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BISHOPSTOKE PARISH COUNCIL 

 

Minutes of a Meeting of the Planning Committee 

held in the Methodist Church Hall, Sedgwick Road, Bishopstoke 

at 7.00pm on Tuesday 10 December 2013 

 
Present:   Cllr Snook (Chairman), Cllrs Brown, Harris and Toher         

       

In attendance:  Mr P J Storey (Clerk to Bishopstoke Parish Council) 

  

Public Session:  32 members of the public were present. 

 

Members of the public expressed their serious concerns at the Stoke Park Farm proposals.  Whilst 

acknowledging the national need for more housing, they cited the major developments already in hand for 

Bishopstoke at the Breach Lane (Cemex) site and at The Mount, in Fair Oak and Horton Heath, Colden 

Common and Eastleigh itself, all of which would seriously exacerbate the traffic congestion present on the 

B3057 Bishopstoke Road/Alan Drayton Way at peak times and generate increased ‘rat running’ through 

residential areas which could not cope and which would upset the rural scene.  Strong views were expressed on 

other aspects of the local infrastructure which would be put under strain as the population increased, in 

particular, schools and medical practices and there were questions raised on the accuracy of some comments 

made in the professional reports produced in support of the application.  Mention was made of a recent report by 

an Environment Agency inspector on the pollution in the stream feeding the area.  In sum, it was all thought to 

be too much too quickly and to strengthen this point, the Stoke Park Residents Association chairman produced 

an alternative plan for 22 houses on the Maize Field, with a Cemetery extension, allotments and public open 

space which could prove more acceptable.  This was noted. 

 

174.     Apologies 

 

 Cllr McKeone. 

 

175. Minutes of the Planning Committee Meeting held on 26 November 2013 

 

Proposed Cllr Toher, Seconded Cllr Brown, RESOLVED with Cllr Snook abstaining (absent) that the 

minutes of the meeting held on 26 November 2013 be accepted as a true record. 

 

176. Matters arising from the above Minutes 

 

 None. 

 

177 Declarations of Interests and Requests for Dispensations  

 

None declared or sought. 

 

178. Consideration of Planning Applications 

 

• O/13/73660 – land at Stoke Park Farm –up to 60 dwellings, allotments, Cemetery extension and public open 

space – Cllr Toher highlighted specific discrepancies in the supporting reports to the application which 

included many of those made in the public session, in particular, the wrongly quoted frequency of bus services 

and  distance between the  location of bus stops and housing areas, different area sizes quoted in different 

documents, inconsistencies which caused the validity of these documents to be questioned.  A clear need 

existed to look at the bigger picture when assessing the impact on Bishopstoke roads, schools and medical 

support facilities and members agreed that this appeared not to have been undertaken.  Members also queried 

the ability of the Chickenhall pumping station to cope without upgrading in view of the developments already 

approved and if new pumping stations were to be built adjacent to the proposed development there could be an 

adverse noise impact.  Concerns were expressed at the increase in heavy construction traffic and the inability 

of Edward Avenue to cope with increased vehicle usage if cars were to continue to park on both sides of the 

road, as evidenced already by the inconvenience caused to all with the present Mount construction traffic 

using Riverside. Also giving rise to serious concern was the waterlogged nature of the ground in this area.  

Considerable investigative and remedial work would be needed to minimise the flooding risk and given this 
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was, in part, the reason for previous applications for development here being refused, confirmation would be 

required by Members that all necessary measure had been taken to eradicate the flood risk to avoid future 

problems both for new dwellings and the Cemetery and to ensure future remedial costs did not fall to the 

Bishopstoke ratepayers.  It was also noted that building work could adversely affect the dignity of an 

interment taking place in the Cemetery, as had happened with some recent exploratory work,  and some 

restriction would need to be placed on noise making activity to prevent this. 

 

Given these concerns and those of the residents in attendance, Members voted unanimously to object to the 

proposed application. 

 

• F/13/73595 – 27 Orchard Avenue - single storey side and one and two storey rear extensions and roof 

alterations - object on the grounds that the proposed development is too large and out of keeping with the area.  

 

• F/13/73603 – 12 West Horton Lane – single storey rear extension - no objection 

 

179. Report on Recent Planning Decisions 

 

• F/13/73374 - 9 Torwood Gardens – two storey side extension - no objection.  Permitted. 

 

• F/13/73282 – 12 Hartley Close – single storey rear extension - no objection.  Permitted. 

 

• F/13/73311 – 7 Drake Road – rear conservatory – no objection.  Permitted.  

 

• F/13/73429 – Longmead Arms, 47 Longmead Road – 6 three bed dwellings with parking, bin and cycle stores, 

and landscaping.   Members thought this to be a good plan but had some concern at the lack of a viability 

study in the application and the impact of the tree on White Road sight lines.  They also noted the information 

on bus times was incorrect.  Permitted. 

 

• EAE022/S/13/73286 – HCC application to erect temporary accommodation at Stoke Park Junior School 

(resubmission) – object.  Although grateful for the explanations provided by HCC to the previous concerns 

relative to the earlier application, Members still held the opinion that the assurances given did not go far 

enough to negate these concerns which centred on the loss of open grassed space/playing field and the likely 

impact on future school expansion.  EBC raised no objections but placed restrictions on contractor’s vehicle 

movements.  HCC permitted. 

 

• F/13/73226 – The Mount – 51 assisted living units including landscaped grounds, internal highways and car 

parking – Members expressed concern at the serious potential sewage disposal problem likely to arise further 

down the sewage system causing distress to local residents, at the potential extra traffic flow generated by staff 

and visitor movements, at the poor sight lines for drivers if the old Mount site entrance is used, and their 

disappointment at the lac k of affordable housing within the proposed scheme.  Permitted. 

 

• O/13/72892 – land West of Church Road/North of Breach Lane – outline planning for residential 

development, allotments and orchard, open space, car parking and vehicular access (layout, scale, appearance 

and landscaping  reserved for future approval).  Objection.  The Committee supported the objections raised by 

members of the public which included major concern at the irreplaceable loss of valuable countryside around 

Bishopstoke, the impact on flora and fauna, the risk to animals and insects reliant on green space, the impact 

of the 430 new dwellings called for in the Borough Local Plan over the next 18 years and the fact that with 

The Mount development of 200 plus dwellings and a further 55 dwellings proposed at Stoke Park Farm the 

Village would have absorbed 80% of this overall requirement within two or three years.  Further concerns 

expressed included poor supporting infrastructure, in particular, roads and sewage, lack of school places and 

overstretched local medical facilities and the apparent wrong conclusion reached in the noise survey.  Public 

participants argued strongly for a common sense approach to Bishopstoke’s development emphasising their 

belief that the impact on the local infrastructure of The Mount development, the recent development approved 

by Winchester City Council to the north of Bishopstoke Lane and the impact of Fair Oak and Horton Heath 

developments on local roads and other supporting infrastructure, should be fully assessed before any further 

development took place in Bishopstoke.  It was also pointed out that the application appeared to contravene 

comments made in the EBC Local Plan 2011 – 2029 which protected The Paddock as agricultural land and 

grazing, that a survey in January 2013 showed the infant school to be full for the time being and of some 

concern that an EBC pre-application advice letter dated 18 March 2013 stated that a policy objection to the 

application would not be raised. Permitted 

 

180. Clerk’s Report 

 

 The Clerk reported that 45 applications had been considered during the year, 12 fewer than in 2012. 
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181. Date, time and place of next meeting  

 

 Tuesday 14 January 2014 at 7.00pm in the Parish Office, Riverside, Bishopstoke.  

 

182. Motion for Confidential Business 

 

Not moved.  

  

183. Reported Breaches of Development Control (Confidential Business) 

 

 None reported. 

 

There being no further business, the Chairman closed the meeting at 7.45pm 


