to the Government‟s commitment to halt the overall 

decline in biodiversity, including by establishing coherent ecological networks 

that are more resilient to current and future pressures”

How does the plan demonstrate this commitment. Domestic cat ownership in the 

Old Down development will have a massive adverse effect upon local wildlife.

This commitment (bullet point 3 of paragraph 109 of the NPPF) is demonstrated through policy EM4 and criteria in the site allocation 

policies of the Local Plan and also the Council's Living Landscapes Strategy, the Hampshire Biodiversity Action Plans and the 

government's Biodiversity 2020 Strategy.  Development proposals and any associated direct or indirect impacts (such as domestic cat 

predation) will be considered against local and national policy and guidance. 

No change. N/A 

EM4
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 498 Yes Yes No

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and protected in 

the Plan from development.

To ensure policy EM4 is appropriately applied, the procedure for selection and 

designation of LNR's and SINC's should be reviewed. Old Down Meadow should be 

designated as an LNR and protected under the terms of this policy. 

In terms of Old Down the designation of a LNR will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This 

includes, in the long term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until 

the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of 

the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required. The procedure for selection and 

designation of LNR's is as per Natural England guidance (Local Nature Reserve in England: A guide to their selection and declaration). 

The process is also regulated by the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. 

No change. N/A 

EM4
Mr James 

Stevens

Home Builders 

Federation
86266 1063 No No No

The wording of the policy is too negative as it places more onus on the 

applicant to demonstrate that his/her scheme is a sustainable one, rather than 

the Council identifying appropriate locations should the local plan making 

process. Presumably, the Council has already concluded that its strategic sites 

and locations are already sustainable locations for residential development 

otherwise it would not have allocated them.

intentionally left blank

The policy is considered to be in accordance with paragraphs 109, 117 and 118 of the NPPF. The policy applies to all development 

proposals and includes sufficient flexibility as demonstrated through the paragraph "Applications for development must include adequate 

and proportionate information…" The council's adopted Landscape and Biodiversity SPD includes guidance for applicants . The SPD 

includes checklists in Appendix 8 that lists the matters to be considered.  The site allocations in the Local Plan have been included as 

part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are considered to be a suitable location for housing. 

Further information for applicants on local biodiversity is also available in the council's Living Landscapes Strategy. Biodiversity was 

recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and given due consideration through the site assessment process. 

No change. N/A 

EM4
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 707 Yes Don't Know No In Para 4 the revised wording is far too weak and unenforceable, Remove 'Where Possible'

No change as the policy wording accords with bullet point 3 of paragraph 109 of the NPPF - which states "minimising impacts on 

biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where possible…". 
No change. N/A 

EM4
Mr Neil 

Massie

Hampshire 

County Council 

(County 

Planning)

846101 961 Yes Yes No

Hampshire County Council has responsibility for many strategic environmental 

initiatives and provides ecological expertise to local planning authorities. The 

County Council notes that following previous local plan consultations changes 

have been made to the wording of policy EM4. Unfortunately Policy EM4 

(Biodiversity, Geodiversity and Nature Conservation) has developed a degree 

of duplication and is not fully in accordance with the National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF) as a result of these changes.

Hampshire County Council requests that the minor amendments set out below are 

made to ensure that the policy is sound: There is duplication between Paragraphs 1 

and 2 of policy EM4. For instance, paragraph 1 states that "development proposals 

will only be permitted", and then gives the relevant conditions which any proposal 

must then satisfy (a to f). Paragraph 2 then repeats this but the condition here is 

"significant harm to biodiversity avoided or mitigated". It is recommended that the 

first part of paragraph 2 be combined with the first sentence of paragraph 1 to 

simplify the policy and make it more effective. HCC recommends that the word 

"significant" is changed to "adverse" in bullet point a), as "significant" could also 

include positive impact and it would be very difficult to define"significant" in this 

regard. It is also recommended that the wording "a net gain in" is used as opposed 

to "no net loss of" in order to be compliant with NPPF paragraphs 109 and 118. A 

tracked changed version of the policy with the suggested amendments can be 

found in Hampshire County Council's full representation.

Agree to make the suggested changes. HCC confirmed to the borough council by email on 4 September 2014 that the suggested 

changes overcome their objection on this policy and HCC now considers this amended Policy to be sound.

Minor amendments to the structure of 

paragraphs 1 and 2 of the policy. Criteria 1 

to be amended to "Development proposals 

will only be permitted if significant harm to 

biodiversity and/ or geodiversity resulting 

from a development can be avoided or, if 

that is not possible,  adequately mitigated 

and where..." Replace 'significant' with 

'adverse' in criteria 1 a). Criteria 2 to be 

amended as follows: "Development 

proposals will only be permitted if significant 

harm to biodiversity

resulting from a development can be 

avoided or adequately mitigated. Where 

development proposals do not comply with 

this the above they will only be permitted if it 

has been clearly demonstrated that there is 

an overriding public need for the proposal 

which outweighs the need to safeguard 

biodiversity and/ or geodiversity and there is 

no satisfactory alternative with less or no 

harmful impacts. In such cases, as a last 

resort, compensatory measures will be 

secured to ensure no net loss of biodiversity 

and, where possible, provide a net gain."

In response to representation. 

EM4
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1363 Yes Yes Yes
It is pleasing to see that our previous comments regarding the inconsistency of 

EM4 to NPPF has now been addressed in this policy.
intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

6.20
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
86020 367 No Yes No

Paragraph 6.20 does not take account or reference for inclusion aspirational 

habitat targets derived from Biodiversity 2020 which in considerable detail 

specifies for National Character Area 130 (which includes B&DBC) hectarage 

of new or restored habitats by 2020.

Append to 6.20 .....or the Biodiversity2020 targets for the creation or restoration of 

habitats in the B&DBC National Character Areas. Biodiversity 2020 is a DEFRA 

document in part derived from international commitments and agreements at 

Nagoya to halt and reverse biodiversity losses. It is the responsibility of local 

government to contribute to the achievements of the targets set as part of 

Biodiversity 2020. EM4 6.21 and 6.22 needs to include reference to Biodiversity 

2020 targets which also needs to be included in the Green Infrastructure Strategy if 

omitted. Perhaps there is a need to create a single point of reference for these 

different documents.

Update paragraph 6.20 to include reference to the government's Biodiversity 2020 strategy. 

Amend paragraph as follows: with the 

council‟s natural environment strategy Living 

Landscapes, the Hampshire and UK 

Biodiversity Action Plans,  and the South 

East Biodiversity Strategy and the 

government‟s biodiversity strategy 

Biodiversity 2020 (and any subsequent 

updates).  

In response to representation. 

6.27
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
86020 372 No Yes No

Living Landscapes does not contain all the notable species that could be found 

in B&DBC and it may be out of date or in error as a reference. For example 

Dianthus deltoides, Maiden Pink is in a list of Hampshire Notable species but is 

not in the most recent version of Living Landscape Appendices (January 2014). 

Maiden Pink has been found on Old Down and is believed to be the only record 

of this plant now in North Hampshire. By any definition the Maiden Pink on Old 

Down has to be considered at least to be "notable". Living Landscapes needs 

to be checked and maintained but the wording of this para must allow for a 

common sense recognition that there may be additional species found that 

were either believed to have been lost or not known about and may not appear 

in the County Notable Species list. The link at the end of this para does not 

work.

6.27. Key species, is an umbrella term to cover legally protected species, Species 

of Principal Importance in England and Notable Species in Hampshire and where 

there is evidence, species not listed as notable that clearly should be. 

As explained in paragraph 6.27, key species is an umbrella term to cover legally protected species, Species of Principal Importance in 

England and notable Species in Hampshire. Policy EM4 criteria 1a) states that development proposals will only be permitted where 

there will be no significant impact on the conservation status of key species. Even though Maiden Pink is listed within the 2014 version of 

the Living Landscape Appendices and, like all Hampshire Notable species (as a key species) will be a material consideration in planning 

decision making. 

No change N/A 

EM5
Mr Paul 

Beevers 1
86020 376 Yes Don't Know No

A Country Park of only 100 hectares,as proposed, is totally inadequate. To 

provide a Country Park of a size commensurate with the average Country Park 

provision per head of population elsewhere in Hampshire would require a Park 

of 680 hectares. Proposed Strategic Gap illogically excludes arable land 

classified as a SINC because of its rare and county notable arable flora and 

land listed as an ancient monument to the east but includes arable land to the 

east that has no known significance. In any event the justification for a minimal 

500 hectare country park for the existing population of Basingstoke is being 

ignored and the people of Basingstoke betrayed by designating land as a 

strategic gap when it could be designated now as part of a country park. See 

my counter proposal for a 500 hectare country park on EM2 which is just as 

applicable to EM5. Please see separately supplied presentation illustrating why 

a Park of at least 500 hectares is justified and the Council proposal unsound.

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and amend the Policies 

Map associated with Policy SS3.10 to reflect thecounter proposed map (added to 

comments on EM2) for at least a 500 hectare Country Park that includes woodland, 

meadow and sustainably farmed arable areas that maintain the rare, county notable 

and other important arable wildflowers of the SINC and provide a continuous link 

from the most northern point to the most southern point including through Pardown 

Copse and Smalls Copse and to link to Old Down and Beggarwood Woodland 

Park. In the event that the present strategic gap is retained then it should be moved 

east to incorporate the list archaeology and the SINC designated arable fields.

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. 

If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the 

borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also 

further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land 

over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Whilst the council supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature 

reserve, that designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long 

term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has 

agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be 

most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change. N/A
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EM5
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 575 Yes Yes No

SWAG supports this Policy but it gives insufficient allocation for the proposed 

Country Park. The area shown in Paragraph 6.36 of only 100 hectares is totally 

inadequate for a Local Authority with a population as large as Basingstoke's. A 

Country Park of a size commensurate with the average Country Park provision 

per head of population elsewhere in Hampshire would need to be around 680 

hectares

Amend the Policies Map associated with Policy SS3.10 (Map 1a) to reflect the 

attached counter proposed map for a 500 hectare Country Park. This would include 

woodland, meadow and sustainably farmed arable areas that maintain the rare, 

county notable and other important arable wildflowers of the SINC. It would also 

provide a continuous north to south link through Pardown and Smalls Copses and 

Old Down and Beggarwood Woodland Park. Old Down should be designated as a 

Local Nature Reserve.

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. 

If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the 

borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also 

further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land 

over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Whilst the council supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature 

reserve, that designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long 

term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has 

agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be 

most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change. N/A

EM5 Mr Paul May 840597 302 No Yes No

There is inadequate provision in this part of the plan for green infrastructure 

surrounding the proposed new housing developments. Paragraphs (m), (n) and 

(o) are particularly threatening to the wildlife and outstanding natural beauty of 

the area with their references to a road linking the A339 to Junction 7 of the M3 

at Old Down.

There must be a firm commitment that the council will adhere to proper planning 

principles and policies as set out in Section 11 of the NPPF. Would a noisy, 

pollution-generating carriageway, tearing apart a swathe of rural southern 

Hampshire be 'protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, geological interests 

and soils'? Old Down must be designated a Local Nature Reserve at the heart of an 

extended country park in the southern part of Manydown.

The site allocations in the Local Plan have been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the 

alternatives and are considered to be a suitable location for housing.  Biodiversity and landscape issues were recognised in the site 

assessment and sustainability appraisal and given due consideration through these processes. Development proposals for the allocated 

sites will need to accord with the Local Plan as a whole, incluidng policy EM4 (BIodiversity, Geodiversity and Nature Conservation), EM5 

(Green Infrastructure) and EM12 (Pollution). Whilst the council supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature reserve, 

that designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long term, the 

possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a 

detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most 

suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change. N/A

EM5
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 502 No Yes No

Basingstoke, with a growing population will need more green infrastructure. This 

policy should provide for a 500+ hectare "Jane Austen Country Park." South 

Manydown should not be developed for housing but become a country park 

created for the benefit of the whole community.

Add the provision of a country park which extends from the Wootton St Lawrence 

strategic gap to encompass all Manydown land south of the railway, including area 

6 and joining to Old Down Meadow. Reference to the proposal submitted by 

Micheal Freemantle. The park should have a variety of uses: a) Jane Austen 

themed walks b) Circular cycle and footpaths c) Arable land d) Flat areas for 

recreation/events/football pitches e) BMX/Skate park f) Natural environment i.e 

meadow & woodland g) An education centre for school trips, events & courses h) 

Tennis/netball/basketball courts etc The park could be a tourist attraction with the 

Jane Austen theme and really put Basingstoke on the map.

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. 

If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the 

borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also 

further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land 

over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

EM5
Mr Stewart 

Hayes
841607 545 No Yes No

Basingstoke needs a country park with a variety of uses, including circular 

themed walks and cycle paths. Manydown land south of the railway (including 

area 6) should be set aside for a country park. This should be joined with the 

strategic gap at Wotton St Lawrence in the north, through to Old Down 

meadow in the south

Addition of a country park.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would also further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.The characteristics of 

the country park will be considered trough a masterplanning exercise.

No change. N/A

EM5
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 384 No Yes No

With this aim in mind , it is vital that Old Down is maintained in its present form 

and that all likelihood of a road being built through bit is cancelled , and publicly 

announced by the council.

Maintain Old Down in its present form as it will provide an oasis of cleaner air in an 

area that will face greatly increased pollution from the increase in car journeys .

Whilst the council supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature reserve, that designation will not be pursued until the 

Council know the likely future requirement on the site. This includes in the long term the possibility of a road access across Old Down 

Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored 

which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across 

Old Down is required. 

No change. N/A

EM5
Mr Charles 

Routh

Natural England 

Consultation 

service

787784 976 Yes Yes No

Of the points subject to modifications, we are satisfied that they have been 

addressed by the proposed modifications with the exception of parts of point 

19: Whilst a definition of green infrastructure has now been provided, we advise 

that there is a danger that two classes of green infrastructure which are 

commonly affected by development are not explicitly included in the examples, 

and the plan would be more effective and less ambiguous if they were. Whilst a 

strategic approach to enhancement has been added (in paragraph 6.36) the 

current policy still allows for the degradation of green infrastructure. Policy is 

therefore not consistent with NPPF 114. Commented on the Pre Submission 

Local Plan that the allocations are likely to degrade the public right of way 

network, and likely to reduce access to land informally used as Public Open 

Space. No recognition in the plan (and little in the SA) that this impact is likely, 

and no policy requirement to compensate for this. This point still stands.

We suggest that these points can be addressed by changing policy wording in EM5 

and supporting text, but given the variety of ways the council may wish to address 

this point, we do not feel it appropriate to suggest specific wording. Specifically 

advise that the following are added to the list in para 6.29: Public rights of way and 

Areas used for informal recreation

Agree to add to 'Public rights of way' and 'Areas used for informal recreation' to the bullet point list in paragraph 6.29. Following 

discussions with Natural England minor amendments have been made to the Submission Local Plan - see the Schedule of Minor 

Changes. A Statement of Common/ Uncommon Ground has also been produced between the Council and Natural England. 

Add 'Public rights of way' and 'Areas used 

for informal recreation' to the bullet point list 

in paragraph 6.29.

In response to representation. 

6.31
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 938 Yes Yes Yes

English Heritage welcomes and supports the changes to the penultimate bullet 

point of paragraph 6.31.
intentionally left blank Support noted. N/A N/A

6.36
Mrs Chris 

Rose
840530 193 Yes Yes No

I welcome the provision of a country park but do not feel 100 hectares is 

sufficient.North Hampshire has only one country park and that is way to the 

east near Fleet.South Hampshire has 5 country parks and two national parks. 

For the size of the population a country park of 500-600 Ha would be more 

appropriate.

Create a country park which links the proposed country park at Wooton St 

Lawrence and the conservation area of Worting to the ancient woodland copses of 

Oakley and links across to Old Down and Beggarwood via the fields south of Fuzzy 

Drove which contain rare arable plants of national importance.This would avoid the 

isolation of Old Down which already has SINC status as do the hedgerows of South 

Manydown and has been identified a site worthy of Local Nature Reserve status by 

the council already and endorsed by Natural England in 2012

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. 

If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the 

borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also 

further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land 

over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. Whilst the council supports the principle of designating Old Down as a local nature 

reserve, that designation will not be pursued until the Council knows the likely future requirements for the site. This includes, in the long 

term, the possibility of a road access across Old Down Park to link the A30 to the Manydown site. It will not be until the council has 

agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored which of the potential access options to the southern part of the site may be 

most suitable, that it will be clear whether an access across Old Down is required.

No change. N/A

6.36
Mr Martin 

Masefield
837147 401 Yes Yes No

North Hampshire deserves a country park to compare with the south of the 

county.  The plan only proposes a country park of 100 hectares.  This hardly 

brings north Hampshire in line with the south!! Other country parks in the 

country average at over 600 hectares.  If we don't take advantage of this 

opportunity to have a decent country park in Basingstoke, how much longer do 

we have to wait for another chance. This is the perfect opportunity!

Include the provision of a decent sized country park in the plan by removing 

Manydown and Old Down as development sites.

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. 

If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the 

borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also 

further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land 

over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

No change. N/A
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6.36 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 231 Yes Yes No

The average size of Country Park provision elsewhere in Hampshire with 

equivalent populations is over 600 hectares. The proposal here is just 100 

hectares and should be increased.

Increase the provision to 600 hectares.

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. 

If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the 

borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also 

further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land 

over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

No change. N/A

6.36
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 708 Yes Don't Know No

The 100 Ha site identified is a woefully inadequte provision, and is not in the 

right place. Residents of Basingstoke pay Council tax to HCC, the distribution of 

HCC Funded Country Parks is totally skewed towards the South of County. 

(never mind the fact that there are also TWO National Parks accessible to 

residents in the South of Hampshire. Analysis shows that, just for Basingstoke 

to get it's FAIR share of HCC Country Park provision would require a Country 

Park of 4-5 times the size of the park being proposed. Furthermore the location 

of the proposed park makes it inaccessible by foor or on bike to the vast 

majority of the 1000s of exisiting residents of Basinsgtoke who will have their 

current access to open land removed by the proposed development. The 

location has not been planned to take into account the needs of these residents, 

instead it is a sop to the residents of the village of Wotton St Lawrence which 

was insisted on by a covenant put in place by the previous landowners (who live 

in the Village).

Use Manydown for the purpose it was purchased: "Better planning and 

development for the Borough as a whole" This DOESN'T equate to "As many 

houses as possible" but rather the best possible use of the land to benefit residents. 

This means - A geuinely sustaianble Housing development of c 3000 houses whilst 

also taking the opportunity to create a geuinely ground breaking resource in the 

shape of a large new Country Park (c4-500 Ha0 in the RIGHT PLACE that will 

make a REAL difference to large numbers of the people of Basignstoke for 

generations to come.

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. 

If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the 

borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also 

further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land 

over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

No change. N/A

6.36 Mr Jon Soar 844207 601 Yes Don't Know No

The Policy of a Green Park for Basingstoke is an excellent one the the proposal 

of one of approx 100 hactares is too small for Basingstoke. If you consider the 

average per head of population in other areas of Hampshire then A Country 

Park for Basingtoke would need to be around 675 hectares

The proposed map of the Country Park should should show an area of 675 

contiguous hectares, including the 100 hectares currently proposed and including all 

the land for the strategic gap between Oakley and Basingstoke, and should also 

include the Old Down and Begarwood land too, permanently securing their 

existance for future generations

The largest country park in Hampshire is 570ha and the smallest is 50ha. The most common size is 100-200ha. The size of the 

Manydown country park is expected to absorb the expected number of visitors without detracting from the landscape‟s rural qualities, 

taking into account the current open nature of the landscape to the west of Basingstoke and proximity to housing. The council will 

consider how the county park links into the wider countryside and green infrastructure network, including new and existing open space, 

through the masterplanning process. The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this 

purpose. Land within the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on 

policies Map 1a has not been made available for an additional area of country park at this stage. 

If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the 

borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that time. The provision of a larger country park would also 

further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, which is already substantial, and would require land 

over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown site.  Given the competing demand on the limited 

amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to prioritise the provision of the most important services 

and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to 

fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

No change. N/A

EM6
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 504 No Yes No

The Plan does not properly address the issue of water quality. The emphasis 

appears to be on monitoring, when the goal should be to improve the quality 

and bring it up to good status. The lack of a separate water cycle study for 

Whitchurch and Overton is not adequate, especially in the light of the recent 

flooding in these areas. The failure to meet WFD chemical status indicates that 

further development is not suitable.

Water quality should be improved and there should be no risk taken of deterioration 

caused by development. Don't develop land which isn't suitable and may pollute the 

"Basingstoke Chalk." Undertake a water cycle study for Whitchurch & Overton.

 The matters were raised by others during the Pre-Submission consultation, considered and responded to by the Council. For responses 

please refer to comment 437, 1068 and 503. It should be noted the  Council is continuing to work with the Environment Agency on up to 

date modelling and a Memorandum of Understanding which will supersede the Water Cycle Study 2009.

No change N/A

EM6
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 390 No Yes No

The council acknowledges the damage that will be done to the aquifer by the 

proposed development and confirm IT IS ALREADY FAILING TO MEET ITS 

CORRECT LEVELS FOR CONTAMINATION. How can such development as 

is planned improve this situation ?

Limit development to that land north of B3400 and up to A339 , along Roman Road 

(Way) and no further westwards, or southwards.

The matters were raised by others during the Pre-Submission consultation, considered and responded to by the Council. For responses 

please refer to comment 437, 1068 and 503. It should be noted the  Council is continuing to work with the Environment Agency on up to 

date modelling and a Memorandum of Understanding which will supersede the Water Cycle Study 2009.

No change N/A

EM6
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 386 No Yes No

Basingstoke obtains its water supply from its underground chalk areas, which 

act as a sponge to store water , an artesian basin in effect. Over many recent 

years , demand has been difficult to maintain and it is now planned to build over 

13000 more houses in this area. Concreting over such a large area will further 

limit the catchment area for water to percolate through to the chalk, whilst at the 

same time greatly increasing the demand on a limited water supply. Water that 

should find its way the  aquifer will simply go into the drainage system.

Ensure any increase in demand is met by availability by building fewer houses than 

planned and ensure monitoring the water supply situation happens BEFORE 

building and not after , when the damage will already have been done.

 This policy refers to the water quality of the rivers and in particular the River Loddon and River Test. In terms of water supply, the 

Council works with the water companies to ensure that their water management plans support the Council's aims and objectives, as set 

out in the Local Plan. The water companies have confirmed that they can support the number of homes set out in the Local Plan. 

Therefore the Policy is considered sound.

No change N/A

EM6
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 387 No Yes No

As previously stated , and confirmed by the council , the River Loddon is 

already failing to meet the status demanded of it by the WFD. This can only be 

further exacerbated by the demands that will be placed upon it if this Local Plan 

proceeds in its present form.

Ensure the Loddon is not sacrificed upon the altar of housing.

 The matters were raised by others during the Pre-Submission consultation, considered and responded to by the Council. For responses 

please refer to comment 437, 1068 and 503. It should be noted the  Council is continuing to work with the Environment Agency on up to 

date modelling and a Memorandum of Understanding which will supersede the Water Cycle Study 2009. 

No change N/A

EM6
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 388 Yes Yes No

Risk of impact on river status after development has taken place. Regular 

monitoring of the River will not prevent this deterioration. It will be too late by 

that time.

Reduce burden placed upon Loddon by building fewer houses.

 The matters were raised by others during the Pre-Submission consultation, considered and responded to by the Council. For responses 

please refer to comment 437, 1068 and 503. It should be noted the  Council is continuing to work with the Environment Agency on up to 

date modelling and a Memorandum of Understanding which will supersede the Water Cycle Study 2009. 

No change N/A

EM6
Mrs. Maria 

Miller MP
121767 1004 No Don't Know No

The MP remains concerned about the impact of further housing development 

on the River Loddon and notes that the draft Plan continues to rely on the 

Water Cycle Study, which dates from 2009. She considers that this Study 

needs to be refreshed, but this should not hold up progression of the Plan, but 

rather inform the consideration of planning applications, once the Plan has been 

adopted.

intentionally left blank

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 449). It should be noted the  Council is 

continuing to work with the Environment Agency on up to date modelling and a Memorandum of Understanding which will supersede the 

Water Cycle Study 2009.

No change N/A

EM6
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1365 Yes No No

In our previous response we raised concern that monitoring will be based on the 

deterioration of an individual elements band status of the borough's water 

body(ies) and that this only takes into account deterioration between the 

different bands and not any deterioration of water quality within the band itself.

Change wording to state that monitoring will be based on the deterioration of water 

quality within a band status of the borough's water body(ies). It is disappointing that 

this change was not made following the consultation on the Pre Submission Local 

Plan.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 583). See the response and 

recommended change to comment 1366 made by the Wildlife Trust to paragraph 4.9 of the Revised Pre Submission Local Plan. 
No change N/A

EM6
Mr Graham 

Smith

Test Valley 

Borough Council
625620 1046 Yes Yes

The previous Test Valley Borough Council response, stating that the policy is 

sound, remains valid.
intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

EM6
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1286 Yes Yes No

Commented on this paragraph during the Pre Submission Local Plan 

consultation. No relevant changes in the Revised Pre Submission Local Plan on 

which to comment.

intentionally left blank The relevant representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 503). No change N/A

6.45 ms a rush 633795 115 No Yes Yes The river and surrounding areas must be protected. Ensure the above. Support noted. Policy EM6 and SS4 aim to protect river quality. No change N/A

6.45
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 952 No Don't Know Yes

Under the Environment Agency Water Framework Directive, the River Basin 

Management plans, due in 2015, must form a significant piece of evidence on 

relevant sites and be included in all planning applications.

SOLVE comments on EM6 remain. We would like to see a commitment to halt 

development on the Loddon Valley should it be identified that significant harm is 

occuring now or could occur in future .

This representation was partially considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1068). Should monitoring flag up 

the potential for deterioration, Policy SS4 will kick in which resists the granting of further planning applications where this would 

exacerbate such deterioration in the relevant catchment.

No change N/A

6.45
Mrs Betty S. 

Waller
212349 1308 No Yes No

The Environment Agency River Basin Management Plan and the Water 

Framework Directive should form a significant piece of evidence base with 

regard to relevant sites and should be a material consideration in planning 

application decision making.

intentionally left blank
 The evidence base used to inform the policies in the Local Plan includes the RBMP and the Water Framework Directive. The Plan's 

policies, once adopted will then be used to determine planning applications. 
No change N/A

6.45
Mrs Heather 

Mountford
843452 1250 No Yes No

The Water Framework Directive and the Environment Agency River Basin 

Management Plan, due in 2015, must form a significant piece of evidence on 

relevant sites and be a material consideration.

Amend paragraph so that the Water Framework Directive and the Environment 

Agency River Basin Management Plan, due in 2015, must form a significant piece 

of evidence on relevant sites and be a material consideration.

 As already outlined in paragraph 6.45 of the Plan, the evidence base used to inform the  Plan includes the RBMP and the Water 

Framework Directive. Current versions and updates will continue to form part of the evidence base.
No change N/A

EM7
Mr Ian 

Hammill
841647 133 No Yes No

This year saw significant flooding in the Buckskin district of Basingstoke and in 

other low-lying land close by, the increased urbanisation through the proposed 

developments on that side of town will lead to further loss of open land which 

currently water can permeate and drain away from. More urbanisation and 

more hard surfaces means that water will not permeate where it falls but will 

run down roads and overwhelm drains leading to the likelihood of more 

flooding.

A reduction in the planned development on this side of town and a more even 

distribution of the housing proposed across the borough would reduce the likelihood 

of even worse flooding than was experienced this year.

The Policy requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy, 

demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of greenfield run-off rates. If the site is previously developed, development must 

actively reduce run-off rates and volumes.

No change N/A

EM7
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 577 Yes Yes No

SWAG supports this Policy especially Policy EM7 (e) that surface water run off 

rate should be no greater than prior to development. However Policy EM7 (d) is 

inadequate in the light of recent flooding experience.

Policy EM7 (d) should be amended as follows (amendments highlighted) "(d) To 

provide a safe access and egress route up to a 1 in 100 year event plus climate 

change such that the risk of downstream flooding is no greater than the risk prior to 

development "

Criterion d) deals with safe access and egress route only. The policy as a whole addresses the issue of downstream flooding and is 

covered by the need for a Flood Risk Assessment. Changes have been made to the policy and supporting text in response to the 

Environment Agency (see response 843) which help to address this matter further.

See change recommended under Revised 

Pre-submission comment 843
N/A

EM7
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 294 No Yes No

How will the council prevent further flooding to the Borough if they develop on 

the hills in the south west of the town? Building here will give a higher run off 

rate from these developments and with extreme weather conditions such as last 

winter this could result in flooding to Kempshott and Brighton Hill.

Provide adequate sewerage and drainage to this side of the town.  Section 2 of 

Policy SS3 states "the need to protect, manage and improve the quality of the 

Borough's water environment?", this must be a priority

The Policy requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy 

demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. If the site is previously developed, development must 

actively reduce run-off rates and volumes.

No change N/A
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EM7 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 233 No Yes No

How is the Council going to ensure that with the higher run-off rate from 

developments on the hills to the south west of Basingstoke extreme wet 

weather conditions, such as last winter, don‟t result in massive flooding in 

Kempshott and Brighton Hill, just like Buckskin? Global Warming suggests that 

these very wet conditions are likely to occur more frequently.

The plan should detail what preventative actions the council will take to prevent such 

occurrences.

The Policy requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy 

demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. If the site is previously developed, development must 

actively reduce run-off rates and volumes.

No change N/A

EM7
Cllr Onnalee 

Cubitt
421665 536 Yes No No

To reinstate the previous wording for paragraph 6.51 of Policy EM7. The 

current wording in the paragraph contrary to a Motion that was passed by 

elected Members requiring that no development would be permitted in our 

borough on Flood Zones 2 or 3.

The deleted words must be reinstated. The beginning of Para 6.51 on page 95 of 

162  should read as follows:- 6.51 "For Site allocations and all new developments 

the sequential approach has to be followed in accordance with National Guidance, 

with the preference for new development being located in Flood Zone 1; new 

residential development will not be acceptable within Flood Zones 2 or 3. All new 

developments will be required to manage ................"

This amendment was made to ensure that the wording was compliant with the NPPF which requires a sequential test and impact 

assessment and there are instances when development within flood zones 2 and 3 will be allowed. The amended wording is considered 

sound.

No change N/A

EM7
Mr Martin 

Masefield
837147 402 No Yes

The changes in the weather and increase in rain this year saw severe and 

persistent flooding in Buckskin, which is still suffering from the effects.  How will 

the council ensure that the higher run off rate from the proposed developments 

on the hills to the south west of Basingstoke will not result in flooding problems 

in Kempshott and Brighton Hill?  Has this been properly considered?

The plan needs to make clear how the council will address potential flooding risks in 

the plan.

The Policy requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy 

demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. If the site is previously developed, development must 

actively reduce run-off rates and volumes.

No change N/A

EM7
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 505 No Yes

In view of recent flooding in Buckskin and the fact that parts of neighbouring 

Kempshott are on a flood plain, more work should be done to ensure greenfield 

run off rates can be met with respect to SS3.10.

Reconsider this policy in light of recent flooding.

Policy EM7 requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy 

demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. As stated within Policy SS3.10 a full drainage strategy 

is required to support any future planning application. The proposed drainage systems will have to receive approval from the relevant 

authority.

No change N/A

EM7

Mr Ted 

Blackmore-

Squires

783889 1195 No Yes No

The policy should be more prescriptive in that it should require developers to not 

only properly demonstrate that any proposal will be sustainable but it must 

require the re-establishment of : A) Proven by calculation that any water 

drainage provisions return the natural rainfall to the aquifer in full measure. B) 

The Water Cycle Study draws attention to current non-compliance of the 

discharge from the STW with respect to phosphates and recommends an on-

going study for 10 years of the effects of this on the environment. As the 

development potential of the whole of Manydown is much greater than any 

single competing site, it would be prudent to await the conclusion of this study 

before committing to development at Manydown.

Require developers to stand by all calculations and to submit a substantial first call 

financial bond lodged to they benefit of B&DBC so that should the predictions fail 

for WHATEVER reason then at least the residents under the duty of care of the 

B&DBC have sufficient recourse to remedy, compensate for and correct the failed 

development.

In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to 

statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to consider issues including water supply and sewerage disposal.  In terms of 

sewage disposal, it is considered that this can be accommodated without adversely affecting the classification of the water body, whilst 

no objection has been received in relation to water supply. Surface water will need to be managed in accordance with the latest advice. 

It should be noted the  Council is continuing to work with the Environment Agency on up to date modelling and a Memorandum of 

Understanding which will supersede the Water Cycle Study 2009. The Council has undertaken a detailed assessment of sites, to 

consider which are the most appropriate for allocation. This involved assessing sites in terms of issues such as flood risk. Through this 

work, the Council has liaised with service providers to understand future requirement for additional infrastructure.  This highlighted that 

Manydown could be identified for future housing. 

No change N/A

EM7
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 843 No Yes No

Generally support the policy but advise on amendments to provide clarity on 

CDA's and also make the policy effective. The implantation and monitoring box 

to refer to the Lead Local Flood Authority.

Reference to CDA's, it will need to be clear in the supporting paragraphs that these 

are not CDAs as the NPPF defines them and, therefore, not within the Environment 

Agency's remit for consultation in accordance with the Development Management 

Procedure Order (DMPO) 2010. We note that paragraph 6.54 states than a FRA 

will be required for these areas. Therefore, as these are areas are not CDAs as 

defined by the NPPF, you will need to include them within the policy as a trigger for 

an FRA to enforce this as a local requirement.  Implementation and Monitoring. We 

would recommend the following be added: The policy will be implemented through: 

Advice on and the determination of planning applications by the Council and the 

Environment Agency, and the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA). The policy will be 

monitored through: Working in partnership with the Environment Agency, Water 

Companies and Natural England and the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) '

Support noted. Changes to address these points have been made.

Change to policy as follows: The triggers for 

a FRA are: All sites of 1 ha or more in Flood 

zone 1; All sites in Flood zone 2 or 3; Sites 

that have a record of localised or 

groundwater flooding from the SFRA; Sites 

in critical drainage areas and upstream of 

critical drainage areas. Include footnote 

against CDAs as follows: these CDAs are 

not CDAs 'as notified to the LPA by the 

Environment Agency' as defined in the 

NPPF.Change to paragraph 6.55 by 

deleting "Guidance on content can be found 

in the SFRA and current guidance. The 

FRA should seek to reduce overall flood 

risk, and outline how flood risk to and from 

the site will be managed. Change to the 

implementation and monitoring box as 

follows: The policy will be implemented 

through: Advice on and the determination of 

planning applications by the Council and 

,the Environment Agency and the Lead 

Local Flood Authority (LLFA). The policy will 

be monitored through: Working in 

partnership with the Environment Agency, 

Water Companies and ,Natural England 

and the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA). 

Change made to the Glossary and definition 

of Critical drainage areas as follows: For the 

purposes of this document, a critical 

Response to rep and to update 

references.

6.51
Mrs Betty S. 

Waller
212349 1307 Yes Yes No

Object to the deletion of new residential development will not be acceptable 

within flood zones 2 or 3.
Reinstate deleted wording.

This amendment was made to ensure that the wording was compliant with the NPPF which requires a sequential test and impact 

assessment and there are instances when development within flood zones 2 and 3 will be allowed. The amended wording is considered 

sound.

No change N/A

EM7
Mr Ron 

Darley

Rooksdown 

Parish Council
542326 1029 Don't Know Yes

The parish council is concerned about the impact of additional development in 

relation surface water drainage, the impact on sewage capacity, and the impact 

on the water table.

intentionally left balnk

The Policy requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy 

demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough Council has 

worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the Environment Agency to 

consider issues including water supply and sewerage disposal.  In terms of sewage disposal, it is considered that this can be 

accommodated without adversely affecting the classification of the water body, whilst no objection has been received in relation to 

water supply.

No change N/A

EM7
Mr Richard 

Bone
842926 1245 No Yes No

The respondent considers that insufficient regard has been had to the increased 

risk of flooding associated with the proposed housing allocations. The 

respondent is also concerned about the general additional pressures on 

infrastructure, and the considerable amount of additional traffic which would be 

generated by the additional development. The main concern though is flooding 

owing to the amount of additional hard standing which would be created without 

making adequate provision for drainage.

Apart from our infrastructure being just about sustainable at present, if the proposed 

dwellings are built you will be adding 14000 cars (minimum) to our roads, just think 

about that for a second, but my main concern is flooding, all the proposed building 

is round the rim of the Basingstoke valley and this construction will create a massive 

concrete and tarmac water fall and no storm drains will cope with it, what is in the 

plans for this scenario, we have all seen what happened during the recent bad 

weather, please explain how this problem will be overcome. Water will always find 

the lowest level.

The Policy requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy 

demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. If the site is previously developed, development must 

actively reduce run-off rates and volumes. The site policies require a full drainage strategy  to support any future planning application. 

The proposed drainage systems will have to receive approval from the relevant authority.   In preparing the Local Plan, the Borough 

Council has worked closely with service providers, such as the water companies, in addition to statutory bodies including the 

Environment Agency to consider issues including flood risk.

No change N/A

6.51
Mr Peter 

Bloyce
SOLVE 786050 953 Yes Don't Know No

Para 6.51 - object to the deletion new residential development will not be 

acceptable within Flood Zones 2 or 3•. This is inconsistent with specific mention 

of site flood zones, e.g. SS3.9f and SS3.11k and therefore unsound. Given the 

recent very wet winter and widespread flooding it is crazy to make such a 

change to the plan.

Para 6.51 Reinstate the wording - new residential development will not be 

acceptable within Flood Zones 2 or 3  This will ensure it is consistent with specific 

mention of site flood zones, e.g. SS3.9f and SS3.11k.

This amendment was made to ensure that the wording was compliant with the NPPF which requires a sequential test and impact 

assessment and there are instances when development within flood zones 2 and 3 will be allowed. The amended wording is considered 

sound.

No change N/A

6.51
Mrs Heather 

Mountford

Old Basing and 

Lynchpit
843452 1249 Yes Yes No

Parish council objects to the deletion of new residential development will not be 

acceptable within Flood Zones 2 or 3. This is inconsistent with specific mention 

of site flood zones, e.g. SS3.9 f) and SS3.11 K).

The following text should be reinstated: New residential development will not be 

acceptable within Flood Zones 2 or 3.

This amendment was made to ensure that the wording was compliant with the NPPF which requires a sequential test and impact 

assessment and there are instances when development within flood zones 2 and 3 will be allowed. The amended wording is considered 

sound.

No change N/A

6.51
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1284 Yes Yes No

Object to the deletion of "with the preference for new development being 

located in Flood Zone 1; new residential development will not be acceptable 

within Flood Zones 2 or 3" and request that it be reinstated.

Reinstate the deletions in lines 2, 3 & 4 in Paragraph 6.51, in order to avoid the 

alarming flood problems experienced recently in the UK.

This amendment was made to ensure that the wording was compliant with the NPPF which requires a sequential test and impact 

assessment and there are instances when development within flood zones 2 and 3 will be allowed. The amended wording is considered 

sound.

No change N/A

6.51 ms a rush 633795 116 No Yes Yes  Flood zones 2 and 3 should remain as excluded from development. Flood plains should not be built on. Support for soundness of plan noted. No change N/A

6.51

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1190 Yes Yes No

We OBJECT to the deletion of `with the preference for new development being 

located in Flood Zone 1; new residential development will not be acceptable 

within flood zones 2 or 3.' and REQUEST that it be re-instated.

Re-instate the deletions in lines 2,3,and 4 of Para 6.51, thereby obviating alarming 

flood problems as experienced recently in the UK.

This amendment was made to ensure that the wording was compliant with the NPPF which requires a sequential test and impact 

assessment and there are instances when development within flood zones 2 and 3 will be allowed. The amended wording is considered 

sound.

No change N/A

6.51
Ms Susan 

Turner

Newnham Parish 

Council
132338 941 Yes Don't Know No

The clause 'new residential development will not be acceptable within Flood 

Zones 2 or 3' should NOT be deleted.
intentionally left balnk

This amendment was made to ensure that the wording was compliant with the NPPF which requires a sequential test and impact 

assessment and there are instances when development within flood zones 2 and 3 will be allowed. The amended wording is considered 

sound.

No change N/A

EM8
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 391 No Yes No

Building over 13000 new houses will add greatly to demand for electricity/gas 

etc.

Ensure any new housing has solar panels added during construction. This will aid in 

meeting targets and will be cheaper than adding them, piecemeal, at a later date.

Policy EM10 criteria f) requires development proposals to minimise energy consumption through sustainable approaches to design. 

Paragraph 6.83 adds that new development should also be designed to facilitate the incorporation of renewable or low carbon 

technology. Specific reference to solar panels is not required as there is a variety of renewable or low carbon technology available. All 

new homes will also need to be built in accordance with Building Regulations. The energy efficiency requirements of the Building 

Regulations are set out in Part L (Conservation of fuel and power). In May 2014, Government indicated that the commitment to 

implement the national zero carbon homes policy for new homes from 2016 will be achieved through a strengthening of the energy 

performance requirements in Part L of the Building Regulations.  

No change. N/A

6.58 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 249 No Yes No

“Encouragement should be given to solutions which support reductions in 

greenhouse gas emissions and reduce congestion. In preparing Local Plans, 

local planning authorities should therefore support a pattern of development 

which, where reasonable to do so, facilitates the use of sustainable modes of 

transport.”

How does the plan demonstrate this commitment?

The Local Plan demonstrates this commitment (paragraph 30 of the NPPF), through policy CN9 which states that development should 

seek to minimise the need to travel, promote opportunities for sustainable transport modes, improve accessibility to service and support 

the transition to a low carbon future. Paragraph 5.86 of the Local Plan adds that proposals will be encouraged to provide infrastructure 

supporting the use of alternative vehicle types and fuels in support of a low carbon future. Examples could include installation of electric 

vehicle charging points. 

No change. N/A

EM10
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 353 No Yes No

I am highly concerned that two potential developments are either already 

submitted or threatened to be submitted in the conservation area of Oakley. I 

understand that BDBC say that any development needs to be appropriate to 

the established character and density of Neighbourhood. I am concerned that 

this proposed development will change the area to a suburban one. In addition, 

Station Road is far too narrow to cope with any extra traffic from this 

development.

This clause needs to be tightened further to ensure unwanted developments which 

would ruin an area's character do not occur.

The policy already requires all new development to respond positively to local character and distinctiveness. The policy also already 

requires development proposals to have due regard to density of the surrounding area. In addition, EM11 offers more specific protection 

in relation to conservation areas. 

No change N/A
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EM10
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1341 Yes Yes Yes

Criteria 2. e) of policy is welcome, it is important that the standards for cycle 

parking in the Parking Standards are robust and that the cycling stakeholders 

are consulted so that cycle regulations can be amended if necessary.

intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

EM10
Mrs Maria 

Miller MP
121767 1001 No Don't Know No

The MP is concerned about the density policies previously pursued by the 

Council, and considers that it is important that new development is required to 

be low-density.

intentionally left blank
No target density figure has been included in the Plan, in line with the NPPF, in order to allow for a density of development which 

responds to the local context - this is reflected in criteria 2. c) of policy EM10.
No change N/A

EM10
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 917 Yes Yes Yes

English Heritage welcomes and supports the additions to 2c) of "history" and 

"and heritage assets".
intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.71
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 845 Yes Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.82
Heather 

Rainbow

CTC Right to 

Ride Co-

ordinator for 

Basingstoke

85845 1343 Yes Yes No
Good design and layout requirements mention Secured by Design principles, 

but should also make it a requirement to conform to manual for streets.
intentionally left blank

Secure by Design is the main source of advice on providing safe streets. Whilst Manual for Streets provides guidance on this issue, so 

does other design guidance, and to refer to other documents could result in a loss of coherence. Therefore, it is considered more 

appropriate to specify just Secure by Design principles. 

No change N/A

EM11
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 435 No Yes No

A number of developers are keen to exploit wholly inappropriate large scale 

development opportunities within the setting of the formally designated Church 

Oakley Conservation Area which is a declared heritage asset.  These 

developers MUST be stopped and any application to build in this area should be 

STRONGLY RESISTED.  Church Oakley is a rural area and retains this rural 

character and this would be irrevocably damaged if any building was allowed in 

this area.

The policy should be changed to ensure no development is allowed within the 

conservation area of Church Oakley.

The policy sets out the broad principles for the protection of heritage assets. It would not be appropriate to tailor the policy to stop one 

particular development, or focus on any specific heritage asset. The policy already contains sufficient general provisions to protect 

heritage assets. Any future applications in relation to Church Oakley will need to be considered in relation to the policy requirements. 

Additional protection for the area in question could potentially be provided through the Oakley and Deane Neighbourhood Plan if 

appropriate.  

No change N/A

EM11
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 916 Yes Yes

yes - 

initial 

objection 

withdraw

n 

following 

clarificati

on

English Heritage welcomes and supports the amendments to Policy EM11 and 

consider that, in itself, it is sound. The amendments also demonstrate a positive 

and clear strategy for the conservation, enjoyment and enhancement of the 

historic environment as required by the NPPF. However, the previously-

expressed concerns regarding the historic environment evidence base remain, 

as does the concern regarding the need to identify land where development 

would be inappropriate, for example because of its historic significance.

The Local Plan should be based on an adequate, up-to-date and relevant historic 

environment evidence base and should identify land where development would be 

inappropriate, or explain that the Council has considered whether any such land 

should be identified and concluded that it should not, and why that is so.

Support is noted regarding the changes to policy EM11 and its consequent soundness. In relation to the concerns raised, the council has 

a robust and comprehensive evidence base in relation to the historic environment, including the use of the Archaeology and Historic 

Buildings Record (AHBR), which is the main historic environment resource for Hampshire and the council works with HCC on such 

issues as relevant. The council also has 43 conservation area appraisals, a local list, a buildings at risk register and an SPD on listed 

buildings. The council is also in the process of reviewing the conservation area appraisals, with the first review having already been out 

for public consultation. The policies maps will show key areas of historic significance (as currently shown on the adopted Local Plan 

Proposals Maps). Also, the identification and consideration  of land where development could be inappropriate has been carried out 

through the Sustainabilty Appraisal process and during the course of the Landscape Capacity Study, both of which incorporated 

consideration of heritage assets. The site specific policies also identify areas in relation to the site allocations where development may 

be constrained or prevented by the need to protect the historic environment. Following positive discussions with English Heritage they 

have now withdrawn their objection to the Revised Pre-Submission Local Plan, with the exception of the objections they have made 

concerning Manydown (SS3.10).

No change N/A

EM11
Mr Julian 

Jones
844244 717 Yes No

Concern about the proliferation of telegraph poles in conservation areas 

stemming from recent changes in health and safety regulations. This issue 

should be addressed specifically in the policy, accompanied by clearly setting 

out how best to mitigate the negative impacts.

A clause should be added to EP11 requiring that - In the case of new buildings or 

significant conversion of an existing heritage asset, including change of use, all new 

power and telephone cables shall be buried and no new poles shall be erected 

within a conservation area. Exceptions should only apply where burying the cables 

would cause damage to a heritage asset.

The policy already provides the appropriate level of protection for heritage assets. The form of development in question will need to 

accord with the policy in instances where planning permission is required.  Specifically addressing the issue of telegraph poles in the 

policy would be overly prescriptive.

No change N/A

EM11
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 506 No Yes No

This policy should include areas with historical connections i.e. associated with 

Jane Austen as heritage assets so that they can be protected, (including part of 

Manydown.)

6.87 should include areas with historical connections as non designated heritage 

assets.

Historical connections could potentially be of relevance when determining what constitutes a non-designated heritage asset. However, 

this will need to be assessed on a case by case basis, and so it would not be appropriate to specify this in the Local Plan. 
No change N/A

6.85
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 936 Yes Yes English Heritage welcomes and supports the amendments to paragraph 6.85. intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.88 Mr Philip Riley 835526 963 Yes Don't Know Yes

The plan should explicitly recognise that the Basingstoke Canal is a heritage 

asset, and specifically require that it be protected. The route of the canal should 

also be specifically identified within the plan.

The Basingstoke Canal Society has consistently argued, throughout the Local Plan 

process, that adequate protection should be given to the line of the Basingstoke 

Canal within the district. The canal is an important heritage asset and it should be 

safeguarded in order to provide a footpath/cycle route (and eventually a waterway) 

into the town centre. The current draft of the local plan does not specifically identify 

the line of the canal as either a Historic Asset or an Archaeological Site. accordingly 

there is a risk that the canal line effectively falls between two stools - is it a historic 

asset or is it an archaeological site? The position is unclear and is not helped by the 

fact that the terms 'archaeological site' and 'historic asset' are not defined. We 

would therefore urge that the Plan makes specific reference to the line of the canal 

so that it can be protected from future development. This approach would also be 

consistent with the provisions of the Village Design Statement prepared for Old 

Basing which covers an important section of the canal line. 

The Canal is potentially a non-designated heritage asset. The definition of non-designated heritage assets is set out in footnote 28 on 

page 104 of the plan. Given the flexibility and wide scope of the definition of non-designated heritage assets, it would not be appropriate 

to specify in the Local Plan particular sites which fall within that category, as they will be identified on a case by case basis. Therefore, if 

the Canal meets the requirements to constitute a non-designated heritage asset then the plan already offers it protection when planning 

applications are being considered. The future of the Basingstoke Canal is specifically addressed in the GI Strategy which states that 

there is a need to look at the feasibility of preserving the canal line for potential future canal restoration and this will be addressed as a 

future action plan. An assessment will be made as to whether a route can be provided.

No change N/A

6.88
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 925 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage welcomes and supports new paragraph 6.88. intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.89
Mr Stephen 

Reid
85822 1018 Yes Don't Know No

This new paragraph potentially allows archaeological remains previously 

regarded as necessary to preserve, to be destroyed. It is a particularly sensitive 

policy in relation to the Manydown Major Development Area where 

archaeological remains exist that will influence the road layout. At the previous 

planning inquiry, the inspector expressed the view that the proposed link road 

should avoid the archaeological remains.

Delete paragraph 6.89.

This new paragraph has been included in response to a comment (ID:175) from English Heritage on the Pre Submission Local Plan 

consultation. Whilst preservation in situ is the preferred approach, the policy provides some flexibility where this is not appropriate in 

some very limited circumstances. There is also a specific criteria in policy SS3.10 which relates to archaeology. 

No change N/A

6.89
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 934 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage welcomes and supports new paragraph 6.89. intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.91
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 930 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage welcomes and supports new paragraph 6.91. intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.92
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 924 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage welcomes and supports new paragraph 6.92. intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.93
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 928 Yes Yes Yes

English Heritage welcomes and supports the addition of a commitment by the 

Council to continue listing locally significant buildings in paragraph 6.93.
intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.94
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 918 Yes Yes Yes English Heritage welcomes and supports the addition of new paragraph 6.94. intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

6.95
Mr Martin 

Small
English Heritage 634166 922 Yes Yes English Heritage welcomes and supports the addition of new paragraph 6.95. intentionally left blank Support noted No change N/A

EM12
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 392 No Yes No

This states development will only be permitted if it does not increase pollution 

which is detrimental to quality of life. How does building a sewage works in 

what will be left of the strategic gap between OAKLEY AND BASINGSTOKE 

improve our local air quality and quality of life ?

Ensue strategic gap is not reduced by such developments

The policy will regulate the impacts related to pollution associated with  development including infrastructure stemming from the site 

allocations and other development and will ensure appropriate mitigation measures are put in place where necessary. Development 

proposals will also need to accord with the Local Plan as a whole, including policy SS3.10 (Manydown) and EM2 (Strategic Gaps). 

No change N/A

6.102
Mr Gareth 

Johns

Environment 

Agency (West 

Thames Area)

132809 844 Yes Yes Yes Support intentionally left blank Support noted. No change N/A

7.00
Mr Stewart 

Dunn

Hampshire 

Chamber of 

Commerce

785867 1306 No Yes No

The Chamber is disappointed that the Council has not included a draft policy for 

improving the Borough's skills as part of the amended Pre-Submission Local 

Plan

intentionally left blank

The Plan identifies skills and training as a form of infrastructure that would need to be provided to support the plan (paragraph 7.8). 

Such initiatives could be sought through either section 106 agreements or CIL funding. It is not considered suitable to have a specific 

land use policy on skills within the plan.

No change N/A

7.3
Mr Stewart 

Dunn

Hampshire 

Chamber of 

Commerce

785867 1303 Yes Yes Yes Supports change intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

7.7
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 507 Yes Yes No

There is scope for some employment sites currently occupied by office 

floorspace to be lost to other employment uses or alternate land uses. No, 

Basingstoke needs the maximum of office sites to provide good employment 

opportunities for it's growing population. Our children need good career based 

jobs, not minimum wage shop and warehouse jobs or flats in place of office 

buildings.

Remove the statement that office floor space can be lost to alternate land uses.

The Basingstoke and Deane Employment Land Review (2014) identifies that there is an oversupply of office accommodation, 

specifically low grade office stock in the borough, to meet future needs (up until 2029).  In addition, the NPPF (paragraph 55) states that 

local authorities 'should normally approve planning applications for change to residential use and any associated development from 

commercial buildings (currently in the B use classes) where there is an identified need for additional housing in that area, provided that 

there are not strong economic reasons why such development would be inappropriate'. The supporting text reflects up to date evidence 

and the NPPF. 

No change N/A

7.7
Mr Stewart 

Dunn

Hampshire 

Chamber of 

Commerce

785867 1304 No Yes Yes

Supports change, however, it is critical that the designation of important 

employment allocations is not unduly delayed and we would encourage the 

Council to set out a detailed timeframe to confirm when such allocations will be 

identified

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Sheila 

Peacock
781532 40 Yes Yes No

Old version 7.11 Bullet 3 says that there is an oversupply of land designated 

B8, for distribution centres; new version 7.7 says that more such land is 

needed. I am concerned that the role of road distribution centres in a low-

carbon (hence genuinely sustainable) UK will (and certainly should) be 

downgraded as more items are sourced locally. Hence a policy of encouraging 

distribution centres in the borough is not sustainable; although a policy of 

encouraging a rail-to-road distribution centre might have some merit. There are 

other reasons for not regarding distribution centres as a favoured form of 

employment: they do not employ that many people for the floor area they use, 

and they encourage lorries into the town, with consequent harm to the 

atmosphere and the road surfaces.

Change the policy wording to be more guarded about welcoming distribution 

centres, perhaps insisting that they not have priority over other uses of employment 

land that employ more people, are less harmful to the environment and 

infrastructure (i.e. roads) and are more in line with a low-carbon future for the 

UK.Definitely remove the presumption that more land be sought for distribution 

centres.

The change referred to is a result of updated local plan evidence, notably the Employment Land Review (ELR) which identifies a need 

for additional land to meet the needs of businesses in the storage and distribution sectors. The NPPF (paragraph 21) makes it clear that 

the borough's Local Plan should 'support existing business sectors, taking account of where they are expanding or contracting and, 

where possible, identify and plan for new or emerging sectors'. 

No change N/A
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EP1
Ms Emilia 

Buckmaster
839683 59 Yes Yes No

I object to the proposal to defer the allocation of proposed sites or industrial, 

storage and distribution uses until a subsequent Development Plan Document.  

Such allocations should form part of the current plan because of the very 

important relationship between housing and employment sites, which goes to 

the heart of sustainability. Decisions on both land uses must therefore be taken 

concurrently if they are to be sound.

The policy should be removed from the plan.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 77 Yes Yes No

1. I object to the deferral of the allocation of proposed sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses for a subsequent Development Plan Document.  It 

is essential and necessary to consider these items in relationship to housing and 

employment sites.

1. Decisions on Land usage must occur together so that they can be considered 

properly sound and consistent.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Dr Robert 

Lenoir
840557 99 Yes Don't Know No

I strongly object to the plans to defer decisions on siting of industrial, storage 

and distribution sites until a later Development Plan Document. Surely these 

matters are crucial to the sustainability of the area. 

Detailed plans on these matters should be included in order to comply with NPPF 

guidelines on sustainability.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 578 Yes Yes No

Paragraph (b) of this Policy is inadequate and inconsistent with the Objectives 

of the Plan. The allocation of a new employment site or sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses should be considered alongside housing 

allocations, not in a future DPD.

Further strategic employment sites with proven commercial viability should be 

identified adjacent to the housing development within this Policy.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1 Mr Nick Knoll 843025 229 Yes Yes No

The allocation of proposed sites for industrial, storage and distributions sites has 

been deferred for a later Development Plan Document. These should form part 

of the current Plan because of the very important relationship between housing 

and employment sites. To be sound and sustainable, decisions needs to be 

taken in parallel.

The allocation of proposed sites for industrial, storage and distributions sites has 

been deferred for a later Development Plan Document. These should form part of 

the current Plan because of the very important relationship between housing and 

employment sites. To be sound and sustainable, decisions needs to be taken in 

parallel.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mrs Fiona 

Packer
843086 327 Yes Yes No

I strongly object to the proposal to defer the allocation of proposed sites for 

industrial, storage and distribution uses, until the plan is completed. 

These allocations should form part of the current plan because of the important link 

between housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. 

Decisions on both land uses must be taken together if they are to be sound and 

reasonable to residents.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 463 Yes Yes No

The current Plan excludes/defers the allocation of sites for industrial, storage 

and distribution for a subsequent 'Development Plan Document'. If the Local 

Plan is to robust, it must be coherent and joined-up. Treating employment and 

non-residential developments entirely separately from the residential allocations 

leads to an incoherent approach.

The Plan must reflect the essential relationship between housing and employment 

sites. Without this linkage, any claim to sustainability is bogus. It is therefore clear 

that a joined-up Plan must guide decisions on land usage for both employment and 

residential purposes, coherently and concurrently.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 521 Yes Yes No I do believe the Local Plan to be legally compliant

EP1 - General I strongly object to the proposal to defer the allocation of proposed 

sites for industrial, storage and distribution uses to a subsequent plan. The idea that 

housing and employment sites can be separated is absurd and cannot possible 

deliver on the plans commitment to sustainability. Decisions on housing, 

employment, transportation, etc., must go hand-in-hand to deliver a sound and 

reasonable plan.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mrs Judith 

Morrow
842439 417 Yes Yes No

I emphatically object to the proposal to defer the allocation of proposed sites for 

industrial ,storage & distribution until further development, to not make that 

allocation must surely fly in the face of SS1 policy on minimum travel. Housing 

and Employment the two should be viewed together.

In order to comply with the NPPF guidelines for sustainability the allocation of sites 

for industrial, storage & distribution need to be included along with all other 

developments, otherwise how do you propose to comply with the policy SS1 on 

minimum travel?

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Rayond 

Knight
843187 466 Yes Yes No

the proposal to defer the allocation of proposed sites for industrial, storage and 

distribution uses until a subsequent development phase will mean that these 

uses cannot be considered in conjunction with the current Plan

The Council must not defer the allocation of proposed sites, and decisions on both 

housing and employment must be taken at the same time, so that the overall Plan 

can be effective.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Peter 

Wilson
843663 428 Yes Yes No

Paragraph 7.7 of the Plan implies that there could be a need for a large new 

industrial and/or warehousing/ logistics site. The proposal to defer the allocation 

of such a site or sites until a subsequent DPD is unsound. Such an allocation(s) 

should form part of the current plan because of the very important relationship 

between housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of 

sustainability, Decisions on both land uses should be taken concurrently if they 

are to be sound.

The plan should identify a site or sites to meet the need for new industrial, storage 

and distribution floorspace, which the LPA considers is required. Part of the 

required land should be identified within the Manydown allocation, which would 

support the creation of a mixed use and potentially more sustainable new 

community than housing and related community uses alone.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mrs Ann 

Knight
844015 481 Yes Yes No

The proposal to defer the allocation of proposed sites for industrial, storage and 

distribution uses until a subsequent development phase will mean that these 

uses cannot be considered in conjunction with the current Plan

The Council must not defer the allocation of proposed sites, and decisions on both 

housing and employment must be taken at the same time, so that the overall Plan 

can be effective.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Alan 

Kinahan
842541 669 Yes Yes No

The policy is exceptionally vague where it states that appropriate business will 

be developed in the Manydown and West Basingstoke area. As there are many 

thousand houses proposed to be built in these areas it should be more clear as 

to what are appropriate businesses, where the business parks are to be (there 

is nothing on the map as yet) and the volumes of employment targeted to be 

provided

By increasing the number of houses to be placed in East Basingstoke it would be in 

line with the plan to develop the existing business parks in that area. From a traffic 

perspective it would be more appropriate to have the new houses located on the 

side of town that has the existing business parks and with the plan to develop them 

further it makes even more sense to increase the number of houses being built in 

East Basingstoke as opposed to West Basingstoke. Following the increase in 

houses and business development in East Basingstoke a more detailed plan for 

business investment in West Basingstoke should be provided with details on the 

type and volumes of businesses and how to address the increased levels of traffic. 

The transport infrastructure plans need to be solidified well in advance of agreeing 

the plan so as to support the reason for housing in West Basingstoke.

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives. The plan 

provides a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs on deliverable sites over the plan period based on the available evidence base. 

Proximity to facilities including employment areas is one of many factors considered and this needs to be balanced against such factors 

as impact on the landscape, biodiversity and heritage assets. The Employment Land Review (2014) identifies the amount of 

employment land that is likely to be required over the Local Plan period to meet the economic needs of the borough. The report 

identifies the land requirements for both office and industrial uses. The amount and type of floorspace to be provided to the west of 

Basingstoke will be dealt with through the masterplanning and planning application stages and will take account of any identified need 

and market conditions.

No change N/A

EP1
Mrs Anousjka 

Selders
843638 746 Yes No

Policy EP1 – General Comment I object to the proposal of the council to defer 

planning of employment sites and facilities until a later date (in a different 

Development Plan). The housing plan should include a plan for employment 

and facilities to sustain and support that housing because they go hand in hand. 

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD will be set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Martin 

French
844126 695 No Don't Know No

The respondent is concerned about how realistic the council's plans are for the 

provision of new employment space, and is concerned that the approach taken 

will lead to more vacant employment space within a fairly short space of time.

This proposed development needs to be re-thought as it appears that statement on 

a plan, never come to fruition.

The Plan provides a suitable strategy for economic growth in the borough, protecting strategic and valuable sites whilst enabling 

redevelopment/regeneration where suitable. The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for 

employment uses (specifically storage and distribution uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through 

a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mr Richard 

Cheshire
844184 673 Don't Know No

The proposal to defer the allocation to site usage does not seem sensible. You 

need a coordinated plan of whether the site will be used for industrial, storage 

and distribution. There needs to be the overview of all the interconnecting 

planning proposal in order that an informed view of what is best can be made.

Ensure that all planning proposals take into account the big picture of development 

within Basingstoke so that decisions are not taken in isolation and therefore maybe 

counter productive to the overall objective

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Mrs Jackie 

Smith
844236 657 Yes Yes No

The proposed Local Plan should include the allocation of industrial, storage and 

distribution, as employment and housing sites are inter-related and affect 

sustainability.

The Local Plan should allow decisions on all land use, not leaving proposals for 

industrial, storage and distribution for a subsequent Development Plan Document.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1

Zurich 

Assurance 

Ltd

Zurich Assurance 

Ltd
131191 965 Yes Yes No

The approach set out in the re-written EP1 is not sound. Deferring the allocation 

of an employment site is not positive in its approach, and could result in a delay 

in providing the necessary development. The lack of guidance in the policy in 

relation to how such a site should be allocated is also unsound. The plan could 

be made sound if the land north of the railway line in Whitchurch were allocated 

for employment development, or if a policy setting out a clear criteria for new 

employment sites were to be provided in the plan (which would allow a new 

employment site in Whitchurch to come forward in advance of the DPD).

There are two ways to make the plan sound. The first would be to make an 

employment allocation on the land to the north of the railway line at Whitchurch. 

Such an approach would provide a deliverable way of meeting objectively assessed 

need for employment land in the borough. Such an approach would also be 

justified, owing to the benefits it would have for the development of the economy of 

Whitchurch, and for the town as a whole. It would also be effective as it would allow 

for a deliverable site to be allocated which is being promoted by the landowner. The 

allocation of that site would also be consistent with paragraph 28 of the NPPF. The 

second option would be to establish a criteria based policy that would permit 

development to come forward in advance of any subsequent DPD.

The strategy of protecting and enabling the appropriate regeneration of the borough's strategic employment areas is considered 

suitable. The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review 

in 2014 (published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake a call for sites prior to submission of the plan.  

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified strategic needs and a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.  As 

identified in policy EP2, other employment sites may be identified through the neighbourhood planning process and Whitchurch NPSG 

are currently considering this issue through the neighbourhood planning process. 

No change N/A

EP1 Mrs Kay Bird 844970 827 Yes Don't Know

Object to the proposal to defer allocation of proposed sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses until a subsequent DPD. Such allocation should 

form part of the current plan because of the very important relationship between 

housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. 

Decisions on both land uses must therefore be taken concurrently if they are to 

be sound.

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A
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EP1 Mr John Bird 844972 828 Yes Don't Know

Object to the proposal to defer allocation of proposed sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses until a subsequent DPD. Such allocation should 

form part of the current plan because of the very important relationship between 

housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. 

Decisions on both land uses must therefore be taken concurrently if they are to 

be sound.

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Katherine 

Phillips
844975 829 Yes Don't Know

Object to the proposal to defer allocation of proposed sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses until a subsequent DPD. Such allocation should 

form part of the current plan because of the very important relationship between 

housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. 

Decisions on both land uses must therefore be taken concurrently if they are to 

be sound.

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1 Andrew Bird 844976 830 Yes Don't Know

Object to the proposal to defer allocation of proposed sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses until a subsequent DPD. Such allocation should 

form part of the current plan because of the very important relationship between 

housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. 

Decisions on both land uses must therefore be taken concurrently if they are to 

be sound.

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1 Andrew Bird 844976 831 Yes Don't Know

Object to the proposal to defer allocation of proposed sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses until a subsequent DPD. Such allocation should 

form part of the current plan because of the very important relationship between 

housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. 

Decisions on both land uses must therefore be taken concurrently if they are to 

be sound.

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1 Judith Bird 844981 832 Yes Don't Know

Object to the proposal to defer allocation of proposed sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses until a subsequent DPD. Such allocation should 

form part of the current plan because of the very important relationship between 

housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. 

Decisions on both land uses must therefore be taken concurrently if they are to 

be sound.

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1 Mrs A Penrice 844982 833 Yes Don't Know

Object to the proposal to defer allocation of proposed sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses until a subsequent DPD. Such allocation should 

form part of the current plan because of the very important relationship between 

housing and employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. 

Decisions on both land uses must therefore be taken concurrently if they are to 

be sound.

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Scottish 

Widows
845328 879 Yes Don't Know No

The Council's desire to protect all EP1 land is based on the misconception of its 

own Employment Land Survey (ELS) in 2009 and 2013 which fails to reflect the 

qualitative sectors of the distribution industry. The ELS would support the 

selective de allocation of older small scale facilities like Gastons Wood as well 

as encouraging the allocation of new sites for modern large format facilities with 

strategic links to the motorway network. Currently the plan fulfills neither 

objective and is therefore un sound. The Plan should make a suitable land 

allocation for such an important land use rather than delegate it to a DPD as the 

LPA needs to balance the needs of both the housing and employment sector in 

order to provide a balanced and sound local plan.

It is requested that the EP1 (a) notation is removed from the eastern part of 

Gastons Wood so that the whole of the Gastons Wood Industrial estate is removed 

from the EP1 notation.

The ELR assessed the suitability of each of the borough's strategic employment areas and concluded that the Gaston Wood Industrial 

Estate should remain a designated area. The Plan is based upon this evidence which is considered to be robust. The Plan sets out a 

policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution uses) to meet 

identified strategic needs and a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD will be set out within the LDS. 

No change N/A

EP1
Mrs. Maria 

Miller MP
121767 1007 Yes Yes The new economic development policies are welcomed. intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

EP1 Mr Mark Biles HCC 700350 1395 Yes Yes Yes

The landowners strongly support proposed policy EP1: Economic Growth and 

Investment which includes specific reference to Manydown. Equally the 

landowners also strongly support the proposed insertion of the new sentence in 

EP3 which states: New local and district centres may also come forward as 

part of larger developments set out in Policy SS3.

intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

EP1
Ms Rachel 

Barker
Enterprise M3 785305 1414 Yes Yes Yes

Revised Policy EP1 is welcomed and supported. Especially pleased to see the 

addition of criteria b (Allocating a new employment site or sites for industrial, 

storage and distribution uses in a subsequent Development Plan Document). 

We were concerned that the Pre-Submission Local Plan did not address the 

need for additional industrial and distribution floorspace at Basingstoke, a town 

which has been a major provider over recent years. The Council has clearly re-

assessed this requirement in its Employment Land Review of February 2014 (in 

particular paragraph 10.29 and 10.30). Our only comment would be that Policy 

EP1 should include wording to give effect to a suitable mechanism to ensure 

that land for industry and distribution can be made rapidly available in the event 

of a major user appearing in the near future and before the new sites have 

been allocated through the new Development Plan Document. Otherwise the 

level of flexibility for this critical land use is not acceptable.

Additional wording to Policy EP1 (b) should therefore be added to the end of the 

proposed text as follows: Proposals for major industrial and distribution users which 

come forward before finalisation of this Development Plan Document will be treated 

sympathetically in light of the identified need.

General support noted. The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment 

Land Review in 2014 (published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior 

to submitting the Plan. The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically 

storage and distribution uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within 

the LDS. Applications which come forward in advance of this DPD will be considered on their merits in light of relevant national and local 

policy. The suggested wording is considered too flexible and the inclusion of a new framework policy would be considered to be more 

than a minor change at this stage,

No change N/A

EP1
R E 

Thompson
785516 975 Yes Yes No

Whilst the entirety of the 'employment' section has been re-written, the basic 

approach has not been fundamentally altered .The approach of concentrating 

employment development into Strategic Employment Areas, whilst also seeking 

to defer the allocation to a later DPD (but offering no guidance as to where 

these allocation might be) is not considered to be positive in nature, justified or 

effective. The approach is not positively prepared, as it provides no positive 

framework to guide future allocations (including via neighbourhood planning) or 

planning applications in terms of location, quality or quantum. The policy would 

therefore prevent development coming forward in advance of the relevant DPP. 

The reliance on a DPD to deliver employment development means that the 

policy is not sufficiently flexible or deliverable. The removal of the long-standing 

Ardglen allocation without any alternative and positive strategy for the delivery 

of employment development at Whitchurch does not represent an appropriate 

strategy, taking into account the need to support existing successful businesses 

at Whitchurch. The approach is also considered unsound in the light of a recent 

survey for the Whitchurch NP, which showed that there was desire to develop 

the economy of Whitchurch.

There are two ways to make the plan sound. The first would be to make an 

employment allocation on the land to the north of the railway line at Whitchurch. 

Such an approach would provide a deliverable way of meeting objectively assessed 

need for employment land in the borough. Such an approach would also be 

justified, owing to the benefits it would have for the development of the economy of 

Whitchurch, and for the town as a whole. It would also be effective as it would allow 

for a deliverable site to be allocated which is being promoted by the landowner. The 

allocation of that site would also be consistent with paragraph 28 of the NPPF. The 

second option would be to establish a criteria based policy that would permit 

development to come forward in advance of any subsequent DPD.

The strategy of protecting and enabling the appropriate regeneration of the borough's strategic employment areas is considered 

suitable. The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review 

in 2014 (published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake a call for sites prior to submission of the plan.  

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified strategic needs and a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.  As 

identified in policy EP2, other employment sites may be identified through the neighbourhood planning process and Whitchurch NPSG 

are currently considering this issue through the neighbourhood planning process. 

No change N/A

EP1
Fogarty Group 

Ltd
786610 1273 Yes Yes No

Welcomes the inclusion of Policy EP1. However, does not address barriers to 

investment, particularly viability, for country estates such as Oakley Hall.

EP1 reworded to include criterion d) under inward investment "Allowing the 

diversification and expansion of Country Estates so their long-term viability can be 

secured.

Policy EP4 (Rural Economy) provides the policy framework for economic uses outside of the established settlement policy boundaries. 

In addition, the allocations for employment uses can be made through the Neighbourhood Planning Process
No change

EP1 Cllr John Izett

Basingstoke and 

Deane Borough 

Council

787475 1359 Yes Yes Yes Support the change in clause c) in relation to the Manydown site intentionally left blank Support noted

EP1
Mr Terence 

Bailey
842138 1145 Yes Don't Know No

Respondent strongly objects to the proposal to defer the allocation of proposed 

sites for industrial, storage and distribution uses until a subsequent 

Development Plan Document. Such allocations should form part of the current 

Plan because of the very important relationship between housing and 

employment sites, which goes to the heart of sustainability. Decisions on both 

land uses must therefore be taken concurrently if they are to be sound.

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake a call for sites prior to submission of the plan.  The 

Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution uses) 

to meet identified strategic needs and a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.  

EP1
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1352 Yes Yes No

I object to the idea that allocating proposed sites for industrial, storage and 

distribution uses can wait until after the Development Plan Document is written. 

It is vital that the relationship between housing and employment sites is 

considered. How can this be done when the requirements of both are not 

considered simultaneously?

Build more houses to the North and East of the town instead of to the South and 

West.

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

EP1
Dr Stephen 

Bingham
843665 1206 No Don't Know No

I object to the idea that allocating proposed sites for industrial, storage and 

distribution uses can wait until after the Development Plan Document is written. 

It is vital that the relationship between housing and employment sites is 

considered. How can this be done when the requirements of both are not 

considered simultaneously?

intentionally left blank

The identified need for a new employment land allocation came to light following the update of the Employment Land Review in 2014 

(published March 2014) and therefore the Council has been unable to undertake an appropriate call for sites prior to submitting the Plan. 

The Plan sets out a policy framework to enable a new site to come forward for employment uses (specifically storage and distribution 

uses) to meet identified needs and  a timeframe for allocating such a site through a future DPD is set out within the LDS.

No change N/A

7.15 Tesco Ltd Tesco Ltd 85986 1198 Yes Yes No

Footnote 34 states that, in considering market signals in the context of Policy 

EP2, the Council will require evidence of 6 months marketing activity. It is 

inappropriate and inconsistent with the NPPF to reserve decisions on the basis 

of a marketing exercise.

Delete footnote 34 and appropriate parts of paragraph 7.15
The NPPF refer to the need to take account of market signals. The Council considers that the marketing of premises for 6 months 

provides a useful source of information concerning the attractiveness of the vacant unit / premises to the market.
No change N/A
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EP2
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 579 Yes Yes No

As 66% of the greenfield housing allocations within Basingstoke are in the west 

and south west it is perverse to locate 75% (by area) of the strategic 

employment land to the north and east.

Either further strategic employment sites with proven commercial viability should be 

identified adjacent to the housing development under Policy SS3.10 (Manydown) or 

housing should be re-allocated from the south west and west to the east of the 

town, closer to the strategic employment sites.

The spatial strategy outlined in the plan is considered the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives. The plan 

provides a balanced strategy for meeting housing needs on deliverable sites over the plan period based on the available evidence base 

which includes the site assessment process. Proximity to facilities including employment areas is one of many factors considered and 

this needs to be balanced against such factors as impact on the landscape, biodiversity and heritage assets. The Employment Land 

Review identifies the strategic employment areas in the borough (the majority of which are established employment locations in the 

borough) and identifies the future needs for the office and industrial sectors, identifying a shortage of land for industrial uses which will 

need to be identified through a future DPD. Policy EP1 (criteria C) enables the provision of employment uses at the Manydown and Golf 

Course allocation sites which could increase the amount of employment land to the West of Basingstoke Town, if required.

No change N/A

EP2
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 508 Yes Yes No

75% of employment sites are in the North & East of Basingstoke. Commuters 

from the South & South West of Basingstoke have the longest journeys to 

work. A strategic employment area is needed in the South West of 

Basingstoke, close to Junction 7 of the M3, not more housing. We need enough 

good jobs for all the housing development which is planned.

Include Kempshott Park as a strategic employment area, don't use this area/land 

for housing development. Examine other opportunities for a business park close to 

M3 junction 7. Manydown SS3.10 needs employment sites.

The Employment Land Review (2014) identifies that additional strategic employment allocations are not required over the plan period 

although additional land for industrial uses will need to be identified through a future DPD.  Taking account of the NPPF and up to date 

market intelligence, a number of sites/areas have not been classified as Strategic Employment Areas due to their characteristics etc. 

including Kempshott Park. Policy EP1 (criteria C) enables the provision of employment uses at Manydown and Golf Course allocation 

sites which could increase the amount of employment land to the West of Basingstoke Town.

No change N/A

EP2
Mr Stewart 

Hayes
841607 546 Yes Yes No

A high quality business park is needed near Junction 7 of the M3, similar to, but 

smaller than those at Hook and Farnborough. Basingstoke with it's growing 

population needs good career employment opportunities, not more minimum 

wage retail and warehouse jobs for it's growing population. Our children need 

real career employment opportunities in this area.

7.12 Addition of a Strategic Employment Area at Kempshott Park and/or at the 

disused Peake Copse gypsy site.

The Employment Land Review (2014) identifies that additional strategic employment allocations are not required over the plan period 

although additional land for industrial uses will need to be identified through a future DPD, the timetable for which is contained in the 

LDS.  The Plan's policies provide a framework for regenerating and improving the quality of existing employment areas to meet market 

needs over the plan period. Taking account of the NPPF and up to date market intelligence, a number of sites/areas have not been 

classified as Strategic Employment Areas due to their characteristics etc. including Kempshott Park. The Peak Copse site is not 

available for such uses. Policy EP1 (criteria C) enables the provision of employment uses at Manydown and Golf Course allocation sites 

which could increase the amount of employment land to the West of Basingstoke Town.

No change N/A

EP2
Mr Gareth 

Capner
844058 520 Yes Yes Yes

The Whitchurch Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee supports the new 

policy which states that "other employment sites may be identified through the 

Neighbourhood Planning process". The identification of an employment site for 

Whitchurch through the Neighbourhood Planning process may involve the 

incorporation of an alternative Car Park at Whitchurch Railway Station in terms 

of size and location. Discussions with the Local Plan Team Leader have 

confirmed that the Whitchurch Railway Station Car Park policy SS11 is a non-

strategic policy which is therefore capable of amendment through the 

Neighbourhood Planning process.

The Whitchurch Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee supports the new policy 

which states that "other employment sites may be identified through the 

Neighbourhood Planning process". The identification of an employment site for 

Whitchurch through the Neighbourhood Planning process may involve the 

incorporation of an alternative Car Park at Whitchurch Railway Station in terms of 

size and location. Discussions with the Local Plan Team Leader have confirmed 

that the Whitchurch Railway Station Car Park policy SS11 is a non strategic policy 

which is therefore capable of amendment through the Neighbourhood Planning 

process.

Support noted No change N/A

EP2 Tesco Ltd Tesco Ltd 85986 1196 Yes Yes No

Footnote 34 states that, in considering market signals in the context of Policy 

EP2, the Council will require evidence of 6 months marketing activity. It is 

inappropriate and inconsistent with tithe NPPF to reserve decisions on the basis 

of a marketing exercise.

Delete footnote 34 and appropriate parts of paragraph 7.15
The NPPF refers to the need to take account of market signals. The Council considers that the marketing of premises for 6 months 

provides a useful source of information concerning the attractiveness of the vacant unit / premises to the market.
No change N/A

EP2
Scottish 

Widows
845328 880 Yes Don't Know No

The criteria used in the draft plan followed the themes used in the adopted plan 

and provide a robust and easily understood means to test the acceptability of a 

non employment uses. The new criteria are less easily understood requiring 

foot notes and interpretation on the part of the applicant and the LPA. It is 

considered there is no good reason to depart from the well established criteria 

of the adopted local plan and the minor revision used in the earlier draft of this 

plan.

It is suggested that the earlier drafting to the criteria of Policy EP2 should be re 

instated as follows:  Policy EP2 - Alternative Uses of Employment Sites Alternative 

uses for employment sites including in the defined Employment Areas, will be 

permitted where: a) The proposed use would be suitable for the location and not 

harm the function  and operation of any neighbouring businesses; and b) The 

applicant demonstrates that they have explored options for either a single 

employment use or mix of uses including employment, without success and there is 

no reasonable prospect of an employment use on the site; and c) The site does not 

have strategic importance as an employment site in its location or for the borough 

as a whole.

Revised Policy EP2 seeks to provide clear guidance on how applications for the loss of employment land at sites defined as strategic 

employment areas and other sites within settlement policy boundaries. The revised Policy is compliant with the NPPF and takes account 

of the finding of the Employment Land Review (2014). The policy will ensure that employment sites that fulfil a need will not be lost 

whilst those where there is a substantial oversupply (i.e. low grade office stock) can be re-used for alternate uses.

No change N/A

EP2
Mrs. Maria 

Miller MP
121767 1008 Yes Yes The new economic development policies are welcomed. intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

EP2 Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1434 Yes Don't Know No

Basingstoke contains numerous derelict sites and unused office blocks. In 

recent years the take-up of new commercial land has fallen drastically, with 

changes in working practices permanently reducing the demand for office 

space. Therefore, there would appear to be a great opportunity for such land to 

be used for housing. The council should reduce its projections concerning the 

future demand for employment land. The redevelopment of Basing View is 

supported, but will lead to a large oversupply of office space. Policy SS8 is 

currently overly focused on a narrow range of uses. Basing View could 

potentially yield 1350 residential units. The SHLAA significantly underestimates 

the potential residential yield (predicting just 300). The Plan does not properly 

respond to the ELR, a more ambitious approach could yield 735 to 1090 

houses at 50 p/a. In total, underused employment land could accommodate 

between 1785 to 2140 homes, without undermining the supply of office space.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1174) No change N/A

EP2
Festival Place 

Unit Trust
787467 1124 Yes Yes No

The development of new office floorspace at Basing View Employment Area 

will provide significant additional B1 employment floorspace in close proximity 

to the town centre. This adds to the logic that it is inappropriate to apply the 

same policy test regarding the alternative use of existing office sites in 

Basingstoke town centre, as that applying to other undefined employment sites 

elsewhere in the borough.

The addition of a new category after allocated employment sites at Policy EP2: "2. 

Sites within employment use within Basingstoke Town Centre Proposals for the 

change of use or redevelopment of sites in employment use within Basingstoke 

Town Centre will be considered on their merits. Where it can be demonstrated that 

the use of the site is also appropriate to meet the identified needs of alternative 

uses (e.g. retail within or adjacent to the Primary Shopping Centre) such proposals 

will be supported. 3. Other sites in employment use within settlement policy 

boundaries

Revised Policy EP2 seeks to provide clear guidance on how applications for the loss of employment land at sites defined as strategic 

employment areas and other sites within settlement policy boundaries. The revised Policy is compliant with the NPPF and takes account 

of the finding of the Employment Land Review (2014). The policy will ensure that employment sites that fulfil a need will not be lost 

whilst those where there is a substantial oversupply (i.e. low grade office stock) can be re-used for alternate uses. It is not considered 

necessary for  sites within Basingstoke Town Centre to have their own sub criteria and any changes to alternative uses will need to 

comply with other policies contained within the plan, including EP3. 

No change N/A

EP3

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron)

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron Estates)

131199 539 No Yes No

The plan fails to identify the major out-of-town retail parks. The NPPF promotes 

town centre uses, but does not suggest that local planning authorities should not 

prepare policies for existing out-of-centre retail locations. Paragraph 2 (rigid 

application of the the sequential test) contradicts paragraph 3 (which permits 

development in out-of-centre locations, subject to an impact assessment).

The policy should be reviewed and revised to include a positive approach to the 

existing out-of-centre retail locations in Basingstoke.

Policy EP3 provides a suitable and positive framework for out of centre retail parks, enabling development that improves their quality but 

meets the sequential and impact assessment tests outlined in the NPPF. The policy is considered to be in line with the NPPF rather than 

contradicting as outlined.  The main out of centre retail parks are listed in paragraph 7.26.

N/A N/A

EP3
Mr John 

McGuinness

Bladon & 

Kirkham
844293 714 Yes Yes No

Under the heading "Basingstoke Town Centre" the change to a positively-

worded policy has (perhaps inadvertently) excluded changes to Class A5 by 

referring to "(Use Classes A1-A4)". This is also illogical because the first part of 

the policy as changed encourages proposals for shops, but then goes on to set 

criteria that apply to all retail uses (except, incongrously, A5). If it is the case 

that this is deliberate and the changes are based on some characteristic of uses 

in Class A5, then this need to be justified. We do not consider it could be, were 

such changes of use subject to the criteria in the policy. The criteria comply with 

national policy on maintaining vitality and viability and the changes as worded 

exclude uses in Class A5 from their application. In doing so, they leave a 

vacuum in respect of changes to Class A5, which will be ineffective in securing 

vitality and viability.

"Proposals for shops (A1 Use Class) are encouraged within the defined Primary 

and Secondary Shopping Frontages. Other retail uses (Use Classes A1-A4), will be 

permitted where:" should be amended to read " "Proposals for shops (A1 Use 

Class) are encouraged within the defined Primary and Secondary Shopping 

Frontages. Other retail uses (Use Classes A2-A5 ), will be permitted where:"

The comments are accepted and the wording should be updated accordingly.

Amend text as follows "Proposals for shops 

(A1 Use Class) are encouraged within the 

defined Primary and Secondary Shopping 

Frontages. Other retail uses (Use Classes 

A2-A5 ), will be permitted where:" 

Supporting text also to be updated to reflect 

change: para.7.23 to also include A5:Hot 

Food Takeaways.

Response to representation

EP3 Tesco Ltd Tesco Ltd 85986 1201 Yes Yes No

We welcome the amended text in Policy EP3 relating to the sequential 

assessment, which brings the policy closer to achieveing consistency with the 

NPPF. However, additional minor amendments are required to ensure full 

consistency. Paragraph 24 of the NPPF should be properly reflected in the 

amended text for Policy EP3. Furthermore, the flexibility referred to in the 

amended text has to be appropriate to the form of development being 

proposed (Refer to the Dundee Supreme Court Judgement) in this regard.

Amend the revised text of Policy EP3 to read as follows: "Development, including 

extensions to existing facilities, for main town centre uses outside of the defined 

centres will only be permitted if, following a sequential assessment, it could be 

demonstrated that the development could not be accommodated within a suitable 

and available centre or edge of centre location having demonstrated appropriate 

flexibility in the format and scale of development proposed.

The comments are accepted and the wording should be updated accordingly.

Ammend policy wording as 

follows:'Development, including extensions 

to existing facilities, for main town centre 

uses outside of the defined centres will only 

be permitted if, following a sequential 

assessment, it could be demonstrated that 

the development could not be 

accommodated within a suitable and 

available centre or edge of centre location 

having demonstrated appropriate flexibility 

in the format and scale of development 

proposed'.

Response to representation

EP3
Mrs Julia 

Johnston

Chineham Parish 

Council
781298 1080 No Don't Know No

It is considered that the current central shopping area is not suitable for the 

current thinking on Transport as set out in Policy CN8 for increased use of 

public transport. Consideration should be given to any future redevelopment of 

the Malls and the bus station to make a common 'gateway' to the shopping 

centre with rail bus and taxi provision integrated instead of the present crowded, 

fragmented and inadequate access.

Each policy should specify precise transport proposals defining changes needed for 

roads and public transport.
This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 64). No change N/A

EP3

Bovis Homes 

and Pye Homes 

Ltd

786429 984 Yes Yes Yes
Support is given to the hierarchy of centres including Tadley as a defined 

District Centre.
intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A
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EP3

The John 

Lewis 

Partnership

The John Lewis 

Partnership
846736 1129 Yes Yes No

JLP have concerns over the support of additional retail floorspace due to the 

retail capacity estimated for the borough - both within new housing 

developments (permitted under EP3) and also existing defined centres.

We also recommend that Policy EP3 is amended to state that any new retail 

floorspace in new local and district centres that may come forward as part of larger 

developments set out in Policy SS3 be proportionate to the population growth at 

these locations.

The plan puts in place a suitable framework for retail development in the borough, focused on improving the vitality and viability of all of 

the defined centres, including district centres. The policy permits development which is of a scale and character that reflects the role, 

function and distinctive qualities of a centre whilst restricting any development that would  harm the vitality and viabilty of other defined 

centres, including the town centre.  It is considered that the Plan's support for the borough's existing centres is clearly expressed in the 

Plan. The comment regarding the the need to amend the policy to include a reference to new retail developmnet being proportionate in 

scale to its related development is accepted and additional wording is suggested to address this point. 

Amend text as follows: ' New local and 

district centres may also come forward as 

part of larger developments set out in Policy 

SS3, where they are suitable  in scale to the 

level of growth proposed.

Response to representation

EP3 Mr Mark Biles HCC 700350 1396 Yes Yes Yes

The landowners strongly support the proposed insertion of the new sentence in 

EP3 which states: 'New local and district centres may also come forward as 

part of larger developments set out in Policy SS3'•.

intentionally left blank Support notes No change N/A

EP3
Festival Place 

Unit Trust
787467 1125 Yes Yes No

To support the vitality and viability of the town centre and to allow sufficient 

flexibility to adapt to rapid change (NPPF 14 and 23), draft Policy EP3 should 

be amended to be less restrictive in its control over the loss (be it through 

redevelopment or change of use) of retail uses to non-retail uses within the 

defined Primary Shopping Frontage.

The following change to draft Policy EP3: "Proposals for shops (A1 Use Class) are 

encouraged within the defined Primary and Secondary Shopping Frontages. Other 

retail (Use Classes A2-A5) and leisure uses (Use Class D2), will be permitted 

where: a) Individually or cumulatively they do not undermine the vitality, viability or 

character of the frontage; and b) They do not give rise to unacceptable 

environmental or public safety impacts. Proposals for the loss of retail uses (A1-A5) 

to non-retail uses in the defined Primary Shopping Frontage will be resisted where 

they have a significant adverse impact on the vitality, viability or character of the 

frontage. Within the defined Secondary Shopping Frontage, proposals for other 

town centre uses will be permitted where the above criteria are met and the cultural 

and historic offer of the Frontage is supported." For consistency, we suggest that 

para 7.23 is amended to read: The policy also enables an element of 

complementary non A1 retail uses (A2 (financial and Professional Services), A3 

(Restaurants and cafes) A4 (Drinking establishments) A5 (Hot Food Takeaways) 

and D2 (Leisure)) in order to enhance the offer and strengths of the shopping 

frontage

Support for some of the changes is noted. The comments relating to the need to include takeaways witihin the policy is accepted and 

changes to the policy and supporting text have been made accordingly (see response to rep.714). However, the suggested increased 

flexibity regarding other leisure uses within the primary frontage is not accepted in light of the aim of the plan to retain A class uses 

within the primary shopping frontage and allow a more flexible approach to town centre uses within the town's  secondary frontage.

Amend text as follows "Proposals for shops 

(A1 Use Class) are encouraged within the 

defined Primary and Secondary Shopping 

Frontages. Other retail uses (Use Classes 

A2-A5 ), will be permitted where:" 

Supporting text also to be updated to reflect 

change: para.7.23 to also include A5:Hot 

Food Takeaways.

Response to representation

EP3 Cllr John Izett

Basingstoke and 

Deane Borough 

Council

787475 1360 Yes Yes Yes

Support the addition of wording "New local and district centres may also come 

forward as part of larger developments set out in Policy SS3" in relation to the 

Manydown site

intentionally left blank Support noted N/A N/A

7.32
Gregory Gray 

Associates

Gregory Gray 

Associates
85569 104 Yes Yes Yes n/a Support noted N/A N/A

EP4
Miss Lucie 

Stone
753731 1375 Yes Yes No

Any proposals will necessarily be considered against i), ii), and iii). Matters 

included in i) are specifically dealt with by other policies within the Proposed 

Local Plan namely EM1, EM3, EM11. ii) and iii) are matters which are overseen 

by Hampshire Highways and their strategic policies, it is not considered 

appropriate to include assessment criteria which is outside the scope of control 

of Basingstoke and Deane. We consider this to be the same for the last 

sentence of the policy, "Development proposal that result in an increase in 

HGVs on C and U roads, or a significant increase in traffic on C and U roads, 

will generally not be permitted.

Amend "middle" sentence to read; "All development proposals must be of a use 

and scale that is appropriate to the site and location" Delete "when considering; i) 

xxxx, ii) xxxx, iii) xxxx, iv) xxxx" and final sentence.

No change. The policy addresses the particular issues and circumstances of the Borough.  No change N/A 

EP4
Fogarty Group 

Ltd
786610 1274 Yes Yes No

Policy should be amended to reflect the need to positively support the rural 

economy in particular the sustainability and long-term viability of Country 

Estates.

EP4 add criterion e) under first half of policy to read "Enable the continuing 

sustainability or expansion of a business or enterprise to ensure the long-term 

viability of country estates".

The policy is considered consistent with paragraph 28 of the NPPF. The policy is applicable to all types of business and enterprise in 

rural areas and therefore specific mention to 'country estates' is not required. Paragraph 7.32 adds that the policy applies to use classes 

B1, B2 and B8 proposals and other proposals for rural economic development.   

No change N/A 

EP4
Mr Edward 

Dawson

Michael 

Frankham
847130 1169 No Yes No

The revised local plan should better take account of the diverse roles and make-

up of different parts of the rural area. It should more effectively recognise the 

intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside and seek to support thriving 

rural communities within it. This means account should be taken of the needs 

and life of different parts of the rural area without applying approaches that are 

rigid or inflexible. Stifling rural life through well-meaning policy is neither 

appropriate or of value. Protection of the character of rural areas and the 

maintenance of a thriving rural community can go hand-in-hand. Sympathetic 

adaptation or re-use of buildings in the countryside for residential use should be 

supported. By permitting small-scale proposals, the plan can promote 

sustainable rural areas without resulting in a fossilised community. Where 

proposals for rural housing are made, these should be supported and 

encouraged where the type and scale of the development is appropriate to its 

location.

Policy EP4  Rural Economy b) Delete: are for a change of use or conversion of a 

suitable permanent building Insert: b) for a change of use or conversion of existing 

buildings c) Insert: are for a replacement building whether temporary or permanent, 

Delete: that is not temporary in nature or for an extension to an existing building, 

provided that the proposal should not require substantial rebuilding, extension or 

alteration, and should not result in the requirement for another building to fulfil the 

function of the building being converted. Other changes will be necessary to bring 

about the required level of flexibility to ensure the future of the rural area in relation 

to its economy up to 2029, and the appropriate housing of local people and others.

The policy is considered consistent with paragraph 28 of the NPPF. The Local Plan should also be read as a whole including policy SS6 

(New housing in the countryside).  Paragraph 7.34 provides additional guidance in relation to replacing existing buildings within the 

countryside. 

No change N/A 

7.32
Gregory Gray 

Associates

Gregory Gray 

Associates
85569 104 Yes Yes Yes

The Plan is now considered to be legally sound following the revision made to 

paragraph 7.32 (formerly 7.36) to include support for proposal for rural 

economic development beyond use classes B1, B2 and B8 further to our letter 

dated 24th September 2013.

n/a Support noted. No change N/A 

EP5
Fogarty Group 

Ltd
786610 1275 Yes Yes No

Welcomes the inclusion of Policy EP5 however, it should be amended to reflect 

the need to positively support the rural economy in particular the sustainability 

and long-term viability of Country Estates.

Amend a) as follows: It utilises an existing suitable building or structure through 

change of use or conversion, including where this would secure the long term future 

of heritage assets. Insert criterion d) It would enable the continuing sustainability or 

expansion of a business or enterprise to ensure the long-term viability of a country 

estate.

The policy is also consistent with paragraph 28 of the NPPF. The policy is applicable to all types of tourism development in the 

countryside and therefore no specific mention to 'country estates' is required. 
No change N/A

Appendix 1 Mr Dave Luff 630827 33 No Don't Know No

The Plan includes the SHLAA and the SHLAA includes Down Grange, 

BAS069. The local roads cannot sustain increased traffic that 100 homes would 

generate and Basingstoke would have a reduced area for recreational/sport 

use when the population of Basingstoke is increasing.

Remove BAS069 from the SHLAA

Down Grange is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future. This 

site does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment 

has been undertaken to assess the cumulative impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are 

required. The plan should be read as a whole and any future proposal will be judged against Policy EM5 which concerns matters 

including the provision of open space.

No Change N/A

Appendix 1
Mr John 

Valentine
840142 67 No Yes No

The Plan includes the SHLAA and the SHLAA includes Down Grange, 

BAS069. The local roads cannot sustain increased traffic that 100 homes would 

generate and Basingstoke would have a reduced area for recreational/sport 

use when the population of Basingstoke is increasing.

Remove BAS069 from the SHLAA

Down Grange is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future. This 

site does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment 

has been undertaken to assess the cumulative impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are 

required. The plan should be read as a whole and any future proposal will be judged against Policy EM5 which concerns matters 

including the provision of open space. The SHLAA forms an evidence base document which informs rather than forms part of the Local 

Plan.

No Change N/A

Appendix 1
Mr John 

Southwell
840528 84 No Don't Know Yes

The plan is unsound as the land on Down Grange BAS069 has been in 

constant use over many years and is a valuable resource for members of the 

public. Many houses are being proposed for the SW side of B'stoke when the 

town and access to the ring road to Newbury and Reading is to the NE. Traffic 

is a constant and increasing problem around the Brighton Hill roundabout and 

adding houses and more cars to Pack Lane will be disastrous.

intentionally left blank

Down Grange is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future. This 

site does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. In response to the number of houses being proposed to the south west of 

Basingstoke, allocations have been made around the town (including approximately 1,860 new homes to the north and east of the town) 

and in the borough‟s larger towns and villages, as suitable. The allocation of sites set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on 

the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of factors were considered and balanced. This included a 

number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to services (including employment), the capacity of the road 

network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate infrastructure could be provided.  In addition, the September 2013 

Transport Assessment, which tested 4 distribution options, concluded that the differences between them were negligible on the defined 

highway network. 

No Change N/A

Appendix 1
Mrs Alison 

Papworth
840744 109 No Yes No

The Plan includes the SHLAA and the SHLAA includes Down Grange, 

BAS069. The local roads cannot sustain increased traffic that 100 homes would 

generate and Basingstoke would have a reduced area for recreational/sport 

use when the population of Basingstoke is increasing.

Remove BAS069 from the SHLAA

Down Grange is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future. This 

site does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment 

has been undertaken to assess the cumulative impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are 

required. The plan should be read as a whole and any future proposal will be judged against Policy EM5 which concerns matters 

including the provision of open space.The SHLAA forms an evidence base document which informs rather than forms part of the Local 

Plan.

No Change N/A

Appendix 1
Mrs Angela 

Hope
841716 135 No Yes No

The Plan includes the SHLAA and the SHLAA includes Down Grange, 

BAS069. The local roads cannot sustain increased traffic that 100 homes would 

generate and Basingstoke would have a reduced area for recreational/sport 

use when the population of Basingstoke is increasing.

Remove BAS069 from the SHLAA

Down Grange is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future. This 

site does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment 

has been undertaken to assess the cumulative impacts of development on the local road network and mitigation measures that are 

required. The plan should be read as a whole and any future proposal will be judged against Policy EM5 which concerns matters 

including the provision of open space.The SHLAA forms an evidence base document which informs rather than forms part of the Local 

Plan.

No Change N/A

Appendix 2 Mr Paul White 840526 121 No Don't Know No

The list of supporting documents in Appendix 2 of the Revised Pre-Submission 

Local Plan (April 2014) states that the Settlement Policy Boundaries document 

is to be prepared following the adoption of the Local Plan (this plan). The 

absence of a policy which clearly defines the future for settlement boundaries 

leaves the future strategy for housing development vague and hence not 

positively prepared.

The Settlement Policy Boundaries (DPD) document should be made available or 

included within the local plan before the local plan is adopted so that the future 

strategy is clear for the communities of Basingstoke & Deane so that the local 

plan may be reviewed in its entirety and not left open to boundary transformation 

after the plan is adopted.  The Settlement Policy Boundaries should be fixed for the 

period of this local plan (2011-2029).

The Local Plan addresses the key strategic issues facing the borough and the council is focused on getting this framework in place as 

soon as possible in order to guide future development. Settlement Policy Boundaries (SPB) are already defined and therefore there is 

no policy vacuum in this regard. However updates to these boundaries are required through a full review which is considered will more 

suitably take place through a separate DPD. The SPBs are  defined on the Policies Map which will be used to guide development over 

the Plan period (2011-2029), once the Local Plan is adopted. Following adoption of the Plan the SPB's will be reviewed and if 

amendments are required then the Policies Maps will be updated to reflect this.

No Change N/A

Appendix 3
Miss Lucie 

Stone
753731 1376 Yes Yes No

Definition of isolation: We support the replacement of Settlement Policy 

Boundary with Settlement, however the second sentence is superfluous in that 

'isolation' should be considered in the context of the built environment not 

necessarily the proximity to public transport and other facilities. In its current 

form the definition would prevent, for example, the provision of new housing 

within a settlement in the countryside which had a village school where that 

school required more pupils, because there were no public transport links.

Delete second sentence so the definition reads; "In the context of new residential 

development in the countryside where there is a significant separation between the 

proposed dwelling and the nearest settlement.

Support noted. The definition of 'isolated' incorporates a number of considerations including the proximity to public transport, as well as 

distances to key services and facilities such as schools. The definition provides a guide as to how far new residential development 

should be sited in relation to these services and facilities. This is supported by section 4.4 of the 'Manual for Streets' which indicates that 

residential areas should be within 10 minutes 'walking distance' of key facilities, i.e. approximately 800 metres.

No Change N/A
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Appendix 5
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 394 No Yes No

This states that 'The preparation , public consultation and content of the 

masterplan will be in accordance with the advice given in this protocol UNLESS 

OTHERWISE AGREED BY THE COUNCIL OR DEVELOPER OR 

LANDOWNER' This gives the council the ability to bypass or ignore previously 

agreed and laid down regulations.

Delete all references to these 'get out ' clauses.

There is no national level requirement to prepare masterplans in respect of site allocations. However, where the council considers that 

masterplans are necessary to ensure a coordinated and coherent approach to development, this requirement has been included in the 

relevant policies.The requirement for public consultation in planning is laid out in the relevant legislation. To further strengthen the role of 

local communities in planning, the Localism Act 2011 introduced a new requirement for developers to consult local communities before 

submitting planning applications for certain developments. This will give local communities an opportunity to comment on a scheme at 

the early stages when there is still scope to make changes to the proposal. Local communities will be able to raise issues for the 

developer to consider, and make suggestions which could improve the development and reduce its impact on the neighbourhood. The 

removal of the need for masterplans will therefore not have any bearing on the public consultation required.

No Change N/A

Appendix 5
Mr Antony 

Merriman
835448 711 No Don't Know No

It is not consistent with National Policy to remove the need for Masterplans from 

most of the Greenfield sites. The Master Planning process (as outlines 

elsewhere in the document) contains Neighbourhood/Local/Community 

involvement in Planning; such involvement has been removed as part of the 

removal of the need for Master Planning and has not been adequately 

replaced.

Either: Regress to the previous version where Master Planning was required for all 

Greenfield sites or Put in place alternative Local/Community involvement in the 

planning of all greenfield sites (if a 'Master Plan' is not really needed)

There is no explicit requirement in the NPPF to impose masterplanning requirements in relation to site allocation policies. In addition, 

The NPPG also does not contain a requirement for masterplans, though does make reference to masterplans more generally. 

Therefore, there is no national level requirement to prepare masterplans in respect of site allocations. However, where the council 

considers that masterplans are necessary to ensure a coordinated and coherent approach to development, this requirement has been 

included in the relevant policies.

No Change N/A

Map 1a
Mr Steven 

Quayle
846961 1147 Yes Don't Know No

On reading Map1a together with Map 7a it is clear that this land will be 

vulnerable to future housing development as it will not have any special planning 

status. It follows that the need for further housing will 'trump' open countryside 

policies. Furthermore I understand that this land (or at least part of it) is in the 

ownership of the Borough Council who will wish to maximise its value. The 

Council must balance the need for housing with the need to preserve the ever 

diminishing countryside. Decisions must be made will be on their planning 

merits and not on any financial return to the Borough Council.

intentionally left blank

The Manydown site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and is 

considered to be a suitable location for housing. Account has been taken of the need to prevent the coalescence of Basingstoke and 

Oakley, and a strategic gap has accordingly been identified to maintain the separation.  

No change. N/A

Map 1a
Mr Stuart 

Simpson
842997 1344 Yes Don't Know No

The maps document does not appear to show the proposed link road from the 

B3400 to the A339 or the possible link road from the M3 J7 to the A339. The 

map document shows a pink hatched area denoted as "Remaining Manydown 

Area in land ownership, within which wider master planning will take place", 

which could presumably mean anything, including the M3/J7 to A339 link road

I suggest that the number of dwellings proposed on the west side of Basingstoke, 

specifically in SS3.10, SS3.2 and SS3.11, should be scaled back significantly, thus 

reducing the need for such extensive link roads. If Basingstoke really needs so 

many new dwellings, they should be distributed more evenly across the borough.

At this stage the form of  the link road is yet to be determined and this will be considered through the development of a masterplan for 

the Manydown development. The plan is based on an assessment of future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF 

and the most up-to-date statistical information, including housing need arising from economic growth. Sites SS3.10, SS3.2 and SS3.11 

are required to meet this housing need. Further information is set out in the updated SHMA and housing topic paper. The allocated sites 

have been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are considered to be a 

suitable location for housing.   

No change. N/A

Map 1a Mr Paul White 840526 89 No Yes No

The proposed allocation of land for a country park within Basingstoke (see 

Policy Map 1a) should be reconsidered in preference of the land between Pack 

Lane and the M3. This land would be better suited to a country park because it 

would fulfil the need for the proposed strategic gap between Basingstoke & 

Oakley (see Policy Map 7a); it would serve a larger local community from 

Oakley, Kempshott, Hatch Warren and Beggarwood and would offer better 

regional access from the M3. The south west of Basingstoke also makes better 

financial sense for a country park because the infrastructure assessment 

highlights significant costs and works required to develop sewage services and 

public amenities for housing development which are more readily available at 

the North Manydown location and other site allocations within the plan.

The country park land allocation should be changed to the south Manydown (south 

west) region of Basingstoke to make better use of this land as a strategic gap 

between Basingstoke and Oakley whilst also mitigating significant sewage and 

public services issues associated with developing houses in the south west region of 

Basingstoke.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for a country park. The IDP, prepared in consultation with service providers (including Thames Water) in support of the Local 

Plan, sets out the infrastructure needs associated with development growth, together with how and when these items are to be delivered 

and funded.  

No change. N/A

Map 1a
Cllr Diane 

Taylor
121755 1417 Yes Don't Know No

Object to the revisions to Map1a (linked policy SS3.10). The increase in the site 

allocation does not comply with the proposed new policy EM2. Whilst the stated 

intention of establishing an 'open and undeveloped' area between Oakley and 

new development is both welcome and essential for the maintenance of 

Oakley's village identity, the extra land now included on the eastern edge of the 

Manydown site allocation stretches as far as the Wootton road off the B3400. 

This represents an extra field which: a) brings the new development within a 

few metres of the last house in Newfound. This does not comply with the 

intention of Policy EM2. b) causes the site to encroach over the natural ridgeline 

at the summit of Scrapps Hill and brings the development into the full view of 

both Newfound residents and all travellers approaching Basingstoke from the 

west along the B3400.

In order to comply with the Strategic Gap policy EM2 and have regard to the 

importance of a sense of community and a sense of place, the site allocation for 

Manydown should be confined to an area to the east of the ridge line and to the 

north of the B3400.

In response to the comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the 

site assessment. This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last 

local plan consultation

No change. N/A

Map 7b

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1192 Yes Yes Yes

Policy Map 7b - " Basingstoke - Old Basing Strategic Gap." Country Watch 

(CW) welcomes and supports the " Proposed additional area to be included in 

Strategic Gap."

intentionally left blank Support is noted. N/A N/A

Map 1a
Mr Rodney 

Scott

Oakley and 

Deane Parish 

Council

461222 957 Yes Yes No

Strongly object to the 'additional area to be included within the Site Allocation' 

as defined in Policies Map 1a. Referred to their representation to the Pre 

Submission Local Plan which stated that the parish council strongly objected to 

any move to shift the proposed settlement policy boundary to the west up to the 

road from the B3400 to Wootton St Lawrence.

The proposed settlement boundary should revert back to that shown in Map1a of 

the Pre Submission Local Plan (August 2013). There is inconsistency between 

Map1a and Map7a. The Basingstoke - Oakley strategic gap should also be 

identified in Map 1a. Then further amend Map 1a so that the area of the strategic 

gap will no longer be shown as 'Remaining Manydown area in land ownership, 

within which masterplanning will take place.'

 In response to the comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the 

site assessment. This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last 

local plan consultation. The policies map should be read as a whole and therefore the strategic gap designation does not need to be 

defined on Map 1a. The area defined as 'Remaining Manydown area in land ownership' is required to be shown in Map 1a as it defines 

the area within which 'wider' masterplanning will take place, as referred to in Policy SS3.10. Development in strategic gaps will only be 

permitted where it accords with criteria a) and b) or c) of policy EM2. 

No change. N/A

Map 1a Mr David Flint 778560 1225 Yes Don't Know No

Maps 1(a) and 7(a): There is no justification for moving the Basingstoke 

Settlement Policy Boundary westwards and it should remain on the ridge of 

Scrapps Hill as in the previous Local Plan.

SS3.10 (m): The Country Park should be extended southwards to include the 

Basingstoke-Oakley Strategic Gap and be extended further to link with Old Down 

Woodland Park to make it sound and justified. Old Down Woodland Park should be 

designated as a Local Nature Reserve and be protected from putting an access 

road through it to Manydown to be sound and justified. SS3.10 (n): The route of the 

Western Bypass is not defined and it is not costed so it is not sound or justified. The 

crossing of the railway lines cannot be safeguarded unless the whole route is 

defined and costed to demonstrate that the most economical route is chosen before 

it could be sound and justified. SS3.10 (s): The location of sewerage treatment 

plants should not infringe the undeveloped nature of the Basingstoke-Oakley 

Strategic Gap for it to be sound and justified. Maps 1(a) and 7(a): The Basingstoke 

Settlement Policy Boundary should respect the landscape by staying east of the 

Scrapps Hill ridge line for it to be sound and justified. It should also stay east of the 

oil pipe line hazard safeguarding zones along the ridge of Scrapps Hil to ensure 

the safety of the houses and shopping centre built near Scrapps Hill for it to be 

sound and justified. Map 7(a): I support the extension northwards and southwards of 

the Basingstoke-Oakley Strategic Gap. The southern extension should be linked to 

Old Down Woodland Park so that this keeps its links with the open countryside for 

the benefit of residents and wildlife and in order to be sound and justified.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. The Plan does not 

allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Old Down does not from part of the 

proposals within the plan. In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored 

suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the site will be located. 

Development proposals (such as a sewage treatment works) in strategic gaps will only be permitted if it accords with the criteria a) and 

b) or c) in policy EM2. Landscape was given due consideration in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process. These 

matters are covered by criterion j), k),  l) and n).  Support for the extension of the Basingstoke-Oakley Strategic Gap is noted. 

No change. N/A

Map 1a Flavia Estates 787392 1092 Yes Yes Yes
We support the proposed increase in the capacity at Manydown. We support 

the amendment to Map 1a identifying the wider land as a site allocation.
intentionally left blank Support noted. No change. N/A

Map 1a
Mr Jeremy 

Farelly

Genesis Town 

Planning (on 

behalf of Wates 

Development 

Ltd)

787807 1075 Yes Yes Yes

Wates Developments support the change made to Map 1a which now includes 

all of the land in the immediate vicinity of Worting within the Manydown Site 

Allocation and also the additional land to the west which will make for a better 

overall development.

intentionally left blank Support is noted. N/A N/A

Map 1a Mr Mark Biles HCC 700350 1399 Yes Yes Yes
Support the additional area to be included within the Site Allocation for the 

reasons set out in our previous submission.
intentionally left blank Support is noted. N/A N/A

Map 1a Cllr John Izett

Basingstoke and 

Deane Borough 

Council

787475 1358 Yes Yes Yes
Support the additional area to be included within the Site Allocation for the 

reasons set out in our previous submission.
intentionally left blank Support is noted. N/A N/A

Map 1a
Councillor 

Rob Golding
787795 1420 Yes Yes No

The available evidence does not support the proposals in Map 1a. The 

proposed 'additional area to be included within Site Allocation'• is 'good'• or 'very 

good' agricultural land and one of the additional fields is a valued and prominent 

feature in the local landscape. This land should not be allocated unless there is 

evidence that it is required. The council's evidence base shows that the area 

proposed for allocation in the previous Local Plan consultation is sufficient to 

allow the development of 3,400 dwellings in the period to 2029, recognizing the 

need for enough development outlets to enable the target to be achieved in 

practice. No evidence has been provided to justify the inclusion of this additional 

area. Including the additional area would conflict with the policy EM2. The area 

south of the railway line may not be 'deliverable'• given the responses of the 

landowner and highway authority to the previous Local Plan consultation. See 

attached note from consultee for more detail.

The area of Manydown north of the railway line allocated in the Local Plan should 

be as shown in Map 1a in the August 2013 draft Pre-Submission Local Plan. The 

designation in that draft of some of the land within the SPB as "Area in which 

Masterplanning will take place but development will be limited due to heritage and 

landscape constraints" should be removed (as proposed in this draft). The 

'Additional Area to be included in Site Allocation'• shown in Map 1a of this 

consultation draft should be omitted from the allocation for the Local Plan to 2029. 

Map 7a the Basingstoke-Oakley strategic gap should be amended to include in the 

strategic gap the area excluded from the proposed allocation. The Examination in 

Public should consider whether there is now adequate evidence that the land south 

of the railway but north of Pack Lane can be delivered during the plan period. In 

particular it needs to be established whether the landowners now intend to develop 

that parcel during the plan period.

 In response to the comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the 

site assessment. This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last 

local plan consultation. The 'Additional area to be included with Site Allocation' has been included as part of the most sustainable 

strategy when considered against the alternatives and is considered to be a suitable location for housing. Loss of agricultural land  was 

recognised in the site assessment and sustainability appraisal and has been given due consideration through the site selection process. 

No change N/A
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Map 1c Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1440 Yes Don't Know No

Our submission to the previous draft pointed out the muddled thinking and 

contradictory nature of the road proposals for SS3.10. This draft does nothing 

to address those concerns. This road still is a road providing access within the 

development and to be a link road into a new future development. We contend 

that it cannot be both. The whole western by-pass is unjustified. Despite the 

severe criticism of the lack of evidence supporting the proposal and no 

demonstrable need for this new road in submissions to the first round of 

consultations and even severe criticism from HCC to the proposal, this western 

by-pass is still included. All that seems to have changed is the road is clearly 

stated as being separate to the above access/link road through the Manydown 

development. The western by-pass would run through the country park and the 

Oakley strategic gap. The approach is muddled and contradictory. The western 

by-pass is unjustified and purely designed to serve future development.

This ulterior motive is clearly seen in the bias and fabricated need in the plan.  All 

plans for a western by-pass should be removed from the plan and all reference to a 

through road in the development should be removed. If a road is proposed in the 

development that runs from the A339 to the B3400 it should be specified as being 

an access road for the new development only and to be restricted to traffic to or 

from the development itself and of a design that discourages and makes it 

unsuitable for rat-running either for existing or future adjacent development. 

At this stage the form of  the link road is yet to be determined and this will be considered through the development of a masterplan for 

the Manydown development. Draft Policy SS3.10 includes a requirement to have regard to the potential requirement for a western by-

pass through the master planning process but a bypass does not form part of the Local Plan. The suitability of a by-pass is being 

considered by the relevant authorities, reflected in the early feasibility work being conducted by the Council and its partners.  

No change. N/A 

Map 1g

Bovis Homes 

and Pye Homes 

Ltd

786429 989 No Yes No

Plan has already acknowledged at paragraph 4.64 that the consultation zones 

may change over the plan period. If and when those consultation zones do 

change, Map 1g will be out of date and will be misleading forming part of the 

adopted Development Plan. The NPPF advises that local planning authorities 

should produce a Local Plan for its area which can respond flexibly to changing 

circumstances. Establishing the consultation zones within the maps and 

proposals map, particularly where it is acknowledge that there is likely to be a 

change will not foster such flexibility and will only cause confusion and 

uncertainty.

Remove the AWE consultation zone from the map. A more relevant approach 

would be to signpost the consultation zones through the Council website which can 

be more readily keep up to date and relevant.

As per comment ID: 991, it is felt clearer that the current consultation zones are shown on the Plan's key diagram to highlight the 

affected area for readers, but with appropriate wording to direct them where to go for updates. The AWE 3km consultation zone will be 

removed from Map 1g. 

Remove the AWE 3km consultation zone 

from Map 1g. 
To improve clarity

Map 2

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron)

Bell Cornwell 

(acting for 

Lamron Estates)

131199 540 No Yes No
The town centre boundary does not include all of the existing areas where town 

centre uses - retail, hotels, offices - are located.

The proposed town centre boundary on Map 2 - and Map 1(f) - should be extended 

to include 3 areas: 1) to the south-west, to include Brinkletts car park and Brinkletts 

House in Winchester Road, plus existing offices, car parks and proposed hotel on 

the south side of New Road; 2) to the north-east, to include the western end of 

Basing View, including the approved hotel on The Glasshouse site. 

The Town Centre boundary has been defined based on national guidance and the Local plan evidence base and revisions were made 

to include areas with redevelopment potential. Regarding the suggestion to extend the town centre boundary to the south of New Road, 

see the response to Pre Submission Local Plan consultation - comment ID 770. 

No change. N/A

Map 7a
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 286 Yes Yes No

Paragraph F makes reference to a Country Park, Paragraph G states to 

"respond positively to the special characteristics and sensitivities of 

the landscape". I believe the area referred to in the Proposed Strategic Gap 

should be extended to included Old Down and Beggarwood Parks as this area 

of natural beauty is widely used by families in the area, joggers, dog walkers, 

ramblers etc and would require very little (if any) further funding. It has great 

historic interest with links to Jane Austin and a bronze aged burial mound. It is 

full of wildlife that should be encouraged not destroyed.

Extend the Proposed Strategic Gap to include Old Down and Beggarwood Parks 

and protect these natural habitats for inclusion into a Country Park

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.

No change. N/A

Map 7a
Mr Rodney 

Scott

Oakley and 

Deane Parish 

Council

461222 956 Yes Yes No

Map 7a of the revised Pre Submission Local Plan was amended to the south 

and north west to take account of our representations to the Pre Submission 

Local Plan but our representation that it should also be extended up to the ridge 

line to the north east was not included.

Extend the strategic gap further to include land up to the ridge line to the north east 

The strategic gap as currently defined does not therefore meet paragraph 6.12 and 

6.13 (supporting text to policy EM2) of the Local Plan. As currently proposed the 

additional area to be included in Manydown (policy SS3.10) as defined in policies 

map 1a now comes within 300 metres of thee existing houses in the parish.

 In response to the comments of the landowners of Manydown, the site area increased to reflect that which was assessed through the 

site assessment. This enabled an increase in the yield on the site and reflects the evidence submitted by the landowner through the last 

local plan consultation

No change. N/A

Map 7a
Mr M 

Freemantle
389319 1403 Yes Yes No

The proposed Basingstoke-Oakley Strategic Gap and 'Proposed additional 

areas to be included in the Strategic Gap'• shown in Map 7a should be extended 

east as far as the existing Settlement Policy Boundary (the Roman Road path) 

and as far north as the footpath that runs alongside Pack Lane from the Roman 

Road to Battledown Flyover and Oakley. See consultees notes which expand 

on the reasons for supporting these proposals including on the Jane Austen 

Country Park (background information to connection with the Jane Austen), 

Battledown and western by-pass.

Extend the Basingstoke-Oakley Strategic Gap east as far as the existing Settlement 

Policy Boundary (the Roman Road path) and as far north as the footpath that runs 

alongside Pack Lane from the Roman Road to Battledown Flyover and Oakley. 

Amend Map 7a accordingly. The changes would lead to a range of benefits: Protect 

and enhance the existing natural environment to the west of Kempshott. Promote 

the cultural heritage, not least that related to the borough's most famous daughter 

Jane Austen. Contribute to the Rural Economy (Policy EP4) and Rural Tourism 

(EP5) by firmly placing the borough on the tourist map and attracting increased 

numbers of visitors. Require little or no additional funding, as the parks, fields, and 

footpaths already exist. Have little or no impact on the future provision of dwellings 

in the red site allocation• areas shown in Map 1a.

The Strategic Gap boundary is justified and will maintain the integrity of the existing settlements and prevent their coalescence.  It also 

follows exisitng physical features. Any development proposals on the land to the east of the strategic gap will need to accord with policy 

EM2 of the Local Plan. The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period but this area 

is subject to the wider masterplanning of the area. 

No change. N/A

Map 7a
Ms Sarah 

Harder
843078 287 Yes Yes No

f & g) Refers to a 'Country Park'.  This should be extended so that Old Down, 

Beggarwood Park and North Wessex Downs are included, they are areas of 

natural beauty and have links to Jane Austen.  Many families, runners and dog 

walkers enjoy this stunning area and it's wildlife.

Extend the currently proposed 'Strategic Gap', protect the beauty and wildlife, don't 

spoil what we are currently able to enjoy.

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability. The North Wessex 

Downs are already designated an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. Paragraph 6.12 of the Local Plan explains that strategic gaps 

are a tool to prevent coalescence of settlements. 

No change. N/A

Map 7a
Mr Jeffery 

Eastick
843613 396 Yes No

Within the plan there seems to be undue emphasis on development to the 

southwest of the town (around the access via the A30 from J7 of the M3) 

without due consideration of the impact on infrastructure (traffic levels / facilities 

(shops / schools etc) / cost of sewage transfer to the N.E. / Employment 

opportunities / Transport). Building houses in this area would just appear to 

generate the need for more travel by householders to reach the required 

amenities and require increased additional costs for (such as sewage transfer) 

which don't seem to be fully costed in the plan. 

Designate whole area as country park between Kempshott and Oakley and limit 

house building to land north of B3400 up to A339 , along Roman Road (Way).

The allocated sites have been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives and are 

considered to be a suitable location for housing.  The sites have been through detailed assessments including site assessment and 

sustainability appraisal.  The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within 

the „remaining Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has 

not been made available for a country park. 

No change. N/A

Map 7a
Mr Roger 

Glover
840507 82 Yes Yes No

The strategic gap separating Oakley and Basingstoke is insufficient and should 

be extended. In addition, the respondent notes that the fields to the south and 

west of Pack Lane contain existing Scheduled Monuments and aerial photos 

suggest that other areas of archaeological interest are located along the edges 

of the route of the Roman Road.

The Strategic Gap should be extended to include all the Prime Agricultural fields to 

the South of Pack Lane and West of the existing Cycle pathway and footpath which 

forms the existing Basingstoke Boundary.

Account has been taken of the need to prevent the coalescence of Basingstoke and Oakley, and a strategic gap has accordingly been 

identified to maintain the separation.  The heritage assets present on the Manydown land were recognised in the site assessment and 

sustainability appraisal and have been given due consideration through the site selection process. 

No change. N/A

Map 7b
Mrs Chris 

Rose
840530 1217 Yes Yes No

I welcome the addition of Pardown Copse and Smalls Copse as part of the 

Oakley -Kempshott strategic gap but I do not understand why it is felt that 

Oakley deserves separation from new development but the residents of 

Kempshott, who have long enjoyed the views and the access to open country, 

should now be denied it.

Create a country park which links the proposed country park at Wooton St 

Lawrence and the conservation area of Worting to the ancient woodland copses of 

Oakley and links across to Old Down and Beggarwood via the fields south of Fuzzy 

Drove which contain rare arable plants of national importance. This would avoid the 

isolation of Old Down which already has SINC status as do the hedgerows of South 

Manydown and has been identified a site worthy of Local Nature Reserve status by 

the council already and endorsed by Natural England in 2012

The land designated as a country park has been made available by the land owner for this purpose. Land within the „remaining 

Manydown area in land ownership, within which wider masterplanning will take place‟ as defined on policies Map 1a has not been made 

available for an additional area of country park at this stage. If, subsequently, a proposal is submitted to extend the Manydown country 

park or to create an additional country park elsewhere in the borough then this will be determined against local and national policy at that 

time. The provision of a larger country park would further add to the overall cost of the infrastructure to be provided in the borough, 

which is already substantial, and would require land over and above that which has been offered by the landowners of the Manydown 

site.  Given the competing demand on the limited amount of available funds to provide infrastructure in the borough, and the need to 

prioritise the provision of the most important services and facilities to support residents and businesses (such as school, highway 

improvements etc), it is unlikely that there will be scope to fund a larger country park whist retaining site viability.  The Plan does not 

allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Old Down does not from part of the 

proposals within the plan. In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for Manydown, and explored 

suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the site will be located. 

No change. N/A

Map 7c
Mr Julian 

Crawley
843633 389 Yes Don't Know Yes

This submission is to confirm my full support for the extended Basingstoke-

Sherborne St John Strategic Gap.

This submission is to confirm my full support for the extended Basingstoke-

Sherborne St John Strategic Gap.
Support is noted. N/A N/A

Map 7d
Mr John 

Darker
637650 1298 Yes Yes Yes

Comment in the capacity as Chairman of the Sherfield on Loddon 

Neighbourhood Plan Working Group from August 2013 to March 2014. Support 

the proposed strategic gap for Bramley/ Sherfield-on-Loddon. Comments made 

by Sherfield-on-Loddon Parish Council to policy EM2 and Map 7d of the Pre 

Submission Local Plan were not substantiated or recorded in any way in the 

minutes of the Neighbourhood Plan Working Group. I understand that the 

Parish Council may now be intending to clarify this earlier statement.

intentionally left blank
Support for the strategic gap is noted. Note the comment regarding comments made by Sherfield-on-Loddon Parish Council to policy 

EM2 and Map 7d of the Pre Submission Local Plan. 
N/A N/A

Map 7e Elaine Vashi Bloor Homes 786469 1184 Yes Yes No

The Strategic Gap boundary itself emphasises how the site at Land at Smith's 

Field is already bounded by existing development on two sides, and the site is 

also visually well contained by existing vegetation. The site therefore clearly 

does not serve the purposes of the Strategic Gap, neither in terms of preventing 

the coalescence of built up areas, nor in maintaining the separate identity of 

Tadley. Exclude Land at Smith's Field to follow a more logical and defensible 

boundary to the north of the site, as attached to Boor Homes earlier submission

The boundary of the Baughurst - Tadley Strategic Gap be amended to exclude 

Land at Smith's Field to follow a more logical and defensible boundary to the north 

of the site, as attached to Boor Homes earlier submission.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment ID: 746). No change. N/A
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Map 8b Pal Properties 785602 1159 No Yes Yes

Pal Properties Ltd supports the LPA's proposed amendment to the Strategic 

Employment Area at Hampshire International Business Park to remove the land 

known as Aurum from the designation. The land has sat vacant for many years, 

during which time the site has been marketed following the grant of consent for 

B1 office space in 2003, and before that since 2000. Despite this extensive 

marketing during both strong economic conditions and that of the recession, the 

land has failed to come forward for employment use. In line with the NPPF, the 

removal of the land from the Strategic Employment Area designation as shown 

within Map 8b is considered a sound approach, and reflects the position within 

Paragraph 22 of the NPPF that LPAs should avoid the long term protection of 

sites allocated for employment use, but where there is no reasonable prospect 

of a site being used for that purpose. This change therefore would be consistent 

with National Policy.

intentionally left blank Support is noted. N/A N/A

Map 8f Ms Jade Ellis

Sentinel Housing 

Association and 

Vestal 

Development Ltd

846889 1138 Yes Yes Yes

We support the council's approach to the deletion of the area from the existing 

employment area on the basis that the employment land review (ELR 2014) 

indicates that the loss of this employment land has been accepted for 

residential use. A planning application for up to 578 residential units is due to be 

determined on the site, prior to the examination of the plan which will further 

confirm this position (ref: 14/00865/OUT).

intentionally left blank Support is noted. N/A N/A

Map 8f Ms Jade Ellis

Sentinel Housing 

Association and 

Vestal 

Development Ltd

846889 1139 Yes Yes No

Sentinel object to the inclusion of Dextra Court within the existing employment 

area. This building is a former office building which has not been fully utilised for 

this purpose for some time and is now proposed to be utilised for residential 

purposes as per the amended general permitted development order.

Accordingly, in order to make the plan sound, as the change of use is likely to be 

permitted development in any event and the exclusion of the chapel hill site suggest 

a change in the emerging character of this area, we propose that Dextra court is 

excluded from the defined employment area within the Local Plan.

Other planning permissions and/ or prior approvals for the change of use may result in the amendment to Strategic Employment Area 

boundaries. Therefore rather than considering a change at this stage, all permissions and prior approvals where it could result in a 

change to a boundary will continue to be monitored to an appropriate time during the Local Plan examination and any necessary 

amendments to boundaries will be brought to the attention of the Local Plan examination Inspector. Any amendments to boundaries will 

be highlighted in a Schedule of Minor Changes/ Main Modifications. 

No change. N/A

DTC
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 591 Yes No No

Table 3 shows that there is no evidence of any discussions with Winchester on 

the potential for a new sustainable town development at Micheldever until 

October 2013 when Zurich Assurance were pursuing a legal challenge against 

Winchester City Council (WCC) on this site. There is no evidence in this Plan 

that Basingstoke has complied with its duty to co-operate with Winchester on 

this important cross-border development issue.

The Council has not engaged constructively with Winchester City Council and 

submission of the Plan should be withdrawn while constructive co-operation takes 

place with Winchester City Council on the opportunities offered by a sustainable 

development of the Micheldever site.

The plan is based on an assessment of the borough's future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-

to-date statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. Further information on how the Council has met it's legal 

obligations in terms of the Duty to Cooperate can be found in the supporting Duty to Cooperate Statement of compliance. This details 

the discussions on the matter raised regarding Micheldever Station. It is important to note that the Council has not received any 

objections from neighbouring authorities including Winchester on the duty to cooperate. The Council considers the plan to be legally 

compliant.

No change N/A

DTC Mr Nick Knoll 843025 234 No Yes No

Why did no-one consider building a sustainable new town at Micheldever next 

to its railway line instead of jamming ever more houses further and further from 

Basingstoke town centre right next to a motorway? Did Basingstoke and 

Winchester Councils really co-operate in the way they were meant to? Where‟s 

the joined-up planning?

The plan should detail how Basingstoke and Winchester councils co-operated.

The plan is based on an assessment of the borough's future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-

to-date statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. Further information on how the Council has met it's legal 

obligations in terms of the Duty to Cooperate can be found in the supporting Duty to Cooperate Statement of compliance. This details 

the discussions on the matter raised regarding Micheldever Station. It is important to note that the Council has not received any 

objections from neighbouring authorities including Winchester on the duty to cooperate. The Council considers the plan to be legally 

compliant.

No change N/A

DTC
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 723 No Yes No

The Council have a legal duty to co-operate with other neighbouring councils to 

find suitable sites for development. In the light of the Deputy Prime Minister's 

recent comments about garden cities, I can find no evidence that B&DDC 

collaborated effectively with (for example) Winchester over the Micheldever 

site, or with any of the authorities to the north over sites closer to Berkshire. (I 

understand that there has also been a challenge from this direction)

The Council needs to demonstrate that it has fulfilled this legal obligation.  If, as I 

suspect, it has not, it must enter into meaningful dialogue with these authorities to 

find sites that overcome the urban sprawl that the current Plan imposes on 

Basingstoke, especially to the west and southwest.

The plan is based on an assessment of the borough's future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-

to-date statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. Further information on how the Council has met it's legal 

obligations in terms of the Duty to Cooperate can be found in the supporting Duty to Cooperate Statement of compliance. It is important 

to note that the Council has not received any objections from neighbouring authorities including Winchester on the duty to cooperate. 

The Council considers the plan to be legally compliant.

No change N/A

DTC
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 511 No No No

Distribution of development is a key fundamental legal obligation and I do not 

believe that Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council has fully complied with its 

legal obligations to co-operate with all adjoining local authorities in respect of a 

fair and even distribution of housing throughout the local region.

intentionally left blank

The plan is based on an assessment of the borough's future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-

to-date statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. Further information on how the Council has met it's legal 

obligations in terms of the Duty to Cooperate can be found in the supporting Duty to Cooperate Statement of compliance. It is important 

to note that the Council has not received any objections from neighbouring authorities on the duty to cooperate. The Council considers 

the plan to be legally compliant.

No change N/A

DTC
Dr Pauline 

Holmes

Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight 

Wildlife Trust

121655 1370 No Don't Know Yes

Proof of engagement with the Local Nature Partnership (the Hampshire and 

Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust) on strategic priorities is required to be part of the 

evidence that a public body has satisfied the duty to cooperate (paragraph 

181). Ecological networks, by their very nature, are likely to cross administrative 

boundaries.

intentionally left blank
Evidence of engagement will be incorporated into the Duty to Cooperate Statement of Compliance in support of the Submission Local 

Plan. The borough council is a partner in the Local Nature Partnership and will continue to work in partnership with the LNP 
Update DTC statement

To demonstrate that legal requirements 

have been met.

DTC
Mr Craig 

Barnes

Gladman 

Developments
786814 1256 Yes No No

Concerned that the DTC statement is not sufficiently robust. Question 

discussions with Wokingham and there is no evidence to what discussions have 

been had in order to resolve previous objections. Borough part of commuter 

belt of London, this relationship has not been considered in the DTC.

Further discussions with surrounding authorities as well as Greater London.

The plan is based on an assessment of the borough's future housing need, taking into account the advice in the NPPF and the most up-

to-date statistical information regarding demographic and economic trends. Further information on how the Council has met it's legal 

obligations in terms of the Duty to Cooperate can be found in the supporting Duty to Cooperate Statement of compliance.This details 

information regarding the Greater London Authority's approach to the Further Alterations to the London Plan.  It is important to note that 

the Council has not received any objections from neighbouring authorities including Wokingham or the Greater London Authority on the 

duty to cooperate. The Council considers the plan to be legally compliant.

No change N/A

ELR Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1433 Yes Don't Know No

This plan then shows an extraordinary shift from the long term historic 60% 

Brownfield build to just 34% over the plan period. We believe there to be a link 

between the severe fall in the brownfield figures for the period and the inclusion 

of Manydown in the plan. A lowering of brownfield numbers will of course lead 

to a rise in the greenfield requirement. This appears to have been done to a 

level that then requires the inclusion of Manydown. The council's evidence base 

significantly underestimates the amount of housing which can be built on 

brownfield land. The approach set out in SS1 appears to ignore the wishes of 

the residents and national policy and presses on with greenfield development. 

Basingstoke will be a better place by preserving its countryside, by cleaning up 

and re-using its run down areas, and in the process providing a vibrant town 

with a living heart and close linked suburbs that are close to and in reach of the 

town centre, employment areas, and transport links.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites based on the available 

evidence base, including the site assessment process and sustainability appraisal. The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are 

considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base including the SHLAA which considers the viability of 

the delivery of individual brownfield sites in the town and elsewhere. The opportunity sites figure in the plan reflects the SHLAA, and 

these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  Whilst the Plan  positively promotes brownfield development, supply 

should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy. In order to meet the borough's future housing needs, greenfield allocations 

are required.    Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper.

No change N/A

ELR Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1436 Yes Don't Know No

Basingstoke contains numerous derelict sites and unused office blocks. In 

recent years the take-up of new commercial land has fallen drastically, with 

changes in working practices permanently reducing the demand for office 

space. Therefore, there would appear to be a great opportunity for such land to 

be used for housing. The council should reduce its projections concerning the 

future demand for employment land. The redevelopment of Basing View is 

supported, but will lead to a large oversupply of office space. Policy SS8 is 

currently overly focused on a narrow range of uses. Basing View could 

potentially yield 1350 residential units. The SHLAA significantly underestimates 

the potential residential yield (predicting just 300). The Plan does not properly 

respond to the ELR, a more ambitious approach could yield 735 to 1090 

houses at 50 p/a. In total, underused employment land could accommodate 

between 1785 to 2140 homes, without undermining the supply of office space.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

This representation was considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (comment 1174) No change N/A

HRA
Mr Charles 

Routh

Natural England 

Consultation 

service

787784 977 Yes Yes Yes

As there is no tracked changes of this assessment, and as we have no reason 

to think that the plan has changed in a manner that would affect the conclusions 

of this assessment, we have not reviewed the assessment per se. If there are 

substantive changes to the assessment, please highlight what they are, and we 

would be glad to provide advice.

intentionally left blank Comments and support noted. No substantive changes have been made to the HRA. The changes were either factual or typos. No change N/A

IDP Mr Paul White 840526 123 No Don't Know No

There is a discrepancy in the allocation of homes in the Pre-Submission Local 

Plan April 2014 (Policy SS3 on page 34), and the Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

(IDP) April 2014 (Section 5.3 on page 10). The IDP assumes 320 less homes in 

the Manydown SS3.10 site and 100 less homes in the Basingstoke Golf Course 

SS3.11 site. This assumption amounts to an IDP assessment reduction of 420 

homes which is almost a 10% difference in home allocation for these two 

western Basingstoke sites.

To make the Local Plan sound, the Infrastructure Delivery Plan should be assessed 

for its accuracy to support the Local Plan.

The table linked to para 5.3 will be updated to ensure consistency with the Local Plan.  This should refer to 3,400 homes at Manydown 

and 1,000 at Basingstoke Golf Course.

Amend the table linked to para 5.3 in the 

IDP
To ensure consistency with the Local Plan

IDP Mr Paul White 840526 124 No Don't Know No

The Local Plan is not sound because the supporting Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

is incomplete and misleading. (1) The Infrastructure Delivery Plan is missing 

Appendix A (Infrastructure Schedule) (2) Appendix D: The Map of GP surgeries 

is misleading because it contains two South Ham Surgeries, one of which is 

suggested to exist in Beggarwood / Kempshott.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan should be reviewed for accuracy and content.

Appendix A is based upon information made available to the Borough Council by the various service providers in the borough, with costs 

included where these are known. It is acknowledged that in some cases, further information is awaited, and this will be included as and 

when this is available.  Information in respect of surgeries has been provided by the relevant part of the NHS.

No change N/a
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IDP
Mrs Gillian 

Bartrip
841769 141 No Yes No

The accompanying Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) , whilst identified as a 

"living document" which will be updated over The Plan period, is still significantly 

lacking in detail in many places. Even with many of the infrastructure needs not 

identified, however, the IDP identifies a major funding gap of £285 million over 

The Plan period. The infrastructure funding gap means that the Local Plan is 

flawed in the context of NPPF and sustainable development.

The Plan should  give a clear and consistent commitment that infrastructure, local 

services and facilities, and will be put in place ahead of any housing development, in 

all cases. The IDP should be more specific before The Local Plan is adopted and 

should show both how the current infrastructure gap requiring £600million 

investment and how the future infrastructure major funding gap of al least £285 

million will be addressed.

A key purpose of the IDP is to set out the likely future costs of infrastructure in order to justify the requirement for a future Community 

Infrastructure Levy charge.  As such, the examiner will need to be sure that there is 'funding gap' in the borough, in order to justify the 

introduction of CIL.  The IDP will be beneficial in identifying specific schemes in moving forward with future funding bids, as it will 

highlight to potential funders that the scheme is required, the amounts involved and the commitment by the Borough Council to 

provision.  It should be noted that the County Council and Borough Council has recently been successful in securing funding for a 

number of transport improvements around the town to assist in addressing congestion issues and meeting the needs of the Local Plan.

No change N/a

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 580 Yes Yes No

IDP Appendix A - The analysis of the Levels of Priority in the Infrastructure 

Requirements schedule is too broad and too indistinct. 80% of infrastructure 

requirements, by value, are classified as "Necessary". This does not give 

enough distinction to establish what is really "necessary" and what is actually 

achievable.

SWAG commends the use of a different form of analysis such as that used by 

Hastings Borough Council in its IDP. This analyses infrastructure requirements by 

their importance to the Planning Strategy and divides them as follows : Planning 

Strategy Importance to strategy Risk to delivery of output Alternatives (Desirable, 

Critical or Important) (High, Low or Medium) (N/A, None identified or specific 

alternatives) Such a breakdown will show where critical infrastructure is most 

required and will avoid the currently inchoate result of 80% of the infrastructure cost 

having no apparent means of prioritisation.

The approach taken with the Borough Council's IDP is considered to be appropriate for the types of infrastructure required to meet the 

Borough's needs.  This clearly demonstrates which infrastructure is most important in terms of serving new development, and highlights 

a large funding gap, which it is necessary to demonstrate to justify the future introduction of a CIL charge.  

No change N/a

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 581 Yes Yes No

IDP Para 5.3 - The housing numbers shown for Policies SS3.10 and SS3.11 

are inaccurate. They should be the same as those shown in Policy SS3 of the 

Plan itself

Correct the error
The table linked to para 5.3 will be updated to ensure consistency with the Local Plan.  This should refer to 3,400 homes at Manydown 

and 1,000 at Basingstoke Golf Course.

Amend the table linked to para 5.3 in the 

IDP
To ensure consistency with the Local Plan

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 582 Yes Yes No

IDP Para 11.24 - Although SWAG opposes the inclusion of any reference to a 

potential western by-pass in this Plan, it understands that investigative work 

may need to be undertaken. The current wording for this is inadequate and 

incomplete.

Paragraph 11.24 should be amended as follows (amendments shown in bold) : 

"Work will be undertaken with Hampshire County Council and the Highways Agency 

during the plan period to explore the requirement for a western by-pass for 

Basingstoke that would link the A339 to Junction 7 of the M3 motorway which will 

include the determination of the impact on the safe operation of both Junction 7 and 

Junction 8 of the motorway. "

Hampshire County Council, as Highways Authority, are leading on work to consider a western bypass, and will involve the Highways 

Agency in progressing this work, which will focus primarily on junction 7 of the M3.  Should the Highways Agency consider it necessary, 

they will be able to raise any concerns that they may have in respect of the  junctions referred to.

No change N/a

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 583 No Yes

IDP Para 12.7 - The first bullet point of para 12.7 is inadequate and should 

include reference to increased and improved car parking to encourage greater 

rail usage and to make it consistent with the NPPF requirements on 

encouraging the use of public transport.

The first bullet point of Paragraph 12.7 should be amended as follows 

(amendments shown in bold) : "improved station facilities, including car parking 

provision and ticketing in North Hampshire , especially in respect of car parking 

provision at Basingstoke station ."

Para 12.7 has been drawn directly from the Hampshire Local Transport Plan No change N/a

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 584 Yes Yes No

IDP Para 12.8 - This statement is just not accurate. South West Trains already 

runs 10 or even 12 car trains through Basingstoke in the peak hours.
A more accurate statement should be obtained from Network Rail. Para 12.8 has been amended to refer to 10 and 12 car trains

Amend para 12.8 to refer to 10 or 12 car 

trains
To reflect the current situation

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 585 Yes Don't Know No

IDP Para 18.15 & App A - There is insufficient commitment to building a new 

Secondary School associated with Policy SS3.10.

The wording in the Notes in Appendix A for Policy SS3.10 should be amended as 

follows (deletion shown) : Developer funding would be based on building a new 

school - cost to be identified. The reservation of land for a secondary school 

provides opportunities to consider options for future secondary school place 

planning. It does not imply a commitment to guarantee a new school would be 

provided. Land for new school to be provided by 'payment in kind' (CIL Reg. 73)

The IDP reflects the position of HCC as the local education authority, who have indicated that there is sufficient capacity in existing 

secondary schools to accommodate future demand, but that there may be a requirement in the longer-term.  Accordingly, they have 

advised that a site should be reserved for possible future provision within Manydown.

No change N/a

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 586 Yes Don't Know No

IDP Para 18.17 & App A - There is insufficient commitment to building a new 

2FE Primary School in association with Policy SS3.11.

The wording in Appendix A for Policies SS3.9 should be replicated for Policy 

SS3.11. Specifically the Notes should read : Basingstoke Golf Course (SS3.11) site 

will provide one new school. Cost for 2FE = ££7m. Developer contributions (CIL) 

would be sought, as well as government funding. Land for new school to be 

provided by 'payment in kind' CIL Reg 73"

The suggested amendments will be made Amend Appendix A as suggested.

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 587 No Don't Know No

IDP Para 20.12 - Although there is no specific change in the wording of this 

paragraph, the information is so inaccurate and inadequate and new 

information is available that means that a comprehensive review of this element 

of the IDP is required. The wording of this paragraph in relation to the provision 

of Acute Care and Hospitals is inadequate and misleading.

The Trust must be asked to explain in more detail what increased facilities are being 

planned to meet the needs of this Plan. The classification in Appendix A should be 

amended to 'Essential' or 'Necessary'.

Para 20.12 has been amended to refer to a requirement for a multi-storey car park and reference is specifically made to a proposal for 

a 'critical care unit' in para 20.10, as advised by the Hospital Foundation Trust.

Amend para 20.10 to refer to a critical care 

unit and para 20.12 to refer to a multi-storey 

car park.

To reflect the advice of the Hospital 

Foundation Trust.

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 588 Yes Don't Know No

IDP Para 22.9 & App A - There have been changes to the schedule in 

Appendix A. The allocations shown in Appendix A are clearly wrong. The 

expansion of the Beggarwood Surgery is shown as being associated with the 

housing allocation for SS3.8 (Upper Cufaude Farm). The new on site provision 

for housing allocation SS3.10 (Manydown) is shown as being the "Whitchurch 

surgery". These are obviously incorrect.

The expansion of the Beggarwood Surgery should be re-allocated to Policy SS3.11 

and SS3.2 and the requirements for Beggarwood Area N and Kempshott Park 

should be taken into account. The allocation of just £53,000 will then clearly be 

found to be inadequate.

Appendix A has been updated to ensure that the text matches the policy numbers Amend Appendix A.

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 589 Yes Yes No

IDP -Para 25.35 - This reference to the LRNA recommendations and their 

endorsement in the IDP means that Policy SS3.11 must be removed from the 

Plan. It is the 18 hole golf course that is nearest to the town and its availability 

therefore reduces travel distances. Its allocation for housing is directly contrary 

to this endorsement of the LRNA recommendations.

Policy SS3.11 should be removed from the Plan.

Para 25.35 of the IDP refers to the conclusions of the LRNA.  However, this is just one part of the evidence base for the local plan and it 

has been considered on balance with there issues including the borough's housing needs and the outcome of the site assessment 

process.

No change N/a

CIL
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 590 Yes No No

The CIL level is inadequate to provide sufficient funds for the essential and 

necessary infrastructure.

Consideration should be given to introducing further Zones to reflect the higher 

residual values of certain areas within the Basingstoke SPB.

It is not expected that CIL will meet the funding requirements to provide all of the infrastructure set out in the IDP and there will be a 

requirement to seek additional funds from the LEP / Govt.  In this respect the Borough Council, with the County Council will need to 

continue to submit funding bids for infrastructure, in line with the recent successful announcement of investment in the town's transport 

infrastructure.  It should be noted that CIL is calculated based on viability and in setting the appropriate levels, account must be taken of 

both viability and also the complexities of applying CIL over a number of charging zones.  It would not be desirable to have an overly 

complex system, which only applies to a smaller proportion of the borough (and consequently only results in a very limited additional CIL 

income).

No change N/a

IDP Mr Nick Knoll 843025 243 No Yes No

There‟s a £134M unidentified hole in the funding for infrastructure in the Plan 

with no firm detail on how much will be found from various sources. Who‟s 

going to pay?

Detail needs to be provided in the plan.

Funding for infrastructure will be provided from a variety of sources, including s106 and CIL.  However, it is not expected that CIL will 

meet the funding requirements to provide all of the infrastructure set out in the IDP and there will be a requirement to seek additional 

funds from the LEP / Govt.  In this respect the Borough Council, with the County Council will need to continue to submit funding bids for 

infrastructure, in line with the recent successful announcement of investment in the town's transport infrastructure. Other sources of 

funding may include the New Homes Bonus, and potential capital investment by the Borough and County Councils.

No change N/a

IDP Mr Nick Knoll 843025 244 No Yes No

The road improvements that are necessary for the Golf Course and Kennel 

Farm developments are slated to cost £21M. Is anyone going to fund this or are 

we to be condemned to traffic chaos?

How is this to be funded?

Funding for infrastructure will be provided from a variety of sources, including s106 and CIL.  However, it is not expected that CIL will 

meet the funding requirements to provide all of the infrastructure set out in the IDP and there will be a requirement to seek additional 

funds from the LEP / Govt.  In this respect the Borough Council, with the County Council will need to continue to submit funding bids for 

infrastructure, in line with the recent successful announcement of investment in the town's transport infrastructure. This specifically 

includes funding to improve the Winchester Road roundabout within the A30 corridor, in addition to further outstanding bids to seek 

funding for improvements to Brighton Hill roundabout.  Other sources of funding may include the New Homes Bonus, and potential 

capital investment by the Borough and County Councils.

No change N/a

IDP Mr Nick Knoll 843025 246 Yes Yes No
The Plan offers only £3-4M in hospital provision which is already said to be “at 

capacity”.

Substantially increase the hospital provision to a realistic figure that takes account of 

inflation and over-run.

Para 20.12 has been amended to refer to a requirement for a multi-storey car park and in addition, it should be noted that the Hospital 

Foundation Trust is considering proposals for a new crictical care unit.
No change N/a

IDP
Mr Stafford 

Napier
SWAG 413817 592 Yes No No

IDP Para 6.1 - The changes to the IDP and the Plan mean that a review of the 

statement concerning Delivery & Funding is required. The IDP is inadequate in 

that it does not address the known historic shortfall in infrastructure investment 

within Basingstoke over the last 15 years. Analysis by SEERA and others 

suggests that investment of at least £600 million is needed to bring our 

infrastructure up to an acceptable standard, before there is any new house 

building.

Reference to this shortfall in funding should be made in Para 6.1, as follows : 

"Analysis by SEERA and others suggests that investment of at least £600 million is 

needed to bring Basingstoke's infrastructure up to an acceptable standard. This 

reflects serious underfunding in infrastructure over the previous Plan period (1996-

2011)."

It is not considered to be necessary to amend this text as the position in terms of funding changes on a regular basis, as new funding 

bids are submitted and annoucements made, such as the recent successful funding bid for transport improvements in and around 

Basingstoke. 

No change

IDP
Miss Clare 

Gibbons
Southern Water 787164 562 Yes Yes Yes Previous conerns/comments have now been addressed. intentionally left blank Noted. No change N/a

IDP
Mrs Susan 

Maggs
842130 764 Yes Yes No

The Plan only mentions £3-4M in hospital provision which is already said to be 

"at capacity."  A new hospital or a very large extension to the current hospital 

(with extra equipment and staffing) would be necessary with this amount of 

houses due to be built

More money needs to be set aside for this - where will it come from? There is 

already a £134M hole in the funding for infrastructure in the Plan with no explanation 

how/where this will be funded from.

Para 20.12 has been amended to refer to a requirement for a multi-storey car park and in addition, it should be noted that the Hospital 

Foundation Trust is considering proposals for a new crictical care unit. Funding for infrastructure will be provided from a variety of 

sources, including s106 and CIL.  However, it is not expected that CIL will meet the funding requirements to provide all of the 

infrastructure set out in the IDP and there will be a requirement to seek additional funds from the LEP / Govt.  In this respect the 

Borough Council, with the County Council will need to continue to submit funding bids for infrastructure, in line with the recent successful 

announcement of investment in the town's transport infrastructure. Other sources of funding may include the New Homes Bonus, and 

potential capital investment by the Borough and County Councils.

Amend para 20.12 
To reflect the views of the Hampshire 

Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust

IDP Mr S Kansal 842775 753 No Yes No

IDP (Infrastructure Development Plan) - there's a £134M unidentified hole in the 

funding for infrastructure in the Plan with no firm detail on how much will be 

found from various sources. Who's going to pay? The Plan offers only £3-4M in 

hospital provision which is already said to be "at capacity."

IDP (Infrastructure Development Plan) - there's a £134M unidentified hole in the 

funding for infrastructure in the Plan with no firm detail on how much will be found 

from various sources. Who's going to pay? The Plan offers only £3-4M in hospital 

provision which is already said to be "at capacity."

Para 20.12 has been amended to refer to a requirement for a multi-storey car park and in addition, it should be noted that the Hospital 

Foundation Trust is considering proposals for a new crictical care unit. Funding for infrastructure will be provided from a variety of 

sources, including s106 and CIL.  However, it is not expected that CIL will meet the funding requirements to provide all of the 

infrastructure set out in the IDP and there will be a requirement to seek additional funds from the LEP / Govt.  In this respect the 

Borough Council, with the County Council will need to continue to submit funding bids for infrastructure, in line with the recent successful 

announcement of investment in the town's transport infrastructure. Other sources of funding may include the New Homes Bonus, and 

potential capital investment by the Borough and County Councils.

Amend para 20.12 
To reflect the views of the Hampshire 

Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust
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IDP Mr Jon Soar 844207 599 No Don't Know No

Para 18.15 & App A - Paragraph 18.15 says that there will be a " likely shortfall 

in places in seven years time" (2021). However, Paragraph 18.10 of the IDP 

states that the number of dwellings required for a new secondary school is 

4,500 new dwellings. The Plan for the west and south west developments 

would result in a total of approximately 4,800 new dwellings. The Plans own 

figures say a new secondary school will definitely be required. Also the map on 

page 25 of the IDP is not clear and realisitc because it does not show the 

distortion in secondary school catchment areas which further development in 

the west and south-west will make worse.

As a minimum the wording "It does not imply a commitment to guarantee a new 

school would be provided" should be removed and ideally those words should be 

replaced with a clear commitment to building a secondary school.

The IDP reflects the position of HCC as the local education authority, who have indicated that there is sufficient capacity in existing 

secondary schools to accommodate future demand, but that there may be a requirement in the longer-term.  Accordingly, they have 

advised that a site should be reserved for possible future provision within Manydown.

No change N/a

IDP
Mrs. Maria 

Miller MP
121767 1005 No Don't Know No

The MP is concerned to see that the Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) is still 

lacking in detail in many places, and that funding for the majority of the 

infrastructure projects has not been identified, leaving a very major 

infrastructure gap. Whilst accepting that this is a living document, this evidence 

base remains unsound, and underlines the importance of the assurances 

regarding infrastructure provision.

intentionally left blank

Appendix A is based upon information made available to the Borough Council by the various service providers in the borough, with costs 

included where these are known. It is acknowledged that in some cases, further information is awaited, and this will be included as and 

when this is available.  It should be noted that in order to justify the future introduction of a CIL charge, there is a requirement to 

demonstrate to the examiner that there is a 'fuinding gap'. However, progress is being made to closing the funding gap through funding 

bids to the Govt and the LEP, including the recent announcement to invest in significant improvements to a number of key junctions 

around the town.

No change N/a

IDP
Mr Charles 

Routh

Natural England 

Consultation 

service

787784 979 Yes Yes Yes No comments to make on this aspect of the plan. intentionally left blank Noted. No change N/a

IDP
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 1388 Yes Yes No

It is questionable why such high housing figures are required for Basingstoke. 

As the second-fastest growing town in the country, and by far the fastest-

growing in the area, it has already accommodated vast amounts of inward 

migration from the rest of the UK. This additional housing has not benefitted 

existing residents. Infrastructure development has historically failed to keep 

pace with the additional housing.

Review the housing numbers in the light of real need - rather than a desire on the 

part of developers to exploit house price increases and of central government to use 

house-building to fudge the economic statistics - and revise numbers on the ability 

of the council to provide (and afford) viable and appropriate infrastructure to match 

housing development.

The housing figures set out in the Local Plan, respond to the Government's requirements for the plan to meet the Borough's objectively 

assessed needs, which will be considered in detail by the Inspector at the Local Plan examination.
No change N/a

IDP
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 1381 No Yes No

The Plan reflects a requirement that New infrastructure should be provided prior 

to occupation of the development•. It is essential that this Policy is adhered to, 

as there have previously been problems with providing the necessary 

infrastructure when delivering large scale development in Basingstoke.

It is insufficient to 'set aside land' for schools at Manydown. A firm commitment 

MUST be given before construction starts to build the schools, and this must be 

carried out so that places are available in line with occupancy, not many years later.

Provision is made in policy SS3.10 for two new primary schools and land for a new secondary school, in accordance with the advice 

provided by HCC as education authority.  In terms of the provision of the infrastructure, The Policy already states that new infrastructure 

should be provided prior to the occupation of the development or relevant phases for which it is needed.  However, in so doing, it will be 

necessary to ensure that funding is available, in addition to the rate and scale of development.  

No change N/a

IDP
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 1312 No Yes No

There is no clear commitment to the provision of infrastructure before 

construction commences. At Manydown, space has been allocated for schools, 

but this was also the case at Beggarwood, where no school was built - resulting 

in massive over-demand for places locally. Traffic impact assessments for 

developments such as the Golf Course would appear to wildly optimistic. The 

Plan indicates a need for around Â£150M of required spending on 

infrastructure, but no source of funding for this has yet been identified. If 

construction is allowed to proceed without these important points being 

addressed, the problems already being felt in southwest Basingstoke due to 

infrastructure underfunding - schools, road congestion, drainage, etc - will only 

get worse, blighting the lives of local residents for teh foreseeable future.

The Council MUST commit to fund infrastructure to the appropriate levels, 

BEFORE construction is allowed to go ahead. Also, the work to improve the 

infrastructure must proceed in step with development - not after it, or not at all, as 

has frequently been the case to date. Only those developments which can clearly 

be shown to be appropriately supported by FUNDED infrastructure improvements 

should be allowed to proceed.

Provision is made in policy SS3.10 for two new primary schools and land for a new secondary school, in accordance with the advice 

provided by HCC as education authority.  In terms of the provision of the infrastructure, The Policy already states that new infrastructure 

should be provided prior to the occupation of the development or relevant phases for which it is needed.  However, in so doing, it will be 

necessary to ensure that funding is available, in addition to the rate and scale of development.  

No change N/a

IDP
Basingstoke Golf 

Course
786517 1043 No No No

we reserve the right to comment further upon the IDP during the course of the 

examination.
intentionally left blank Noted. No change N/a

IDP
Mr Graham 

Stephens

Hampshire 

Hospitals NHS 

Foundation Trust

846209 973 No Yes No

The relevant paragraphs of the IDP in relation to strategic healthcare provision 

should be updated in order to reflect the Trust's current position and service 

requirements.

Para 20.4 - change 300,000 patients to 600,000 patients and the final sentence 

should be amended to read: "as well as surrounding towns and villages in the 

neighbouring borough of north and mid Hampshire and West Berkshire." Para 

20.12 - replace with "The Trust is currently considering a number of options that will 

allow the provision of specialist services 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. These 

include a proposal to centralise care and treatment of the sickest patients by 

establishing a Critical Treatment Hospital in a range of potential locations. A 

Business Case is being developed for review by the Board of Trust".

The suggested amendments will be made Amend paras 20.4 and 20.12 as suggested
To reflect the views of the Hampshire 

Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust

IDP
Mr Tim 

Johnson
834128 1342 Yes No

The location is unsustainable, and the allocation ill-conceived. The roads are 

already congested and the location does not lend itself to more sustainable 

modes of travel. There site would suffer from poor accessibility in relation to 

town centre facilities, and would only be readily accessible to the M3. 

Therefore, this site should be removed from the housing allocation. If the site is 

allocated then the IPD must be amended in order to ensure that the transport 

improvements to the A30 corridor take place.

SS3.11- Basingstoke Golf Course. The proposal to develop on the Basingstoke 

Golf Course sites seems to be ill-thought and unreasonable. It location is the 

furthest point from the town and transportation links from the location are already 

heavily congested. The A30 does not lend itself to cycle traffic or bus routes and 

therefore any development would require travel by car to any of the town's facilities. 

The employment regeneration in Basingstoke (Basing View) is further still and 

therefore it seems completely illogical to build on a location that would only serve as 

an access point to the M3 corridor. Therefore, this site should be removed from the 

housing allocation. If this proposal is agreed and the housing allocation is not 

removed then the Infrastructure Delivery Plan must be amended to designate the 

transportation improvements to the A30 corridor as 'Essential'and not 'necessary' as 

currently stated.

The site has been included as part of the most sustainable strategy when considered against the alternatives.   The allocation of sites 

set out in the draft Local Plan reflect the outcomes on the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. This included a number of transport related matters including the accessibility of the site to 

services (including employment), the capacity of the road network to accommodate additional traffic, and whether appropriate 

infrastructure could be provided. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 

'necessary' infrastructure, ie that which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway 

network, education and health infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as 

utilities, local transport infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function. 

No change N/a

IDP
Mrs Lorna 

Rigler
836836 1400 No Don't Know No

The transport improvements to the A30 corridor for this site in the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan should be designated as 'Essential' rather than just 'Necessary'

Further work needs to be done on the work areas and housing areas and the travel 

in between.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 'necessary' infrastructure, ie that 

which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, education and health 

infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local transport 

infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function. 

IDP
Mrs Elizabeth 

Burnes
843523 1325 Yes No

The emerging Local Plan states that: New infrastructure should be provided 

prior to occupation of the development•. This is worthy of full support, though 

'should' needs to be changed to 'must'. There must also be easy access to 

sources of local employment if the problem of traffic congestion is to be kept 

under control. The most efficient and cost effective way to achieve this aim is to 

site as much future development as possible close to existing facilities, i.e. 

closer to the town centre. The allocations proposed in the south and south-west 

are not sustainably located.

The Draft Local Plan needs to be amended to state that: New infrastructure MUST 

be provided prior to occupation of the development•; otherwise the quality of life of 

residents will be substantially eroded.  To make this affordable, the bulk of new 

housing should be sited closer to the town centre, sewage processing and other 

facilities, rather than on unsustainable sites (such as those in the west and south 

west) where infrastructure investment would be unfeasibly high.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) takes a consistent approach to transport in setting out that this is 'necessary' infrastructure, ie that 

which will need to be provided alongside the new development including new upgrades to the highway network, education and health 

infrastructure etc. 'Essential' infrastructure is that, which is fundamental to facilitate development, such as utilities, local transport 

infrastructure (i.e. access), without which development cannot function. Seperate work has been undertaken to consider the viability of 

sites in the Local Plan, which has confirmed that development of the site and the supporting infrastructure will be viable.

No change N/a

SA
Dr Robert 

Lenoir
840557 97 No Don't Know No

I object strongly to the proposal to build a bypass through Old Down. I 

frequently use this area for walking and cycling, and to remove this would not 

be compliant with government guidelines on conserving areas of particular 

importance to local residents.

Old Down should be designated as a Local Nature Reserve and should be joined 

up with the proposed adjacent park.

The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old Down but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning process for 

Manydown regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass.
No change. N/A 

SA
Mr Graham 

Langton
839906 118 No Yes Yes

The possibility that Fuzzy Drove should become an access road would rob the 

community of an important, historic green road, which is currently used for 

leisure activities - walking, cycling and running and by local children.. Kempshott 

Lane is already difficult to pullout onto during the rush hour and it is not unusual  

for traffic to back up from the Pack Lane traffic lights to Fuzzy Drove. To add 

further traffic would add to congestion, particularly as Fuzzy drove joins 

Kempshott Lane in close proximity to two other roads

Leave Fuzzy Drove as a community amenity

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mr Geoff 

Marsh
834854 221 No Yes No

The proposed idea of building so many houses in the Manydown location 

seems poorly thought out as there are bound to be increased traffic congestion 

and pollution as a result. There are far fewer employment opportunities in the 

south west area compared to the east yet a large majority of the proposed new 

housing in Basingstoke is concentrated in this area. The idea of putting a road 

through Old Down is unthinkable - we need more areas like this in Basingstoke, 

not destroy what we already have - this should be designated a Local Nature 

Reserve and protected forever.

Designate Old Down as a LNR. Considerably reduce the amount of proposed 

houses. Provision of substantially better transport links

The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth based on the available evidence base.  The 

allocation of Manydown reflects the outcomes of the site assessment and sustainability appraisal process,  where a wide range of 

factors were considered and balanced. The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old Down but simply says that in 

undertaking the masterplanning process for Manydown regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass. 

No change. N/A 

SA Mr Nick Knoll 843025 245 No Yes No

Why are the Council insistent that they will not protect Old Down as a nature 

reserve and threaten it with a “link road” simply to let traffic from Manydown get 

to the M3 more quickly?

Award Old Down nature reserve status and remove any intention to build the link 

road.

The Plan does not include putting an access road across Old Down but simply says that in undertaking the masterplanning process for 

Manydown regard shall be had to the potential requirement of a future bypass.
No change. N/A 

SA
Mr Norman 

McNeill
843144 483 Yes Don't Know No

Respondent objects to the proposal to use Fuzzy Drove to access the site. The 

noise and traffic caused along Fuzzy Drove would destroy the environment in 

Bittern Close and adjacent areas and take away a treasured, peaceful wildlife 

area.

The only real solution to the site access is to build a link road from the A30.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mr Jeremy 

Ward
843365 330 Yes Yes No

Recognising that adequate access routes need to be identified, the Pack Lane 

option constitutes a far less controversial option which has none of the issues 

listed above. I propose that Fuzzy Lane is removed as a listed option for 

access.

Recognising that adequate access routes need to be identified, the Pack Lane 

option constitutes a far less controversial option which has none of the issues listed 

above. I propose that Fuzzy Lane is removed as a listed option for access. As a fall 

back option, the north branch of Heron Way could also be listed as an additional 

alternative route given that it leads to a reasonably long stretch of open access to 

the development site with no need to cause so much disruption and irreversible 

damage. Removing Fuzzy Lane from the list of options would immediately be 

regarded as an enlightened and popular decision by the Council, assisting them in 

receiving increased public support for the plan.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 
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SA
Mr Geoff 

Burnes
784733 774 No Yes No

Within the Manydown Masterplan, there is a mention of a potential road link to 

the Manydown site via Fuzzy Drove (mis-rendered as Fuzzy Lane).  This would 

be entirely inappropriate for a number of reasons; the lane's historical 

significance, the narrowness of the lane and the need to remove many mature 

trees, and most importantly the impact it would have on traffic on Kempshott 

Lane, particularly at rush hour.  Its impact would breach guidance from the 

NPPF on sustainability (further encouraging car usage) and biodiversity (para 

109), as it would destroy Old Down.

Any reference to creating access roads either along Fuzzy Drove or across Old 

Down should be removed from the Plan and associated documents.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove  and Old 

Down do not from part of the proposals within the plan. In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed 

masterplan for Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access 

points to the site will be located

No change. N/A 

SA
Mr Geoff 

Marsh
834854 611 No Yes No

Pages 404/5 of the sustainability appraisal of strategic sites appendix 14 makes 

mention of using Fuzzy Drove in Kempshott as access to an expanded 

Manydown housing development. I would like to voice my opposition to this plan 

as Fuzzy Drove is a unique 'road' which once destroyed can never be replaced.

Alternative access to Manydown should be explored which has less impact on the 

environment in the Kempshott area.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mrs Jennifer 

Henderson
843672 426 Yes Yes No

Providing access to the Manydown site via Fuzzy Drove would be inconsistent 

with paragraph 109 of the National Planning Policy Framework which seeks to 

improve biodiversity, as Fuzzy Drove is an important bio-diversity corridor.

To ensure that no element of the future plans for development of housing in 

Basingstoke relies on providing access roads that remove important biodiversity 

corridors.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA

Major 

General Peter 

Chambers

841238 691 No Yes No
I am opposed to the development of Fuzzy Drove and feel that this proposal 

should be reconsidered.

There should have been a simpler method of consultation, thereby enabling more 

comments to be made. If there is any intention to develop Fuzzy Drove, this should 

be urgently reconsidered and deleted.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mrs Anne 

Soar
841384 704 No Don't Know No

Fuzzy Drove is a much loved and well used tree lined footpath and bridlepath, 

used by the residents of Kempshott for walking, cycling, exercise and leisure 

activities. It is an important natural habitat for wildlife and for people to enjoy. 

The Drove is an important link from Gracemere to the Birds estate thus allowing 

walkers to reach the local primary school or shopping area along the small 

estate roads rather than walking down Kempshott Lane itself. This route 

through the estate, away from the busy traffic of Kempshott lane is much safer 

and with far less traffic fumes it is a more pleasant and healthy route. If the 

council want to promote sustainable travel then they must leave these routes for 

people to walk or cycle otherwise they will just encourage a much greater use 

of cars. The NPPF requires that planning should enhance the natural and local 

environment and minimise impact on biodiversity. It would be contrary to the 

NPPF to use Fuzzy drove as an access road.

All reference to using Fuzzy Drove, either temporarily or permanently, as access to 

any Manydown development should be removed

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mrs Sally 

Matthews
841599 731 No Yes No

Fuzzy Drove should be maintained as a public amenity and a place where 

wildlife can thrive and be conserved for all to enjoy. Motor traffic is currently 

severely restricted in an attempt to conserve the area. Past policy of the 

Council has been to limit vehicular access along the Drove and this ought to be 

continued. Fuzzy Drove should not be considered as an access road to the 

proposed new estate and ought to be positively promoted as an area of 

biodiversity.

Fuzzy Drove should be maintained as a public amenity and a place where wildlife 

can thrive and be conserved for all to enjoy.  Motor traffic is currently severely 

restricted in an attempt to conserve the area. Past policy of the Council has been to 

limit vehicular access along the Drove and this ought to be continued. Fuzzy Drove 

should not be considered as an access road to the proposed new estate and ought 

to be positively promoted as an area of biodiversity.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mr Noel 

Matthews
843982 769 No Don't Know No

Page 404/5 of the Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental 

Assessment Appendix 14-15 has a reference to the potential use of Fuzzy Lane 

as a potential access road to Manydown parcel 7. If adopted this would be 

specifically contrary to paragraph 109 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework which seeks to improve biodiversity of all new developments.

intentionally left blank

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mr Noel 

Matthews
843982 777 No Don't Know No

Page 404/5 of the Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental 

Assessment Appendix 14-15; relating to the appraisal of Manydown parcel 7 

suggest access could be provided to the site by the use of Fuzzy drove. This 

would not be in line with paragraph 109 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework which seeks to improve biodiversity. Fuzzy Drove is an important 

bio-diversity corridor with both bats (a protected species in law) and at least 9 

species of bird identified in the RSPB red list (representing birds that have seen 

a severe decline in breeding population) are routinely seen in the Drove.

intentionally left blank

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA Mr Jon Soar 844207 598 Yes Don't Know No

Any change in status to Fuzzy Drove would be a gross failure of the borough to 

manage, and maintain for future generations, a much appreciated and utilised 

natural space and walking area that both serves the surrounding community 

and the natural wildlife within it. If the Manydown parcels are to be developed 

for housing then an appropriate access road should be constructed that 

complies with all the stated strategic objectives of the borough - which the 

proposal to use Fuzzy Drove, for either temporary or permanent access, clearly 

fails to.

The proposal to use Fuzzy Drove for either permanent or temporary access to the 

housing development of the Manydown parcels should be deleted entirely.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mrs Sara 

Wright
844314 771 No Yes No

on page 404/5 of the Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental 

Assessment Appendix 14-15; relating to the appraisal of Manydown parcel 7, it 

mentions that access to this site could be provided via Fuzzy Lane. I believe 

that this is not in line with paragraph 109 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework which is intended to improve biodiversity. Fuzzy Drove presents an 

important bio-diversity conservation opportunity.

Fuzzy Drove is also an historic track pointing to some of the social and economic 

history of the locality. So much of Basingstoke's history has been lost to 

development that to sacrifice this piece of land also would be a real loss to the 

community and future generations. The use of Fuzzy Drove as an access road to 

any new housing would result in a significant increase in traffic along Kempshott 

Lane and its associated and connected roads. Kempshott Lane has already had to 

absorb additional traffic from Gabriel Park. It is too small and not a route that could 

cope with any extra vehicular use. Schools alongside, as well as residents and 

visitors, would suffer from the additional traffic in terms of safety, congestion, 

pollution from emissions and noise.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mrs Sara 

Wright
844314 776 No Yes No

on page 404/5 of the Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental 

Assessment Appendix 14-15; relating to the appraisal of Manydown parcel 7, it 

mentions that access to this site could be provided via Fuzzy Lane. I believe 

that this is not in line with paragraph 109 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework which is intended to improve biodiversity.

Fuzzy Drove is also an historic track pointing to some of the social and economic 

history of the locality. So much of Basingstoke's history has been lost to 

development that to sacrifice this piece of land also would be a real loss to the 

community and future generations. The use of Fuzzy Drove as an access road to 

any new housing would result in a significant increase in traffic along Kempshott 

Lane and its associated and connected roads. Kempshott Lane has already had to 

absorb additional traffic from Gabriel Park. It is too small and not a route that could 

cope with any extra vehicular use. Schools alongside, as well as residents and 

visitors, would suffer from the additional traffic in terms of safety, congestion, 

pollution from emissions and noise. Fuzzy Drove should be maintained as a public 

amenity and a place where wildlife can thrive and be conserved for all to enjoy. 

Motor traffic is currently severely restricted in an attempt to conserve the area. Past 

policy of the Council has been to limit vehicular access along the Drove and this 

ought to be continued. Fuzzy Drove should not be considered as an access road to 

the proposed new estate and ought to be positively promoted as an area of 

biodiversity.

The Plan does not allocate the southern parts of Manydown for development within the plan period and therefore Fuzzy Drove does not 

from part of the proposals within the plan.  In the longer term, it will not be until the council has agreed a detailed masterplan for 

Manydown, and explored suitable long term development options in the borough, that it will be clear where future access points to the 

site will be located. 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mr Charles 

Routh

Natural England 

Consultation 

service

787784 978 Yes Yes Yes

As there is no tracked changes of this appraisal, and as we have no reason to 

think that the plan has changed in a manner that would affect the conclusions of 

this appraisal, we have not reviewed it. However, it is not readily apparent that 

our point made in our earlier response with respect to soils has been 

addressed.

intentionally left blank

The agricultural land data has been used and was obtained from Natural England to inform the site assessment process and the 

Sustainability Appraisal used to examine each site included within the Pre-Submission Local Plan. The data obtained on Agricultural 

Land Classification is the most up to date and  best quality data used for the assessment of agricultural land in the site assessment and 

Sustainability Appraisal. The SA (incorporating SEA) of the Local Plan policies can be found in appendix 18 of the SA (inc.SEA). The 

SA (inc. SEA) of sites can be found in appendix 14 of the SA (inc. SEA). The contents page in the SA (inc. SEA) Report was amended 

to list the appendices. Paragraph 3.4 of the revised Pre Submission Local Plan SA (inc. SEA) Non-Technical Summary was amended 

to list the SA (Inc. SEA appendices). 

No change. N/A 

SA
Mr David 

Edwards
Taylor Wimpey 618597 1030 No No No

Failed to assess all reasonable alternatives. It has not identified the full OAN 

within the HMA. The SA is therefore unsound and in breach of the SEA 

Directive and SEA regulations.

Review the housing requirement and site allocations, withdraw or reconsult.

The SA (inc. SEA) appraised four housing growth options - low growth, medium growth, medium/ high growth and high growth. The 

largest option identified in the SHMA (2014) is the option Mig-led5yrs which is for a range of 983-1,084 dwellings. Option 4 (High 

Growth) was tested within the SA (inc. SEA) and would provide in the region of 1,000 dwellings per year until 2029. The SA (inc. SEA) 

has assessed a range of options and all reasonable alternatives.  

No change. N/A 

SHLAA
Mrs Suzanne 

Hayes
841606 543 No Yes No

The football pitches and open space at Down Grange are well used by the local 

community. None of this land should be used for housing development.
Remove BAS069 from SHLAA.

The site is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future - the 

landowner has indicated that it is available for redevelopment. This site does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. 
No change N/A

SHLAA
Mr Stewart 

Hayes
841607 542 No Yes No

All the council football pitches and open space at Down Grange are well used 

by the community, there should be no housing development here.
Remove BAS069.

The site is included in the SHLAA as a site within the existing SPB which could come forward for development in the future - the 

landowner has indicated that it is available for redevelopment. This site does not form an allocation within the new Local Plan. 
No change N/A

Page 118 of 119



Schedule of Representations - Revised Pre-Submission Consultation April - August 2014

Policy/Paragraph/O

ther
Full Name Organisation

Person 

ID

Comment 

ID

Does your 

comment relate 

to a change?

Legally 

Compliant?
Sound? Summary Suggested Change Officer's Response Officer's Recommended Change Officer's Reasoning for Change

SHLAA Mr Gary Rolfe

Save Oakley 

Village Action 

Group

441981 1432 Don't Know No

This plan then shows an extraordinary shift from the long term historic 60% 

Brownfield build to just 34% over the plan period. We believe there to be a link 

between the severe fall in the brownfield figures for the period and the inclusion 

of Manydown in the plan. A lowering of brownfield numbers will of course lead 

to a rise in the greenfield requirement. This appears to have been done to a 

level that then requires the inclusion of Manydown. The council's evidence base 

significantly underestimates the amount of housing which can be built on 

brownfield land. The approach set out in SS1 appears to ignore the wishes of 

the residents and national policy and presses on with greenfield development. 

Basingstoke will be a better place by preserving its countryside, by cleaning up 

and re-using its run down areas, and in the process providing a vibrant town 

with a living heart and close linked suburbs that are close to and in reach of the 

town centre, employment areas, and transport links.

The Plan needs a radical change to the housing policy to build on its present 

brownfield achievements and comply with the NPPF and reverse the dash for 

greenfield land.

 The draft Local Plan sets out the most appropriate strategy to accommodate future growth on deliverable sites based on the available 

evidence base, including the site assessment process and sustainability appraisal. The components of supply outlined in Table 2 are 

considered suitable and robust and are supported by the Local Plan evidence base including the SHLAA which considers the viability of 

the delivery of individual brownfield sites in the town and elsewhere. The opportunity sites figure in the plan reflects the SHLAA, and 

these have been discounted by 10% to account for non-delivery.  Whilst the Plan  positively promotes brownfield development, supply 

should be based upon identified sites and a robust strategy. In order to meet the borough's future housing needs, greenfield allocations 

are required.    Further information is contained within the Housing Topic Paper.

No change N/A

SHMA
Mr Craig 

Barnes

Gladman 

Developments
786814 1258 Yes No No

The 2012 base population figures have just been released but have not been 

accounted for. The SHMA takes no account of market signals.
intentionally left blank

The SHMA 2014 was undertaken and completed prior to the release of the 2012 base population figures. The Council will have due 

regard to this moving forward. Further information is outlined in the 'Housing Topic Paper'  including reference to market signals.
No change N/A

Site assessment

Mr Alan Read 

(Countrywatc

h)

Countrywatch 130498 1226 Yes No No

Country Watch (CW) objections of October 2013 to the proposed site, and 

number 900 dwellings, and to parts of the policy are materially the same for the 

change to 450 dwellings. CW OBJECTS to the inclusion of site SS3.9. CW 

therefore now submits the same objections in response to the Pre-Submission 

Local Plan (PSLP) second consultation dated April 2014, but including the 

following updates “ see the representation for the full response: Site has been 

selected in direct contravention of the Sequential Test, Exception Test and the 

SFRA. The proposed development conflicts with the requirements of the 

Sustainability Appraisal & Strategic Environmental Assessment; the National 

Planning Policy Framework, and the Proposed Submission Local Plan 

paragraph 6.51.‚ In view of recent flooding events at Buckskin Basingstoke, the 

Council sould not even consider including the Whitmarsh Lane area and the 

northern site section of SS 3.9 to be a reasonable selection for development.

Delete Policy SS 3.9 and consequently Policy SS 3.7. Delete sites SS3.9 and 

SS3.7 from Policy Map 1b. Include new Policy SS3.12 Hounsome Fields. Include 

new site SS3.12 Hounsome Fields on Policy Map 1c IF POLICY SS3.9 REMAINS 

IN THE LOCAL PLAN, THEN: CHANGES Include a requirement in Policy SS 3.9 

to permanently preclude any and all vehicular traffic from site SS3.9 accessing 

Pyotts Hill, except a controlled access only for use as an emergency access. In 

Policy SS3.9 and Policy Map 1b materially reduce the overall site area to be 

comensurate with the quantity of 450 dwellings - preferably  to include deletion of 

the section containing all land liable to flood and all land north of Whitmarsh Lane. 

Delete consequentially site SS3.7.

Country Watch objections in relation to the 900 dwellings (which Country Watch states are materially the same for the change for 450 

dwellings) for SS3.9 were considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 1204 and 1226). In terms of the 

updates to comments (from those made to the the Pre Submission Local Plan), parts of the site lie within Flood Zones 2 and 3 but it is 

predominantly (approximately 80%) in Flood Zone 1. Matters relating to flood risk are covered by criteria g) of the policy which requires 

the avoidance of development within flood zones 2 and 3 and also that masterplanning considers scope for the expansion of the flood 

plain. Development would need to demonstrate (in line with NPPF, NPPG and policies SS3.9 criteria g)  and  EM7) that it would not 

increase risk of flooding. Houses will be located outside of the functional floodplain and high risk flood zones. The Environment Agency 

has raised no objection on this policy. The council's 'Flood Risk Assessment and Sequential Test' document, which was developed in 

discussion with the Environment Agency, states that the site is not as significantly constrained as other Category 1 sites. The fact that 

this site is at higher risk of flooding than other Category 1 sites would not justify alternative sites (at lower flood risk) being allocated. This 

is because site BAS121 has fewer overall planning constraints than other sequentially preferable sites. Also, the potentially negative 

flood risk impacts identified in the site assessment work can satisfactorily be addressed through mitigation measures. Flood risk was 

recognised in the sustainability appraisal (incorporating a Strategic Environmental Assessment) and have been given due consideration 

through the site assessment process.  Policy EM7 requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required to manage surface water 

run-off as part of the overall strategy demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-off rates. In relation to 

comments made on paragraph 6.51, see the Officer's reponse to comment ID: 953). As part of the work in developing the Local Plan a 

full Transport Assessment has been undertaken to assess the impacts of development on the local road network, including the A33, and 

mitigation measures that are required. Matters relating to transport are covered by criterion h and i) in the policy and this will be 

considered in more detail at teh masterplanning and planing application satges. Although the allocation has been reduced from 900 to 

450 dwellings the site boundary in Map 1b has not been amended since the Pre Submission Local Plan. This is to enable maximum 

flexibility in terms of masterplanning (in particular with site SS.7), viability and delivery.   

No change. N/A 

Site assessment
Mr Bruce 

Batting
785794 1291 Yes Yes No

Sherfield-on-Loddon parish council of October 2013 to the proposed site, and 

number 900 dwellings, and to parts of the policy are materially the same for the 

change to 450 dwellings. The parish council OBJECTS to the inclusion of site 

SS3.9. The parish council therefore now submits the same objections in 

response to the Pre-Submission Local Plan (PSLP) second consultation dated 

April 2014, but including the following updates “ see the representation for the 

full response: Site has been selected in direct contravention of the Sequential 

Test, Exception Test and the SFRA. The proposed development conflicts with 

the requirements of the Sustainability Appraisal & Strategic Environmental 

Assessment; the National Planning Policy Framework, and the Proposed 

Submission Local Plan paragraph 6.51. In view of recent flooding events at 

Buckskin Basingstoke, the Council should not even consider including the 

Whitmarsh Lane area and the northern site section of SS 3.9 to be a 

reasonable selection for development.

Delete Policy SS 3.9 and consequentially Policy SS 3.7. Delete sites SS3.9 and 

SS3.7 from Policy Map 1b. Include new Policy SS3.12 Hounsome Fields. Include 

new site SS3.12 Hounsome Fields on Policy Map 1c IF POLICY SS3.9 REMAINS 

IN THE LOCAL PLAN, THEN: CHANGES Include a requirement in Policy SS 3.9 

to permanently preclude any and all vehicular traffic from site SS3.9 accessing 

Pyotts Hill, except a controlled access only for use as an emergency access. In 

Policy SS3.9 and Policy Map 1b materially reduce the overall site area to be 

commensurate with the quantity of 450 dwellings - preferably  to include deletion of 

the section containing all land liable to flood and all land north of Whitmarsh Lane. 

Delete consequentially site SS3.7. Delete the final 2 sentences in the final 

paragraph of SS3.9 to keep all proposals in the Local Plan to be within the Plan 

period up to 2029, and to be treated similar to every other proposed site including 

Manydown.

Sherfield on Loddon Parish Council objections in relation to the 900 dwellings (which the Parish Council states are materially the same 

for the change for 450 dwellings) for SS3.9 were considered and responded to at the pre-submission stage (see comment ID: 1204 and 

1226). In terms of the updates to comments (from those made to the the Pre Submission Local Plan), parts of the site lie within Flood 

Zones 2 and 3 but it is predominantly (approximately 80%) in Flood Zone 1. Matters relating to flood risk are covered by criteria g) of the 

policy which requires the avoidance of development within flood zones 2 and 3 and also that masterplanning considers scope for the 

expansion of the flood plain. Development would need to demonstrate (in line with NPPF, NPPG and policies SS3.9 criteria g)  and  

EM7) that it would not increase risk of flooding. Houses will be located outside of the functional floodplain and high risk flood zones. The 

Environment Agency has raised no objection on this policy. The council's 'Flood Risk Assessment and Sequential Test' document, which 

was developed in discussion with the Environment Agency, states that the site is not as significantly constrained as other Category 1 

sites. The fact that this site is at higher risk of flooding than other Category 1 sites would not justify alternative sites (at lower flood risk) 

being allocated. This is because site BAS121 has fewer overall planning constraints than other sequentially preferable sites. Also, the 

potentially negative flood risk impacts identified in the site assessment work can satisfactorily be addressed through mitigation 

measures. Flood risk was recognised in the sustainability appraisal (incorporating a Strategic Environmental Assessment) and have 

been given due consideration through the site selection process. Policy EM7 requires that all greenfield site allocations will be required 

to manage surface water run-off as part of the overall strategy demonstrating that surface water is attenuated to that of Greenfield run-

off rates.  In relation to comments made on paragraph 6.51, see the Officer's response to comment ID: 953). As part of the work in 

developing the Local Plan a full Transport Assessment has been undertaken to assess the impacts of development on the local road 

network, including the A33, and mitigation measures that are required. Matters relating to transport are covered by criterion h and i) in 

the policy and this will be considered in more detail at the masterplanning and planning application stages. Although the allocation has 

been reduced from 900 to 450 dwellings the site boundary in Map 1b has not been amended since the Pre Submission Local Plan. This 

is to enable maximum flexibility in terms of masterplanning (in particular with site SS.7), viability and delivery.   

No change. N/A 
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