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LONGPARISH PARISH COUNCIL 
 

MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON MONDAY15 APRIL 
2013 AT 7.45 PM IN THE VILLAGE HALL 
 
 
 
Present: 
 
Jim Sawyer [Chairman Planning Committee], Christopher Duxbury [Chairman Parish Council], 
Jeremy Barber, Jonathan Frere, Phil Harris, Karen Marie Dinesen and James Hillier 
 
Apologies:  
 
Christian Dryden, Natasha Rouse and Simon Troughton 
 
 
Item 1: Declaration of Interest. There were no declarations of interest. 

 
Item 2: Application for new office accommodation, car and cycling parking with 
 associated landscaping at A303 Recycling Facility SO21 3QS.  Some members 
 reported that they had been unable to view the application and plans on Hantsweb 
 during 15 April. In view of this and after some discussion it was decided to either inform 
 HCC unable to comment as the information had not been available OR to obtain an 
 extension to deal with the application at the next full  PC meeting on 13 May. Afternote: 
 The Planning Officer apologised for the inconvenience and granted an extension until 17 
 May. It was also agreed that we would tell them beforehand when we are meeting to 
 discuss one of their applications so that they can ensure the plans are available. 
 Apparently HCC has to take them off line when making amendments. 

Item 3: 13/00749/LBWN - Forton Cottage, Forton Lane - Listed Building Consent for 
 replacement of existing non original windows with timber framed single glazed 
 windows. No objection. 

Item 4: Community Right to Bid. The Committee agreed in principle to pursue 'Community 
 Right to Bid' listing  for the Plough, the Cricketers, the Village Hall, the shop, the school. 
 the  playground, the allotments, the cricket field and the football field. ACTION CD 
 
Item 5: Test Valley Borough Revised Draft Local Plan. The Committee approved the 
 response at Appendix 1 to these minutes. 

 

CJ Duxbury 
Secretary 
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Appendix 1 
 

Test Valley Revised Local Plan 

Development Plan Document (Draft) 
 

Guidance on how to respond 
 

 

You can comment on any part of the Revised Local Plan as well as the Sustainability Appraisal and 

Habitats Regulations Assessment.  The formal consultation period runs from: 

 

9am Friday 8 March 2013 until 4.30pm on Friday 26 April 2013 

 

Any comments received after the deadline of 4.30pm on Friday 26 April 2013 cannot be accepted nor 

regarded as duly made. 

 

As the Revised Local Plan is different from the Core Strategy DPD and Designation DPD the Council is 

required to undertake a new public consultation in order to comply with legislation. If you feel the 

content of the Revised Local Plan has not resolved the objection that you made on the Core Strategy 

DPD or Designation DPD in January – February 2012, you have the opportunity to make fresh comments 

or reaffirm in writing (this includes email) previous comments, in order for them still to be considered.  

 

Please try and send in your submission as early in the consultation period as possible to guarantee it 

arrives in good time.  Sending emails or replying by using the online consultation system may be difficult 

on the last day. 

 

By using our online consultation system or a response form it makes sure we have all the correct 

information to register and process your views and keep you informed of progress of the Revised Local 

Plan. 

 

USING OUR ONLINE CONSULTATION SYSTEM 

 

The online consultation system is our preferred means of receiving comments as it ensures your 

comments are processed quickly.  You can access the online consultation system by going to this address 

and following the  

on-screen guidance: www.testvalley.gov.uk/revisedlocalplan  

 

You will immediately receive an electronic copy of your comments, once submitted.   

 

RESPONDING IN WRITING 

 

If you cannot respond using the online consultation system, it would be helpful if you could fill in a 

response form and return it either: via the Council’s website, by attaching it to an email or sending it in 

by post. Please try and send in your submission as early in the consultation period as possible to 

guarantee it arrives in good time.    
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When you complete the form, it is necessary to complete Part A (Your Details) only once. Feel free to 

photocopy additional Part B sheets and put your name at the top of each one. 

 

Please return your completed forms to: 

Planning Policy & Transport Service 

Test Valley Borough Council 

Beech Hurst 

Weyhill Road 

Andover 

Hampshire, SP10 3AJ 

Telephone: 01264 368816 

Email:  LDF@testvalley.gov.uk      

Website:  www.testvalley.gov.uk/LDF  

                  



Approved Version 

4 
 

 

 

 

 

Test Valley Revised Local Plan 

Development Plan Document (Draft) 
 

Consultation Response Form 
 

Please note you can make representations online swiftly and easily at: 

www.testvalley.gov.uk/revisedlocalplan  

 

PART A:  YOUR DETAILS 

 

Before completing this form please refer to all the guidance notes contained throughout this response 

form which include details of how your comments will be used.  The sections marked * must be 

completed using block capitals.  Please use dark ink. 

 

Mr Mr/Mrs/Miss/Ms/Dr/Other 

(please state) 

Christopher  

Surname* DUXBURY 

 

If you wish your comments to be acknowledged and to be kept informed of progress please provide 

your email address: 
 

Email Address: clerk@longparish.org.uk 

 

If you don’t have an email address and wish your comments to be acknowledged and to be kept 

informed of progress, please provide your postal address: 
 

Address  

  

  Post Code  

 

If you are an agent please give the name of the person/company/organisation you are representing: 
 

 

Longparish Parish Council 

 

 

 

 

Data Protection 
 

Office use only 
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The information collected will be processed in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.  

Information from the forms will be stored on a computer database used solely in connection with the 

Local Plan Review.  Your details and comments will for forwarded to the Secretary of State for 

consideration. 
 

As all representations received must be made available for public inspection, they cannot be treated as 

confidential.  They will be posted in full on the Council’s website and will be available, on request, for 

public inspection: only signatures will be redacted.  
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Name: 

 

Office Use Only 

 

 

PART B: YOUR COMMENTS 

 

Please make it clear which policy/ies or proposal/s you are making representations on: 

 

See comments below 

 

 

 

Do you wish to support, object to or comment on the above (please tick �)? 

 

Support  �          Object  �          Comment  / [at this stage]  SEE COMMENTS BELOW 

 

To be ‘sound’, a Revised Local Plan should be justified, effective and consistent with national policy.  This 

is required by Government Guidance. 

 

Do you think the Local Plan is: 

 

Justified?  To be justified, the document must be: [PROGRESSING WELL] 

� Founded on a robust and credible base        Yes  �  

No  � 

� The most appropriate strategy when considered against the reasonable alternatives  Yes  � 

 No  �  

 

Effective?  To be effective, the document must be:- 

� Deliverable    Yes  �   No  � 

� Flexible    Yes  �   No  � [IMPROVEMENTS TO BE MADE - see comments] 

� Able to be monitored  Yes  �   No  � [SUBJECTIVE IN PLACES - see comments] 

 

Consistent with National Policy?  To be consistent with National Policy means that it is consistent with 

government guidance contained within the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)   Yes  �   

No  � 

 

Please specify your reason for supporting or objecting. If you are objecting, please specify the changes 

to the document you are seeking. 
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COMMENTS ON REVISED LOCAL PLAN 
 
Further to Graham Smith's very helpful presentation on 11 March 2013, Longparish Parish 
Council submits the following comments on the Revised Local Plan. These comments follow 
the line of our previous comments on the Core Strategy and take account of your responses 
circulated by Jennifer Ryan in her email dated 12 February. 
 
Plan Overall: 
 
The Revised Local Plan is an improvement on the previous Core Strategy and without doubt 
represents a great deal of work and consultation by the Policy Team. The documents are well 
written and clear, but there are still some changes and changes of emphasis that we would like 
to see included to protect the character of our village. 
 
We will continue to press for the Local Plan to be as robust as possible to protect the character 
of the village, without the need for a Neighbourhood Plan as well,  which we presently see as 
prohibitive in terms of resources [time and cost]. 
 
 
 
Settlement Boundaries and Designation DPD: 
 
We accept that the Longparish Station area should remain part of the wider countryside. 
 
Settlement Hierarchy [COM 2]: 
 
We recognise that some changes have been made to this policy [e.g. 'will be permitted' has 
been changed to 'may be acceptable in principle'], but still feel that it needs further 
strengthening and more tangible guidelines. We wish to prevent over development and 'the 
shoehorning' of new houses on smaller and smaller plots. 
 
'Does not cause harm to the character of the area' is simply not robust and too subjective to be 
interpreted consistently. What is the definition of ' harm' in this context?  You have defined high 
quality development at E1/7.5; we need similar guidelines here that also take account of 
development both inside and outside the conservation area boundary, which is not coincident 
with the settlement boundaries. 
 
Public Open Spaces [LHW 1]: 
 
Following further careful consideration,  we remain of the view that all our Public Open Spaces 
[POS] should be removed from the central envelope; these are the cricket field [which you 
have agreed to remove following the consultation on the core Strategy]; the playground [which 
is essentially an extension of the cricket field]; the allotments opposite the playground [which 
are outside the envelope as far as we can see]; and the football field.  We would also like to 
add the village hall car park [opposite the village hall] and feel that the definition of Public Open 
Space at Annex F should be expanded to include car parks. 
 
We do not see the logic of removing the cricket field but not the football field or the need for a 
blanket policy. You recognise at 7.63 the varying characteristics of the villages and the need to 
preserve the historic character of our long linear settlement - why not accept that there are 
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differences between the villages and allow for  the differences? 
 
All these POS are privately owned so they do not have the security of future use which would 
be afforded by public ownership.  The areas concerned were agricultural fields originally and 
the Council would therefore wish to see them all placed outside the settlement boundaries. The 
removal of the football field would provide a tidier envelope boundary. 
 
Infrastructure [COM 15]: 
  
We are concerned about the sewage and waste water infrastructure in Longparish, which 
becomes overloaded in periods of high groundwater, an event that  seems to be becoming 
more frequent -tankering was necessary on at least  three occasions this winter. The 
Longparish pump house receives waste water from Hurstbourne Tarrant, St Mary Bourne and 
Hurstbourne Priors; and the on going difficulties at St Mary Bourne and the money that has 
been spent trying to resolve them are well known. 
 
We consider that Policy E7 (Water Management) should be extended to include waste water 
and that reference to the sewer which runs from Hurstbourne Tarrant to Longparish should be 
included at or around paragraph 7.47.  Development should only be permitted if the sewer is 
capable of dealing with the waste water including at times of peak groundwater.  Regard 
should be had to any proposals for St Mary Bourne and close liaison maintained with 
Basingstoke & Deane. 
 
Whilst appreciating that this may not be a planning matter in its entirety, we do feel that there 
should not be total reliance on the water utility company to determine whether the  
infrastructure can cope with further development. This may have been appropriate when the 
utilities were part of the public sector, but their priorities and responsibilities to shareholders 
are different now that they are privately owned. 
 
 We therefore feel that waste water infrastructure in the low lying villages should receive very 
careful attention when any new development is being considered. The money to fund 
infrastructure improvements is simply not available at this time of austerity. 
 
LE17 Employment Sites in the Countryside 
 
There are residential properties at Longparish Station and within the area of the Harewood 
Forest industrial site which would be severely affected by some forms of development.  In 
order to offer them protection we feel that the words “including residential properties” should be 
inserted after “surroundings in line dii. 
 
E9 Heritage 
 
We have experience of development of a site adjoining a listed building which had severe 
impact (a six foot high fence erected three feet from the windows along  one side) which was 
not taken into account when the development was permitted. 
 
We therefore recommend that E9 should be amplified to prohibit developments which are not 
to or within the cartilage of the listed building itself but nonetheless have adverse effect upon it. 
 
Renewable Energy 
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We note that the 2006 Local Plan Policy ESN 32 on Renewable Energy Developments has 
been deleted; but we believe that a policy on this matter is required in the Revised Plan to 
demonstrate how TVBC intend to deal with applications of this nature. 
 
Village Shops COM14 
 
Our shop is an important part of our village, particularly for elderly residents of the bungalows 
in North Acre.  We therefore welcome policy COM14.  We are concerned, however, that it is 
weakened by the guidance in paragraph 5.111.  Many properties are on the market for more 
than six months but that does not justify any change of use.  And what is meant by an 
appropriate value?  If the value is appropriate then the property will sell. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Please continue overleaf if necessary 

 

 

Name: 

 

Office Use Only 
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What happens next? 

 

At the end of the consultation period, all valid responses will be acknowledged and you will be given a 

reference number.  Please quote this number when contacting the Council about the Revised Local Plan.  

If you have an agent acting on your behalf, correspondence will be sent to your agent. 

 

The Council is intending to undertake a second round of public consultation in September-October 2013 

before submitting the Revised Local Plan to the Secretary of State.  An Inspector will be appointed and 

consider all unresolved objections at the Examination. 

 

More information about the Local Development Framework, of which the Revised Local Plan is a part, 

can be found at www.testvalley.gov.uk/LDF  

 

 

 


