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Longparish Parish Council 

Clerk: David Kraft, 3 Gladstone Terrace, Sugar Lane, Longparish, Andover SP11 6PP.  

Tel: 01264 720558       Email: clerk@longparish.org.uk 

 

13 February 2012 

 

 

TVBC CORE STRATEGY AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT DPD AND 

DESIGNATIONS DPD 

 

Further to Graham Smith’s very useful presentation, during which a number of issues 

were raised, Longparish Parish Council would like to submit the following comments on the 

draft DPDs. 

 

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT BOUNDARY [DESIGNATIONS DPD 2.9] 

Longparish historically consists of 4 main settlements – East Aston, West Aston, Forton 

and Middleton – 3 of which have been included in the proposed settlement boundary, together 

with an area at Southside Road/Mill Lane.  Whilst appreciating the complexity of this exercise, 

the Council does not understand why East Aston has been excluded, and also believes that the 

old Longparish Station area should be included for the sake of completeness and consistency.  

Both areas are integral parts of the Village and there is a need for equity when considering 

possible limited development locations.  The Council’s recommended boundaries for these 2 

additional settlements are shown on the attached map, but it should be emphasised that these 

are purely illustrative at this stage and that any definitive boundaries would need to be 

discussed with the Planning Team. 

 

DEVELOPMENT WITHIN VILLAGE ENVELOPES [CORE STRATEGY DPD POLICY COM1 AND 4.5, 

DESIGNATIONS DPD 2.2, 2.6, AND 2.11] 

At Policy COM1, the draft Core Strategy DPD states that within settlement boundaries 

“the principle of development and redevelopment will be permitted”, while at Paragraph 4.5 it 

states that “development and redevelopment ……….is (sic) acceptable in principle”.  However, 

Paragraph 2.11 of the Designations DPD refers to “……..the area where the principle of 

development may be acceptable (policy COM1)”.  These differences would make it extremely 

difficult for the Council to interpret the policy, and the overall concern is that what is intended 

is a presumption in favour of development within settlement boundaries.  If, as is understood, 

concepts such as infill, backfill and tandem would no longer apply and applications would 

therefore be assessed solely on how they affect the character of the Village, the Council 

believes that a blanket “will be permitted” is too prescriptive and should be replaced 

throughout by “may be permitted”.  More protection is required to prevent over-development 

or the “shoehorning in” of new houses on smaller and smaller plots, and tangible guidelines will 

be necessary to assist in assessing what would or would not be acceptable in terms of the 

character of the Village, the preservation of which is one of the Council’s key concerns.  Such 

guidelines would also need to take account of the impact of development both inside and 
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outside the conservation area boundary, which is not coincident with the settlement 

boundaries. 

PUBLIC OPEN SPACES [DESIGNATIONS DPD 2.8]  

The Council is uneasy about the blanket policy of including all Public Open Spaces within 

settlement boundaries.  Whilst accepting that they are part of the Village’s amenities, the 

concern is that their inclusion would leave them vulnerable to development at some later date.  

In the case of Longparish, the allotments, the cricket pitch, the children’s playground and the  

football field are all privately owned, with varying degrees of security of tenure, no prospect of 

change of ownership and therefore no guarantees for the future.  The areas concerned were 

agricultural fields originally and the Council would therefore wish to see them all placed outside 

the settlement boundaries. 

 

HAREWOOD FOREST INDUSTRIAL ESTATE [CORE STRATEGY DPD ANNEX A] 

Harewood Forest Industrial Estate, whose origins date back to its use as a munitions 

factory in the First World War, is designated as a strategic employment site.  Part of the site is 

still in use, and there is therefore scope for renovating/re-developing the rest of the existing 

industrial site to provide appropriate employment.  However, when considering any such 

development due weight must be given to the fact that there are a number of private houses 

and an open space adjacent to the industrial premises, and that the old Longparish Station area 

lies on its boundary.  It should not therefore be viewed as a purely industrial site in the 

generally accepted sense. 

 

 

Attachments: 

Settlement Area – West 

Settlement Area – East 

 

 

 

 

 

David Kraft 

Parish Clerk 
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