PLEASE DO NOT COPY THESE VERBATIM - IT WILL DEVALUE THEM
Some possible thoughts...... you may have more / different ideas too...

Development of up to 75 houses and access - Land NE of Drove Road,
Chilbolton - Planning Application 25/02680/OUTN

Test Valley Borough Council (TVBC) have a number of common planning
considerations they CAN and CANNOT take into account in determining
any planning application.

1.MATERIAL Planning Considerations that CAN be taken into account:

e TVBC Revised Local Plan 2016
Residents may want to comment on this but it is long and complex
and now out of date so villagers may want to leave this to the Parish
Council to address

e Supplementary Planning Documents
This DOES include Chilbolton Neighbourhood Plan - relevant are
CNP Policies:
HD1 - only allows 1,2 or 3 bed dwellings —i.e. not 4 bed or greater
Also only allows for “about 20 homes” to be built in Chilbolton over
the period up to 2029 and ONLY within current settlement boundary.
Application does not comply.

HDS5 - requires parking for new houses to be - 1 bed x 2 spaces, 2 and
3 bed x 3 spaces and 4+ bed x 4 spaces. This application has less and
does not comply.

HDA4: Design of New Development — relevant paragraphs state any
development should among other things:

a) Complementthe rural character of the area...
1. ...notinclude provision for any new street lighting [it is not clear
what this application does on this point]

g) ...ensure that car parking requirements both for residents and their
visitors can be catered for on-plot [this application does not]
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j) Be of a scale or density which would complement and not have a
detrimental impact on the character of the area.

e Government Planning Policies/Guidance including:

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) — complex -
villagers may not want to address this themselves.

e Previous Planning decisions (including existing uses)
Suggest not relevant for villagers

e Amenity considerations:

e Overlooking - if you live close to the site this may be
relevant. Might you be overlooked into e.g. bedrooms. But
this is really a matter to be dealt with on a future detailed
application not an outline application

e Over-development
—do you consider size of the proposal too big / out of scale
with existing area of the village? An almost 17% increase in
housing adjacent to the settlement boundary is higher than
national policy allows and is much higher than most similar
villages in Test Valley
- Isthere arisk of more development lower down on same

field where the proposed cycle path to Cart Lane
currently is?

e Character of the area - is the plan out of character with the
village as a whole and/or with the immediate surrounding
area/roads/houses/fields....?

e Scale and bulk resulting in loss of light — only relevant if
you live abutting the development and at this outline stage
no one knows exactly where a new house might be and what
size —this is matter for any future detailed application.

e Trees -there is loss of some trees proposed

e Noise - increased traffic likely to cause noise, 75 extra
houses = lots more people so may be more noise
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e Smell - mightthe drainage pond suggested result in any
unsavoury smells?

o Traffic generation, parking and safety — include comments on
increased traffic — 75 new houses = minimum of additional 150
private cars plus visitors, supermarket delivery vans, DPD,
postman etc. Likely to add 600+ more vehicle movements per
day.

Construction traffic — need information — but not generally
considered in assessing a planning application

No pedestrian pavements below Branksome Avenue on lower
section of Drove Road. No pavements in the main section of
Village for access to pub/Village Shop/church/Cow Common

Village roads are very narrow — already safety concerns especially
for children, older residents

Lack of public transport — NO scheduled public bus service.
Have you used the on-demand bus? Is it reliable/easily
available/able to take you and your children, shopping baskets,
walkers etc? Does it go where you want it to? Any other comments
on the on-demand service?

Access- primary off Drove Road above Eastman’s Field AND
secondary through Eastman’s Field
- Cars coming up Drove Road may go into first access i.e.
Eastman’s Field — very narrow
- Could this be limited to emergency access only via Eastman’s
Field?

Parking spaces - not in compliance with CNP HD5 - on current
proposed housing mix need minimum 232 spaces - only 203
proposed. Without visitor spaces already 29 spaces short of the
requirement under CNP policy HDS5.
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Safety — lower section Drove Road narrow, no footpath below

Branksome Avenue, upper Drove Road is unmade up, Little Drove

Road is single carriageway and very narrow, no street lighting
(village has dark sky policy) and increase traffic poses risk to
children, pedestrians, cyclists, horseriders...

Lack of public transport means inevitable reliance on car

Jjourneys. The on-demand bus service is not reliable and limited in

its capacity - can’t cope with this size of development.

What is the large area in middle of the site where 3 roads converge

into what looks like a paved area / car park — Safety issues conflict

between vehicles, pedestrians, cyclists, children etc.

Design - the detailed design not available. Does not need to be

on an outline application. Might include e.g.

comment that design should complement the existing
village style(s)

is there enough cycle storage provided?

Will there be solar panels and EV chargers on each
house?

Will there be rainwater harvesting from roofs for, e.g.
washing machines, dishwashers, showers, toilets and
gardens to reduce demand for water?

Will grey and black sewage be separated to reduce load
on sewage farm?

e Materials - same as under “Design”

e Crime and community safety — any safety issues more

traffic related not crime related — probably not anything of

note to comment on under this head

e Need (e.g. Agricultural Workers Dwelling) — not applicable

here.
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2. NON MATERIAL Planning Considerations:

NOTE: TVBC CANNOT normally consider the following:

e Loss of property value

e Land ownership and boundary disputes

e Aloss of a private view

e Legalrights/constraints inc deeds, covenants, private
rights of way, licences

e Internal layout of housing

HOWEVER re

e Provision of services
- you may want to include comments that e.g.
the existing fresh water supply, drainage of ground water
and sewerage, electricity and broadband, mobile signal
to the existing village are all inadequate, cannot cope
with existing needs let alone another 75 houses.

Not just matter of sewerage disposal - run off of
groundwater could be a concern - some residents in
centre of oldest part of the Village already suffer from
flooding from both high groundwater levels and run off of
surface water from higher areas of the Village following
periods of heavy rain. Would increase of 75 houses add
to this problem?

No indication e.g. of how houses will be heated - may
have effect on need for power - e.g. increase in
electricity consumption for heat pumps, EV chargers at
each house, solar panels
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OTHER CONSIDERATIONS you might want to mention e.g:
(you may have other thoughts too!)

e Would you support a smaller development e.g. approx. 20 houses
inc circa 10 affordable for rental/shared ownership?

e Community Facilities - this is only an outline application. The detail
of these would be dealt with later as part of a full planning
application. Village can influence what facilities are included!

e [tis UNLIKELY that any build would start within 2/3 years and
completion is likely to be nearer 5 years. Any Community Facilities
are most likely to be towards the tail end of that period. SO in
considering what, if any Community Facilities and other community
benefits might work for the Village the time to think about is in
approx. 5 years. Village circumstances may have changed by then
e.g. will the shop/pub still be there the same as now or...? What will
the economic situation be like etc....

e |IFTVBC did grant planning permission for 75 houses - or number
in excess of approx. 20 - what do you think of the suggested
Community Facilities — could they be an advantage to the Village
- do you have any other suggestions for facilities or for anything
else from which Village may benefit? This could in fact be an
opportunity!

If planning is granted the Village would be able to benefit from
additional facilities or financial contributions, maybe on any new
development and/or as an addition to the Village Hall — a discussion
would be needed both in the Village to agree a “Wish List” and then
with the developer as what might be wanted and what is the most
appropriate.
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How do | make a comment to TVBC?
One of three ways:

1. Email - planning@testvalley.gov.uk
2. Write to -
Test Valley Borough Council
Planning and Building Service
Beech Hurst
Weyhill Road
Andover
SP10 3AJ

For both email and letter you MUST add:

* the Application Number: 25/02680/OUTN for
James Painter’s 75 home application.

* your full address including postcode

* your name

3. On the Comments Tab for James Painter’s
application on the TVBC Planning portal. You
need to register with TVBC then log in and use the
online form.

DO NOT include your signature or telephone
number as TVBC will have to blank those out.
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