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INTRODUCTION
1.0 This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil the legal obligations of the
Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012. Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the Regulations sets
out what a Consultation Statement should contain:
i.

Details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed
neighbourhood development plan;

ii.

Explanations of how they were consulted;

iii.

Summaries of the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted;

iv.

Description of how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where
relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan.

1.0 LAUNCH of PLAN
1.1 The Dogmersfield community comprises approximately 280 occupants in 118 properties
and they have been involved throughout all of the Neighbourhood Plan’s launch and
subsequent development.
1.2 The very first step was taken on 20th April 2015 when, at its Annual Parish Assembly,
the Dogmersfield Parish Council explained the aims and merits of producing a
neighbourhood plan for Dogmersfield and sought residents’ views. Thirty eight residents
attended and on a show of hands the majority were in favour of creating a plan.
Slides from the presentation are at appendix 1
1.3 In September 2015 the Dogmersfield Parish Council delivered a newsletter to every
household in the Parish inviting residents to attend a Neighbourhood Plan ‘drop in’ event on
Saturday 26th September. Thirty residents attended, received information about
neighbourhood plans and were asked to respond to questions about the future of
Dogmersfield. To ensure that more residents became involved a full questionnaire document
was drawn up that also asked for volunteers to become more closely involved in the
development of a Neighbourhood Plan for Dogmersfield.
Newsletter article at appendix 2
1.4 In November 2015 the questionnaire was delivered by the Parish Council to every
household in the Parish and followed up with house calls. Seventy completed questionnaires
were received.
Questionnaire is at appendix 3
Questionnaire Delivery Letter is at appendix 4
The questionnaire results show that most residents value the rural nature of the Parish and
would very much like to preserve the open views and aesthetic structure, and that whilst it is
accepted that some new homes are inevitable, many have anxieties about infrastructure and
inappropriate over development. Additionally, the majority of residents have major concerns
over the traffic issues affecting the village, with speed, and congestion caused by parking,
being of primary concern.
Summary of the analysis of resident’s questionnaire responses is at appendix 5 with a
Statistical analysis at Appendix 6
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1.5 In March 2016 the DPC invited five volunteer residents to form the Dogmersfield
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group and Terms of Reference were agreed. The Steering
Group’s first task was to build on the residents’ views provided by the completed
questionnaires to draw up a vision and objectives for the Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan.
SG TORS are at appendix 7
1.6 The first formal meeting of the Steering Group was held in public on the 13th June 2016
and meetings have taken place in public on average every two months since then.
Schedule of Steering Group meetings held is at appendix 8
2.0 VISION AND OBJECTIVES CONSULTATION
2.1 In October 2016 the Steering Group published a Draft Vision and Objectives Statement
which, together with a comments sheet, was delivered to every household in the Parish.
More than 50 residents responded and these views were analysed.
Vision and Objectives statement is at appendix 9
Delivery letter is at appendix 10
A total of 52 completed responses were returned with the overall conclusion being that the
Draft Vision Statement & Objectives was well received & supported by the majority of
residents. The statistical analysis shows that 50% (26) confirmed their agreement with the
Draft Vision Statement & Objectives without any additional comments to make on it, 46%
(24) confirmed their agreement with the Draft Vision Statement & Objectives and added
additional comments and/or suggestions and only 4% (2) indicated that they did not agree
with the Draft Vision Statement & Objectives.
A more complete analysis of responses is at appendix 11
2.2 Residents were provided with regular progress reports throughout the period when the
Steering Group carried basic preparation work to develop the full vision, objectives and
scope of the draft plan. In July 2017 the Steering Group published its Vision Note
http://www.dogmersfieldparish.co.uk/NHPSG%20Vision%20Note%20Issue%20Version%20
2017.pdf that summarised the work of the Steering Group to date and mapped out the next
steps for the Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan. The Steering Group also reported progress
to every monthly meeting of the Dogmersfield Parish Council PC and made presentations to
residents at the Annual Parish Assemblies in 2017 and 2018. Articles were also published in
the Parish Council’s newsletters.
3.0 DRAFT PLAN SCREENING AND INFORMAL CONSULTATION OF RESIDENTS
3.1. With help from external consultants the Steering Group collated information, gathered
evidence and considered draft policies. On the 3rd April 2018 the Steering Committee
submitted their draft Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan to Hart District Council with a
request for a screening opinion. Hart District Council’s consultants prepared a draft
screening opinion that was then referred to the formal consultees -Natural England, Historic
England and the Environment Agency.
Submission letter to Hart District Council is at appendix 12
Historic England expressed some concerns and a redrafted section with additional
supporting paragraphs was agreed. On 8th August 2018 HDC confirmed that the there was
no need for either a Strategic Environmental Assessment or a Habitats Regulation
Assessment and that the final version of the screening had been placed on their website
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https://www.hart.gov.uk/sites/default/files/3_Visiting_Hart/Towns_and_parishes/Dogmersfiel
d%20NP%20SEA%20HRA%20Screening.pdf
Hart District Council confirmation is at appendix 13
3.3 Whilst the screening process was underway the Steering Group gave residents the
opportunity to view the draft Plan and to provide early comments. This was done by
delivering a letter to all households which advised residents that the draft Neighbourhood
Plan had been placed on the Parish Council Website. Comments were requested by the end
of May 2018.
Letter to residents is at appendix 14
13 responses were received with 92% (12) agreeing with the policies set out in the plan,
69% (9) agreeing that nothing substantial had been left out with 23% (3) suggesting
additions, 53% (7) not requiring any changes with 38% (9) requesting some
The full set of residents’ responses are at appendix 15
4.0 PRESUBMISSION CONSULTATION
4.1 The informal feedback from residents together with comments and observations made
by various bodies during the screening process were taken into account when drawing up
the Pre Submission version of the Plan.
4.2 A Regulation 14 consultation was launched on 8th November 2018 with a closing date of
21st December 2018. The consultation letter was delivered to all households in the Parish
and sent to 89 consultees. A drop in event was held in All Saints’ Parish Church on 1st
December.
Consultation letter is at appendix 16
List of consultees is at appendix 17
4.3 16 responses were received comprising five from residents, four from Councils (Hartley
Wintney PC, Hart DC and two from HCC), one from a utility provider (Thames Water), three
from national organisations (Highways England, Natural England, Historic England) and
three from developers or landowner representatives.
A full record of the responses and how they have been taken into account when producing
the Submission Plan is at appendix 18.
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Appendix 1
Annual Parish Assembly 20th April 2015
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Appendix 2
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Appendix 3

Dogmersfield Parish Council

Parish Council Questionnaire
Hart District Council (HDC) is drawing up a Local Plan that will allocate requirements
for new housing to parishes like Dogmersfield. The Neighbourhood Plan gives us the
opportunity to influence planning in line with the needs and priorities of the people
who live here.
The following questions are intended to help us to understand your priorities and
aspirations for Dogmersfield over the next 15 years.

Question1. What do you most value about living in Dogmersfield parish? Please
list up to three in order of importance and use the continuation sheet if more space is
needed.
a. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………
b. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………
c. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………

Question 2. What do you most dislike about living in Dogmersfield parish?
Please list up to three in order of importance and use the continuation sheet if more
space is needed.
a. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………

b. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………

c. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………
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Question 3. What do you think should be changed? Please list up to three in order
of importance and use the continuation sheet if more space is needed.

a. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………
b. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………

c. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………

Question 4. What would you like Dogmersfield to have that it currently lacks?
Please list up to three in order of importance and use the continuation sheet if more
space is needed.

a. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………
b. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………

c. …………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………

Question 5. Would you like to become involved in drawing

up the Neighbourhood Plan for Dogmersfield? Please tick the
type of role you would consider.
O

Project team member

O

Questionnaires and evidence collection

O

Analysis and preparation

O

Communications

O

IT backup

O

General assistance
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We would like to hear from as many residents as possible. Additional copies of this
survey can be download from the Parish Council website
(www.Dogmersfieldparish.co.uk). Alternatively you can request extra copies from the
Parish Clerk on 01252 819790.
Please provide us with the following information about you*. This will help us to
understand the pattern of response.

Requested information

Postcode: ………………………………………………………………………
Age (Please circle): under 16 / 17-24 / 25-40 / 41-64 / 65+
How long have you lived in Dogmersfield? (years/months)………………
If you work, do you work locally? (Please circle) Yes / No / Not applicable
If you work outside of the locality, where do you work?
.........................................................................................................

Optional information
If you would like to provide any additional information to help us keep you informed
about the Neighbourhood Plan as it progresses and other Parish Council business,
please do so below:
House name or number:

Your name:
Telephone number:
Email address:

If you wish to add any further comments please use the continuation sheet.

*All information you provide will be held securely and in accordance with the Data
Protection Act.
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Appendix 4
E-mail: clerk@dogmersfieldparish.co.uk

November 2015
Dear Resident
The Parish Council Newsletter that was delivered in September highlighted
Dogmersfield’s vulnerability to over development as Hart District Council draws up its
plan to build up to 10,000 new houses in our area. In this situation the Parish Council
has concluded that Dogmersfield must develop a Neighbourhood Plan as this is the
only way to help residents to influence local planning decisions.
The Newsletter was followed up with a ‘drop in’ launch event at the school on 26th
September which provided more information about what will be involved in producing
the Neighbourhood Plan. Those who attended were invited to complete a simple
questionnaire as part of the first preparation stage and to volunteer to become involved
with the management and preparation of the plan.
Neighbourhood planning provides a powerful set of tools for local people to ensure
that they get the right types of development for their area but the Neighbourhood Plan
will be rejected unless it can be shown that residents have been fully involved at all
stages.
We need your support so I am leaving the questionnaire with you today and I will be
calling back to collect your completed questionnaire and answer any questions or
concerns you may have on

If you would prefer that I do not call back you may put the completed questionnaire
through my door or contact me or the Parish Clerk by phone or email at the addresses
shown on this letter.
It is in the interest of the whole Parish and every resident that we are successful in this
endeavour so please give it your full attention.
Kind Regards Separate letter for each Councillor
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Appendix 5

Narrative Summary of Questionnaire Responses
In preparation for a Neighbourhood Plan, a Parish Council Questionnaire was
delivered to every household in Dogmersfield parish. Four questions were set out.
Respondents were invited to give up to three responses to each question, listed in
order of importance, and also some personal details. Sixty nine questionnaires were
completed and returned.
This narrative summary has collated the information in the responses to provide an
overview of the answers to the four questions posed.
The first question asked respondents to consider what they most valued about living
in Dogmersfield and the overwhelming response (98) emphasised the rural setting
of the village, which incorporated the open countryside, the canal, the network of
footpaths, the local wildlife and the views over historical woodland and pasture, all
creating a peaceful and tranquil environment within a Conservation Area.
Many other replies referenced the sense of community in a village environment and
appreciated the contribution made by the Parish Council, Dogmersfield Events and
the Church.
The range and character of village houses, combined with the history of the village
were also given importance, as were the excellent national transport links and close
availability of local amenities, including The Queen’s Head Pub.
Question two reversed the emphasis by asking what residents most disliked about
living in the Parish. Again there was one overriding response and this related to
traffic issues, with the increased volume and speed of traffic and the congestion
caused by parking in Chatter Alley and Church Lane being the major concerns.
Many felt that the roads in the village were too narrow for the size, weight and
volume of traffic and that these issues were contributing to the damage caused to
the road surfaces and verges. There was some concern over the inefficiency of the
traffic calming measures which, it was felt, did not prevent the village being used as
a rat run.
The second area of concern was the constant threat of overdevelopment both within
the village and in the surrounding areas, with the Winchfield New Town specifically
referenced. It was felt that there was a complete lack of associated infrastructure to
support these developments and also a danger of the creeping urbanisation of Fleet.
Flooding, both within the village and on the approaches to it, was regarded as a
major issue by some respondents as was the lack of: a village shop; facilities for
children; bridleways, meeting places and gritting in winter. Excessive road signage
was also disliked.
The third question asked for proposals for change and unsurprisingly, given the
response to the first two, most of the replies concerned suggestions for traffic
improvement and comments on development.
Dogmersfield Parish Neighbourhood Plan – Consultation Statement v1.0 January 2019

Although the question asked for change, a large number of responses indicated that
changes would be inappropriate and unnecessary. Comments included :
No change – parish has all it needs; strong rural community which needs protecting;
No change - keep as a traditional village without lights, new pedestrian footpaths,
new roads, new housing development; No change – well provided with school,
church, pub ,flower show, cricket club.
On traffic, lower speed limits and further weight restrictions were a priority as was
the need to create a parking area for the school. There were some contra-indications
with regards to traffic calming with some in favour of, and some opposed to, speed
bumps and chicanes. Many wanted parking restrictions on the pavement and on the
approach to junctions.
Other responses on change included the suggestion that the commercial
garages/car sales should be encouraged to re-locate in order to provide a brownfield
site; that screening should be put in place in front of unsightly utilities installations
and that the green space in the centre of the village should be
enlarged/restored/opened up for functions.
Many responses in this section were to do with development issues and raised
concerns about the changes implicit in overdevelopment, with suggestions that
Winchfield New Town be abandoned, local infrastructure be addressed prior to any
development and MOD and brownfield land to be considered for future development.
The final question asked what residents would ideally like Dogmersfield to have that
it currently lacks, and a village shop and village hall or community centre were the
two most popular suggestions. Others would like more bridleways for the many
horse owners in the village; a children’s playground; regular public transport to
Winchfield station and Fleet and small scale affordable houses.
In conclusion, the questionnaire results show that most residents value the rural
nature of the Parish and would very much like to preserve the open views and
aesthetic structure, and that whilst it is accepted that some new homes are
inevitable, many have anxieties about infrastructure and inappropriate over
development. Additionally, the majority of residents have major concerns over the
traffic issues affecting the village, with speed, and congestion caused by parking,
being of primary concern.
A Neighbourhood Plan should therefore make every effort to address these concerns
whilst taking positive steps to incorporate some of the suggestions made with regard
to small scale house building.
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Appendix 6

Statistical Summary of Questionnaire Responses
In preparation for a Neighbourhood Plan, a Parish Council Questionnaire was
delivered to every household in Dogmersfield parish. Four questions were set out.
Respondents were invited to give up to three responses to each question, listed in
order of importance, and also some personal details. Sixty nine questionnaires were
completed and returned.
This summary groups into categories the responses which relate to the same,
similar, or closely linked issues. It lists the more popular categories. It gives an
overview of the other applicable categories and single responses.

Question 1. What do you most value about living in Dogmersfield parish?
There were a total of 185 responses and of these 89% fall into the more popular
categories.
1.Rural setting, fields, farmland, open views, canal, local walks, network of footpaths,
peace and quiet, tranquillity, wildlife, mammals – 98 responses / 53%
2. Sense of community, small village environment - 38 responses / 21%
3. Transport links, close to amenities – 11 responses / 6%
4. History, traditional village, different types of character house – 9 responses / 5%
5. Contribution / activities of Parish Council / Dogmersfield Events / Church – 8
responses / 4%

Other applicable responses value the Queen’s Head pub; the Conservation areas;
the low population density; separation from Fleet; the level of development; the
traditional feel of the parish; no street lighting, limited light pollution.

Question 2. What do you most dislike about living in Dogmersfield parish?
There were a total of 166 responses and of these 64% fall into the more popular
categories.
1. Traffic related issues – parking on verges and roadsides by school and
commercial garages (24) increased volume and speed of traffic (23) roads too
narrow for size / weight / volume of traffic thereby causing damage to roads and
verges (13) village being used as a cut through / rat run (11) traffic congestion on
Chatter Alley / by school (10) inefficiency of traffic calming measures (5) – 86
responses / 52%
2. Overdevelopment, threat of Winchfield New Town and no associated
infrastructure, creepage of urbanisation of Fleet – 14 responses / 8%
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3. Flooding in centre of village by Queen’s Head – 7 responses / 4%

Other responses dislike (a) the lack of: a village shop, facilities for children, meeting
spaces, bridleways, and gritting in winter (b) the excessive number of road signs.

Question 3. What do you think should be changed?
There were 115 responses and of these 79% fall into the more popular categories.
1.Traffic management proposals – lower speed limits (12) review / improve traffic
calming and / or speed bumps (10) introduce more vehicle speed / weight
restrictions ( 7 ) introduce measures to minimise / divert cut through traffic (5)
remove chicanes (5) introduce traffic calming on Church Lane and Chatter Alley (4),
improve junction to A287 either by traffic lights or roundabout (4) improve road
surfaces ( 3 ) priority sign on Queen’s Head bridge (2) – 52 responses / 45%
2. Development – make no change, parish has all it needs, strong rural community
which needs protecting ; no change, keep as a traditional village without lights, new
paths, new roads, new housing ; no change, well provided for with school, church,
pub, flower show, cricket club ; cancel Winchfield New Town proposal, build on
brownfield sites ; restrict development in parish, consider MOD land ; address local
infrastructure prior to further development ; new build to be sympathetic to village 14 responses / 12%
3. Improve school parking – 14 responses / 12%
4. Restrict parking on pavement outside garages, and behind Queen’s Head – 12
responses / 10%
Other responses on change seek relocation of commercial garages /car sales ;
screening in front of utilities installations ; green space in village centre to be
enlarged / restored / opened up for functions ; clearance of drainage system
adjacent to the Queen’s Head ; more sensible approach on conservation aspects
such as bats /flora / fauna.

Question 4. What would you like Dogmersfield to have that it currently lacks?
There were 102 responses and of these 39% fall into the more popular categories.
1. Village shop - 14 responses / 14%
2. Village Hall / Community Centre – 13 responses / 13%
3. Create school car park – 12 responses / 12%
Other responses on what is lacking refer to (1) small affordable housing but in a
controlled manner, and (2) cycle paths, bridleways, children’s play area, public
transport including to Winchfield station Church Crookham and Fleet.
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Appendix 7

Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
Terms of Reference
Aims and Objectives
The objective of the Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group is to generate a
Neighbourhood Plan (NHP) for the Parish of Dogmersfield that covers the period from now until
2032.
To this end the Steering Group will:


Undertake the process steps for producing the NHP in a democratic,
transparent and accountable fashion.



Involve the whole community and gather the views and opinions of as
many residents, groups and organisations in the community as possible
giving consideration to the opinions and views of all members of the
community that wish to contribute.



Work with the Parish Council to ensure that it is fully informed throughout
the process with decisions referred to it when applicable or appropriate.



Produce a project programme within which the Neighbourhood Plan will
be completed to focus activity, planning and report progress.



Plan, budget and monitor expenditure on the NHP and provide regular
financial status reports to the Parish Council.



Liaise with relevant authorities and organisations that can contribute to
the Plan or need to be consulted.

Steering Group - Community Planning Guidance

Composition


The NHP Steering Group will be made up of a minimum of 5 members
representing a good cross-section of the community and at least one
parish councillor member nominated by the Parish Council.



The Steering Group shall cease to be quorate if less than 3 members are
present
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The Steering Group will elect a Chairperson and a Finance Co-ordinator
and make arrangements for producing a record of each meeting and
recording decisions.



The Steering Group may co-opt additional members on a permanent or
temporary basis or use the services of specialist advisors when
necessary



Parish Council insurance will cover the previously agreed activities of the
Steering Group but Steering Group members, in liaison with the Parish
Clerk, need to ensure that the terms of the insurance are not breached.



All Steering Group members shall abide by the principles and practice of
the Parish Council Code of Conduct including declarations of interest.

Meetings


The Steering Group shall meet as required but every two months as a
minimum.



At least five clear days’ notice of meetings shall be sent to members and
made available to the public via notice boards and websites.



Whenever possible, notices of meetings should detail the matters to be
discussed.



It is recommended that an annual rolling schedule of Steering Group
meetings is set in place.



All Steering Group meetings shall be held in public and be open to the
public



The Steering Group shall keep a record of all meetings, and circulate the
minutes of each meeting to the Parish Council and publicise them via
notice boards and websites in a timely fashion.



The Steering Group shall report progress and activities to the meetings of
the Parish Council

Working groups


The Steering Group may establish such working groups as it considers
necessary to carry out the functions specified by the Steering Group.

Finance


All grants and funding will be applied for and held by the Parish Council,
which will ring-fence the funds for Neighbourhood Plan purposes only.



Expenditure shall be agreed by majority decision of the Steering Group
and all decisions with financial implications must be recorded in the
minutes.



The Steering Group may authorised expenditure amounts up to £100



All planned expenditure for amounts above £100 shall be forwarded to
the Parish Council for approval before actual costs are incurred.
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The Finance Coordinator shall keep a clear record of expenditure
supported by receipted invoices and will regularly review and update the
budget in liaison with the Parish Clerk/Responsible Finance Officer.



Invoices will be made out in the name of the Parish Council which will
authorise them at the next scheduled Parish Council meeting.
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Appendix 8

Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
Meetings Held

13 June 2016
11 July 2016
12 September 2016
14 November 2016
13 February 2017
13 March 2017
12 June 2017
10 July 2017
11 September 2017
13 November 2017
8 January 2018
12 March 2018
14 May 2018
10 September 2018
6 November 2018
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Appendix 9

Dogmersfield
Neighbourhood Development Plan
Draft Vision and Objectives Statement
The Vision
Our vision for Dogmersfield looking forward to 2032 is to retain the distinctive eclectic design mix of
this historic rural community, whilst delivering appropriate housing requirements for the next twenty
years. The essentially one-sided linear nature of the built environment will be preserved; the attractive
open space gateways on all the approaches to the village will be vigorously protected; and the views
across open meadow and farmland within the parish will be preserved.

Objectives
Housing
To ensure that any future development in the parish:
1. Is designed to
a. be proportionate to the size of the existing village
b. be of an appropriate type, size and quality that contributes towards meeting the
needs of the community
c. be sited with particular attention to the visual character of the village, impact on local
infrastructure, environmental impact, sustainability, traffic flow and quality of life
d. follow the traditional village design as outlined in the Dogmersfield Conservation Area
Character Appraisal and Management Proposals 2012
2.

Is limited in respect of any available sites to a maximum of five houses.

3.

Has separate policies for individual sites so that any new application is site specific.

4.

Preserves the open gateways on the approaches to the village.

5.

Preserves the open views in the centre of the village.

6.

Maintains one-sided linear development.

7.

Ensures that the gaps between Dogmersfield and our neighbours in Winchfield and
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Crookham Village remain unchanged.

Environment
8. To conserve and enhance the natural environment and maintain important habitats and
ecological corridors by protecting countryside features such as woodlands, hedgerows, rights
of way, ponds, the river and the canal.
9. To preserve and enhance the Basingstoke Canal, the Dogmersfield Conservation Area and the
Historic Park.
10. To encourage landowners to create new permissive footpaths and bridleways.
11. To maintain “Dark Sky” within in the parish with no street lights; floodlights and other lighting
restrictions to be incorporated in new build planning requirements.
12. To provide screening for unsightly utilities installations within the parish.
13. To explore the feasibility of creating an area for school staff parking off road.
14. To work with local authorities to provide solutions to speed and parking issues on Chalky Lane,
Church Lane and Chatter Alley, with particular reference to the overflow parking from the
commercial units, and school pick up and drop off.
15. To designate suitable green areas as Green Spaces.

Community Aspirations
The following issues were raised in the initial public consultation. They will be contained within the
body of the Plan.


Work with staff and governors to allow more community access to school hall (and school
playground during school holidays).



Explore the feasibility of opening of a community shop



Analyse options for the provision of a village hall.



Encourage the Parish Council to pursue the registration of Pilcot Green North and South as a
Village Green.
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Appendix 10

Dogmersfield
Neighbourhood Development Plan
Dear Resident,
Following the public consultation in Autumn 2015, the Steering Group for the Dogmersfield
Neighbourhood Development Plan has been working to develop a draft statement of the
Visions and Objectives for the Plan. Working groups have met on a number of occasions
and public meetings have been held in the school (usually following the Parish Council
Meetings). A full and comprehensive analysis has been made of the questionnaire returns.
Following a successful application by the Parish Council to the relevant government body,
funds have been made available to enable the Steering Group to seek professional advice
from Neighbourhood Planning consultants.
The attached statement is a draft of the Vision and Objectives that the Steering Group
proposes for the Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Development Plan, incorporating the
responses from the questionnaire. We have been guided by the overwhelming desire of the
majority of the respondents for the community of Dogmersfield to retain its rural identity.
Some development is inevitable and this draft attempts a realistic approach to combining this
growth whilst retaining the historic character of the parish.
We ask that you review this statement and consider whether you are happy with the content.
We would value all suggestions made as to ways in which the statement might be improved
in any way. Is there anything crucial missing? Do you agree with the Objectives and the
Vision?
Please bear in mind that the objectives have to be ‘deliverable’ i.e. they must be realistic in
what they set out to achieve.
A section has been included under the Community heading which deals with those
responses which the Steering Group considered will not be delivered directly by the plan but
which should nevertheless be incorporated within the Development Plan as community
aspirations.
Please make any comments you have on the attached sheet. Members of the Steering
Group will conduct house to house calls to pick up your comments sheets during the
weekend of the 29/10/16. If you prefer, please email your comments to any of the addresses
below.

The Dogmersfield parish is your community. If you wish to protect
and enhance it, please help us to formulate a Neighbourhood
Development Plan that fulfils government requirements, so that it
can be officially adopted.
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We would urge you to read the Rotherwick and /or Winchfield Neighbourhood Development
Plans which can be found at:
http://www.hart.gov.uk/sites/default/files/4_The_Council/Consultations/Neighbourhood_plann
ing/Winchfield%20NDP%20Submission%20Plan.pdf
http://www.hart.gov.uk/sites/default/files/3_Visiting_Hart/Towns_and_parishes/Rotherwick%
20Submission%20Neighbourhood%20Plan%20Apr16.pdf
(Paper versions can be provided for those who are unable to use the internet)
These plans are completing their final stages, which have involved scrutiny by an External
Examiner, and acceptance by Hart District Council. They will now be the subject of
referendums within their parishes and, providing more than 50% of the residents support the
plans, they will be officially recognised and adopted.
It has taken Rotherwick two years to get to this stage with a group of five committees
totalling 30 residents. We are currently a group of 7 and desperately need more help. If you
feel that you can offer specific help by working in small sub committees (for example we will
need help with environment surveys, photographs, printing, sub-editing and most important
of all, writing sections of the plan). We would also be really grateful if somebody could
volunteer to be Clerk to the steering group – this would simply involve attending some of the
working group meetings to take notes for our records. Please, please get in touch with a
member of the Steering Group if you feel you could contribute in any way.

The Steering Committee
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Analysis of Draft Vision Statement & Objectives Responses
The Draft Vision Statement & Objectives Statement together with a response sheet was
delivered to residences in Dogmersfield Parish towards the end of October by members of
the Steering Group & these were collected over the following two weeks.
A total of 52 completed responses were returned & the overall conclusion is that the Draft
Vision Statement & Objectives was well received & supported by the majority of residents.
Of the responses received:


#26 confirmed their agreement with the Draft Vision Statement & Objectives
without any additional comments to make on it.



#24 confirmed their agreement with the Draft Vision Statement & Objectives and
added additional comments and/or suggestions.



#2 indicated that they did not agree with the Draft Vision Statement & Objectives.

The key additional comments/suggestions from those 26 respondents that agreed with the
Draft Vision Statement & Objectives are summarised below:


There were a number of suggestions proposing that more use should be made of the
school facilities and the church for community functions rather than having
Community Aspirations for either a village shop or village hall.



A number of residents felt strongly that the current infrastructure was already under
too much strain & further development would exacerbate this.



Although the Draft Vision Statement & Objectives identifies the need to provide
solutions to the numerous traffic congestion/speed/parking issues, these issues were
highlighted as significant concerns by a number of residents with parking for the
school & traffic flow being a particular concern.



Comments were included indicating concerns with village signage (too much & not in
keeping with the traditional nature of the village), & the unsightly verges/pinch point
pleats due to lack of maintenance & damage by vehicles.
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Support for the Community Aspiration of the registration of Pilcot Green North &
South as a Village Green was generally positively commented on, although one
resident did not believe this would be used by anyone in the village.



Positive comments included support for enhancing the Conservation Area &
gateways, maintaining strategic gaps, open views & one sided linear development,
(although there was one comment that requested clarification as to what this
meant).



A couple of residents suggested future development should include smaller
properties available for purchase by residents wishing to downsize but remain in the
village.



There was one request for provision of a bus route connecting Dogmersfield to Fleet
& Reading via Fleet station.



Maintaining ‘dark skies’ was commented on favourably although one resident would
prefer street lights in the village.



There was one comment suggesting that planning permission for housing on Fiske
Field should not be granted unless land was given to the council for school parking.

The 2 respondents that did not agree with the Draft Vision Statement & Objectives both had
concerns about restricting future developments to five dwellings. One commented that this
should only be allowed if some properties would be sold at a reduced price to people who
had grown up locally. The second commented that they felt it would only be possible to
offer ‘affordable’ housing in larger developments.
Although not directly related to the Draft Vision Statement & Objectives, a number of
responses indicated concern about the impact on Dogmersfield of the proposed Rye
Common development.
Finally, there were three offers of future help in working on developing the plan from
residents.
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Planning Department
Hart District Council
Harlington Way
Fleet
Hampshire
GU51 4AE

3 April 2018

FAO: Katie Bailey
Corporate Strategy and Policy Development Manager
Dear Katie
Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan:
Strategic Environmental Assessment & Habitats Regulations Assessment Screening
Opinion
As you know the Dogmersfield Parish Council is preparing a Neighbourhood Development
Plan (NDP) for the whole of the Parish of Dogmersfield in accordance with the 2004
Planning Act, the 2011 Localism Act and the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations
2012 (as amended).
The Neighbourhood Area to which our NDP will apply has been designated and
considerable progress has been made towards the preparation of a draft plan. I understand
that the next step in the plan process is to request from Hart District Council, as the
‘responsible authority’, a formal screening opinion on the requirement for us to prepare a
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and/or a Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA)
of the NDP.
In which case, I hereby requests your screening opinion in relation to the Dogmersfield
Neighbourhood Plan in accordance with:



the European Directive 2001/42/EC (“SEA Directive”) and Environmental
Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 (“SEA Regulations”); and
the European Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and Wild
Flora (the “Habitats Directive”) and Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulations 2010 (“Habitat Regulations”).
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In order to assist you in providing your opinion I have attached a draft version of the
neighbourhood plan and can confirm that it does not intend:





to allocate sites for development;
to contain policies that may affect sensitive natural or heritage assets (such as listed building)
located in or in proximity to the Neighbourhood Area; and/or
to have other significant environmental effects that have not already been considered and
dealt with through an up-to-date Sustainability Appraisal of your Local Plan

While we are aware that there is no obligation for a Sustainability Appraisal of the NDP,
should your screening option require an SEA then we may choose to incorporate this within
a sustainability appraisal as a means of demonstrating how the NDP accords with the ‘basic
condition’ of contributing to the achievement of sustainable development (as per the 2012
Regulations).
Should your opinion require us to prepare an SEA and/or HRA we will then consider with you
how to undertake this work. I understand that it could take around 8 weeks for you to
complete your work on the screening opinion but in the meantime I would appreciate any
initial comments that you have on our draft plan.
Yours sincerely
Geoff Beaven
Chairman
Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
Telephone 01252 614045
Geoff@dogmersfieldparish.co.uk

Dogmersfield Parish Neighbourhood Plan – Consultation Statement v1.0 January 2019

Appendix 13
-----Original Message----From: Katie Bailey <katie.bailey@hart.gov.uk>
To: Geoffrey Beaven <gnbeaven@aol.com>
Sent: Wed, 8 Aug 2018 14:10
Subject: Dogmersfield NP SEA/HRA Screening

Hi Geoff
I have now had confirmation from Historic England regarding the above and confirming that
with the proposed amendments relating to Dogmersfield Park they are happy to agree the
finding of the SEA Screening.
I therefore attach a final version of the SEA/HRA Screening and this will also be placed on
our website.
Kind regards,
Katie
Katie Bailey
Corporate Strategy and Policy Development Manager
Hart District Council
01252 774146
www.hart.gov.uk
Twitter: @HartCouncil
Facebook: /HartDistrictCouncil
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Dogmersfield
Neighbourhood Development Plan
Dear Resident,
For the past eighteen months the members of the Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group have been working hard to collect evidence and formulate policies for a Draft
Neighbourhood Plan.
We have used, as the basis of our policy-making, the views you expressed in the parish
wide consultation and questionnaire that took place in 2015 and 2016.
We have divided into sub groups that have examined in detail Housing, Design and
Character, Environment, Infrastructure and Community Facilities.
We have held twelve Steering Group meetings in public to review our progress and
approach and innumerable Working Group meetings to discuss our research, formulate draft
policies and provide material for liaison with our professional consultants - OneillHomer.
We are now pleased to report that a first draft of the Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan has
been sent to Hart District Council for what is called a screening opinion. This will give us a
clear indication of whether we are on the right track.
Our first Draft Neighbourhood Plan is available to view on the Dogmersfield Parish Council
website at http://www.dogmersfieldparish.co.uk/NHPSG%20Master.htm
This is by no means a definitive document; it is very much still a work- in -progress.
However, we would value your opinions and comments on the work we have done to date.
In order to limit expenditure we will not be distributing copies of the draft throughout the
Parish but hard copies will be made available if you do not have access to the internet.
If you would like a hard copy, please contact a member of the Steering Group whose details
are below.
We have formulated a brief questionnaire which is on the back of this newsletter. We would
be very grateful if you could complete it, add any comments you feel may be relevant and
return it to a member of the Steering Group by 31st May 2018.
We would like to emphasise that this is not an official parish wide consultation, but simply an
opportunity for you to comment on the progress made to date and to voice any opinions.
There will be a full formal consultation on the final draft, followed by a Referendum, in due
course.
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STEERING GROUP MEMBERS
Redacted

DRAFT PLAN QUESTIONNAIRE
Q1. Do you agree with the policies set out in the draft plan?

………………………………………………………………………………………………

Q2. Are there any substantial issues which you feel have been omitted?

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

Q3. Are there any changes you would like to make?

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………

Q4. Are there any further comments you would like to add?

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………
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Responses to Informal Consultation on V9 Draft Dogmersfield Neighbourhood plan

Q1.
DNPIC1
DNPIC2
DNPIC3
DNPIC4
DNPIC5
DNPIC6
DNPIC7
DNPIC8
DNPIC9
DNPIC10

DNPIC11
DNPIC12
DNPIC13

Do you agree with the policies set out in the draft Plan?

YES
YES
We do. All concerns are covered
Yes
YES
YES
We agree with the policies set out in the draft plan
Yes I agree with the policies set out in the plan
We agree with the policies set out in the draft plan
Para 2.7 – the statement is made that the proposed policies focus on the key
development issues in the area as expressed by the community. Where is the
evidence please to support this statement.
Policy DPN9 – there is no para 2.29.
Policy DPN9 – para 2.30 - the Netherlands have a scheme whereby landowners
voluntarily allow permissive paths but this is done with the aid of Government and
they receive a small allowance for the permissive path and in addition are absolved
from any form of litigation in the event of an accident – the Government accepting
that responsibility.
Policy DPN10 – (iii) is missing? But mention is made of the 3 LGS.
Policy DPN12 – Please accept reality – there is no public transport and nor is there
ever likely to be.
Policy DPN12 – Ref proposals for new parking spaces – top of page 26 states
“treatment does not make” – suspect this is incorrect.
Policy DPN14 – para 2.39 – fully support this aspiration.
I agree with most of the policies set out in the draft plan.
We agree with the policies set out in the draft plan
I think you have all done an excellent job and would only like to make one comment.
I am worried about creeping development of the hotel and other properties in the
Park and think that they should be subject to the same Dark Skies Policy as the rest of
the village. I don’t think this is clear in the document. Some of the hotel lighting is
unnecessarily bright and as the hotel expands there is likely to be more of it. There is
also one street light in the park already. I realise that lighting is required but it should
be contained for environmental reasons.

Q2. Are there any substantial issues which you feel have been omitted?
DNPIC1
DNPIC2
DNPIC3
DNPIC4
DNPIC5
DNPIC6
DNPIC7
DNPIC8

NO
NO
No. This is a very thorough document, that is easy to read and understand.
NO
NO
NO
We do not think that any substantial issues have been omitted
No substantial issues left out
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DNPIC9

DNPIC10
DNPIC11

DNPIC12

The fact that there are no references to the provision of appropriately mixed or
affordable housing in the plan (except noting that the provisions of RUR22 and H1, H2
inter alia should be taken into account) might lead to adverse comment at District or
County level. Whilst acknowledging that it is difficult to see how such provision might
be achievable in this expensive area and still be compatible with the objectives
outlined in para 2.2 of the draft, it could be said that at least the issue should be seen
to have been addressed.
No mention is made of provision of “affordable housing” nor of housing for “first time
buyers”. This is an omission which should be corrected.
1.17 - Add Chatter Alley and the congestion problems due to school traffic. DNP4 - Add
view east from northern end Chatter Alley. DNP10 -iii nil on plan but ?add woodland to
north of Chatter Alley
We do not feel that any substantial issues have been omitted

Q3.
DNPIC1
DNPIC2
DNPIC3
DNPIC4
DNPIC5
DNPIC6
DNPIC7
DNPIC8
DNPIC9
DNPIC10
DNPIC11

Are there any changes you would like to make?

NO
NOT AT THIS TIME
No. will review the final plan, but anticipate no comments/changes from ourselves.
2.13 – reference thatched properties – also part of the historic village & part of the
‘look’ of D.
NOT AT THIS TIME
NO
WE would like to see more emphasis on provision for parking for the school
No changes
No issues except perhaps to address the affordable housing consideration as a matter
of completeness.
Changes are listed under Q4.
DNP13: Community Facilities
What is a “facility”? Would not the term “amenity” be more appropriate? (It appears
that these “Facilities” are only buildings. If other facilities are excluded then the term
“Community Buildings” should be used. If so, there should be another heading of
“Community Amenities”.)
It may represent semantics but I do not understand what is meant by “amenities” in
the sentence which includes “….provided that they do not harm the amenities of
adjoining residential properties”.
Assets of Community Value.
3.4
I consider Pilcot Green North and South should be added to this list of Assets of
Community Value. These do, after all, represent a central village green area which
some might liken to a village green. Pilcot Green South is already used as a village
amenity (Summer Party and Christmas gathering).
I have a vision that Pilcot Green North ought to be made more accessible to residents
and the wider public. I consider a raised wooden walkway (thus rising above any
flooding) meandering through some of this land would be a valuable addition to the
village. Such a scheme could be added to Infrastructure Projects 3.5. In view of
previous opposition to such an idea from a resident adjacent to Pilcot Green North this
merits careful consideration but I am of the opinion that it might well have support
within the wider village.
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DNPIC12

2.11 and comment about infill houses. We would like to see additional wording added
“…retain appropriate spacing between buildings, both new builds and old, so as not to
overshadow existing properties.

Q4.
DNPIC1
DNPIC2
DNPIC3

DNPIC4
DNPIC5
DNPIC6
DNPIC7
DNPIC8
DNPIC9

DNPIC10

DNPIC11

Are there any further comments you would like to add

NO
A WELLTHOUGHT OUT AND THOROUGH DOCUMENT
A very big thanks to all the Steering group Members and the Parish council. We are
extremely grateful for the amount of hard work that has been put into developing
both the DNP and Vision Note.
2.35 – for me infrastructure is an issue & the traffic through the village. I would prefer
this to be more highlighted – often out of our control but very negative impact.
THE CONSERVATION AREA “DIGNITY” OF DOGMERSFIELD MUST BE MAINTAINED &
THE PRIMARY OBJECTIVE AND GOAL
NO

We should like it to be known how much we admire and appreciate the hard work and
outcomes achieved by the Council and Steering Groups in producing this impressive
document
Para 1.7 - Mention is made on the opinions on local planning issues on which this Plan
is based. Where is the evidence to substantiate this statement please.
Para 1.20 - What are these “rambler routes” which are mentioned.
Para 1.21 – Penultimate bullet point – this statement is subjective. Before the
redevelopment of Dogmersfield House the surrounding area was mostly down to
crops and the current usage has restored the land to parkland. No idea where
someone has derived the idea that it has been overgrazed by equestrian use and what
“associated paraphernalia” has degraded it.
Para 1.28 – mention is made of the “prospect of a substantial allocation of new
housing ……. specifically 141 units” – that scaremongering in that this was merely a
figure from Hart Council against the various SHLAA sites proposed.
Para 1.29 – the mention of “290 new homes to windfall sites could include
Dogmersfield” this could be reworded to make clear that the 290 windfall sites are
across the District.
Para 1.30 – What is meant by this paragraph? The NP is not site specific nor is it
stating the number of dwellings – how can the NP “inadvertently plan for significant
overdevelopment”.
Para 1.38 – Would welcome a definition of “unsustainable consequences for the
community and the Dogmersfield Conservation Area”. Someone must be able to state
what those consequences are.
Finally, would like to express my thanks to the SG Members as I am fully aware of the
effort involved in getting a Plan to this stage.
Well done to you and the steering group members for all your hard work in getting
this far.

DNPIC12
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Clerk to the Parish Council
60 Dukes Mead
Fleet
GU51 4HE
November 8th 2018
Dear Sir/Madam
Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Development Plan
Pre Submission Consultation Statutory Body and Community Consultation according
to Regulation 14 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012
November 9th to December 21st 2018
Since 2016 a small group of volunteer residents from Dogmersfield have been working hard
to create a Neighbourhood Development Plan (the Plan) for Dogmersfield for the period to
2032 on behalf of the Dogmersfield Parish Council. This group has consulted extensively
within the community and carefully reviewed all of the comments from residents and
interested parties.
The Plan sets out the vision, objectives and policies by which future sustainable
development will be managed. Publication of the pre-submission draft marks an important
step in our plan’s progress, as it initiates the first formal consultation phase from a legal
perspective.
As part of this process, we are required to bring the Plan to the attention of people who live,
work or carry out business in the parish, as well as any qualifying body that might be
affected by the proposed Plan. As you or your organisation, fall within one of these
categories, you are invited to review the pre submission document which can be found at
http://www.dogmersfieldparish.co.uk/NHPSG%20Master.htm
In addition to the copy on line, paper versions of the document are available to view during
opening hours at the Queens Head Public House and in the porch of All Saints Parish
Church throughout the consultation period. Paper versions can also be provided to residents
without online access. There will be a drop in event where the plan can be viewed and
questions addressed on Saturday December 1st from 2.00pm to 5.00pm in All Saints’ Parish
Church.
You are invited to consider the Plan and respond with any comments – whether positive or
negative – so that we can take these into account. Any representations you wish to make
must be in writing and sent to the Parish Clerk at the above address or by email to
clerk@dogmersfieldparish.co.uk
Comments and representations must be received by midnight on Friday 21st December 2018
Please state clearly your name, address, organisation (if applicable) and the capacity in
which you are responding, e.g. resident, mandatory consultee, neighbouring parish, etc. As
this is a formal consultation a summary of comments will be made public in accordance with
data protection legislation.
Thank you for your interest and involvement.
Yours sincerely Geoff Beaven, Chairman, Dogmersfield Parish Council
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Reg 14 Consultees
List of statutory consultees for pre-submission consultation
By hand
All residential properties in Parish
Andy Hillier
Four Seasons Hotel
School
Church
Queens Head
Foster and Heanes
J J Motors
By post
British Gas - British Gas, 80 St Mary's Road, Southampton, Hampshire, SO9 7GG
Telefonica UK Ltd - Telefonica UK Ltd, Correspondence Department, PO Box 202, Houghton Regis,
Bedfordshire, LU6 9AG
Orange UK Ltd - Orange UK Ltd, Head Office, Hatfield Business Park, Hatfield, Hertfordshire, AL10
9BW
BT Group plc - BT Group plc, BT Centre, 81 Newgate Street, London, EC1A 7AJ
SSE Power - Mr Geoff Fisher - Strategic Planner, SSE Power, PO Box 93, Portsmouth, Hampshire, PO6
2PB
Virgin Media - Virgin Media, PO Box 333, Swansea, SA7 9ZJ
Vodafone Group plc - Vodaphone Group Plc, Vodafone House, The Connection, Newbury, Berkshire,
RG14 2FN
Old Basing Parish Council - The Pavillion, Recreation Ground, The Street, Old Basing, Basingstoke,
Hampshire, RG24 7DA
By email
katie.bailey@hart.gov.uk
planningpolicy@hart.gov.uk
mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk
southeast@historicengland.org.uk
planning_THM@environmentagency.gov.uk
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consultations@naturalengland.org.uk
paula.haustead@networkrail.co.uk
patrick.blake@highways.gsi.gov.uk
nawal.atiq@highways.gsi.gov.uk
anne.nugent@highways.gsi.gov.uk
neil.andrew@highways.gsi.gov.uk
enq@waldontelecom.com
inger.hebden@hampshire.nhs.uk
nehfccg@hampshire.nhs.uk
g.trippner@nhs.net
nhccg.enquiries@nhs.net
annephillips@nhs.net
customer@sgn.co.uk
thameswaterplanningpolicy@savills.com
info@hartvolaction.org.uk
andrew.burnett@odiham-society.org
south.east@nfu.org.uk
info@enterprisem3.org.uk
info@hampshirechamber.co.uk
countryside@hants.gov.uk
local.plan@basingstoke.gov.uk
ldf@basingstoke.gov.uk
development.plan@bracknellforest.gov.uk
localplan@easthants.gov.uk
planningpolicy@guildford.gov.uk
ldfconsultation@hants.gov.uk
planningconsultations@hants.gov.uk
plan@rushmoor.gov.uk
louise.piper@rushmoor.go.uk
planning.consultations@surreycc.gov.uk
kath.harrison@surreycc.gov.uk
jane.ireland@surreyheath.gov.uk
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planning.policy@surreyheath.gov.uk
ldf@waverley.gov.uk
planningpolicy@waverley.gov.uk
graham.parrott@waverley.gov.uk
planningpolicy@westberks.gov.uk
policyandplans@wokingham.gov.uk
clerk@bentleyparishcouncil.co.uk
clerk.bramshill@btconnect.com
clerk@churchcrookham.org.uk
deputyclerk@churchcrookham.org.uk
clerk@crondall-pc.gov.uk
clerk@crookhamvillage-pc.org.uk
admin@crookhamvillage.org.uk
clerk@crowthornepc.org.uk
clerk@elvethamheath.org.uk
eversley.clerk@virginmedia.com
dressors@btopenworld.com
clerk@ewshotpc.com
info@farnham.gov.uk
ginny.gordon@farnham.gov.uk
clerk@finchampstead-pc.gov.uk
clerk@fleettowncouncil.org.uk
clerk@fleet-tc.gov.uk
gwhite@simmonsandsons.com
imarcher@lineone.net
parishclerk@greywell.info
tony@tbaldy.plus.com
clerk@hartleywintney.org.uk
stephenalexander46@googlemail.com
clerk@hook.gov.uk
christine.randall@hook.gov.uk
longsuttonpc@gmail.com
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mattingley.clerk@googlemail.com
clerk.newnham@parish.hants.gov.uk
clerk@odiham.org.uk
clerk@rotherwick.org.uk
stc@sandhurst.gov.uk
trapaud@clara.co.uk
clerk.swparishcouncil@gmail.com
pennyjmayo@aol.com
clerk@stratfieldturgis.org.uk
clerk@swallowfieldpc.gov.uk
uptongreypc@btinternet.com
winchfieldparishclerk@outlook.com
office@yateley-tc.gov.uk
admwgfodenr@odiham.raf.mod.uk
blackwatertc@btconnect.com
enquiries@blackwaterandhawleytowncouncil.gov.uk
dk.fuller2012@gmail.com

sales@nattahomes.co.uk
sales@northhantstyres.com
info@basingstoke-canal.co.uk
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Responses to Pre Submission Consultation (in order of receipt)

Consultee

Response

Submission Plan consideration

Drop In
Resident A

Dark Skies. DNP 11
5.48 This paragraph mentions a source of light in the South of the Parish at the Four
Seasons Hotel and the grid sub-station off Rye Common Lane.
The need for lighting at night at the Hotel is understood but care should be taken to
minimise this by using ‘soft’ lighting and avoid unacceptable multification of lighting
systems over time. (name and address)
Amazing work – well done – Thank you for all you have done to help save our important
green spaces.
We have no problem with this document at all as all our previous comments have been
included – thank you (two names)
This is an amazing document – well done.
The dedication of the Steering Group “and perseverance in gathering all of the information
is much appreciated. Hopefully your work in producing this plan will be beneficial to the
Parish for many years to come. (name and date)
Thank you very much for all of the work involved with the plan (name)

Sentence added to this paragraph that
reflects these local concerns.

Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Development Plan Pre-submission REG 14
Consultation
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated and received by Natural England on 7 th
November 2018. Natural England is a statutory consultee in neighbourhood planning and
must be consulted on draft neighbourhood development plans by the Parish/Town Councils
or Neighbourhood Forums where they consider our interests would be affected by the
proposals made.

No response needed

Drop in
Resident B

Drop in
Resident C

Drop in
Resident D
Natural
England
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No response needed

No response needed

No response needed

Natural England does not have any specific comments on this neighbourhood plan.

No response needed

If you disagree with our assessment of this proposal as low risk, or should the proposal be
amended in a way which significantly affects its impact on the natural environment, then in
accordance with Section 4 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006,
please consult Natural
England again.

No response needed

Hartley
Wintney
Parish
Council

Please see below our response to the Dogmersfield regulation 14 Neighbourhood Plan
consultation:

No response needed

Highways
England

Thank you for inviting Highways England to comment on the Dogmersfield Neighbourhood
Plan Regulation 14 Consultation.

Dogmersfield Parish Council’s pre-submission regulation 14 Neighbourhood Plan provides
a good framework for meeting residents’ aspirations regarding appropriate housing,
supporting the rural economy, preserving rural characteristics and maintaining the open
landscape views.

No response needed

Highways England has been appointed by the Secretary of State for Transport as strategic
highway company under the provisions of the Infrastructure Act 2015 and is the highway
authority, traffic authority and street authority for the strategic road network (SRN). The
SRN is a critical national asset and as such Highways England works to ensure that it
operates and is managed in the public interest, both in respect of current activities and
needs as well as in providing effective stewardship of its long-term operation and integrity.
We will therefore be concerned with proposals that have the potential to impact the safe and
efficient operation of the SRN, in this case M3 and in particular its impact at M3 Junction 5.

Resident E

We have reviewed the consultation and have no comments.

No response needed

I hope the above information has been useful, please do not hesitate to contact me if you
have any queries.

No response needed

RESPONSE TO DOGMERSFIELD PARISH PLAN
PRE-SUBMISSION PLAN V1.0 – NOVEMBER 2018
Comments from (name redacted) (Resident)
Foreword:

No response needed
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No response needed

Whilst the statement “recognised village settlement comprises just over 50 dwellings” this
implies that the village is somewhat small when elsewhere the “118 dwellings” total is
mentioned. I think my addition in red “out of a total of 118 dwellings”.would address this.
The statement in relation to the two garages and “employment opportunities … taken up
by workers from outside the parish” is incorrect and requires remedying. The garage
known as J&J Motors is owned by a resident who employs family and two adjacent
properties are lived in by him and his relatives.
Mention is made of the SG using “only available grant funding” – I was under the
impression that two years ago residents had been asked to support a rise in the precept to
cover the anticipated costs of producing the NP.
Page 9 – 1.4
Recent guidance in relation to “sustainable development” has criticised the guidelines
criteria used by Councils. Rural Exception Sites are promoted and the suggestion made
that a Local Housing Needs Assessment be undertaken. I recall that the Parish Council
undertook such an assessment some years ago but I cannot recall the outcome in terms of
“need”.

Page 9 – 1.6
“simple majority” – could this be expanded e.g. % of residents or numbers of respondents.
Page 19 – 2.28
“Increasing the number of houses within the settlement by 20%....”. Is this statement
correct? I was under the impression that all the new developments over the “period of a
few years” had been built outside the settlement area.
The statement “ unsustainable consequences” should be deleted unless it can be
evidenced as this is a subjective statement.
Page 21 – 3.6
I am extremely disappointed that this paragraph leaves it to the HLP to deliver on
affordable and entry level housing. Again, if a Local Housing Needs Assessment were
undertaken to support the NP then a RES could have been included were the LHNA to
evidence such need.

Dogmersfield Parish Neighbourhood Plan – Consultation Statement v1.0 January 2019

Paragraph amended as suggested

Paragraph amended to ensure accuracy.

Paragraph amended to ensure accuracy

At an early stage in the development of
the neighbourhood plan it became clear
that Hart would not be allocating any
housing to Dogmersfield. Consequently
our Plan is a design based document
that does not set out to contribute
towards the housing needs of the
emerging Local Plan.
Paragraph amended as suggested by
Hart District Council
Paragraph amended to ensure accuracy

At an early stage in the development of
the neighbourhood plan it became clear
that Hart would not be allocating any
housing to Dogmersfield. Consequently
our Plan is a design based document
that does not set out to contribute

Page 22 – 4.4
Please alter the statement “every two months” and replace with “on a regular basis” as
the two months is incorrect as per the website.
Page 27 – Spatial Policy
Please add to “within the settlement boundary” “where achievable”. Not all landowners
with land within the settlement boundary will wish to release it for development.
Page 28 – 5.10
What a cheek!! Again the view that these commercial sites are a “discordant element” is a
SUBJECTIVE view. As mentioned previously one of the premises is staffed by the owner
and his family and two of the adjacent dwellings are homes to these families.
Page 38 – DNP9 Footpaths
Fully support this policy.
Page 40 – DNP11 Dark Skies
Fully support this policy.
Page 41 DNP12 Transport and car parking
There has never been “public transport” through the village so why put in “use of public
transport” in first paragraph.
Page 5.51
“no bus service currently” – again why put this in – even new developments of hundreds of
houses cannot sustain “a bus service”.
Page 43 DNP14 Connecting the Parish
Fully support this policy.
Page 45 DNP15 Sustainable Drainage
Fully support this policy.
Page 47 Infrastructure Projects
IP5 - “Bus service providers” – this is total pie in the sky and not achievable.
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towards the housing needs of the
emerging Local Plan.
Paragraph amended to ensure accuracy

No changes made. Landowners have no
obligation, under the Policy wording, to
release their land for development.
This statement is drawn from the
Dogmersfield Conservation Area
Appraisal document. Paragraph
amended to better identify source of
remark.
No response needed
No response needed
In the context of the policy ‘public
transport’ is not limited to the village.
Statement of fact. Availability of a bus
service is not dependent on new
developments.
No response needed
No response needed
This is a legitimate objective as
community buses are operating in
adjacent Parishes.

I again congratulate the Steering Group on its efforts to produce this plan.
Simons and
Sons

On behalf of the Fisk Family Trust, land owners in the village of Dogmersfield please find
attached a letter and associated plan with regards to our submission for the Neighbourhood
Plan.
If you need any further information please get in contact.
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No response needed
The neighbourhood plan is not
allocating sites and no response is
needed.

Hart District
Council

Please find attached comments from Hart District Council on the Dogmersfield
Neighbourhood Plan Pre-Submission version.
Please do not hesitate to contact us if you would like to discuss these and any other
comments that you receive whilst preparing your Submission Plan.
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No response needed

No response needed

General

Glossary and
general housing
comments

General

Flooding, Section
2.17, page 16

The glossary refers to affordable housing, but the document does not appear to mention affordable housing.
There is no reference to whether any need for affordable
housing was identified through the consultation. Was this
something that was asked?
The NP recognises that part of the plan area is within
Flood Zones 2 and 3 of the River Hart. However, the map
shown in the NP is not the Flood Map for planning (which
shows the
Flood Zones) but the Flood Risk from rivers or sea. This is
a different flood model and it is not used in planning. The
map that should be used in this plan can be obtained from
this link: https://flood-map-for-planning.service.gov.uk/
To compliment the map showing river flooding issues, the
parish may also want to include a map showing the surface water flooding issues in the area. This can be obtained from
https://flood-warning-information.service.gov.uk/longtermflood-risk/map
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Affordable housing is covered in
paragraph 3.6.

Correct map substituted. As Flood Risk
map is very similar to Flood Map for
Planning inclusion of both will add little
value.

Para 1.6

Para 2.4

Reference to
the Hart settlement hierarchy.

Para 2.20

Reference to
windfall as an
allocation.

Para 2.21

General
wording

Para 2.27

General housing
comments

The Council is pleased the NP has recognised flood risk
issues and have tried to address these in the policies. A
few suggestions are made under Policies DNP15 and
DNP16 to make these more robust.
Make clear it is a majority of those who vote:
‘If a simple majority of those who vote ..”
Typo line 4 “then is it becomes...”
The Settlement Hierarchy is proposed to be removed from
the Submitted Local Plan (Modification 5). Therefore, the
text should be replaced with
”...both Dogmersfield and Crookham Village are regarded
as main villages. However, this analysis greatly overstates Dogmersfield’s size and facilities ...”
The Neighbourhood Plan consultation found that the
preservation of the rural nature of the Parish is a major
priority for residents and this could be more clearly reflected in Section 2.
The wording should be made clearer that `windfall` development is not an allocation but unidentified housing arising from unforeseen sources and this could include capacity within Dogmersfield as well as other parts of Hart.
It should not be assumed that all development will have
an adverse effect – suggest adding in ‘has the potential
for adverse...’
The housing schemes identified in para 2.27 are all under
11 units so will not provide any affordable homes. The NP
states that it wishes to limit any new sites to 5 units max,
therefore affordable housing will not be provided unless it
is designated as a Rural Exception Site.
Would the Parish be willing to include a paragraph to say
that a Rural Exception Site could be considered if a suitable site was identified and the need for affordable housing
established for people with a local connection to the Parish?
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Paragraph amended as suggested
Paragraph amended to reflect HDC
advice

Additional material added to section 4

Paragraph amended as suggested

Paragraph amended as suggested
At an early stage in the development of
the neighbourhood plan it became clear
that Hart would not be allocating any
housing to Dogmersfield. Consequently
our Plan is a design based document
that does not set out to contribute
towards the housing needs of the
emerging Local Plan.

Paras 3.3
and 3.5

Strategic
policies

The strategic policies of the development plan (and
emerging local plan) are set out on the Councils website
at https://www.hart.gov.uk/sites/default/files/4_The_Council/Policies_and_published_documents/Planning_policy/Neighbou
rhood_planning/Hart%20District%20Strategic%20Policies%20 July18.pdf

Section 3 of the plan has been updated
although it does not indicate which are
strategic policies.

Note that Saved Local Plan Policies GEN3, CON 12,
CON13, CON22, RUR2, RUR20 and RUR22 will be
superceded by policies in the Hart Local Plan: Strategy
and Sites 2016-2032
upon its adoption.

Para 5.3

Monitoring

Emerging Policy NBE10 is not identified as a Strategic
Policy for the purposes of neighbourhood plans (although
it still may have some relevance to your Plan).
Whilst the Council is required to produce an annual report
setting out the details of any `made` neighbourhood development plans, there is no statutory requirement for
HDC to monitor the implementation of policies within
them.
Suggest this text is amended – as with e.g. Winchfield NP
(page 5) to clarify that the Parish Council as the NDP responsible body will be responsible for maintaining and periodically revisiting the Plan to ensure relevance and to
monitor delivery.

Dogmersfield Parish Neighbourhood Plan – Consultation Statement v1.0 January 2019

Paragraph amended as suggested

Policy
DNP1

Spatial Policy
for
the Parish

This Policy as currently written is overcomplicated and in
some places repetitive and could be improved by further
simplification. Its focus should be on the spatial approach,
with some of the detail covered by other NP policies.

The plan follows the level of detail
given, in the NPPF, the Hart Local Plan,
Hart District Council saved policy and
adopted local Neighbourhood Plans.

In para 1, criteria could be introduced after ‘Development
proposals will be supported which:..’ to relate to:
1 reflect the character ... etc
2 protect the historic … etc

Introducing further criteria could fail, by
an excess of detail or by omission, to
cater properly for particular individual
applications as some (and sufficient)
criteria already appear in the DNP 1 text

Add `in sustainable locations` after `redevelopment of
brownfield sites`.

Policy amended as suggested.

Is para 2 needed as any proposals outside the settlement
boundary will be considered against all policies in the
Plan as a matter of course?
The last sentence of paras two and penultimate sentence
of para three could be stated once towards the end of the
Policy – ‘Development proposals outside the settlement
boundaries…’.

Policy DNP1 has been structured to deal
in its opening paragraphs with the three
contrasting scenarios within the Parish
Deletion or merger would reduce this
clarity.

Generally, though, a complete embargo on the
redevelopment of residential garden land is not consistent
with policies in the NPPF 2018 [paragraph 70] though it is
closer aligned with NPPF 2012, para 48 which states that
windfall sites should not include residential gardens] –
considerations of such proposals should be subject to criteria to demonstrate whether or not they are acceptable.
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NPPF 2018 sets out the position on
residential gardens, either directly or
indirectly, in various paragraphs and this
policy is consistent with this. The policy
has been amended to incorporate text
taken from NPPF 2018 paragraph 70

Is the last sentence of para 3 needed as all policies will
automatically apply?

See above

The 4th para could be added to the list of criteria suggested in para 1 above.

See above

The justification for the limit of five houses is not clear –
did this arise out of the public consultation or other evidence?

As set out in the Consultation
Statement the five house limit on
development was included in the draft
Vision and Objectives, which was fully
endorsed by residents.

The final para might be better worded to say ‘Development proposals will not be supported where they fail to
...’
A reference to statutory listed buildings and non-designated heritage assets should be added to the 3rd sentence.
To give better consistency with the NPPF 2018, it would
be helpful to add text on the desirability for new development to add to local distinctiveness.

The policy is considered generally consistent with the
NPPF and Submitted Local Plan Policy SS1 and NBE2
and reflects Saved policies GEN1 and RUR2 (though
RUR2 will be superceded upon adoption of the Submitted
Local Plan).
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DNP 1 has been redrafted

Policy
DNP2

Design in
Dogmersfield
Conservation
Area

There is some repetition between the first and second
paragraphs.

Policy uses similar phraseology but
applied to different events.

The 3rd para suggest rewording to ‘Development proposals will be supported where the design reflects: ...’

Policy amended as suggested

Also need to look at the tense/start of bullet points for
sense.

Policy
DNP3

Policy
DNP4

Design in the
Setting of the
Conservation
Areas

Local Views

Bullets adjusted

It is unclear what is meant by the requirement for separate proposals for each individual dwelling to be submitted?

Requirement withdrawn

It would be helpful for additional information to be provided on why linear forms of development must be adhered to.

Preservation of the one-sided linear
development is line with NPPF 2018 and
the policy has been amended. Linear
development is highlighted in the
Dogmersfield Conservation Area
Character Appraisal

The first paragraph could be simplified to read: “Development proposals will only be supported if they do not obstruct ...’

Policy amended as suggested including
improved identification of views.

Bullets simplified
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The bullet points could be simplified by deleting the number of views as these are already shown on the Policies
map.

Is there evidence justifying these views (photographs?) –
are they all from the conservation area appraisals?

Policy
DNP 5
Policy
DNP 6
Policy
DNP 7

Dogmersfield
Park
Landscape

Policy
DNP 8

Trees and
Hedgerows

Biodiversity

The 1st para after the bullets essentially repeats the 1st
para and could be deleted.
No comments.

Additional evidence in the form of
photographs added as annex to policies
maps.

No response needed

The policy is consistent with Submitted Local Plan Policy
NBE3.
It would be helpful to refer to the hierarchy of international, national and locally designated sites and the commensurate levels of protection given to them.
The last paragraph could be reworded more positively:
“Development will be supported which demonstrates that
any potential impacts upon priority species and habitats
have been fully assessed and mitigated and where possible delivers a net gain in biodiversity.”

No response needed

Trees and hedgerows can be indirectly affected by development as well as a direct loss. This could be added to
the policy to improve its consistency with Saved Policy
CON8.

This statement has been added to
paragraph 5.41
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DNP 7 amended as suggested by HDC
and also discussed with HCC

Policy
DNP9

Footpaths

Policy
DNP10

Local Green
Spaces

The 1st paragraph of this Policy is not written as planning
policy that could be used in the determination of planning
applications and should be moved into the supporting
text.
The NPPF identifies that this designation will not be appropriate for most green areas or open space, suggesting
it is applicable only in limited cases.

Policy and supporting paragraphs
amended as suggested.

The NPPF contains three criteria against which sites
should be assessed. It is not clear how these sites have
been shortlisted against the NPPF criteria and what evidence has been used to support their designation?

When justifying the local green spaces, you will need to
have regard to advice in the NPPF (2012 if submitting before 24 January), or 2018 NPPF if submitting to us afterwards. There is also guidance in the NPPG at
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/open-space-sports-andrecreationfacilities-public-rights-of-way-and-local-greenspace# Local-Green-Space-designation.
Evidence will need to be provided that an assessment has
been undertaken for these sites against the NPPF criteria
to ensure they have had regard to national policy.
If you have not already done so you will need to make
sure all landowners of the proposed local green spaces
have been notified at this draft plan stage.

It would also be helpful to include larger scale plans of
each of these proposed designations.
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Details added of assessment against
NPPF criteria added as appendix B

There is no registered landowner for
Pilcot Green North or Pilcot Green
South.
Larger scale maps have been added

Policy
DNP11

Dark Skies

The first part of the policy is contradictory in that it talks
about ‘all development proposals’ and ‘significant planning applications’ and ‘such schemes`.

Policy amended as recommended
below to address concern highlighted
by these comments

The provision of artificial lighting is a balance between
amenity, the environment and public safety and this could
be acknowledged in the supporting text.

Paragraph amended as suggested

The requirement for energy-efficient forms of lighting
would be difficult to require and enforce in relation to planning applications.

Noted

It would be worth looking at the Examiners comments on
the Winchfield Lighting policy and the wording of the final
policy in that plan.

Policy
DNP12
Policy
DNP13

Transport and
Car
Parking
Community
Facilities

The policy is consistent with NPPF and Policy NBE12 in
the Submitted Local Plan.
No comments.

Suggest clarify ‘established use’ – is this the loss of community use? The change from one community use to another, for example, is unlikely to be controlled through a
planning application.
The third paragraph is slightly contradictory to the first as
it does not mention viability.
Submitted Local Plan Policy I6 is more restrictive in considering proposals for losses of community facilities. It
only supports a loss where an equivalent replacement facility is provided or where it is no longer required, viable or
no alternative community use.
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Policy amended to be consistent
No response needed
Policy has been amended to align
closely with Policy 15 in the Submission
version of the Hart Local Plan.

Policy
DNP14
Policy
DNP15

Connecting
the
Parish
Sustainable
Drainage

Policy for the loss of a community use is split between 1st
and 3rd para of the policy. Suggest the 2nd sentence in
para 1 is moved into the 3rd para.
No comments.

No response needed

HDC is pleased to see a policy encouraging the use of
multi benefits Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) and
understand that this policy is intended to compliment the
Local Plan
Flood Risk Policy. This will help to ensure that surface
water mitigation is provided with new development.
The parish may want to also consider adding to this policy
a section that discourages built development in areas
known to flood from any source. For the most part, most
of the Dogmersfield area is a very low risk of flooding from
any source, so development could be accommodated in a
low risk area without the need to expose site users to
flood risk.

Policy
DNP16

Utilities
Infrastructure

Policy DNP15 seeks SuDs for all development proposals
whereas Policy NBE6 in the Submitted Local Plan seeks it
in major developments where appropriate and encourages it on minor developments.
HDC is pleased to see a policy looking at the foul sewers
in Dogmersfield and encouraging a consideration of the
capacity of the sewer before new connections are made.
Given that many of the flooding problems are related to
surface water drainage being connected into the foul
sewer, we would recommend that this policy is expanded
to include:
 Encouraging developments that remove or reduce existing misconnections from the foul
sewer.
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Policy amended as suggested

Covered by amendments responding to
Thames Water comments



Policies
Inset Map

Thames
Water

and making it clear that developments that
provide new surface water connections into
the foul sewer are unlikely to be supported
Minor typo in legend under Settlement Boundary DNP1
Spaetial Plan for parish.

Please find our response to the above attached on behalf of Thames Water.

Amended to remove typo

No response needed

Thank you for allowing Thames Water Utilities Ltd (Thames Water) to comment on the
above.
As you will be aware, Thames Water are the statutory sewerage undertaker for the Hart
District and are hence a “specific consultation body” in accordance with the Town &
Country Planning (Local Planning) Regulations 2012. Thames Water are not the statutory
water undertaker for the area, South Eastern Water is.
Policy DNP15: Sustainable Drainage

No response needed

The National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) states that a sequential approach should
be used by local planning authorities in areas known to be at risk from forms of flooding
other than from river and sea, which includes "Flooding from Sewers".
When reviewing development and flood risk it is important to recognise that water and/or
sewerage infrastructure may be required to be developed in flood risk areas. By their very
nature water and sewage treatment works are located close or adjacent to rivers (to
abstract water for treatment and supply or to discharge treated effluent). It is likely that
these existing works will need to be upgraded or extended to provide the increase in
treatment capacity required to service new development. Flood risk sustainability objectives
should therefore accept that water and sewerage infrastructure development may be
necessary in flood risk areas.
Flood risk sustainability objectives should also make reference to ‘sewer flooding’ and an
acceptance that flooding can occur away from the flood plain as a result of development
where off site sewerage infrastructure and capacity is not in place ahead of development.
With regard to surface water drainage it is the responsibility of the developer to make proper
provision for drainage to ground, watercourses or surface water sewer. It is important to
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Noted and covered against other
comments

reduce the quantity of surface water entering the sewerage system in order to maximise the
capacity for foul sewage to reduce the risk of sewer flooding.
Limiting the opportunity for surface water entering the foul and combined sewer networks is
of critical importance to Thames Water. Thames Water have advocated an approach to
SuDS that limits as far as possible the volume of and rate at which surface water enters the
public sewer system. By doing this, SuDS have the potential to play an important role in
helping to ensure the sewerage network has the capacity to cater for population growth and
the effects of climate change.

Agreed no response needed

SuDS not only help to mitigate flooding, they can also help to:







improve water quality
provide opportunities for water efficiency
provide enhanced landscape and visual features
support wildlife
and provide amenity and recreational benefits.

With regard to surface water drainage, Thames Water request that the following paragraph
should be included in the Neighbourhood Plan: “It is the responsibility of a developer to
make proper provision for surface water drainage to ground, water courses or
surface water sewer. It must not be allowed to drain to the foul sewer, as this is the
major contributor to sewer flooding.”

Suggested two sentences added to
paragraph 5.64

Policy DNP16: Utilities Infrastructure

Paragraph 5.67 amended to explain
state of current infrastructure.

Thames Water support Policy DNP16 in principle, but have the following additional
comments and suggested text to support Policy DNP16. We also consider that paragraph
5.65 should be re-worded in line with comments below as it is not very helpful just to state
that “the utility infrastructure is inadequate”.
Thames Water seeks to co-operate and maintain a good working relationship with local
planning authorities in its area and to provide the support they need with regards to the
provision of sewerage/wastewater treatment [and water supply] infrastructure.
Wastewater [and water supply] infrastructure is essential to any development. Failure to
ensure that any required upgrades to the infrastructure network are delivered alongside
development could result in adverse impacts in the form of internal and external sewer
flooding and pollution of land and water courses and/or low water pressure.
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Noted and agreed but no response
needed

A key sustainability objective for the preparation of Local Plans and Neighbourhood Plans
should be for new development to be co-ordinated with the infrastructure it demands and to
take into account the capacity of existing infrastructure. Paragraph 20 of the revised
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), July 2018, states: “Strategic policies should
set out an overall strategy for the pattern, scale and quality of development, and make
sufficient provision for… infrastructure for waste management, water supply, wastewater…”
Paragraph 28 relates to non-strategic policies and states: “Non-strategic policies should be
used by local planning authorities and communities to set out more detailed policies for
specific areas, neighbourhoods or types of development. This can include allocating sites,
the provision of infrastructure…”

Covered in the amendments made to
DNP 16.

Paragraph 26 of the revised NPPF goes on to state: “Effective and on-going joint working
between strategic policy-making authorities and relevant bodies is integral to the production
of a positively prepared and justified strategy. In particular, joint working should help to
determine where additional infrastructure is necessary….”
The web based National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) includes a section on ‘water
supply, wastewater and water quality’ and sets out that Local Plans should be the focus for
ensuring that investment plans of water and sewerage/wastewater companies align with
development needs. The introduction to this section also sets out that “Adequate water and
wastewater infrastructure is needed to support sustainable development” (Paragraph: 001,
Reference ID: 34-001-20140306).
It is important to consider the net increase in wastewater [and water supply] demand to
serve the development and also any impact that developments may have off site, further
down the network. The Neighbourhood Plan should therefore seek to ensure that there is
adequate wastewater [and water supply] infrastructure to serve all new developments.
Thames Water will work with developers and local authorities to ensure that any necessary
infrastructure reinforcement is delivered ahead of the occupation of development. Where
there are infrastructure constraints, it is important not to under estimate the time required to
deliver necessary infrastructure. For example: local network upgrades take around 18
months and Sewage Treatment & Water Treatment Works upgrades can take 3-5 years.
The provision of water treatment (both wastewater treatment and water supply) is met by
Thames Water’s asset plans and from the 1st April 2018 network improvements will be from
infrastructure charges per new dwelling
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Covered in the amendments made to
DNP 16.

From 1st April 2018, the way Thames Water and all other water and wastewater companies
charge for new connections has changed. The economic regulator Ofwat has published
new rules, which set out that charges should reflect:





Noted no response needed

fairness and affordability
environmental protection
stability and predictability
transparency and customer-focused service

The changes mean that more of Thames Water’s charges will be fixed and published, rather
than provided on application, enabling you to estimate your costs without needing to contact
us. The services affected include new water connections, lateral drain connections, water
mains and sewers (requisitions), traffic management costs, income offsetting and
infrastructure charges.
Thames Water published their new charges on 1 February 2018. Please see their website
for further information: https://www.thameswater.co.uk/-/media/Site-Content/ThamesWater/Help-and-Advice/Helpful-literature/Accord1/Tariff-changes-Feb-2018/InfrastructureCharges-Schedule-2018-19.pdf
Thames Water therefore recommends that developers engage with them at the earliest
opportunity (in line with paragraph 26 of the revised NPPF) to establish the following:




Paragraph added to DNP16 that
explains this requirement

The developments demand for Sewage/Wastewater Treatment and network infrastructure both on and off site and can it be met; and
The surface water drainage requirements and flood risk of the development both on
and off site and can it be met.
The developments demand for water supply and network infrastructure both on and
off site.

Thames Water offer a free Pre-Planning service which confirms if capacity exists to serve
the development or if upgrades are required for potable water, waste water and surface
water requirements. Details on Thames Water’s free pre planning service are available at:
https://www.thameswater.co.uk/preplanning
In light of the above comments and Government guidance we consider that the
Neighbourhood Plan should include a specific reference to the key issue of the provision of
water and sewerage/wastewater infrastructure to service development proposed in a policy.
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Covered in the amendments made to
DNP 16.

This is necessary because it will not be possible to identify all of the water/sewerage
infrastructure required over the plan period due to the way water companies are regulated
and plan in 5 year periods (Asset Management Plans or AMPs). We recommend the
Neighbourhood Pan include the following policy/supporting text:
PROPOSED NEW WATER/WASTEWATER INFRASTRUCTURE TEXT
“Where appropriate, planning permission for developments which result in the need
for off-site upgrades, will be subject to conditions to ensure the occupation is aligned
with the delivery of necessary infrastructure upgrades.”
“The Local Planning Authority will seek to ensure that there is adequate water and
wastewater infrastructure to serve all new developments. Developers are encouraged
to contact the water/waste water company as early as possible to discuss their
development proposals and intended delivery programme to assist with identifying
any potential water and wastewater network reinforcement requirements. Where
there is a capacity constraint the Local Planning Authority will, where appropriate,
apply phasing conditions to any approval to ensure that any necessary infrastructure
upgrades are delivered ahead of the occupation of the relevant phase of
development.”

Bell Cornwell

The suggested text (in bold) is relevant
at the HLP level. No response needed

We trust the above is satisfactory, but please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any
queries

No response needed

Please find attached representations to the Regulation 14 pre submission consultation for
the Dogmersfield Parish Neighbourhood Plan on behalf of Andrew Hillyer.

No response needed

No response needed

Response to the Regulation 14 Pre-submission Consultation on the Dogmersfield
Neighbourhood Development Plan for Land on Church Lane
Introduction
This response is made to set out our objection to and general observations in respect
of the Neighbourhood Plan. Our response is structured in the following way:
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No response needed

• Information about our client’s site at land at Church Lane
• Context of the Development Plan
• Development Strategy of the draft Neighbourhood Plan
Site on Church Lane

No response needed – factual
statement

We are instructed by our client, Andrew Hillyer, to make representations on the
Regulation 14 pre-submission consultation of the Dogmersfield Parish Neighbourhood
Plan. Our client’s site lies within the main parish settlement of Dogmersfield Village, on
the north-west side of Church Lane. See Appendix A for an outline of the site
boundary.
The site is adjacent, and to the south-west of, three recently completed dwellings that
were granted planning permission in 2016 under reference 15/02401/FUL. The site has
a broadly rectangular shape, with a north-west to south-east orientation. It should be
noted that the site was part of a field that was split into three plots some 33 years ago.
The other two thirds now contain the three new builds, so the site is part of the
original, partially developed, field.
Although the site is currently vacant greenfield land that falls outside of the designated
Settlement Boundary, it offers good potential for a small number of homes that would
be in keeping with the character of the area.
Development Plan Context
By way of context, the Hart District Development Plan comprises the following
Development Plan Documents:
• Hart Local Plan 1996 - 2006 (Saved Policies)
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There is no requirement to review the
settlement boundary as this has been
undertaken by Hart District Council.

• Hampshire Minerals and Waste Plan 2013
The Draft Hart Local Plan 2016-2032 was submitted for examination in June 2018 and
is therefore well-advanced. Policy SS1 of the draft Local Plan sets out that new homes
will be provided by (amongst other points):
• supporting the delivery of new homes through Neighbourhood Plans; and
• permitting rural exception sites located outside of defined Settlement Policy
boundaries in accordance with Policy H3, and other housing where it is essential for
the proposal to be located in the countryside in accordance with Policy NBE1.
As such, there is a well-progressed strategic policy that encourages Neighbourhood
Plans to make a positive contribution towards the delivery of housing. It also offers
scope for greenfield sites to be developed for housing.
Paragraph 103 of the draft Local Plan states that Policy SS1 identifies that one source
of new homes will be from within settlement boundaries and that settlement policy
boundaries will be reviewed through a future Development Plan Document. However,
we believe that the failure to review the existing settlement boundaries as part of the
Local Plan review is not justified.
Nonetheless, we believe that this therefore places an onus on Neighbourhood Forums
or Parish Councils preparing a Neighbourhood Plan to review any settlement
boundaries within the designated Neighbourhood Area in order to support spatial
policies.
Development Strategy of the Draft Neighbourhood Plan
The Neighbourhood Plan must clarify how it will take into account the emerging Local
Plan, and the housing needs within it.
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At an early stage in the development of
the neighbourhood plan it became clear
that Hart would not be allocating any
housing to Dogmersfield. Consequently

Spatial Policy for the Parish
We are concerned that the development strategy for the Neighbourhood Plan is now
out of step with the emerging Hart Local Plan and that it does not sufficiently grapple
with the need to make deliverable allocations. The Neighbourhood Plan should be
future-proofed to ensure that it is not rendered out of date quickly.
Paragraph 29 of the NPPF states that Neighbourhood plans can shape, direct and help
to deliver sustainable development, by influencing local planning decisions as part of
the statutory Development Plan. Neighbourhood Plans should not promote less
development than set out in the strategic policies for the area, or undermine those
strategic policies. Footnote 16 of the NPPF states that Neighbourhood Plans must be in
general conformity with the strategic policies contained in any development plan that
covers their area.
The Neighbourhood Plan sets out in Policy DNP1, as part of its spatial strategy for the
Parish, that in ‘respect of development proposals relating to land outside the
Settlement Boundary but within the boundaries of the Conservation Areas, the criteria
set out above in this policy DNP1 together with policies DNP2 and DNP3 on
conservation and all other relevant policies in this plan will be applied’ and that ‘any
such proposals which relate to greenfield land or residential garden land will be
resisted’.
Policy DNP1 also sets out that development proposals on greenfield land or residential
garden land, within the countryside and outside the boundaries of the Conservation
Areas, that aren’t appropriate facilities for rural enterprise, agriculture, forestry, or
leisure will be resisted. Development proposals within the said areas must comply with
the design and other policy requirements of this Neighbourhood Plan
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our Plan is a design based document
that does not set out to contribute
towards the housing needs of the
emerging Local Plan.
At an early stage in the development of
the neighbourhood plan it became clear
that Hart would not be allocating any
housing to Dogmersfield. Consequently
our Plan is a design based document
that does not set out to contribute
towards the housing needs of the
emerging Local Plan.

None needed statement of fact

No response needed

The fact that the Neighbourhood Plan does not seek to make allocations for
development is a wasted opportunity and could cause issues in meeting the basic
conditions at the Regulation 16 stage. Making some small-scale and appropriate
development allocations would not only help to plan more positively for the future of
the community, but would also help to deliver the Neighbourhood Plan.
Part (d) of the draft Hart Local Plan Policy SS1 supports the delivery of new homes
through Neighbourhood Plans. By way of example, the Odiham and North
Warnborough Neighbourhood Plans have taken a positive approach and allocated sites
that help contribute to the overall housing supply of Hart District, with a total of 111
homes.

At an early stage in the development of
the neighbourhood plan it became clear
that Hart would not be allocating any
housing to Dogmersfield. Consequently
our Plan is a design based document
that does not set out to contribute
towards the housing needs of the
emerging Local Plan.

Part (e) of the draft Hart Local Plan Policy SS1 sets out that permitting rural exception
sites located outside of defined Settlement Policy boundaries in accordance with Policy
H3, and other housing where it is essential for the proposal to be located in the
countryside in accordance with Policy NBE1. The draft Neighbourhood Plan fails to
acknowledge this policy in Policy DNP1. As such, the policy is more restrictive for the
delivery of housing than the existing policy and therefore does not conform with
paragraph 29 of the NPPF.
Settlement Boundary
Paragraph 5.9 states that ‘any amendment to the existing settlement boundary is likely
to be damaging to the DCA and is unlikely to gain sufficient support from residents at
referendum’ and that ‘consequently, promoting settlement boundary changes through
the DNP is not considered a realistic proposition’. The paragraph goes on to state that
‘HDC have indicated that they will review the settlement boundary in Part 2 of the
Draft HLP’ and that ‘DPC has requested for full participation in any review.’
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There is no requirement to review the
settlement boundary as this has been
undertaken by Hart District Council.

Our view is firmly that the draft Hart Local Plan should have been used as the
opportunity to review the settlement boundaries of the District holistically. In terms of
the tests of soundness, it is not justified to leave this to a future Development Plan
Document – for which there is no timeframe. Not reviewing them at this stage
unreasonably restricts new development within the rural areas and will lead to local
needs not being met.
Nonetheless, this does not exempt the DNP from needing to carry out a settlement
boundary review. To simply state that any amendments to the settlement boundary is
likely to be damaging to the Dogmersfield Conservation Area without any evidence to
back up this claim is unjustified.
As such Policy DNP1 is considered flawed as it overly restrictive and not all realistic
spatial options have been considered for the delivery of housing within the
Neighbourhood Area. This is a wasted opportunity which the DNP should have sought
to grapple with. If the responsibility for the settlement boundary review is left to Hart
DC, this could lead to future changes being imposed which mean that the DNP is out of
date.
Design in the Setting of the Conservation Areas
Policy DNP3 sets out that development proposals that would affect the setting of the
Dogmersfield Conservation Area will only be supported where they are accompanied
by information assessing the contribution of the land to its setting, including its
enjoyment, and can demonstrate that proposals have been designed to protect,
conserve and enhance its character or appearance. It goes on to state that ‘all
proposals must maintain the one-sided linear development within the Conservation
Areas’.
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There is no requirement to review the
settlement boundary as this has been
undertaken by Hart District Council.

We consider this to be an overly stringent approach that is not supported by any
published evidence. The Hart District Council Conservation Area Character Appraisal
and Management
Proposals for Dogmersfield (2012) does not make any reference to one-sided linear
development. Furthermore, throughout Dogmersfield there are numerous examples of
two-sided development, including:
• Five dwellings on the north-east side of Chatter Alley;
• Dwellings opposite each other on the western end of Pilcot Road;
• Three new dwellings on Church Lane (adjacent to our client’s site); and

Bell Cornwell accept that “much of
Dogmersfield village comprises onesided linear development”. Their
quoted exceptions amount to a handful
of houses, of which only three recently
completed houses of the north west of
Church Lane look directly across the
lane to opposite houses.

• Two dwellings on Church Lane towards the south-west of Dogmersfield.
Although much of Dogmersfield village comprises one-sided linear development, it is
not considered accurate to describe this as being the only aspect of the character of
the settlement. As such, this part of the policy is considered to be unjustified, overly
restrictive and unnecessary and therefore should be removed from the text.
Allocation of Land on Church Lane for Housing
As mentioned previously, although out client’s site is currently vacant greenfield land
that falls outside of the designated Settlement Boundary, it offers good potential for a
small number of homes that would be in keeping with the character of the area.
Policy DNP4 sets out that proposals for the development of land will only be supported
if they do not obstruct or detract from views into and within the Conservation Areas
and their settings, and the other important views listed in the policy.
Although Policy DNP4 (Local Views) includes a view north west from Church Lane that
is considered important as defines the unique character of the village, the vantage
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point is further down Church Lane than our client’s site, therefore any proposed
development on this site would not obstruct the view.
Furthermore, by allocating the site for housing, the Parish Council will have greater
control over the scale of development allowed on the site, as well as other matters
such as design and landscaping.
Summary
In summary, a Neighbourhood Plan should support the strategic development needs
set out in the Local Plan and plan positively to support local development. Making at
least one small allocation to help to address the local housing needs of Dogmersfield
would be a sensible and proactive approach to the preparation of the Neighbourhood
Plan. By not grappling with this issue at the outset, there is a strong possibility that the
Neighbourhood Plan will fail to meet the basic conditions required and therefore will
not be able to proceed to a referendum.
We hope that these comments are useful and are happy to discuss them with the
Parish Council as the work on the Neighbourhood Plan progresses.
Vortal
Properties

At an early stage in the development of
the neighbourhood plan it became clear
that Hart would not be allocating any
housing to Dogmersfield. Consequently
our Plan is a design based document
that does not set out to contribute
towards the housing needs of the
emerging Local Plan.

No response needed

Please find attached representations on the Dogmersfield Pre Submission Neighbourhood
plan in line with the deadline of Friday 21st December 2018.
Vortal Properties Ltd

DOGMERSFIELD PRE SUBMISSION NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 2016 – 2032 REPRESENTATIONS

Overall Comment
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Addressed in Basic Conditions
Statement

A section within the Neighbourhood Plan should be added to advise when the
Presumption in Favour of sustainable development is afforded in line with Paragraph 11d
and 14 of the National Planning Policy Framework.
The reason for this inclusion is that the Neighbourhood Plan does not meet the criteria of
Para 14 (b) in allocating housing and so should provide clarity on the impact of National
Planning Policy.
14. In situations where the presumption (at paragraph 11d) applies to applications
involving the provision of housing, the adverse impact of allowing development that
conflicts with the neighbourhood plan is likely to significantly and demonstrably outweigh
the benefits, provided all of the following apply:
a) the neighbourhood plan became part of the development plan two years or less before
the date on which the decision is made;
b) the neighbourhood plan contains policies and allocations to meet its identified housing
requirement;
c) the local planning authority has at least a three year supply of deliverable housing sites
(against its five year housing supply requirement, including the appropriate buffer as set
out in paragraph 73); and
d) the local planning authority’s housing delivery was at least 45% of that required over the
previous three years.
DNP1: A Spatial Policy for the Parish
The Pre-Submission Plan for Consultation November 2018 is not a positive, forward
thinking plan that addresses the need for housing, improved community facilities or
alterations to the existing settlement boundary, despite new windfall developments being
granted permission within Dogmersfield Village.
A Housing Needs survey has not been undertaken to understand the locally driven need of
the Parish, or address lack of smaller housing, affordable tenure housing stock, downsizer
dwellings or bungalows.
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At an early stage in the development of
the neighbourhood plan it became clear
that Hart would not be allocating any
housing to Dogmersfield. Consequently
our Plan is a design based document
that does not set out to contribute
towards the housing needs of the
emerging Local Plan.

The statement ‘Development proposals must respect the existing scale of the village and
must not result in a new development of more than five houses’ is not consistent with
national planning policy. The adoption of this policy would prevent;

See response to similar comment by
Hart District Council.

- Affordable housing tenure sites (not required under 10 dwellings or 1,000m2 of
development
- Rural Exception site that meets a need greater than 5 dwellings
- Paragraph 71 of NPPF - Entry Level housing sites – existing guidance is 5% of settlement,
of which Dogmersfield contains 118 dwellings, so equivalent of 6 Entry Level Homes
Requirement removed
DNP2 - Design in Dogmersfield Conservation Area & DNP3 - Design in the Setting of the
Conservation Areas
The paragraph ‘Applications must set out separate proposals for each individual
dwelling or unit applied for’ is overly onerous and not compliant with national planning
policy for development within the Conservation Area. It should therefore be removed.

DNP4 - Local Views
The Dogmersfield Conservation Area Character Areas Map (DCACAM) (and in Plan B:
Dogmersfield Conservation Area) identifies a number of ‘Important Views’ that have
been evidenced by detailed research an analysis. In the Neighbourhood Plan the ‘POLICIES
INSET MAP’ include additional views that are not in conformity with the DCACAM and are
aspirational as opposed to be correctly evidenced.
Therefore all ‘important views’ that are not included in the DCACAM should be removed
from the ‘POLICIES INSET MAP’ unless correctly evidenced. This would include the removal
of all views from Chatter Alley.
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Further evidence included as described
in response to Hart DC comment

Historic England advice is that Conservation Areas should be reviewed ideally on a 5 year
basis (Para 102). The current Conservation Area was designated in 2012 and in line with
the Emerging Local Plan and subsequent housing developments on Church Lane, is no
longer fit for purpose

Opinion

The Settlement Policy boundary is now outdated due to new development proposals at
Church Lane and should be reviewed (Para 68). The new developments at Church Lane,
also impact the locally listed views and setting of Local Views within the overall
Conservation Area.
https://content.historicengland.org.uk/content/docs/guidance/hean1-conservation-areasconsultation-draft.pdf
Before the Pre Submission Plan moves to Reg 18 further work should be undertaken on
the Conservation Area and relevance of the 2012 designation area to ‘important views’
remain valid, due to the impact of recent residential development approvals on Church
Lane.
Hampshire
County
Council

See above

No response needed
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Dogmersfield Neighbourhood
Development Plan Pre Submission Draft. Please accept this response as being that of the
Countryside Service, in relation to this application we are responding on behalf of
Hampshire County Council as Highway Authority in respect of Public Rights of Way and
Commons Registration Authority. We also manage Country Parks and Countryside Sites
throughout Hampshire including the Basingstoke Canal.

We support much of the policy and detail of the Neighbourhood Development Plan.
However, Policy DNP7 and DNP8 appear contradictory and we recommend that the policy
on trees and hedgerows (DNP8) is too broadly worded and should be amended.

DNP 8 amended as suggested

The Basingstoke Canal is, as policy DNP7 states, one of the most important aquatic SSSI’s
in England & Wales, with 87 species of water plant when it was most recently re-designated
in 1995; however, the SSSI is in decline and the overall condition of the SSSI is

Noted
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“unfavourable”. The 2016 survey of aquatic plants conducted by the Hampshire Biodiversity
Information Centre (HBIC) concluded that there continues to be the most notable declines in
the Hampshire portions of the Canal. The survey suggests this may be because with current
resources management cannot keep pace with tree growth which occurred during the years
of dereliction.
The Basingstoke Canal Conservation Management Plan 2008-2018 (and its successor the
Basingstoke Canal Conservation Management Plan – 3rd Edition 2018-2028 currently
before Natural England for Assent) highlights that the growth of trees along the banks of the
Canal is one of the most important reasons for the decline in aquatic species – causing
shading and build-up of organic matter on the canal bed, increasing aquatic plants
and nutrient levels (thus promoting dominant species reducing diversity) and reducing
submerged species with the increases turbidity from boat traffic. The Conservation
Management Plan calls for the systematic removal and reduction of trees which cause
shade – with a conservation objective of reducing direct tree shade.

DNP 8 amended to reflect the
comments in both paragraphs

The section of Canal through Dogmersfield Parish contains some heavily shaded areas
which will require extensive tree management in the future. We therefore request that policy
DNP8 should recognise that in order to conserve the Basingstoke Canal SSSI tree shade
needs to be reduced towards the CMP’s target of 10% of the canal area (currently around
35%). In order to conserve and enhance the site this will mean the removal and reduction
of trees within the Canal Conservation Area. Further suggest the wording of this policy is
amended in order ensure that properties adjoining the Canal do not plant, propagate or
maintain trees which are likely to cause shade to the Canal, nor plant or propagate nonnative species, species listed under Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act or
invasive species such as laurel or rhododendron which cause extensive shading and are
likely to spread in an uncontrolled manner.
The plan recognises that the Canal is an important recreational resource and forms a link in
the public access network with permitted use by cycles. However, the plan currently makes
no reference to navigation, or use of the water by small craft. Visitors using the Canal by
water will frequently arrive in this area of the Canal via the County Council car park, wharf
and slipway at Barley Mow, Winchfield Hurst which borders Dogmersfield Parish
immediately to the north. Visitors who use the Canal by water frequently stay in the area
and are more likely use local facilities such as shops and pubs thus contributing to the rural
economy.

No response needed

We welcome the inclusion of Policy DNP3 which would support applications for
management, conservation of the Basingstoke Canal where they protect and enhancement

DNP 3 amended to reflect these
concerns
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the environment and landscape. In order to maintain existing navigational use the condition
of the SSSI, widescale conservation programmes, bank protection or dredging will be
required and it may be necessary for Hampshire County Council to submit planning
applications which propose as off-channel nature reserves and additional connected areas
of water to protect, conserve and improve the condition of the protected site. We therefore
wish to ensure that wording of policy DNP3 does not restrict these essential works.
Please do not hesitate to contact James Taylor or Tina Cuss if you have further queries or
to discuss comments or the detailed wording of policies.

Hampshire
County
Council

No response needed

Please find the comments of Hampshire County Council on the Dogmerfield Neighbourhood
Plan as set out below.

Hampshire County Council as Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) notes that Policy DNP15
addresses sustainable drainage. This Policy states:
‘All development proposals must demonstrate that they incorporate sustainable drainage
design features to manage the risk of surface water flooding within their boundary and
elsewhere in the parish. Source control measures will wherever possible be naturalised in
design terms to contribute to and enhance biodiversity.’
The supporting text to this policy says:
This policy alerts developers to the need to demonstrate adequate sustainable drainage
capacity to avert surface water drainage problems, complementing policy NBE6 of the
emerging Hart Local Plan.’
The Hart Local Plan Strategy and Sites 2016 – 2032,Proposed Submission Version, Policy
NBE6 states:
Development will be permitted provided:
a) Over its lifetime it would not increase the risk of flooding elsewhere and will be
safe from flooding;
b) Sustainable drainage systems (SuDS) are used in major developments unless
demonstrated to be inappropriate;
The local plan supporting text says;
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DNP 15 is consistent with the Hart Local
Plan

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) that mimic natural systems are required where
feasible on all major developments, and are encouraged on minor developments …….’

Having regard to the wording of the Hart Local Plan it is suggested that Policy DNP15 be
amended to say:

DNP 15 amended as suggested.

‘All development proposals must demonstrate, where feasible, that they incorporate
sustainable drainage design features to manage the risk of surface water flooding within
their boundary and elsewhere in the parish. Source control measures will wherever possible
be naturalised in design terms to contribute to and enhance biodiversity.’
This would better align the policy with that in the emerging Hart local plan.

Hopefully all is self-explanatory. If, however, you require any further clarification or
information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Historic
England

No response needed

To whom it may concern:
Thank you for consulting Historic England on the pre-submission version of the
Dogmersfield Neighbourhood Plan. I am happy to confirm that Historic England do
not have any comments to make on the plan at this time. We are pleased to see
the focus the plan has placed on conserving the character or appearance of the area's several conservation areas and the Dogmersfield Park Registered Park and
Garden. For matters relating to the most appropriate wording to use in heritage
policies we recommend discussing these with the District Council's conservation
advisors.
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Noted.

