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Consent Question

Responses to this consultation will be published on our website along with the names and organisations. No other personal details will be

published.

I can confirm I have read the above statement.

Introduction

What is your name?

Name:

Tom Brenan

What is your email address?

Email:

tom.brenan@winacc.org.uk

What is your organisation?

Organisation:

WinACC (Winchester Action on Climate Change)

Local Plan Launch

1  Currently we have a development strategy that sets out planning policy requirements for three spatial areas within the district :-

Winchester Town, South Hampshire Urban Areas and Market Towns and Rural Areas. This has allowed us to develop focussed policies

including proposed levels of growth in these areas to reflect local circumstances and opportunities.

Yes

Comments in relation to Question 1:

2  Should the amount of new development required (to be determined) be distributed in a similar way to that in the adopted Local Plans,

with Winchester Town being a focus for development given its level of services and facilities; development within the South Hampshire

Urban Area to serve both ours and wider housing needs in accordance with the Partnership for Urban South Hampshire Strategy; and with

settlements in the Market Towns and Rural area having levels of development proportionate to their size and function?

No

Comments in relation to Question 2:

This question is difficult to answer because there is very little information, and the question has so many parts that there are some things we agree with and

others that we do not.

However, we consider that the distribution of new development should be focussed on delivering sustainable settlements which would provide:

• sustainable, affordable low impact homes with access to sustainable forms of transport including reliable, speedy and effective public transport and a network of

safe cycle routes to encourage cycling;

• opportunities for creating sustainable livelihoods;

• the efficient use of natural resources such as energy and water;

• the potential to grow more local sustainable food using methods that are good for the land and wildlife; and

• the ability for communities to lead healthy and fulfilling lives.

In the broader context such an approach would help to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in the light of the increasing impacts of climate change, to reduce air

pollution in light of growing evidence of its health impacts, and enhance social benefits such as getting to work and combatting social isolation.

3  The Government now requires Local Plans to be updated every 5 years, we are suggesting the local plan period is rolled forward by 5

years to run from 2016 – 2036 – what this means is that we will need to find land for new development to cover the period from the end of

the existing plan period (2031) to the end of the new plan period (2036). The plan period will include planning permissions granted and

houses completed from 1 April 2016 onwards.

Yes



Comments in relation to Question 3:

4  Larger more complex development proposals can take longer to achieve, should the local plan therefore allocate ‘strategic’ sites (if

necessary) even if they may not be fully developed by 2036?

Yes

Comments in relation to Question 4:

Taking a long strategic view will protect the area towards the end of the plan period from developers seeking to develop non-allocated sites or to prevent the area

being susceptible to unplanned development. If there is a shortfall, any sites which are planned-for beyond the end of the plan period could be brought forward to

ensure a 5 year supply. However, we need to plan for the possibility of changing this allocation in response to dramatic changes in the environment e.g. sea level

rises, rising temperatures, economic change, technological advance, or new information e.g. about the impact of air pollution. Identifying sites for housing beyond

the end of the plan period seems good practice.

5  Revised Government Guidance suggests that Local Authorities can have a strategic level plan setting out the development strategy for

the District and large scale development allocations, followed by details in a local or neighbourhood plan. This would require the

preparation of a number of separate documents, along the lines of Local Plan Parts1 and 2. Should we follow this approach or aim for a

single Plan?

No

Comments in relation to Question 5:

We would prefer the principles to be finalised at the same time as the details so we prefer one single Plan.

6  Cross border strategic matters need close working with not only neighbouring local authorities but also the key infrastructure providers.

Government Guidance sets out the strategic priorities (National Planning Policy Framework 2012, paragraph 156) but are there any cross

border issues that you consider particularly important, or which are not mentioned in the NPPF, that will need to be reflected in the local

plan?

Comments in relation to Question 6:

It is essential that Winchester City Council collaborates with neighbouring authorities, in particular Eastleigh, Fareham and Havant, to ensure that where

developments, (in particular housing) are close to each other on either side of a border, the infrastructure, especially transport / roads, is considered holistically.

This also requires active collaboration with the Transport Authority (i.e. Hampshire County Council).

7  The Council has a new Council Strategy which sets out 4 outcomes to be achieved across the District:

Yes

Comments in relation to Question 7:

We consider that everything should flow from the desired outcome of improving the health and happiness of our community. Climate change – both mitigation and

adaptation – needs to be specifically referred to. It is essential that the local plan responds to the scientific forecasts about the likely environment of 2036: rising

temperatures, flooding, extreme weather and consequential impacts on health.

Land use requirements should include provision for communities to access land, buildings and other resources to enable them to innovate and grow more of their

own food.

The section on health also needs to emphasize the importance of combatting air pollution, now that its health impacts are much better understood.

We would prefer clarity about the importance of sustainable and clean growth, rather than valuing growth for its own sake.

8  Local Plan Part 2 includes over 30 development management policies, are there any topics/issues not covered that it would be beneficial

to have planning policy guidance on, or any matters that are covered which you consider unnecessary?

Comments in relation to Question 8:

We would like to see the delivery of the SPD on air pollution provided for by the Council’s Air Quality Action Plan, and for provision to be made for food growing

space in new developments.

9  Do you have any other comments on the development management policies?

Comments in relation to Question 9:

All development management policies need to be reviewed and updated to reflect the points we make above.

We would like SPDs to be given more weight by being incorporated into the Local Plan.

10  Government guidance requires local plan policies to be viable taking into account evidence of infrastructure and all other policy

requirements (affordable housing provision, open space and green infrastructure, access requirements etc) What in your experience are

the main challenges for developers in delivering these or for communities in achieving them?

Comments in relation to Question 10: 

We consider that all applications from developers to reduce the amount of affordable housing, open space etc. should be considered in public by the WCC



Planning Committee, and be required to submit a public, detailed financial case for the requested changes, so that the evidence is open to public scrutiny and

comment. It is not appropriate that such changes are made by officers under delegated powers without public scrutiny.

11  Do you have any other comments on the scope and content of the proposed Local Plan?

Comments in relation to Question 11:

We would like to see a traffic impact assessment that considers all proposed housing developments together, covering road use and associated greenhouse gas

emissions, air pollution and congestion, and the impact on public transport both bus and rail.

We suggest that the Council put out a call for suggestions for Local Green Spaces.
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