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FOREWORD

To provide for Sustainable Development, which iscentral to the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) a group of local residents and parish
councillors (with the help of rCOH, an independent planning consultancy) have
put togetherthis Neighbourhood Plan.

Neighbourhood Planswere introduced in the new Localism Act of 2011. ThisLocalism
Act passed significant new rightsdirect to communitiesand individuals making it
easerforthem to get thingsdone and achieve theirambitionsforthe place where
they live.

We believe that the policiescontained within this Plan will play a critical role in
making sure that ourcommunity developsand evolvesin a way that reflectsthe
viewsofthose who live in ourvillages. It will achieve thisbecause, once these
policieshave been approved by a referendum of allthose on the electoral roll in
the villages, the legislation enshrined in the Localism Act 2011 givesallthe
policiescontained in the Plan a ‘statutory weight’ in all future decisionsto be
made about the developmentsin ourvillages.

We are greatly indebted to the Neighbourhood Plan Seering Group forall the
hard work that they have put into the development of this Plan and
wholeheartedly endorse allthe policiesin the Plan.

Deborah Jackson Janet Foster
Chair Chair
Medstead Parish Council Four Marks Parish Council
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INTRODUCTION

ThisPlan hasbeen drawn up by the Neighbourhood Plan Seering Group (NPSG)
based on the commentsand observationsthat we’ve heard from local residents
overthe last few months. The most important feedback that we obtained wasfrom
the questionnaire that wassent round to every home and business. The results of this
survey have been used extensively in the development of thisPlan. If you would like
to see the full details of the resultsof the survey they are available on the website
www.mfmplan.org

On adoption, thisNeighbourhood Plan becomespart of the statutory Development
Plan. The Development Plan currently comprises several different Plansasshown in
the diagram below.

The Development Plan

EHDC EHDC EHDC Medstead and

Joint Housing and Saved Policies Local Four Marks

Core Employment Plan Second Review Neighbourhood
Strategy Allocations 2006 Plan

The East Hampshire Joint Core Strategy (JCS) setsout the policy framework
forall the neighbourhood plansin the District. The JCScontains31 ‘Core
Policies (CP).

Issuesrelated to ‘Housing’ are covered by CP 2 - Spatial Strategy ', CP 10 —
Spatial Srategy for Housing ?, CP 14 Affordable Housing for Rural Communities
® and CP19- Development of the Countryside®.

In CP10 Spatial Srategy for Housing ?, the JCSsetsout the minimum number
of new dwellingsto be allocated in each of the levelsin the settlement
hierarchy. In Four Marks/ South Medstead allocationsshould provide fora
minimum of 175 dwellings. Medstead Village isone of the 18 settlements
referred to as “othervillagesoutside the National Park” that should
together provide a minimum of 150 dwellings.

The housing requirement for Four Marks/ South Medstead hasalready been
exceeded through the granting of planning permissions. These sitesalong
with sitesin Medstead are allocated within the East Hampshire Housing and
Employment AllocationsPlan (H&EA). Given this, there isno need for the
Neighbourhood Plan to allocate furtherland.

In addition to housing, the questionnaire highlighted otherareasof particular
importance to the residentsof Medstead and Four Marks. Many of these
issuesare covered within thisNeighbourhood Plan. But where the issue has
already been comprehensively covered by the JCS the policy statement is
not repeated in thisPlan.

' CP2 - Satial Srategy EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014, p 24. See Appendix 2.

2 CP10 - Spatial Srategy for Housing EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014, p 41. See Appendix 2.

3 CP14- Affordable Housing for Rural Communities EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy, 2014 p 47. e
Appendix 2.

4 CP19- Development of the Countryside EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014, p 55. See
Appendix 2.
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Good examplesofthese are ‘Landscape’, ‘Biodiversity’®, ‘Design’’ and

‘Traffic’’. These policiesare covered by CP 20° CP21° CP29" and CP 31°
respectively.

The JCSpolicy statementson these key areas(and all JCSpoliciesreferred to in this
Neighbourhood Plan) are included in Appendix 2.

Aerial photo of Four Marks ‘© Alton Camera Club 2015’
Improving the word around us

From the results of the questionnaire, it isclearthat many localresidentsbelieve it to
be important that we retain the essential ‘rural feel’ of ourvillagesand also ensure
that we preserve the sense of community.

We have set out to do thisin a very positive way by identifying specific projectsthat
we believe willboth enhance ourlocal environment and give greatercoherence to
ourcommunity. There are three specific projectsthat have beenincluded in the
Plan and which are underpinned by relevant policy statements.

The Green Infrastructure Network: we have been looking to find waysto both
protect and enhance the many green spacesin and around the built up areas. We
have looked at allthe green spaces, the existing network of footpaths, the
bridleways, the cycleways, the public open spacesand the otheroutdoor
recreational and leisure assetsthat already exist and sought to find waysin which
we can improve their protection, theirappeal and theirconnectivity. ThisGreen
Infrastructure Network includesOpen Saces, Local Green Spaces, the Local Gap
(between Medstead Village and South Medstead) and a number of historic routes
around orthrough the villagessuch asthe PilgrimsWay.

SCP20-Landscape EHDC LocalPlan Joint Core Strategy 2014, p 56. See Appendix 2.
6 CP 21 - Biodiversty EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014, p 58. See Appendix 2.
"CP29-Design EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014, p 70. See Appendix 2.

8 CP 30 —Transport EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014, p 75. See Appendix 2.
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Aerial photo of South Medstead, ‘© Alton Camera Club 2015’

The Wildflower Walk: the Plan includesthe development of a Wildflower Walk from
one end of Medstead Village to the other. ltisplanned to start at CedarsSablesat
the northemn end of the village, passby the vilage pond and end just beyond the
Bowls Club at the southern end. To transform thisproject from a conceptinto a
practical reality will require the support of the private landownersalong the way. The
first one acre of the walk hasalready been agreed. Residentsof Medstead Village
are in discussionswith the otherlandownersinvolved and are hoping fora positive
response. A similar scheme isalso being consdered for Four Marks/ South Medstead.

The Railway Station Hub: With the speed of development in Four Marks/ South
Medstead, there isa sense in which the built up area isbeginning to stretch out
along the A31 and that there islessof a centre to the community. To addressthis,
the NPSG have proposed the concept of creating a ‘heart’ to the community. After
considering the variousoptions, the team felt that the area around the heritage
railway station on the ‘WatercressLine’ (the Medstead and Four Marksrailway
station) wasone that offered a number of potential benefits:

eltisan area of characterwith a number of traditional buildings.
o The station isalready a popularattraction.

eltisin the heart of the community and in walking distance to the existing retail
facilitiesin Four Marks.

eltisclose to a numberof thriving local businesses.

elt iswell positioned to make use of existing pedestrian and cycle links, thus
opening up an important green breathing space within the settlements.

The concept hasbeen developed and the team have come up with an initial view
of what the proposed ‘Railway Sation Hub’ might include:

ethe renovation of the buildingsof historic interest.

e a family friendly eatery (licensed).

ehalf a dozen smallbooth spaces, to present craft style offerings.
espace foran ‘indoor market’.
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eadditionalcarparking space.

The location of the Railway Sation Hub can be seen on the PoliciesMap Inset 2.

The commentsmade by residentsduring the public consultation on the Draft Plan
show that thisproposal haswidespread support within the community. In excess of
75% of those who commented on thisproposal either ‘agreed’ or ‘strongly agreed’
with it.

Infra struc ture

The resultsfrom the questionnaire made it very clearthat residentsare concerned
that investment in the infrastructure in ourvillageshaslagged significantly behind
the very rapid increase in the number of new housesthat have been built.

The NPSG set up Work Groupsto addressall the majorinfrastructure issues(e.g.
schools, medical facilities, water, sewage, electricity). The Work Groupscarried out
very thorough assessmentsfortheir particulartopic and made direct contact with all
the relevant organisationsinvolved. Theirreportscan be found on the website
(www.mfmplan.org) .

Aerial photo of Medstead Village, ‘© Alton Camera Club 2015’

However, when the findingswere reviewed, it became clearthat there were very
few specific policiesthat could be included in the formal Neighbourhood Plan that
could dealwith many of the issuesraised. Thisisfora number of reasons:

e The Neighbourhood Plan isprimarily about ‘spatial policy’ orland use. Few of
the issuesthat were reviewed related to land use.

e Most of the organisationsinvolved are governed by statutory regulations.
These regulationsoblige them to meet the specified needsof the local
community. Certain otheraspirationsfrom the questionnaire fall outside the
scope of a Neighbourhood Plan.

Nevertheless, there isa way that a Neighbourhood Plan can help to addressany
infrastructural issuesthat are of concernsto residents. Once the Neighbourhood Plan
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hasbeen approved at the referendum the ‘Community Infrastructure Levy’ will
become more directed towardsthe needsof ourarea.

The Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) came into force in April 2010. It allowslocal
authoritiesin England and Walesto raise fundsfrom developersundertaking new
building projectsin theirarea. The money willbe raised from alldevelopmentsthat
have gained approvalonce the ClLhasbeen adopted.

The money can be used to fund a wide range of infrastructure thatisneeded asa
result of development. Thisincludesnew orsaferroad schemes, flood defences,
school facilities, health and social care facilities, park improvements, green spaces
and leisure centres.

Parisheswith an adopted Neighbourhood Plan will receive 25% of any Community
Infrastructure Levy arising from developmentsin theirarea compared to parishes
without a Neighbourhood Plan who will receive 15%.

Our Parish Councilswillbe able to direct these new fundstowardsthe most
important projectsin Medstead and Four Marks

Chaiman of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
Nick Stenning
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1

BACKGROUND & PURPOSE

The Medstead & Four Marks Neighbourhood Plan

1.1. Medstead Parish Counciland Four Marks Parish Council have together
prepared thisNeighbourhood Plan forthe area designated by EHDC underthe
provisions of the Localism Act 2011 and the Neighbourhood Planning (General)
Regulations2012. The designated area can be seenin Plan A below where the
blue areasshow land that islocated within the South Downs National Park and
within the Four Marks Parish Boundary, but excluded from the Medstead and Four
marks Neighbourhood Plan Area. The MFMNP area wasdesignated by EHDC on

the 19 June 2014.

Plan A: Medstead & Four Marks Designated Neighbourhood Plan Area
(Crown Copyright Reserved LC 100024238-2014 East Hampshire District Council)
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1.2.  The Neighbourhood Plan, therefore, coversthe parishesof Medstead and
Four Marks, excluding the areasthat fall within the South Downs National Park
(shown asthe exclusion areasin the map above).

1.3.  The purpose of the Medstead & Four Marks Neighbourhood Plan (MFMNP) will
be to make planning policiesthat can be used to determine planning applications
in the area. In some cases, itspolicieswillencourage development proposalsforthe
benefit of the local community. In others, itspolicieswillaim to protect the special
characterof the parishes.

14. Neighbourhood Plansprovide local communitieswith the chance to shape
the future development of theirareas. Once approved at a referendum, the Plan
becomesa statutory part of the development plan forthe area and willcarry
significant weight in how planning applicationsare decided. Plans must therefore
contain only land use planning policiesthat can be used forthispurpose. Thisoften
meansthat there are important issuesof interest to the local community that cannot
be addressed in a Plan if they are not directly related to planning, such as
infrastructure, education, health, transport and utilities.

1.5. Although there isconsiderable scope forthe localcommunity to decide on its
planning policies, Plansmust meet four ‘basic conditions'. These are:

e having regard to national policiesand advice contained in guidance
issued by the Secretary of State, it isappropriate to make the
neighbourhood development plan;

e the making of the neighbourhood development plan contributesto
the achievement of sustainable development;

e the making of the neighbourhood development planisin general
conformity with the strategic policiescontained in the development
plan forthe area of the authority (orany part of that area); and

e the making of the neighbourhood development plan doesnot breach,
and isotherwise compatible with, EU obligations.

1.6. In addition, the NPSG must be able to show thatit hasproperly consulted
localpeople and otherrelevant organisationsduring the processof making the
Plan and hasfollowed the Regulations. Thiswasdemonstrated in a Consultation
Satement which wassubmitted to East Hampshire District Council together with a
Basic Conditions Satement, in line with legidative requirements.

Medstead and Four Marks — the place

1.7. The parishesof Medstead and Four Marksare located high in the ‘Hampshire
Alps —the nick-name given to thispart of the Hampshire downsback in the mid -
nineteenth century when the railway wasbeing built. It isthistopography that has
become the defining feature of ourarea.
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1.8. Atthe time of the Napoleonic Wars, forexample, Four Markswaschosen as
the location for one of the chainsof Semaphore Sationswhich provided the
communication between the Admiralty in London and the shipsat Portsmouth and
Plymouth. More recently, Four Markstook part in a chain of beaconsto
commemorate the anniversary of the Armada and HM the Queen’sSiver Jubilee
in 1977 and her Diamond Jubilee in 2012. It isno coincidence that the Ordnance
Survey chose a site fora triangulation point at Telegraph Lane.

1.9. Ourvillagesare believed to be the ‘highest’ settlementsin Hampshire and as
a resault, we all enjoy spectacularand farreaching viewsacrossthe Hampshire
countryside, particularly to the north and west of the villages.

1.10. The earliest evidence of settlement isthe two Tumuli (burial grounds) to the
north of the vilage of Medstead which are believed to date from 1000 BC and the
Entrenchment just to the east of Trinity Hill that wasbuilt sometime between 500
and 300 BC. But eking out a living from farming on these flinty hilswasalwaysa
struggle and the settlement neverreally developed.

1.11. Nineteenth century mapsshow Medstead asa small hamlet. The village
centre wasin a form largely similarto that of today and there were small clusters of
buildingsaround the farmsat Hattingley, Heath Green, Goatacre, Sancomb,
Soldridge, South Town and Red Hill. The 1851 censusshowsthat there were 89
inhabited dwellingsin the parish.

1.12. In the twentieth century, asruralliving became firstly feasible and then
attractive forthose working in nearby towns, demand forsmall dwellingswith large
garden plotsincreased. In Medstead, thismanifested itself by the building, of
mainly bungalowsalong road frontageswith large garden plotsbacking onto
open countryside. This‘stellate’ development radiating out from the centre of the
vilage remainsan unusual feature of the parish today.

1.13. Historically, the area of Four Markswasalso not heavily settled. There issome
evidence of Sone Age and Bronze Age activitiesand a Celtic track way passed
through the village linking largerridgewayswith evidence found at Headmore
Farm confirming the existence of a Celtic farm. Later, pilgrimstravelling from
Winchesterto Canterbury formed the ‘Pilgrims Way’ through the village along
BrisandsLane and Blackberry Lane a route still followed by pilgrimstoday. Four
Markswasrecorded asa place in documentation in 1550 but only a few tensof
dwellings, an inn and the railway station had been established by 1875.

1.14. However, there wasfurther settlement in the area after the First World War
when the Government encouraged small holdingsto be set up with plotsof one or
two acreswith a small ‘Colonial’ bungalow erected on the plots. It still took a while
to attract people to thisrural location and it wasnot until 1932 that there wasa
sufficient number of these ‘Colonial’ plotsto justify the creation of Four Marksasa
civilparish and create the pattern of the settlement which waslargely responsible
forthe form seen today of low density development surrounded by open fields.

1.15. The late 1950’sand early 1960s saw the next majorphase of building. Once
the dwellingswere mainly bungalowsalthough there were a greater variety of
designs. Better quality brickswere used, reducing the need forrendering and
painting. It wasalso during thisperiod that roofswere mainly tiled with profiled tiles.
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1.16. Forthe next few decades, the number of new dwellingsmaintained a steady
but sustainable pace. By and large the infrastructure kept pace with the
development with, forexample, the schoolsbeing expanded, mainsdrainage
arriving in 1991 and the expansion of the Mansfield Park medical centre.

1.17. However, the rate of change hasincreased dramatically in the last few years.
Ascan be seen from the table below the numberof housesbuilt each year (or
approved to be built) hasincreased fourfold — from 32to120 perannum.

1.18. Once the new approvalshave been built, the total numberof housesin this
community will have increased by over 38%since 2001. The scale and speed of this
growth in the numberof housesputsa great deal of pressure on community
cohesion in a number of different ways.

2001 to 2011 2011 to 2015 Approvals to
be built
Housesadded 326 240 241
Increase in 32.6 60 120
houses per
annum

Table A: Totalnumberof new housesadded

1.19. Firstly, it iskschanging the character of the area from Ruralto Urban. The new
houseshave been built in configurationsthat are distinctly urban and ata much
higher density than hasbeen traditional in these parishes.

1.20. Secondly, it isdeveloping into a ‘dormitory population’. Asthere hasbeen no
commensurate increase in employment within these parishes, the majority of the
new residentscommute to work in neighbouring towns. Thisnot only createstraffic
congestion at peak times, it also underminesthe sense of belonging.

1.21. Thirdly, investment in the infrastructure hasfailed to keep pace with the
increase in the population. Thishasput an increased level of pressure on all the
local servicesand ismost conceming in termsof the lack of facilitiesfor the young
people in ourcommunity.

1.22. Asa result of theirlocation on the top of the ‘Hampshire Alps’, the settlements
of Medstead and Four Markshave alwayshad a rural characterto them and this
haslargely been preserved untiltoday. ThisNeighbourhood Plan seeksto put in
place policiesto help retain the rural character of the parishesasthisisseen to be
central to the character of both settlementsand something to be cherished and
protected. Thiswill also give the residentsof Four Marksand Medstead the
opportunity to ensure that we can build a sustainable social infrastructure in terms
of the sense of community, the feeling of belonging and the nurturing of civic
pride.

The Planning Policy Conte xt
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1.23. The two Parishes are part of East Hampshire District in the County of
Hamp shire. East Hampshire District Council has policies and proposals that have a
significant influence over the strategy and detailed content of the MFMNP.

1.24. The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published by the
Government in 2012 isalso an important guide in the preparation of local plans
and neighbourhood development plans. The MFMNP must demonstrate that it
hasregard to national policy and advice.

1.25. The MFMNP must be in general conformity with the strategic policiesof the
development plan. In thiscase, the relevant development plan isthe East
Hampshire District Local Plan: Joint Core Strategy (Joint Core Strategy), which was
adopted in June 2014.

Joint Core Strategy (2014)

1.26. The Joint Core Strategy setsout the spatial plan until 2028 for East
Hampshire and the part of South Downs National Park that falls within East
Hampshire. The plan hasdivided the district into fourgeographical areas.
Medstead and Four Marks are situated in the ‘North of the South Downs National
Park’ area.

1.27. Within the Joint Core Strategy, the Core Policy 2 policy (CP2)° setsout a
settlement hierarchy for the district. The settlement known for planning purposes
asFour Marks/ South Medstead (although located in separate parishes) hasbeen
identified asLevel 3— SnallLocal Service Centresand assuch isexpected to
maintain itsrole asa sustainable community.

1.28. Medstead Village hasbeen identified as Level 4 - Other Settlementswith a
settlement policy boundary. Level 4 includes 18 villagesthat are ‘othervillages
outside the National Park’ (CP10)"°. Medstead Village, South Medstead and Four
Marks allhave theirown settlement policy boundaries. These willbe reviewed by
the Neighbourhood Plan.

1.29. The JCSCP10° setsout the minimum number of new dwellingsto be
developed in each of the levelsin the settlement hierarchy and identifies:

e FourMarks/ South Medstead to provide a minimum of 175 dwellings
overthe plan period. However asthere hasbeen residential
development already built and more granted planning permissions
recently of substantially more than thisnumber, EHDC hasadvised
that there isno need forthe MFMNP to allocate any additional
homesoverthe plan period.

e Medstead Village isone of the 18 settlementsreferred to as “other
villagesoutside the National Park” that should together provide a
minimum of 150 dwellings. The guidance given by EHDC wasthat a

9 CP2-atial Srategy EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p24. See Appendix 2.
0 CP10 - Spatial Srategy for Housing EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014 p41. See Appendix 2.
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range of 11-15 wasa reasonable share of thisallocation for
Medstead Village.

1.30. The two policiesabove are the most important to the MFMNP in terms of the
parishes level of growth.

1.31. The Neighbourhood Plan recognisesthat housing allocations for the area are
made within the EHDC Ste allocations Plan, including the land rear of Junipers,
Medstead

Village Design Satements

1.32. Both Medstead and Four Markshave Village Design Satements(VDS) which
have been adopted asSupplementary Planning Documents (SPD) by EHDC. As
such the documentsare material considerations, which mean that theirguidance
needsto be considered in planning applications.

Community Views on Planning Issues

1.33. The people who live in the vilagesof Medstead and Four Marksfeel that their
community is"basically 'undersiege'because of an 'open season'attitude for
developers' (Source: Operation of the National Planning Policy Framework -
Communitiesand Local Government Committee)

1.34. Thislevel of concermn wasconfirmed by the resultsof the questionnaire which
wasdistributed to allthe householdsin the villages. When asked ‘what isyour
opinion about the number of dwellingsin the area’, over 90% of respondentssaid
that they believed ‘we have too many already’ or‘it’'saboutright at present’.

1.35. The reason that the sentiment in these villagesisso strong isa direct result of
both the very dramatic increase in the rate of house building in the last few years
aswellasthe sense thatit hasbeen ‘unplanned’. Figure 1 on the following page
showsthe rate of growth in dwellingsin recent yearsplusthe recent approvals.
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Average increase in houses per annum
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Fgure 1: Medstead and Four Marks — average increase in housng perannum

1.36. Once allthe housesthat have received planning permission are built, the
increase in the numberof houseswhen compared to the 2001 censuswillbe over
38%.

1.37. However, the concemn of the residentsisnot only the quantity of new
dwellingsbut the sense that these developmentshave been ‘unplanned’. Thisis
reflected in the following issueshighlighted by the results of the questionnaire.

i. Lackofinfrastructure: One of the most frequently expressed viewswasthat
the new houseshad been built so recently that the infrastructure to support
a sustainable community had failed to keep pace. Indeed, over 18% of
respondentscommented that thiswasthe most important factorin the
future development of Four Marksand Medstead (e.g. ‘Do not build
housesunlessthe community hasthe infrastructure to support them’).

i. The vilage atmosphere: Over 20% of the respondentsexpressed the view
that ‘the most important factorin the future development of Medstead
and Four Marks was that the new housing developmentswere
undermining the sense of a vilage community. Thisconcern isin part
attributable to the lack of infrastructure mentioned. But it’salso to do with
the style, nature, density and design of the new houses. There isa concemn
that the rural nature of the vilagesof Medstead and Four Marksisbeing
radically altered by the urban nature of the new developments.

ii. Preserving the ‘Open Saces : more specifically,and indeed more
positively, when given the opportunity to expresstheir view on the
importance of key featuresof the localarea, 75.7% said that it was‘Open/
green spacesin and surrounding the villages'.

1.38. In summary the resultsfrom the questionnaire highlighted a very realconcemn
about the speed of change that thisarea isundergoing and a feeling that it is
beginning to have a realimpact on the sense of community. There isclearly an
understanding that the vilagesof Four Marksand Medstead have evolved over
the generationsand will continue to evolve in the future. However, the rapid
growth in the numberand the change in style of the dwellingsin thisarea
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undermine the ability of the community to evolve in a sustainable way. Right now,
the community feelsthat it needsa bit of a breathing space just to catch up.
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2 VISION & OBJECTIVES

Vision

2.1 The vision for Medstead and Four Marksin 2028 is:

“The settlementswill have retained theirown distinctive characterswith
the quality of the landscape spacesbetween and surrounding them,
continuing to define their shared identity.

Housing growth in Four Marks’ South Medstead and Medstead Village will
have been contained by clearly defined Settlement Policy Boundaries
that will have preserved the quality of the setting.

Community facilitieswill have expanded and become more varied to
meet the needsofallgroupsand age rangesofthe increased
population, with South Medstead and Four Marks sharing facilitiesand
open spacesand taking a greaterrole in theirmanagement.

A new mixed use hub will have been established around the Railway
Station, asa shared focusfor South Medstead and Four Marksand to
supportlocal businesses. The re-planning of the station area will have
also led to an increase in visitorsand tourism.

The green interior of South Medstead will have been partially retained,
to complement the setting of the station hub and to provide a much
needed open green ‘breathing’ space.

Four Marksvillage centre will offera widerrange of shopsand services
and a strongersense of place with an enhanced link to the station hub.

There willhave been a growth in employment opportunitieswith greater
scope forlocal businesseswhich will have helped reverse the dormitory
trend in Four Marks/ South Medstead.

Medstead Village will have retained itsrural characterand setting whilst
accommodating a modest growth in housing numbersto meet the
needsofitsresidents and to provide a balance of dwelling typesto
serve the community overthe long term.

Accessbility to and connectivity between the existing network of
footpaths bridleways cycleways public open spacesand other
outdoorrecreational and leisure assetswillhave been improved across
both parishes”.

Objectives

2.2 In addition to providing a general development plan forthe parishes, this
vision translatesinto a framework of key objectivesforthe MFMNP:
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1. Spatial Strategy
e to retain the rural characterof the parishesthrough recognising the
separate identities of the villages, protecting the landscape and to
prevent coalescence.

2. Retail, Services and Community Facilities

e to strengthen and redefine the existing Four Marks shopping
area/centre by improving the connection between businesshub,
employment areasand the Railway Sation Hub.

e to establish the Railway Sation asthe focusfora mix of new facilitiesto
serve the local community and increase the number of visitors.

e toidentify and protect the assetsand amenitiesof the parishes
including the shops, pub and localgreen spaces.

3. Green Infrastructure
o to allocate LocalGreen Spacesaspart of creating a widergreen
infrastructure network of rurallandscapes, open spaces, nature areas,
footpaths, heritage routesand bridleways.

e toimprove the majorfootpathsand tracksto encourage greater
use by pedestriansand cyclists.

e to prioritise pedestrian safety along school busroutes.

4. Employment
o to safeguard and support the existing employment areasand uses.
o tosupporta businesshub to facilitate start-ups, growth of small
businessesand to provide a showcase forlocalbusinessesand craft
producers.

5. New Homes

e to ensure that any new homesbuilt within the SPBsoverthe plan period
are of an appropriate design and scale; are in a location that will not
harm the character of the vilages; and are of a type that meetslocal
needs.
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3 LAND USEPLANNING POLCIES

3.1 Setoutbelow are the proposed policiesof the Plan. Each policy hasa
numberand title and the policy itself iswritten in bold italicsforease of reference.
There isalso a short statement explaining the intention of the policy and any other
relevant background information. At the end of thisdocument isthe PoliciesMap —
where a policy refersto a specific site orarea then it isshown on the Map. The
Policiesset out below must be taken into account asa whole, by applicantsand
decision- makers.

Policy 1: A Spatial Plan for the Parishes

The Neighbourhood Plan designatesa Medstead Village Settlement Policy
Boundary (MVSPB), a South Medstead Settlement Policy Boundary (SMSPB) and a
Four Marks Settlement Policy Boundary (RVISPB) as shown on the Policies Maps.
Development Proposals on land within the Settlement Policy Boundaries will be
supported, subject to accordance with relevant policies.

The inappropriate development of residential gardens, forexample, where such
development would harm local character, will be refused.

3.2 Thispolicy directsfuture development in the parishesto the settlementsof
Four Marks/ South Medstead and Medstead Village. In doing so, the policy
proposesamendmentsto the Settlement Policy Boundaries (SPB) asdefined by
Policy CP1911 of the JCSto accommodate development that hasbeen built since
the 2006 Local Plan and itsproposalsmap wasadopted. Thisincludesland
adjoining but outside the SPBwhere development hasbeen granted planning
permission since the SPBwaslast drawn. The Neighbourhood Plan recognisesthat
housing allocationsforthe area are made within the EHDC Ste allocationsPlan,
including the land rearof Junipers, Medstead and the SPBamended accordingly.

3.3 Land outside the Settlement Policy Boundaries (SPBs) willbe regarded as
countryside and Policy CP19° of the Joint Core Srategy willapply. In thispolicy
“the approach to sustainable development in the countryside isto operate a
policy of generalrestraint in orderto protect the countryside foritsown sake. The
only development allowed in the countryside willbe that with a genuine and
proven need fora countryside location, such asthat necessary forfarming,
forestry, orotherrural enterprises (see Policy CP6' of the Joint Core Strategy)”

3.4 Inredefining the Settlement Policy Boundaries, some dwellingswhich are
themselvescontained within the Boundariesare shown ashaving partsof their
curtilagesoutside those Boundaries. Thishasbeen done in orderto prevent back
land house-building from taking place, where such developmentisconsidered to
be harmful to the characterof the area and detrimental to the enjoyment of
nearby dwellingsby theiroccupiers.

3.5 The exclusion of part of the curtilage of a dwelling from the Settlement Policy
area in no way affectsthe rights of the ownersto continue using it asgarden land,
neitherdoesit prevent them from carrying out the variousformsof minor
development forwhich planning permission isdeemed to be granted underthe
termsof the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order.

" CP19-Development in the Countryside EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p 55. See
Appendix 2.
2 CP6 - Rural Economy and Enterprise EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p 34. See Appendix 2.
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3.6 Mapsofthe proposed Settlement Policy Boundariesare included at the end
of the Policies Section:

A: Medstead and Four Marks
i. B:Medstead Village

jii. C:South Medstead

iv. D:FourMarks-centre

v. E FourMarks—south

Policy 2: Local Gap between Medstead Village & South Medstead

The generally open and undeveloped nature of the Local Gap between Medstead
and South Medstead, shown on the Policies Map and accompanying Local Gap
Map, will be protected to help prevent coalescence and retain the separate
identity of the settlements. Development will only be pemitted within the Local Gap
if:

a. itwould not undenmine the physical and/or visual separation of
settlements;

b. it would not compromise the integrity of the Local Gap, either
individually or cumulatively with other existing or proposed
development; and

c. itcannotbe located elsewhere.

Plan B: Local Gap between Medstead Village and South Medstead
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It seeksto protect the essential countryside character of the localgap between
Medstead Vilage and South Medstead in orderto prevent coalescence between
these two separate settlementsand to retain their distinctive identity orcharacter.
The gap isalso shown in the PoliciesMapsin 3.42 below. Although thisgap hasnot
been identified in the JCS the MFMNP seeksto define and protect the Medstead
Vilage & South Medstead Local Gap through identifying thisarea in line with the

criteria of the JCSBackground Paperon Gapsbetween Settlements2011, informing
Policy CP23™ of the JCS.

3.7 The evidence paperdoesnotidentify a gap between Four Marksand
Medstead which isunderstandable asthe to two settlements South Medstead,
north of the railway line and Four Marks, south of the railway line have together
been identified by EHDC asa Level 3 settlement — Small Local Service Centres.
Howeverthe gap between Medstead village which hasbeen identified asa
separate Level 4 settlement by EHDC and Four Marks/ South Medstead hasnot
been reviewed.

3.8 The gap hasbeen considered and defined by the following objectives:

o To retain the separate identities of the settlementsand prevent
coalescence

e Where there isabsence of existing urban activity within the gap

o To follow boundaries, asfaraspossible, to recognisable features(e.g.
a road, footpath, hedgerow, stream, field boundary etc.). In many
casesthe boundary of the gap willbe identical to the settlement
policy boundary if it isevident that all land outside the boundary
contributesto the objectivesof the policy

3.9 When determining the gap boundariesconsideration willbe given to;

o the visual perception of the gapsfrom the adjacent developed areas
and from public rightsof way aswellaspublic highwayswithin the
gap itself
The need to maintain sufficient separation between the settlements

o the value of a gap wildepend more on the feeling of separation
acrossitsfull extent ratherthan along any road corridor which crosses
it

3.10 Thispolicy doesnotintend to stretch out already set boundariesto include
adjacent areasbut isidentifying a gap that hasnot been considered and assessed
by the EHDC. The MFMFNP seesthisasan opportunity together with the district to
protect and recognise a gap that contributesto the landscape characterof the
two parishesand the district.

Policy 3: Local Employment

Proposals that result in the loss of an existing employme nt or business use, will only
be pemitted where itcan be demonstrated that its continued use is no longer
viable or that there is no demand, demonstrated by an active and realistic twelve
month marketing period. Proposals to expand an existing employment or busine ss
use will be supported, subject to no unacceptable harm to local character,
residential amenity, highway, safety or flood risk.

8 CP23 - GapsBetween Settlements EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p60. See Appendix 2.
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3.11 Thispolicy seeksto protect existing employment stesand theirusesfrom any
unnecessary lossand to encourage new employment development at existing
sites. It istherefore consistent with the EHDC’s JCSPolicy CP6' in safeguarding sites
foremployment use and in continuing to play an important role in
accommodating East Hampshire’sbusinessactivity.

Policy 4: Local Shops & Village Centres

The Neighbourhood Plan designates Village Centres at Four Marks/ South Medstead
and designates local Shopsin Medstead Village as shown on the Policies Map,
and listed below.

Proposals requiring planning permmission affecting the defined Village Centre in Four
Marks/ South Medstead and the Local Shopsin Medstead Village for the change of
use of an existing shop (A1) premises to financial/ professional services (A2), to a
restaurant/café (A3) orto an office (Bl1a) will be supported provided:

i. itcan be demonstrated that the established A1 use premisesare no
longereconomically viable.

ii. the proportional number of non-A1 uses to A1 uses will not exceed 50%
as a result of the change of use.

iii. ~ the proposal does not have a detrimental effect on residential
amenities.

iv.  There will be no unjustifiable harmm to the significance, community value
orviable use of a heritage asset

Four Marks

i. R G Rivers, Lymington Bottom Road, electrical shop
ii. Co-Op Store, 30 Winchester Road
jii. Oak Green Parade and adjacent shops, Winchester Road

Medstead

iv. The Handy Store, High Street (convenience store)

v. Medstead Hardware store and Post Office, High Street

Vi. The retail and light industrial site at Lymington Bams, Lymington
Bottom Road

Vii. WKL Building Supplies, Lymington Bottom Road

3.12 Due to the large increase in new homesin recent years, the MFMNP islooking
to ensure that the parishestogethercan provide the appropriate numberof shops
and encourage the commercial activitiesof Four Marksand Medstead through
defining theirvillage centres, placing limitationson changesof use and on
changesthat could be harmful to theircharacter.

3.13 The policy isin line with the JCSPolicy CP8 ' asit supportscontinued
maintenance and protection of local paradesand smalllocal centresto ensure all
resdentshave accessto a basic range of small shopsand services.

Policy 5: Community Facilities

“ CP6-Rural Economy and Enterprise EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014 p 34. See Appendix 2.
'® CP8-Town and Village Facilitiesand Services EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014 p 37. See
Appendix 2.
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Proposals to improve the viability of an established community use of the following
buildings and facilities by way of the extension or partial redevelopme nt of existing
buildings as shown on the Policies Map, will be supported, providing the design of
the scheme is appropriate and the resulting increase in use will not harm the
amenities of adjoining residential properties.

Four Marks Community Assefts:

i. Benian’s Pavilion

ii. Village Hall

i The Recreation Ground

iv. Scout Hut

v. Church of Good Shepherd, Lymington Bottom
Vi. Four Marks Gospel Hall, Winc hester Road

vii. Boundaries Surgery
vii. The Golf Club

ix. Primary School
X. Cedars Veterinary Surgery
Xi. Allotments

Medstead Community Assets:

Xii. Medstead and Four Marks Railway Station
Xiii. Castle of Comfort Public House

Xiv. Primary School

XV. Village Hall

XVi. Sports Pavilion

XVii. St Andrew’s Church

XViii. Church Hall

Xix. Watercress Medical Centre

XX. Shine Dental Clinic

Xxi. The Chapel of Stlucy’satthe Convent
XXii. Bowils Club

XXiii. Tennis Club

xxiv.  Broadlands Riding Centre

XXV. United Reformed Church

3.14 Thispolicy supportsdevelopment proposalsintended to secure the long term
benefit of a range of facilitiesthat are important to the localcommunity. In some
cases, remaining viable will require investment in updating and/orincreasing the
size of the facility to support new uses.

3.15 The policy identifiesthose usesthat the local community strongly favoursare
retained. They comprise a range of buildingsand associated land, all of which may
be capable of being extended orredeveloped in waysthat are suitable to a rural
location. However, the policy requiresthat proposalsavoid increasing the use of
community facilitiesto the extent that they may harm the amenities of adjoining
residential properties, forexample, through traffic movements, on-street car
parking and noise orlight pollution.
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Medstead and Four Marks Railway Station

Policy 6: The Railway Station Hub

Proposals for the development of a community hub including retail uses such as a
restaurant/cafe, small retail units, an indoor market space and car parking
provision, to serve the local community on land in the area around the Railway
Station as shown on the Policies Map, will be supported.

3.16 Thispolicy supportsthe establishment of a mixed use community hub
around the railway station area, creating a shared focusfor Four
Marks/ South Medstead. Some of the proposed usesare:

e a family friendly eatery
e smallscale retail 'booth'spaces

e a foyerspace, available forindoor markets, fund raising activities forlocal
clubs & societies, community education, or for hire to commercial
organisations

e asmallnumberofcarparking spaces, but with the emphasison
encouraging sustainable transport to and from the hub (walk, cycle, etc.)

3.17 The Medstead and Four Marks Raiway Sation ispart of the Mid Hants
Watercress Heritage line and located on the boundary between South Medstead
and Four Markswith a connecting footbridge acrossthe railway line. The area is
attractive and interesting with itsrailway related buildingsand setting.

3.18 The term ‘community hub’ refersto the main intent of the policy which isto
create the opportunity fora mix of usesthat will build on the existing qualities of the
station setting and make the area more attractive to the localcommunity and
visitors.

3.19 Thispolicy makesprovision forusesand activitiesthat will help achieve this
and provide a new community focuswhich will support and complement the
existing retailand employment useswithin the area.

3.20 The policy isin line with the JCSpolicy CP 9 " supporting tourism ogportunities
through defining sitesforthe development forthe mixed use hub, CP8 " and
CP16™ in termsof seeking to provide social infrastructure and structure for
connecting and invigorating retailand employment.

3.21 The railway station hub willalso be an integralpart of the Medstead and Four
Marks Green Infrastructure Network of MAMNP Policy 9 helping support sustainable
transport options, particularly cycling and walking. The policy further seeksto retain
animportant green ‘breathing’ space within the settlementsin line with CP20 " of

CP9 - Tourism EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p 39. See Appendix 2.

CP8 - Town and Country Facilitiesand Services EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014 p 37. See
Appendix 2.

CP 16 - Protection and Provision of Social Infrastructure EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p
50. See Appendix 2.

CP20-Landscape EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p 56. See Appendix 2.
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the JCSand to improve connectionsforcyclistsand pedestrianswithin Medstead
and FourMarksin line with CP31*°Transport of the JCS.

Policy 7: Local Green Spaces

The following areas, also shown on the Policies Maps, are designated as Local
Green Spaces, where new development, other than in very special cicumstances,
will be refused:

Medstead

i. Cedars Stables, one acre of wild flower meadow, west of Trinity
Hill

i. Earthworks, ea st of Trinity Hill ( Ancient monume nt)

jii. The Convent Meadow of St Lucy

iv. Medstead Cemetery

v. Medstead Green

Vi. Five Ash Pond and land adjacent at south east comer of Five
Ash crossroads

Vii. Stoney Lane Strip

Viil. The Knapp

Four Marks

ix. War Memorial Area, west of Lymington Bottom at junction with
Winc hester Road

X. Four Marks Recreational Area, north of Brislands Lane

Xi. Four Marks Burial Ground

Xii. Swelling Hill Pond, Swelling Hill

xiii.  Area between south of end of Bam Lane and Brislands Lane

3.22 Thispolicy proposesa numberofimportant green spacesin the parishesto be
protected from development by the designation asLocal Green Sacesin
accordance with paragraphs76 and 77 of the NPPF.

3.23 Ineach case, the green spacesare anintegral part of the settlementsin the
parishesand are therefore regarded asspecialto the local community. The
MFMNP Local Green Sacesstudy setsout the case foreach site to be designated.
Once designated, the policy will refuse allproposalsfordevelopment unlessit can
be clearly demonstrated they are minor, they are ancillary to a public recreation
use orthey are required utilitiesdevelopment. The definition of “inappropriate
development” isfurtherin line with paragraph 87 of the NPPFdescribing the effect
of Green Belt protection that isconsistent with Local Green Spacespolicy (para. 78
of the NPPF).

3.24 The othermain open spacesin the parishesare used fora variety of games,
public events, dog walking, picnicking and othersuch informal leisure p ursuits.

2 CP31-Transport EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014 p 75. See Appendix 2.
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Wildflower Meadows, Medstead Village

Policy 8: Medstead Village Wild Flower Walk

The formation and maintenance ofa Wild Hower Walk in the village of Medstead,
as shown on the Policies Map, for the enjoyment of the local community and
visitors, will be supported.

3.25 Thispolicy proposesthe creation of a Wild Fower Walk in the village of
Medstead. The walk will join up with the Green Infrastructure Network to improve
the accessbetween the vilagesin the two parishes.

3.26 The concept of a Wild Fower Walk aimsto engage and inspire allaspectsof
village life, both physically and metaphorically. A walk isone activity that is
universally enjoyed by people of allages. It providesthe glue within the vilagesas
ourcommunity grows. Aswe become more diverse, with differing needs, without a
common interest it isdifficult to create a sense of community. Ouraim isto link
some ‘Coronation Meadow’ spaces, a conceptand ethosdeveloped by HRH, The
Prince of Wales, and a central wildflower pond with a walk that runsfrom the north
of Medstead at Cedar Stablesthrough to the south of the village at the BowlsClub.

3.27 Wildflowerssignificantly increase bio-diversity and encourage wildlife, birds
and insects. A walk would enable the opportunity forresidentsto meet and create
a sense of community and flow through the village, through interlinking open
spaceswith an accessible route to all users- wheelchairs, the elderly, buggy users,
etc.

3.28 Ouraim isto involve local groupsand residentsin itsdevelopment and in
particularthe local schoolsand pre-schools, providing an input into their curricula;
and localfarmersand landowners, encouraging bio-diversity techniques of
management promoting traditional wildflowers.

3.29 The walk, eventually linking to the Railway Station Hub, providesrecreation for
residentsof Medstead and Four Marks, placing the natural environment at the
heart of ourcommunity, celebrating ourarea’snatural beauty and agricultural
heritage.

3.30 The aim isto create, design and build the walk, meadowsand pond by 2018,
extending it to link with other public footpathsin the area.
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Policy 9: Medstead & Four Marks Green Infrastructure Network

The Neighbourhood Plan proposes the establishment of the Medstead & Four Marks
Green Infrastructure Network around and within Four Marks/ South Medstead and
Medstead Village as shown on the Policies Maps.

The Network comprises a variety of green infrastructure assets, including Local
Green Spaces, playing fields, landscaped noise attenuation buffers, assets of
biodiversity value and children’splay areas. It also includes heritage routes,
cycleways, footpaths and bridleways and links with the Medstead Village Wild
Hower Walk of Policy 8.

Development proposals thatimpact on the Green Infrastructure Network must
demonstrate how any public space and related requirements align with, and/or do
not detract from, its objectives. Proposals to form, enhance and/or maintain the
Green Infrastructure Network will be supported.

3.31 Thispolicy proposesthe creation of the Medstead & Four Marks Green
Infrastructure Network in and around the vilagesasa network of existing, such as
PilarimsWay and & Swithun’sWay, and new assets, including the existing network
of footpaths, heritage routes, bridleways, cvcleways, public open spacesand
otheroutdoorrecreational and leisure assetswithin which to contain site
allocationsand improve connectivity. The network willbe delivered and
maintained overthe plan period and beyond. Assuch it accordswith the NPPF
(Para 114) and Policy CP20,*' Landscape, CP212 and CP28 ® of the JCSon green
infrastructure.

21 CP20 - Landscape EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p 56. See Appendix 2.
22 CP21 - Biodiversity EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014 p 58. See Appendix 2.
B CP28 - Green Infrastructure EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014 p 70. See Appendix 2.
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Plan C: Green Infrastructure Map

3.32 The scale of development in recent yearsaround the settlementsof Four
Marksand South Medstead hasmeant that the need fora green infrastructure
network hasbecome more important to the community. The existing public
network willbe the basisof the Green Infrastructure Network and further routes will
be established to improve the movement between the villages, the Wild Fower
Walk in Medstead, the Railway Sation Hub between South Medstead and Four
Marksand the surrounding landscape. It willimportantly join up most of the Local
Green Sacesin the MFMNP area to maximise the enjoyment and recreational use
of these spaces.

3.33 The aim isto sianificantlvimprove ecoloaical connectivity around and
throuah the vilaadesand bevond throuah a varietv of measures. Therefore the
policv reauiresalldevelobpment proposalsin the vicinitv of the Network to
demonstrate how thev will contribute to itssuccessful formation and maintenance.
Importantlv. the policv also resiststhe lossof Network featuresunlessthe
develobpment proposalscan show that the Network can be reconnected
effectively.
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3.34 The routeshave been identified by the MFMNP working groupsin the
Medstead and Four Marks Neighbourhood Plan: Green Infrastructure Routes Study
and can be found in the evidence base on the MFMNP website
www.mfmplan.org.

Policy 10: Green Infrastructure & Biodiversity

The retention of existing green infrastructure, comidors, ponds and other wildlife
habitats; and the connection of wildlife habitats in the settlements to those in the
countryside will be supported.

3.35 The ancient woodlands, pondsand copsesallform valuable green
infrastructure assetsof the parishesand development proposalsmust ensure they
are protected and maintained, and whereverpossble, enhanced. Thisincludes
assetssuch ashedgerowswhere proposalsshould furtherconsiderreplacement for
indigenousspeciesand therefore avoid the use of e.g. coniferousplants.

3.36 The Joint Core Srategy CP21% statesthat development willbe required to
maintain, enhance and protect biodiversity throughout the district in particular Stes
of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC). However, apart from these nature
conservation designations, otherareasoflocal value for wildlife, such astreesand
hedgerowsand other areasof biodiversity, need to be protected to ensure the
sustainability of the parishes.

3.37 Thispolicy addsgreen infrastructure and biodiversity guidance to policy
CP21%in directing developersto both the Medstead and Four Marks Village Design
Satements. The statementsidentify specific characteristics of the parishesand set
the appropriate guidance.

Policy 11: Sustainable Drainage Systems

All proposals for major development, as defined by the Town and Country Planning
Act, which are acceptable under other policies of the Neighbourhood Plan will be
supported provided that they are able to demonstrate that, where appropriate,
they include one or more of the following sustainable drainage design features,
aspartofthe site’soverall drainage strategy to manage the risk of surface water
flooding:

i. pemmeable driveways and parking areas;

ii. water harvesting and storage features; and/or

iii. soakaways designed with the necessary detention and infiltration
capacities.

3.38 The policy seeksto refine policy CP25% of the EHDC Core Srategy in respect
of requiring allrelevant development proposalsin the parishesto manage the risk
of surface water flooding. It prioritisesthe flood risk mitigation measuresincluded in
the policy to reflect the specific surfface waterflooding threatsin the MFMNP area.

2 CP21- Biodiversity EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Srategy 2014 p 58. See Appendix 2.
% CP25- Food Risk EHDC Local Plan Joint Core Strategy 2014 p 64. See Appendix 2.
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3.39 In the survey, 56% of the respondentsnoted surface waterasa significant
issue. Wheneverthere isheavy or sustained rainfall, many of the roadsin the
vilagesbecome flooded and in many areasthisrepresentsa realroad safety risk.

3.40 The Environment Agency providesmapsof the risk of groundwaterflooding.
Key areasto note are asfollows:

e High Street, Medstead
e South Town Road, Medstead particularly nearitsjunction with Paice Lane,

e Lymington Bottom Road, Medstead, by Five Ash pond, by the Builders
Merchantsand between the Surgery and the railway bridge (High risk)

e Lymington Bottom Road, Four Marks, from the railway bridge to A31

e Lymington Bottom, Four Marks, particularly at the end of VectisClose, the
Brisand Lane / Blackberry Lane crossroadsand Five Ways before
continuing east south east along Hawthorne Road with additional water
from WillisLane and Hawthorne Lane

3.41 Overthe yearsthere have been a numberof attemptsto addressthese
issues, but they have mostly proven to be ineffective. The Parish Councils wil
continue to pressthe statutory authorities, landownersand othersto meet their
riparian maintenance responsibilities so that the existing drainage systemsare
betterprepared for future events.

Policy Maps

3.42 The PoliciesMap followsthissection, together with fourlargerscale
detailed mapsto give more detailed reference.

3.43 The Policy Mapsare:

i. A - Medstead and Four Marks Policies Map
i B- PoliciesMap Inset 1: Medstead Village
iii. C- PoliciesMap Inset 2: South Medstead
iv. D- PoliciesMap Inset 3: Four Marks

V. E- PoliciesMap Inset 4. Four Marks
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A - Medstead and Four Marks Policies Map
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B - Policies Map Inset 1: Medstead Village
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C- Policies Map Inset 2: South Medstead
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D- Policies Map Inset 3: Four Marks
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E- Policies Map Inset 4: Four Marks
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4 IMPLEMENTATION

41 The Medstead & Four Marks Neighbourhood Plan (MFMNP) willbe
implemented through a combination of the Local Planning Authority’s
consideration and determination of planning applicationsfordevelopment in the
parishes, and through steering public and private investment into a series of
infrastructure proposalscontained in the Plan and set out below.

4.2 These proposalshave emerged during the preparation of the MFMNP and,
although they cannot form part of the statutory land use policy provisions of the
MFMNP, they are included in thissection asnon-statutory proposalsto provide a
comprehensive view of local community aspirationsforthe parishes.

Development Management

4.3 Most of the policiescontained in the MFMNP willbe delivered by landowners
and developers. In preparing the MFMNP, care hasbeen taken to ensure, asfaras
possible, that the policiesare achievable.

4.4 Whilst the local planning authority willbe responsible fordevelopment
management, the Parish Councilswill also use the MFMNP to frame their
representationson submitted planning applications. They will also work with the
District Council to monitorthe progressof stescoming forward fordevelopment.

Infrastructure Projects

4.5 The Parish Councilswould like to see the following projectsforinvestment of
future Community Infrastructure Levy funding allocated by East Hampshire District
Council to the Parish Councils:

Transport in Medstead and Four Marks

e Introduction of traffic calming measureswhilst ensuring that any
developmentsare sympathetic to the rural characterof the area.

e There are two majortraffic ‘pinch points where the road goesunder/over
the railway line —at Lymington Bottom Road and Boyneswood Road.
Potential mitigation schemesare a pedestrian tunnel through the railway
embankment underthe raiway in Lymington Bottom Road and a
pedestrian bridge overthe railway in Boyneswood Road.

Otherinfrastructure in Medstead and Four Marks

4.6 Both of the Parish Councilshave identified a number of infrastructural projects
in which they would like to invest. Medstead Parish Council are considering ideas
such as:

Extension/improvementsto the village hall
extra car parking at the village hall

an extension to the cemetery

a tarmac area forteenagers.
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4.7 FourMarksParish Council have prepared a list of community projectswhich
includes:

e a youth sportsbuilding

e a 3G artificial sportspitch
improvements around Oak Green to replace and replant the raised
beds, resurface the front carpark and re-line the parking spaces

e adult multigym equipment for the recreation ground
future improvements/extension to the village hall

4.8 The Parish Councilsaspire to prioritise these projectsaspart of the
forthcoming East Hampshire Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL), updated by the
local authority on the 1% April 2015. Aspart of thisaspiration, the prioritisation and
timing of these projectswill be assessed by the Parish Councilswith regardsto
community need and affordability.

49 The ClLwillreplace the pooling of $106 agreement financial contributionsand
it willbe charged on qualifying residentialand commercial development. At least
25% of the levy collected from development in the relevant parish willbe invested
in that parish. The proposalsprovide the local community with an indication of the
prioritiesforinvesting the fund to improve local infrastructure asa result of new
development in the parishes.
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Appendix 1 - Evidence Base Documents

Four Marks Village Design Statement (2001)

Medstead Village Design Satement (2003)

Wildflower Village — Discussion Document (2015)

Local Green Spacesin Medstead and Four Marks Report (2015)

Open Sace in East Hampshire — Four Marks (2008)

Open Sace in East Hampshire — Medstead (2008)

East Hampshire District Council Joint Core Strategy (2014)

EHDC JCSBackground Paperon Gapsbetween Settlements (2011)

EHDC Interim Housing Policy Satement (2014)

EHDC Local Plan: Housing and Employment Allocations (Dec 2014)

EHDC SHLAA (2014)

EHDC Green Infrastructure Strategy (2011-2028)

EHDC Strategic FHood Risk Assessment for Local Development Framework
(April 2008)
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Appendix 2

EXTRACTS FROM THE

EASTHAMPSHIRE DISTRICTLOCAL PLAN:
JOINT CORE SIRATEG Y%

Adopted by East Hampshire District Council - 8 May 2014 (for the
area outside of the South Downs National Park)

The policy statementsbelow are verbatim extractsfrom the Joint Core
Srategy (JCS.

Allthe policiesin the JCSare relevant to the Medstead and Four Marks
Neighbourhood Plan. The JCSisavailable on the EHDC web site.

The policiesthat have been selected here are those that are
specifically referred to in the Neighbourhood Plan

CP2 SPATIALSIRATEGY

New development growth in the period up to 2028 will be directed to the
most sustainable and accessible locations in the District in accordance with
the Spatial Strategy shown on the Key Diagram.

The Council and National Park Authority will promote and secure
sustainable development to maintain the vitality and viability of
existing communities, to meet the need for new resource efficient
housing and economic growth that is supported by necessary
infrastructure and to ensure the protection and the enhancement of
the built and natural environment in particular the protection of the
special qualities of the South Downs National Park which is
fundamental to the Local Plan: Joint Core Strategy.

New development must fully acknowledge the constraints and
opportunities ofthe South Downs National Park and the form, scale
and location of development must ensure that the duty and
purposes of the National Park are delivered. In particular, major new
development will only be considered if it supports National Park
purposes.

The Spatial Strate gy identifies four distinct areas of the District:
South Downs National Park

White hill & Bordon

North of the South Downs National Park

Southem Parishe s

26
http://www.easthants.gov.uk/sites/default/files/documents/DP01EastHampshireDistrictLocalPlan]oint
CoreStrategy.pdf

MEDSTEAD AND FOURMARKSNEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN: SUBMISSION PLAN  JANUARY 2016 38


http://www.easthants.gov.uk/sites/default/files/documents/DP01EastHampshireDistrictLocalPlanJointCoreStrategy.pdf
http://www.easthants.gov.uk/sites/default/files/documents/DP01EastHampshireDistrictLocalPlanJointCoreStrategy.pdf

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

New development will make the best use of previously developed
land and buildings within existing built-up areas.

Provision is made fora minimum increase of 10,060 new dwellings in
the period 20011-2028. 2,725 of these new dwellings are part of the
development of a new Eco- town at Whitehill & Bordon over the Plan
period with the remainder for up to 4,000 in total to be planned
beyond the Plan period. The detailed distribution of housing numbers
isset out in Policies CP8 and CSWBA4.

Provision is made for about 23.2ha of additional employment land
whichincludes about 9.5ha (gross) as part of the development of a
new Eco-town at Whitehill & Bordon which will provide approximately
3,700 new jobs within the Plan period.

A sustainable hierarchy of settlementsisset out below based upon
the accessbility of settlements, the availability of a broad range of
facilities, theireconomic role, and the environmental constraintsto
development. Development in all settlementswill have to be
consistent with maintaining and enhancing their character.

Level 1 Market Townsare the most sustainable locationsfor most
new developmentin termsof accessto local servicesand facilities.
Within environmental constraints, they will continue to offer the
widest range of shopping and to be main destinationsfor social,
leisure, entertainment, cultural, commercial and economic activity,
serving wide catchment areas. Small, independent traderswill
continue to thrive, contributing to a strong sense of place.

Level 2 Large Local Service Centreshave a range of servicesand
are suitable locationsto accommodate new development. Their
role willbe maintained to ensure they continue to serve a wider,
rural hinterland with vibrant centresand a range of local services.
They willcomplement the market townsby providing for main
convenience food shopping and a reasonable range of othershops
and otherservices.

Level 3 Small Local Service Centreshave a more limited range of
servicesbut are suitable locationsto accommodate some new
development. These centreswill have different rolesdepending on
their size, but they willallplay an important part in the life of their
communities. They willbe maintained to ensure that they provide
basic food and grocery shopping, supported by a limited choice
and range of othershopsplusa range of non-retail servicesand
community uses. Modest development to meet local needsfor
housing, employment, community servicesand infrastructure will
secure their continuing vitality and ensure thriving communities.

Level 4 Other settlementswith a settlement policy boundary have
a limited range of local servicesand may be appropriate forsome
further small scale localdevelopment.

Level 5 Rural vilagesconsidered asbeing in the countryside with
limited accessto facilitiesand workplacesand new development
limited to that which isappropriate to rural areas(see Policy CP3)
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4.8 The majority of development willbe focused in oradjoining the most
sustainable townsand largervillageswhere it isconsistent with
maintaining and enhancing theircharacter. Policy boundaries for
each settlement willbe defined through the Local Plan: Allocations
and the South Downs National Park Local Plan taking into account
stesallocated to meet the community’sdevelopment needs. The
proposed hierarchy is:

South Downs National Park Position in Hierarchy
Petersfield Market Town
Liss Small Local Service Centre

Blackmoor, Binsted, Blendworth, Other settlementswith a settlement
Bucks Horn Oak, Buriton, policy boundary

Chawton, East Meon, East
Worldham, Greatham, High
Cross, Hill Brow, Liss Forest, Lower
Faringdon, Selbome, Sheet,
Seep, Sroud, Upper Farringdon,

West Liss

All other settlements Smallrural vilages' hamlets within
the countryside

North of South Downs National Position in Hierarchy

Park and White hill & Bordon

Alton Market Town

Whitehill & Bordon (see chapter9)

Liphook Large Local Service Centre

Four Marks/ South Small Local Service Centres
Medstead, Grayshott
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Arford, Beech, Bentley,
Bentley Sation, Bentworth,
Bramshott, Griggs Green,
Headley, Headley Down, Holt
Pound, Holyboume, Kingsley,
Lindford, Medstead village,
Passfield Common, Ropley,
Ropley Dean, Upper Froyle

Other settlementswith a settlement
policy boundary

All other settlements

Small rural vilages' hamlets within
the countryside

Southem Parishes

Position in Hierarchy

Hormdean,

Large Local Service Centre

Clanfield, Rowlands Castle

Small Local Service Centre

Catherington, Lovedean

Other settlementswith a settlement
nolicv hoiindarv

All other settlements

Smallrural vilages' hamlets within

the countryside

CP6 RURALECONOMY AND ENTERPRISE

Development will be pemitted:

a) Forfam diversification schemes and enterprises that help
maintain the viability of farm businesses engaged in sustainable
land management, including:

local food processing;

countryside pursuits;

farm shops selling local produce;

tourism facilities, visitor attractions and visitor
accommodation;

equine enterprisesand

green technologies.

b) Forthe conversion of rural buildings for appropriate uses, including:

affordable housing;

commercial use;

tourism facilities and accommodation;

community use;

general residential use, where appropriate and where
assessment shows that the use for the above purposesis
not possible or is unsuited.

c) Forthe reasonable extension of existing fims in the countryside
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and newsmall- scale employment uses within the settlement
policy boundaries of rural settlements.

d) Within the South Downs National Park, for businesses that
contribute to conserving and enhancing its natural beauty,
promote opportunities for the understanding and the
enjoyment of its qualities, improving the viability of traditional
rural businesses, and/ or providing local services for local
people.

Provided that they do not harm the character of the site or its
surroundings or do not adversely affect natural beauty, wildlife,
cultural heritage and opportunities for recreation.

CP8 TOWN AND VILAGEFACILUTIES AND SERVICES

The vitality and viability of the District’s centres will be maintained and
improved according to the role of the various centres set out in the
hierarchy of centres set out below:

e Town centres - Alton, Petersfield and White hill & Bordon

e District centre - Liphook

e Localcentres- Clanfield, Four Marks, Grayshott, Homdean,
Liss and Forest Centre, White hill & Bordon

e Localparadesand smalllocal centres

Proposals for new retail, leisure, entertainment and cultural facilities
in the centres set out above will be pemitted provided that the
proposal:

a) sustains and enhancesthe range and quality of provision, and
the vitality and viability of the centre;

b) isin keeping with the scale and character of the centre;

c) would not hamm the function of the centre, particularly its
shopping function; and

d) isreadily accessible by bicycle and on foot.

CP9 TOURISM

New development will be pemitted:

a) for new tourism facilities, visitor attractions and visitor
accommodation

i. intownsand villages;and

ii. in the countryside through the re-use of suitable rural buildings or
as part of farm or rural business diversification, particularly where
these would also benefit local communities and support the local
economy;and

b) where it retains and enhances existing tourism facilities, visitor
attractionsand visitoraccommodation.

CP10 SPATIALSIRATEGY FORHOUSING

Provision is made fora minimum increase of 10,060 dwellings in the period
2011 to 2028 by meansof:
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1. completion of existing permmissions and allocations,

2. development within the defined settlement policy boundaries of
towns and villages where it is consiste nt with maintaining and
enhancing their character and quality of life,

3. the Strategic Allocation at Whitehill & Bordon of 2,725 new dwellings
over the Plan period and the remainder of the 4,000 in total beyond
the Plan period (see Policy CSWB4), and

4. the allocation of sites at the most sustainable settlements to provide:

. a minimum of 700 dwellings at Alton and Homdean and _
Petersfield;

. a minimum of 200 dwellings at Clanfield;

. a minimum of 175 dwellings at both Liphook and Four
Marks/ South Medstead;

. a minimum of 150 dwellings at both Liss and Rowlands
Castle;

. a minimum of 150 dwellings at other villages outside the
National Park;

. a minimum of 100 dwellings at other villagesin the
National Park.

Site s will be identified through the Local Plan: Allocations, SDNP
Local Plan or Neighbourhood Plans and settlement policy
boundaries adjusted accordingly.

Housing should be accommodated through development and
redevelopment opportunities within existing settlement policy
boundaries in the firstinstance.

In addition to sites allocated to meet the housing numbers set out
above, and developmentin accordance with Policies CP14 and

CP14 AFFORDABLE HOUSING FORRURALCOMMUNITIES

Outside settlement policy boundaries, residential development will only be
pemitted if:

a) it provides affordable housing forlocal people who are
unable to obtain accommodation on the open market;

b) there isa proven local affordable housing need;

c) the need cannot be met within the settlement to which that need
relates;

d) the settlement provides a range of local services and facilities, or
has accessibility to larger settlements nearby which provide a
widerrange of services and facilities;

e) the site ismodestin scale and relates well, in terms of location
and in size, to the existing settlement;

f) it provides dwellings which will be available as affordable
housing for local people in pempetuity; and
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CP16 PROTECTION AND PROVISION OF
SOCIALINFRASTRUCTURE

Development proposing the change of use orloss of premises or land
cumrently or last used for community facilities?®, public services, leisure
and cultural uses will only be pemitted where both the following criteria
are met:

a) the facility is no longerrequired and altemative facilities are
easily accessible for the community they are intended to serve;
and

b) itcan be demonstrated through a rigorous marketing exercise
that the use is no longer viable, that all reasonable efforts have
been made to retain it and that there is no altemative use that
would provide a beneficial facility to the local community.

Proposals for new and improved community facilities, public
services, leisure and cultural uses that result in improvements to
meeting the needs of the district will be supported. Such
facilities will be required to be easily accessible to all sectors of
the community and, in rural areas where public transport may
be poor, support will be given to innovative schemesthat seek
to improve local delivery of services. The provision or
improvement of facilities and services, required as a result of
new development will be secured through developer
contributions either through $106 or the Community

Infrastructure Levy (CIL) mechanisms.

CP19 DEVELOPMENTIN THECOUNTRYSIDE

The approach to sustainable development in the countryside,
defined asthe area outside settlement policy boundaries, is to
operate a policy of general restraint in order to protect the
countryside for its own sake. The only development allowed in the
countryside will be that with a genuine and proven need fora
countryside location, such asthat necessary for farming, forestry, or
other rural enterprises(see Policy CP6). Within the South Downs
National Park the pursuit of National Park purposes will be paramount.

CP20 LANDSCAPE

The special characteristics of the district’s natural environment will
be conserved and enhanced. New development will be required
to:

a) conserve and enhance the natural beauty, tranquillity, wildlife
and cultural heritage of the South Downs National Park and its
setting, and promote the opportunities for the understanding and
enjoyment of its special qualities, and be in accordance with the
ambitions within the emerging South Downs Management Plan;

b) protectand enhance local distinctiveness sense of place
and tranquility by applying the principles set out in the
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district’s Landscape Character Assessments, including the
Community/ Parish Landscape Character Assessments;

c) protect and enhance settlementsin the widerlandscape, land
at the urban edge and green cormidors extending into
settlements;

d) protect and enhance natural and historic features which
contribute to the distinctive character of the district’s
landscape, such astrees, woodlands, hedgerows, soils, rivers,
river corridors, ditches, ponds, ancient sunken lanes, ancient
tracks, rural buildings and open areas;

e) incormporate appropriate new planting to enhance the
landscape setting of the new development which useslocal
materials, native species and enhances biodiversity;

f) maintain, manage and enhance the green infrastructure
networks (see Policy CP28 Green Infrastructure).

Priority will be given to working with landowners and others in order to
ensure that land management practicesimprove public accessto
the countryside, conserve and enhance valued landscapes of major
importance for wild flora and fauna, and restore landscapes where
valued features have been lost ordegraded

CP21 BIODIVERSITY

Development proposals must maintain, enhance and protect the
District’s biodiversity and its surrounding environment.

New development will be required to:

a) maintain, enhance and protect district wide biodiversity, in
particular the nature conservation designations (see Map 2).

i) Special Protection Areas (SPA), Special Areas of
Conservation (SAC) and Ramsar (Intermational);

ii) Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSl) and National
Nature Reserves (National);

iii) Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC)
(Hampshire) and Local Nature Reserves (LNR).

b) extend specific protection to, and encourage enhancement of,
other sites and features which are of local value for wildlife, for
example important trees, rivers, river corridors and hedgerows,
but which are notincluded in designated sites.

c) contribute towards maintaining a district-wide network of local
wildlife sites, wildlife corridors and stepping stones between
designated sites and other areas of biodiversity value or natural
green space. This will help to prevent the fragmentation of existing
habitats and allow speciesto respond to the impacts of climate
change by making provision for habitat adaptation and species
migration. This is supported by Policy CP28 (Green Infrastructure)
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and the District’s Green Infrastructure work.

d) ensure wildlife enhancements are incorporated into the design
to achieve a net gain in biodiversity by designing in wildlife and
by ensuring that any adverse impacts are avoided where
possible or, if unavoidable, they are appropriately mitigated for,
with compensatory measuresonly used as a lastresort.

e) protectand, where appropriate, strengthen populations of
protected species;

f) protect and enhance open spaces in accordance with the
District’'s ‘Open Space, Sports and Built Facilities Study’, Policy
CP17 (Protection of open space, sport & recreation) and Policy
CP28 (Green Infrastructure). The provision of open space should
be in advance of the relevant new developments being
occupied.

CP23 GAPS BEIWEEN SETTLEMENTS

The generally open and undeveloped nature of the following gapsbetween
settlements will be protected to help prevent coalescence and retain their
separate identity:

Alton/ Chawton Alton/ Holyboume

Bordon / Lindford Lindford/ Headley

Headley/ Arford Headley/Headley Down

Arford/ Headley Down Headley Down/ Grayshott

Liss/ Liss Fore st Liss/ Hill Brow

Petersfield/ Steep Petersfield/ Sheet

Clanfield/ Old Clanfield Homdean/ Catherington/ Clanfield
Homdean/Blendworth Rowlands Castle/ Havant

Development will only be pemitted within gaps if:

a) it would not undemine the physical and/or visual separation of
settlements;

b) it would not compromise the integrity of the gap, either individually or
cumulatively with other existing or proposed development; and

c) itcannotbe located elsewhere.

CP25 ALOOD RISK

Development in areas at risk of flooding, now and in the future, as identified
on the latest Environment Agency flood risk maps and the Council’s
Strategic Food Risk Assessment will be pemitted provided that:

a) it meets the sequential and exception test (where required) as outlined in
Govemment guidance;

b) a site—specific flood risk assessment demonstratesthat the development,
including the access, will be safe without increasing flooding elsewhere, and
where possible, will reduce flood risk overall;
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c) the scheme incomporates flood protection, flood resilience and resistance
measures appropriate to the character and biodiversity of the area and the
specific requirements of the site;

d) appropriate flood waming and evacuation plansare in place; and

e) new site drainage systems are designed taking account of events which
exceed the nomal design standard.

All development will be required to ensure that there is no netincrease in
surface water runoff. Priority will be given to incomporating SUDs (Sustainable
Drainage Systems) to manage surface waterdrainage, unlessitcan be
demonstrated that SUDs are not appropriate. Where SUDs are provided,
amrangements must be putin place for their whole life management and
maintenance.

Specific areasin the District, which overlay the Chalk geology, can be prone
to groundwater flooding as shown on the Council’s Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment maps. Rivers in East Hampshire which are sourced in the chalk
area are the River Meon, River Wey and Lavant Stream, and thus
groundwater fed. Development should be avoided in areas at risk from,
susceptible to, or have a history of groundwater flooding. If this is not
possible then the development should be designed to incorporate flood
resistance and resilience measures.

CP28 GREEN INFRASTRUC TURE

Development will be pemitted provided that it maintains, managesand
enhancesthe network of new and existing green infrastructure.
Development will need to take forward the objectives and priorities
presented in the District’s Green Infrastructure Study and Strategy, the South
Hampshire Green Infrastructure Strategy and its Implementation Framework
and the avoidance and mitigation measures set out in the Joint Core
Strategy’s Habitats Regulations Assessment. Account will also need to be
taken of other relevant joint core strategy policies such aslandscape,
historic environment, biodiversity,

flood risk and design. New green infrastructure must be provided either
through on-site provision or financial contributions. The size of contribution
will be linked to the scale of the development and the resulting new green
infrastructure must be located asclose as possible to the developmentit is
intended to serve.

CP29 DESIGN

The District’s built environment must be of an exemplary standard and highly
appealing in terms of visual appearance. All new development will be
required to respect the character, identity and context of the district’s towns,
vilagesand countryside and must help to create placeswhere people
want to live, work and visit.

New development will be required to:

a) seek exemplary standards of design and architecture with a high quality
extemal appearance thatrespect the area’s particular characteristics;

b) take particular account of the setting and context of the South Downs
National Park where relevant, be in accordance with the National Park
purposes and duty if in the National Park and take account of these
purposes and duty where the National Park’s setting is affected;
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c) reflect national policies in respect of design, landscape, townscape and
historic heritage;

d) ensure that the layout and design of development contributes to local
distinctiveness and sense of place, and isappropriate and sympathetic to its
setting in terms of its scale, height, massing and density, and its relationship
to adjoining buildings, spaces around buildings and landscape features;

e) ensure that development makesa positive contribution to the overall
appearance ofthe area by the use of good quality materials of appropriate
scale, profile, finish, colourand proven weathering ability;

f) make provision for waste and recycling bin storage and collection within
the site;

g) be designed to the Lifetime Homes Standard as appropriate;

h) take account of local town and village design statements,
neighbourhood plans that identify local character and distinctiveness and
the design elements of parish and town plansand conservation area
appraisals;

i) be accessible to all and designed to minimise opportunities for cime and
anti- social behaviour without diminishing the high quality of the overall
appearance;

j) embrace new technologiesasa considered part of the designand in a
way which takes account of the broaderimpact on the locality;

k) provide car parking in a way that secures a high quality environment and
is conveniently located, within curtilage wherever possible, taking account
of relatively high levels of car ownership where necessary.

CP31 TRANSPORT

Through implementation of the Hampshire Local Transport Plan (2011 — 2031),
the fullest possible use of sustainable modes of transport (including cycling,
walking and public and community transport) and reduced dependence on
the private car will be encouraged.

Development proposals will include a range of mitigating measuresand,
where appropriate, will be required to:

a) enhance the quality, viability, availability, accessibility and frequency of
public transport and altemative community transport provision, especially in
rural areas, to ensure that those without accessto a private carhave access
to services and facilities necessary for their well-being;

b) protect and provide safe and convenient cycle and pedestrian links that
integrate with existing cycle and pedestrian networks, such asthe South
Downs Way and Shipwrights Way, and reflect the amenity and rural
character of the area;

c) ensure that highway design and associated signing meets the needs of
vehicular traffic and the need for safety whilst also placing a high priority on
meeting the needs of pedestrians, cyclists and public transport users and
without detriment to the quality of the environment;

d) plan for new highway infrastructure that will reduce congestion, improve
highway safety, increase accessibility to the District’s town and district
centres and enhance economic prosperity of the District;

e) improve access to rail stations at Rowlands Castle, Petersfield, Liss,
Liphook, Alton and Bentley Station by sustainable modes of transport and,
where appropriate, provide additional carand cycle parking at rail stations;
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f) provide adequate, convenient and secure vehicle and cycle parking in
accordance with adopted standards;

g) ensure that the type and volume of traffic generated would not harm the
countryside or the rural character of local roads;

h) protect sunken and rural/green lanes so that their convenience and
safety are enhanced for their users, and their ecological, landscape and
recreational value are enhanced;

i) improve accessfor people with impaired mobility to all forms of transport
and to all developments to which the public will reasonably expectto have
access; and

j) produce and implement transport assessments and travel plans for
proposals that are likely to have significant transport implications;

k) include measures, to be funded by the developer, that address the
impact of the new development so asto ensure the continued safe and
efficient operation of the strategic and local road networks.

New development should be located and designed to reduce the need to
travel.

Development that is likely to generate a significant number of additional
vehicular movements will normally be expected to be located near existing
centres and supportive infrastructure.

A high quality transport system will be required as part of the growth
proposed in White hill & Bordon. Proposals for new development in the town
must improve transport links from the surrounding settlements to the town,
and within the town, providing opportunities to reduce reliance on the
private carand encourage other modes.

Financial contributions will be sought from developments towards the
implementation of identified transport infrastructure schemes, having regard
to the costs of those schemes and the likely availability of public funding.
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