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Minutes of the Extraordinary meeting held on Friday 22nd August 2025; 18:30, Chilbolton Village Hall 
 

PRESENT: Cllrs Tony Ewer (Chair), David Griffiths, David Hall, Sue Larcombe, Emma Noble, Debbie Collis 

 22 members of the public. 
 

1. (Agenda 1) Apologies were accepted from Cllr George Marits and Julian Hudson 

2. (Agenda 2) Chair’s announcements 

a. In the absence of the council chairman Cllr Julian Hudson, Cllr Tony Ewer, vice-chair of the council, took the 
chair. 

3. (Agenda 3) Declarations of interest: Cllr Tony Ewer declared a non-pecuniary interest in Downsize or Sel-build 
housing.  

4. (Agenda 4) Exclusion of public due to the confidential business to be discussed. 

a. There being no confidential business the meeting continued in public. 

b. Cllr Tony Ewer advised members that he had permission from the owner of land adjacent to Drove Road, 
known as the Painter site, to disclose a letter sent on 16th August 2025 to the council chair (letter annexed). 

5. (Agenda 4) Housing Project 

a. Cllr Ewer gave a brief summary of the letter. The landowner expressed a desire to work with the council to 
establish community needs. Members noted that in 1998 the landowner had donated land for the Village 
Hall and community houses at Eastmans Field. 

b. After debate members RESOLVED to engage with the land owner regarding development on this site. 

c. Members noted that the council, through the Community development Committee, had been considering 
four alternative sites outside the village envelope. 

d. Members RESOLVED to contact the Local Planning Authority (Test Valley BC) regarding the feasibility of 
sites outside the village envelope being acceptable under the Rural Exception Site policy (TVBC Policy 
COM9) before contacting landowners. 

6. (Not on agenda) Community Development Committee Terms of Reference 

a. Members noted that v3.2 of the Community Development Committee Terms of Reference restricted the 
committee to work on the Painter site. At the meeting of the Community Development Committee held on 
23rd July a changed terms of Reference (v4.2) had been suggested which would allow the committee to 
explore alternative sites.  

b. Cllr David Hall proposed and Cllr Debbie Collis seconded a motion that version 4.2 be adopted. 

c. After debate, Cllr David Hall proposed that any reference to a referendum be removed from the Terms of 
Reference. Cllr Collis as seconder accepted the amendment. 

d. Members RESOLVED to pass the amended proposal that V4.2, as amended, be adopted. 

7. (Not on agenda) Recommendations to the Community Development Committee 

a. Members considered the desires of the village regarding development. Members noted that two surveys 
had been conducted and considered that these should inform any decision by the council to support 
development. 

b. Specifically, members noted the council had expressed an objection to 65 houses and would only support a 
much reduced number, as suggested by the housing needs survey. 

c. Members RESOLVED that the Community Development Committee could speak with landowners whose 
land complies with COM9 requirements, as defined in 5d, on behalf of the council and that a written record 
of any meeting must be kept. 

8. (Not on agenda) Chilbolton Community Land Trust 

a. A member asked how the proposal for the Painter site would impact the work of the Chilbolton Community 
Land Trust. 
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b. The chair (Cllr Tony Ewer) advised that any development would be required to provide 10 Affordable 
houses. Any development under the Rural Exception Policy would require a minimum 40% Affordable 
houses. 

9. (Not on agenda) Public Questions The chair invited members of the public to address the council. 

a. A member of the public addressed the council on three points: 

i. It is good that this has been made public. 

ii. The letter from the landowner refers to “the first 25 houses” implying further development. 

iii. Other landowners may also be formulating plans unknown to the council. 

b. A member of the public asked for clarification on the adoption of v4.2 Term of Reference and removal of 
reference to a referendum. 

i. Councillor David Hall responded that his resolution to exclude the Referendum was to allow the 
dialogue to move forward ahead of any public consultation. 

c. A member of the public questioned why, when the letter from the landowner said 25 homes a councillor 
had mentioned 65 homes. 

d. The chair responded that the original SHELAA had proposed 300 homes on a site NE of Drove Road. This 
would exceed the density proposed by the Neighbourhood Plan. In February 2025 the LPA had revised the 
SHELAA to 150 homes on the whole site to be delivered over a 50 to 75 year period. 

e. A member of the public suggested a referendum would be required as the viewpoint of the village may 
have changed significantly over the last few months. 

f. A member of the public commented: There seems to be broad community acceptance of 20+5, but not for 
65, without proven need. The landowner is thinking over 25, do you think we should discuss this with him?  

g. The chair responded that the council can discuss this with him, but he can apply for whatever he decides.  

h. A member of the public commented: We should advise that the village support does not extend beyond 
20-25 houses. 

i. A member of the public commented that 65 homes are earmarked for Chilbolton in the draft local plan. We 
just have to make sure we don’t leave back doors open for other land owners with plans.   

j. A member of the public asked if this project is still community led?   

k. The chair advised that the legal position is that it doesn’t have to be. Any landowner can put in an 
application and there is an assumption that it will be approved if it follows the rules for a rural exception 
site which is that 40% will have to be Affordable houses.   

l. Cllr David Hall advised that “Community led” is something TVBC mentioned in the pre-app. If the project is 
to be developer led or landowner led, the council’s terms would be the red lines negotiated with the land 
owner. If the application has council and village support it could be deemed community led.  

m. A member of the public asked: Who’s leading the discussions with the landowner?  

n. The chair advised that no decision had been made on this. The landowner had advised he would want to 
work with the council. The Community Development Committee Working Group: Commercial and Business 
Case will progress these discussions.  

10. The chair advised the next meeting of the council would be on 1st September, thanked everyone for attending 
and closed the meeting. 


