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Oliver’s Battery Parish Council  

 

Guidance for Residents on Completing the Winchester City Council 

Strategic Options and Priorities Consultation 

Background 

Winchester City Council (WCC) is writing a new Local Plan.  It will say where it is going to 

allow development across the Winchester District, excluding the South Downs National Park 

(SDNP), right up till 2038.  The District is a large area.  Winchester district has to build 

around 700 houses a year and needs to decide where to put them. 

WCC wants your opinion about where all these houses should go.  It wants your opinion 

about lots of other things, too, but we think housing is the most important.  It has created a 

Consultation, that it wants you to answer.  

The consultation document is long and rather complicated.  It lists numerous issues but the 

questions don’t cover all the issues listed.  So, we have written this Guidance to help you 

understand the questions. 

Please note that SSWCG are also issuing brief guidance and their answers to some of the 

questions.  Although some the specific responses are not identical, the key messages are 

the same and our guidance includes all the questions and some context. 

Our Opinion 

Oliver’s Battery Parish Council (your Parish Council) will be responding to the consultation in 

early April (NB the closing date is 12 April).  Apart from some multiple choice questions, this 

guidance only includes our proposed responses to where housing development should take 

place (see Issue 4: Homes for All) and the need for a Green Belt (see Issue 2: Biodiversity 

and the Natural Environment).  You don’t have to agree with these responses.  We’re 

working on the PC’s responses to the other questions and these will be made available in 

early April (NB closing date is 12 April).  

We  are working with the Save South Winchester Campaign Group, and Hursley Parish to try 

and stop the proposed Royaldown development or anything similar.  You can help by doing 

the WCC Consultation and filling in the ‘Homes for All’ in the same way as proposed by your 

Parish Council.  That will tell WCC that you don’t want Royaldown. 

The Consultation Questionnaire 

It is on-line.  Here is the link: https://www.localplan.winchester.gov.uk/.  There’s a lot of 

background to read if you want to provide more informed responses.  In the “Have Your 

Say” area there are several sections, but you don’t have to fill them all in.  You only HAVE 

to fill in the section about yourself (otherwise you can’t send it in to WCC) and then you can 

fill in any other sections you choose. 
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We think the sections on Homes for All and the Green Belt are the most important.  We 

encourage everyone to fill these in. 

If you have any queries please contact David Kirkby at cllr.kirkby@oliversbattery.info.  

Sorry this is a long document, but as you may have gathered the consultation is complex we 

feel it’s important to be as clear as possible. Right, let’s make a start.  

Vision for the Local Plan 

This first section is about the Vision that WCC have for the development of the District up to 

2038. 

Question 1. Is the vision in the current Local Plan still appropriate for inclusion in the new 

Local Plan? 

Our Guidance on Q1: The Vision needs re-drafting. In 2021 we face very new and very 
different challenges (more focus on climate change, effects of the Covid pandemic, Brexit 
and a rapid decline in retail in the High Street). Above all it should be about Sustainable 
Development.  All issues should be tackled with this in mind. 

 

Question 2. Are there any elements of the Winchester Town Forum’s Winchester 2030 
document that could be used to help inform a vision for the Local Plan (which covers the 
whole of the district outside of the SNDP)? 

Our Guidance on Q2.  This Report did not draw on a large number of people’s opinions.  It 
may be helpful for Winchester town but it is only one third of District, but the majority 
outside Winchester town need to be consulted, for example through Parish Councils, to 
provide a Vision for the whole District. 

 

Sustainable Development Objectives 

Question 1. Do you agree with the sustainable environmental development objectives? 
Please tick all that apply. 

If you disagree with the sustainable environmental development objectives, please explain 

why: 

 

Question 2. Do you agree with the sustainable economic development objectives? Please 
tick all that apply. 

 

If you disagree with the sustainable economic development objectives, please explain 

why: 
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Question 3. Do you agree with the sustainable social development objectives? Please tick 
all that apply. 

 

If you disagree with the sustainable social development objectives, please explain why: 

Our Guidance on Questions 1, 2 and 3:  This is where it starts to get more complicated.  

There are 23 “objectives” to be scored in one of 3 ways.  It may be possible to “Agree with 

the objective” for all 23 but perhaps don’t tick the other two options (“Agree that the 

objective reflects the key issues that are facing the district” and “Agree that the objective 

supports the fundamental aim of the Local Plan to achieve carbon neutrality”) unless you 

understand the objectives and their implications. 

 

Question 4. Do you have any other comments about the sustainable development 
objectives? 

If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm these in early April.  

 

Issue 1 Carbon Neutrality 

Question 1. If the Local Plan includes a Strategic Policy on Climate Change what are the 

key issues that this policy should cover? 

Our Guidance on Q1:  

We think that the objective of a carbon neutral District by 2030 isn’t achievable.  This is 

because there are significant sources of carbon emissions within the District over which the 

local plan has no control (like from existing buildings and the carbon emissions from 

vehicles). 

 If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm these in early April. 

 

Question 2. Are the possible Local Policy approaches ambitious enough and how would 

you rank them in order of priority? 

Our Guidance on Q2: Because the objective of a carbon neutral District by 2030 isn’t 

achievable all the approaches are too ambitious. 

If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm these in early April. 

 

Question 3. Please rank the top 3 possible Local Policy approaches in order of priority: 

Our Guidance on Q3: Helping people to upgrade existing buildings to be more energy 

efficient is most important of the items listed, like the Solar Together initiative from 

Hampshire County Council.   
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If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm these in early April. 

 

 

Question 4. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? A carbon offsetting 

fund should be used as a last resort 

(Strongly agree/ agree/ neither agree nor disagree/ disagree/ strongly disagree) 

Our Guidance on Q4: We don’t agree with a carbon offsetting fund but the only answer we 

can give is “Strongly agree” (it is used as a last resort).   

 

If you agree with the establishment of a carbon offsetting fund, how should this money be 

used? 

Our Guidance on this question: If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will 
confirm these in early April.  

 

ISSUE 2: Biodiversity and the Natural Environment 

Question 1. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? 

Where biodiversity net gain cannot be provided on-site, it should be allowable to offset 

this by enhancing biodiversity off site 

Our Guidance on Q1 (both parts): If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will 

confirm these in early April. 

We should allocate land specifically for open space or for biodiversity net gain, to provide 

opportunities for off-site mitigation of the effects of new development 

 

Question 2. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Current development 

management policies for the protection of the countryside are adequate 

Our Guidance on this question (Both parts): This is quite a difficult question, if you don’t 

know anything about Local Plan Policies and it’s difficult to judge how effective a policy is if 

there are no official ways of monitoring these policies.  However, if the existing policies 

allowed the enormous white house to be built on Texas Drive, which is in a defined 

Settlement Gap, they are ineffective!  Our response to Q2 is “Strong disagree”. 

 

If you disagree with the previous statement, please explain your reasons and your view on 

what new policy measures should be adopted 
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Our Response to this question is below: 

To comment on the effectiveness of existing policies in the absence of any monitoring 
reports is difficult. 

Option 2 in Homes for All states “The SHELAA shows that there are concentrations of 
potential sites … to the south-west of the town”, namely in Compton, Oliver’s Battery and 
Hursley Parishes. 

The Countryside policy MTRA4 and Settlement Gap policy (CP18) did not prevent even a 
small development for example Texas, Texas Drive, Oliver’s Battery Winchester SO22 4HT 
(17/02190/FUL), and consequently won’t prevent larger development, for example a 
“large allocation” as in Option 2 or a strategic allocation as in Option 3, if WCC include 
these sites in their Strategic Options. 

More robust measures are required, so that WCC and planning appeal inspectors have a 
strong basis to resist inappropriate development in the countryside. 

Local Green Spaces need to be identified and protected, recognising the importance of 
settlement gaps, landscape character, local distinctiveness and Valued Landscapes. 

A Green Belt offers the highest level of protection and Test Valley BC now also support a 

Green Belt in South Hampshire.   

 

Question 3. Do you think a new Green Belt is needed in the south or north of the district? 

Our Guidance on Q 3: We strongly support the idea of a Green Belt to South Winchester. 

Our responses to these questions are below: 

Yes.  

Winchester needs protection, to the south of the city, beyond the suburbs. Royaldown has 

brought this issue into sharp focus for us all. Winchester is still a city where it is quick and 

easy to access beautiful countryside, for leisure, for recreation and wellbeing. This is 

becoming more unusual as so many towns are now stretching into the countryside.  

This must not happen to Winchester, once capital of England, a historic and beautiful city. 

A Green Belt, incorporating land west of the SDNP, taking in land in Compton, Oliver’s 

Battery and Hursley, allowing space around settlements for the demonstrable needs for 

future growth. 

 

If so, what changes in circumstances make this ‘exceptional measure’ necessary:  

Pressure for development from the south is intense, as is argued in the CPRE paper - 

‘Planning for a Green Belt for South Hampshire.’ Test Valley BC has supported a Green 

Belt at its meeting on 26th February 2021. WCC should follow suit.  
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Having a Green Belt in South Winchester district would be entirely consistent with the 5 

purposes set out in the NPPF, as follows: 

• check the unrestricted sprawl of urban areas of Fareham and Eastleigh along 

Winchester District’s southern boundary 

• to prevent neighbouring settlements merging into one another, such as Compton, 

Shawford, Hursley and Oliver’s Battery 

• to assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment 

• to preserve the setting and special character of the historic town of Winchester 

• to assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging re-use of previously used 
(brownfield) land. 

 

How would a Green Belt designation contribute to achieving sustainable development in 

the district and adjoining areas? 

A Green Belt designation would effectively prevent large speculative developments such 
as Royaldown, which, contrary to its own publicity, will be car based and consequently 
negate any other potential contributions to sustainable development. 

A Green Belt would ensure a focus on previously developed (brownfield) land, which is 
significantly more sustainable than development on greenfield sites, for the re-
development and re-invigoration of the centre of Winchester, in particular, with the aim 
of including more housing, for older and younger people, together with developments of 
WCC affordable rented properties. Re-peopling the centre of the city would be a 
sustainable way forward, as would looking again at Bushfield Camp, which is a previously 
developed (brownfield) site, where low-rise innovative affordable housing could be built, 
within the immediate boundaries of the city, with transport links and shops close to hand. 

Recognising the importance of the countryside around the historic city of Winchester 
would be an innovative, sustainable approach for WCC to take - good for residents, good 
for business and good for tourism.  

A new Local Plan enables a forward thinking authority to make a positive re-evaluation of 

the notion that valuing and protecting the land isn’t at odds with sustainable 

development, quite the contrary. 

 

Issue 3 Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment 

 

Question 1: Is there any need for any additional heritage policies over and above those 

that are already included in the existing Local Plan? 

Guidance on Q1: We don’t think there is a need for any additional heritage policies. 
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Question 2: Do you have any suggestions for how the Local Plan can be used to support 

energy efficient improvements to Listed Buildings? 

Guidance on Q2: We think energy efficiency aspects of a building should be addressed 

through Building Regulations rather than the Local Plan. 

 

Issue 4 Homes for All 

IT IS MOST IMPORTANT THAT YOU RESPOND TO QUESTION 1!  

Your Choices here can clearly tell WCC that you don’t want Royaldown or other large 

developments in the countryside around Oliver’s Battery. 

 

Question 1: What are your views on the alternative possible options towards 

accommodating development in the district?  Please score these options in order of 

preference with 1 being your most preferred approach and 4 being the worst approach: 

Our Guidance Q1: Winchester City Council wants you to rank (1 = most support to 4 = least 

support) four alternatives for housing growth, based on the three “spatial areas” 

(Winchester Town, South Hampshire Urban Areas, and Market Towns & Rural Area that 

make up Winchester District) and one ‘strategic allocation’ with no specific location.   The 4 

Options are briefly described below: 

Option 1 is the same approach as in the previous Local Plan.  The share of new housing is 

based on population size and existing facilities. Winchester Town would receive the largest 

share, the South Hampshire Urban spatial area (currently West of Waterlooville and North 

Whiteley) is likely to be enlarged but only Bishops Waltham, New Alresford and 6 of the 

largest settlements will receive a share. 

Option 2 is Winchester Town focussed and potentially includes large greenfield sites in 

Hursley, Compton and Oliver’s Battery parishes, which could then be added into the Town 

settlement boundary, as happened with Winchester Village.  Development in the other 

settlements would need to be more limited than at present and could lead to smaller rural 

communities and facilities suffering. 

Option 3 is effectively a new settlement, for example Royaldown.  Risks of focussing on one 

location include slower build rates (as with Barton Farm) and if the big site doesn’t build the 

700 homes a year, then the Local Plan ‘fails’ and developers could build where they like. 

Promised delivery of affordable housing and facilities is invariably drastically cut as houses 

are being built (as happened with North Whiteley).  The requirement for a large amount of 

greenfield land will have negative impacts in relation to the character of the landscape as 

well as biodiversity and flood risk. 
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Option 4 promotes more ‘spread out’ development, with the Market Towns and Rural area 

receiving the largest share.   However, Winchester Town’s allocation is the same as Option 

1.  The rural element of growth could help prevent the stagnation of rural services and go 

some way to dealing with rural deprivation. 

The main differences between the Options are the number of houses that would be needed 

in each different part of the Winchester district.  

And remember - each option still has to provide around 700 houses in the whole District 

each year up to 2038. 

We don’t think that any of the four Options provided by WCC offer the best solution to 

developing housing across the District by 2038 and we are proposing an Option 5.  This is a 

hybrid approach that combines the best of Options 1 and 4, using previously developed 

(brownfield) land across the District first.  It would help breathe life into Winchester city 

centre, support a vibrant economy and meet the needs of local communities. 

Please note that our approach is to rank the 4 Options to make it clear which are the least 

preferred Options, ie the ones that specifically include reference to large development in 

the countryside around Oliver’s Battery, and then promote Option 5 as the preferred 

Option.  The SSWGC approach is to not rank the 4 Options and solely promote Option 5. 

Our proposed response to Question 1 is below: 

Options Score 

1: A development strategy based on the approach in the existing Local Plan of 
distributing development to a sustainable hierarchy of settlements 

1 

2: To focus development on Winchester itself and other larger and more 
sustainable settlements 

3 

3: A strategy that includes one or more completely new strategic allocations or 
new settlements 

4 

4: A strategy of dispersing development around the district largely in proportion 
to the size of existing settlements 

2 

Please explain why you have ranked the options in this order: 

[If you agree with this ranking, you could complete your response in your own words, here.] 

Although the four options have been scored as requested, there is another approach (see 

response to next question) which is more sustainable than the four options identified.  If it 

were possible to do so, it would have been score 1 as the preferred option. 

Option 1 is scored as 1, as distributing development to a sustainable hierarchy of 

settlements is an important component for sustainable development and recognises that 

the South Hampshire Urban spatial area should receive an allocation in keeping with this 

approach.  However, only Bishops Waltham and New Alresford and 6 of the other larger 

settlements will receive an allocation. 
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Option 2 is scored as 3, as it is not appropriate to focus development on Winchester itself 

with one or two large sites (including the countryside in Oliver’s Battery, Hursley and 

Compton), as needed development elsewhere will be restricted which could lead to 

smaller rural communities and facilities suffering and the current issues of congestion and 

poor air quality in Winchester will be made worse. 

Option 3 is scored as 4, as the risks to delivery of focussing on one location include slower 

build out rates (as with Barton Farm) opening the door to WCC having to accept ad-hoc, 

unplanned development elsewhere.  Promised delivery of affordable housing and facilities 

is invariably drastically cut as houses are being built (as happened with North Whiteley).  

Welbourne Garden Village is another example, which was included in the Fareham BC 

Local Plan adopted in June 2015 and not one house has been built yet and Fareham BC 

had to accept dropping of the affordable housing proportion.  This option would be 

harmful to the viability and sustainability of the existing settlements.  The requirement for 

a large amount of greenfield land will have adverse impacts in relation to landscape 

character as well as biodiversity and flood risk. 

Option 4 is scored as 2, as this option promotes more dispersed development.  Winchester 

Town’s allocation is the same as Option 1 but West of Waterlooville and North Whiteley 

would receive only a few.  The rural element of growth could help prevent the stagnation 

of rural services and go some way to dealing with rural deprivation. 

 

Have we identified all of the possible approaches – are there any missing that we have not 

considered?. 

[If you agree that Option 5 is a better approach for housing growth across the District by 

2038, you could complete your response in the same way including explaining in your own 

words what Option 5 is, here.]  

There is a 5th Option which provides a realistic and stronger alternative to Options 1 to 4 

and better responds to WCC’s objectives, and minimises the amount of greenfield land 

that might be required.  Residents may have seen SSWCG’s guidance which also strongly 

promotes this 5th option. 

Use an Urban Opportunities Study to identify all previously used (brownfield) sites, under-

utilised land and buildings, regeneration and reallocation to other uses. 

The 5th Option uses a sustainable hierarchy of settlements, for example Winchester Town, 

North Whiteley and West of Waterlooville (which are close to the larger centres along the 

south coast) and includes locations to meet local needs of market towns and smaller 

villages across the District, and is also the best option to support the Green Belt, all in the 

following sequence: 

• all sustainable PDL (previously developed land/brownfield) sites, for example Sir 
John Moore Barracks, however identified  

• change of proposed development type at Bushfield Camp to include housing  
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• regeneration of Winchester Town centre to reflect the post-Covid reality, such as 
Silver Hill, Station Approach, and re-purposing existing vacant floorspace, for 
example Debenhams, including new homes to bring new life, while maintaining 
sufficient town centre parking 

• other settlements to meet local needs and support local communities 

• balance only from greenfield sites  

On this basis option 5 is the preferred option.  Regarding options 1 to 4, option 3 is the 

least preferred option and option 2 the second least preferred option (as noted in the 

question above). 

 

Question 2: We must try to meet all housing needs but, if this is not viable, which needs 

are the most pressing? Please score in order (1 being the most important and 4 being the 

least) 

Our Guidance on Q2: This question is about a list of different housing needs.  There are 4 

types of defined affordable housing and 2 types of general housing.  Consequently, the 

specific and general types overlap.  Although you are asked to score them 1 to 4, fortunately 

the consultation allows them to be scored 1 to 6! There isn’t an opportunity to identify any 

other types that might be considered more pressing.  

If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm these in early April.  

 

Question 3: Do you agree or disagree with the following statements?  Policies on student 
housing and houses in multiple ownership in Winchester need to … 

 

Question 4: Where specialised types of housing for self-build are required, should these be 
provided on … 

 

Question 5: Where specialised types of housing for elderly are required, should these be 
provided on … 

 

Question 6: Where specialised types of housing for gypsies and Travellers are required, 
should these be provided on … 

 

Our Guidance on Q3 to Q5: These are multiple choice questions.  

If you wish to see our responses to these questions, we will confirm these in early April. 
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Issue 5: Creating a Vibrant Economy 

Our Guidance on this Issue as a whole: If you don’t have a strong opinion, or know a great 
deal about economic development, it’s probably ok to leave out these questions. 

Generally though, it is clear that the Pandemic has not changed but accelerated the move 
from physical to digital in both home and work. The as yet unknown long term effects of 
Covid, the continuing impacts of Brexit and climate change dictate a flexible approach, 
which should include integrating more housing into city centre. The best way to attract new 
economic activity is to ensure that Winchester District retains its attractive setting for 
people to live and work.  A re-think as to the type of business which will drive the new 
economy is well overdue. 

 

Question 1: What types of economic development do we need to consider? 

Please add industries and professions that should be supported throughout the district. 

Our Guidance on Question 1: Our general suggestions include science, digital and media, 

taking advantage of the opportunities from the new Free Ports at Southampton and 

Portsmouth.  Stronger and more creative plans with the local universities and colleges and 

with local big businesses. 

  

Question 2: Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The town centre 

policies should be flexible in order to reflect changes that are taking place to the retail and 

leisure sector, people’s shopping habits and the decline in the number of office based jobs 

that are located in town centres. 

(Strongly agree/ agree/ neither agree nor disagree/ disagree/ strongly disagree) 

Our guidance on Question 2:  We think flexibility is important moving forward and so we 
will probably say “Agree”.  

 

If you agree with the above statement, please specify how the policies could incorporate 

the changes in use: 

If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm these in early April. 

 

Question 3: Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The Local Plan should 

be more encouraging and supportive of the use of vacant upper floors in town centres 

above shops for other uses? 

Our Guidance on Question 3: This is a more specific form of flexibility, which we consider 
important and so we will probably say “Agree”.  
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If you agree with the above statement, what uses would be acceptable? 

If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm these in early April. 

 

Question 4: Should the rural employment policies in the Local Plan be less restrictive 

allowing for a wider range of employment options in the rural areas and provide a wider 

range of uses? 

Our Guidance on Question 4:  If you wish to see our responses to all the parts of this 

question, we will confirm these in early April. 

 

How does this fit with moving towards carbon neutrality? 

 

What measures would support people working in rural areas? 

 

Question 5: How can the Local Plan support home working and move towards a green 

economy? 

Our Guidance on Question 5:  If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will 

confirm these in early April. 

 

Issue 6: Promoting Sustainable Transport and Active Travel 

Our General Guidance on Issue 6: The problem with this Issue is that is the biggest potential 

opportunities for improvements are beyond the influence of a Local Plan. 

Active travel, like walking and cycling, are all very well if you are younger, active and fit, but 

not much use if you’re not, bearing in mind that Winchester has an ageing population and is 

quite a hilly city! Even with a regular, reliable and affordable bus service across the district, 

given the largely rural nature of the district, most people will continue to rely on the car. 

Also, improving bus services isn’t actually something that a Local Plan can do.  

 

Question 1: Are the current local plan policies for promotion of sustainable and active 

forms of transport ambitious enough? 

Our Guidance on Q1: We will probably say “No”. Bus travel needs to be drastically 

overhauled and improved. However, at the moment, that is beyond the control of WCC. 
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Question 2: Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Development should 

be concentrated in locations which already have cycling, walking and public transport 

opportunities 

(Strongly agree/ agree/ neither agree nor disagree/ disagree/ strongly disagree) 

Our Guidance on 2: We will probably say “Agree”, where the existing transport 

infrastructure can accommodate the additional people and vehicle movements. For 

instance, we support the redevelopment of the Sir John Moore Barracks site, reusing and 

retaining existing structures and infrastructure, easily accessible to existing bus routes. 

Large greenfield developments don’t already have cycling, walking and public transport 

opportunities. 

 

Question 3: Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Provision should be 

made for additional Park and Ride facilities in the district 

(Strongly agree/ agree/ neither agree nor disagree/ disagree/ strongly disagree)  

Our Guidance on Question 3: We will probably say “Agree” but decisions on any necessary 

additional park and ride should follow an analysis of need in line with new ways of living, 

working and shopping post Covid and the proposed strategies of redevelopment of 

previously used (brownfield) sites and town centres.  

 

If you agree, where would you like to see additional Park and Ride facilities in the district? 

Our Guidance on the second part of Question 3: If you wish to see our responses to this 

question, we will confirm these in early April. 

 

Question 4: Neighbourhoods that are using accessible to services and facilities within 15 

minutes (using sustainable modes of transport such as buses walking or cycling) should be 

created  

(Strongly agree/ agree/ neither agree nor disagree/ disagree/ strongly disagree) 

Our Guidance on Question 4: This Question is about the idea of a ‘15-minute City’ concept. 

Everyone living in a city should have access to work, shops, entertainment, education and 

healthcare within a 15 minute walk or bike.   We will probably say “Agree”, for Winchester 

Town centre but not the “suburbs”, like Oliver’s Battery.  

 

If you agree with the above statement, please tell us a bit your thoughts about 15 minutes 

neighbourhoods: 

Our Guidance on this:  If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm 
these in early April. 
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Issue 7: Living Well 

Question 1: Do you think current Local Plan and national policies around the provision of 

open space are adequate for protecting health and well-being and reducing inequality? 

Our Guidance on this Question: “Open space” here means allotments, equipped children’s 

play, informal green space, natural green space, parks and recreation grounds and sports 

grounds.  WCC have confirmed that Oliver’s Battery has a shortfall of 16,800m2 of “open 

space” but have not been willing to support any increase to meet our Policy requirement. 

Our response is “No”. 

 

Question 2: Do you have any suggestions for how we can plan positively to create 

Multigenerational neighbourhoods and communities where social isolation is reduced and 

opportunities for independent mobility are promoted? 

Our Guidance on Question  2: Community strength can be developed in established 

neighbourhoods, as we have seen during Covid, it lies first in the people, not the buildings.  

If you wish to see our responses to this question, we will confirm these in early April. 

 

Issue 8: Low Carbon Infrastructure and Local Plan Viability 

Our Guidance on Questions 1 and 2: If you wish to see our responses to these questions, 

we will confirm these in early April. 

Question 1: Are there any the key low carbon infrastructure issues that we need to be 

aware of? 

 

Question 2: Are there any other options available to the Council to address low carbon 

energy or other infrastructure? 

 

Issue 9: Ensuring Delivery and Success of the Local Plan 

Our Guidance on Questions 1 and 2: If you wish to see our responses to these questions, 
we will confirm these in early April. 

 

Question 1: Do you have any suggestions or any good examples of a successful monitoring 

framework? 

 

Question 2: Would you like to suggest any indicators we could use in the Local Plan to help 

us monitor whether we are on track to achieve net zero carbon in the district by 2030? 
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General comments 

If you would like to make any general comments about local plan strategic issues and 

priorities, please do so in the space provided below: 

Our Guidance on this: Perhaps just two messages, if you agree with them: 

1. Say Yes to Option 5 

2. South Winchester needs a Green Belt 

 

END OF GUIDANCE 


