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Bramshott & Liphook
Neighbourhood Plan

Design Forum

1st 2nd & 28t November 2017

Thank you for taking part



We will be
taking photos
& video...

IS everybody
OK with this?




Richard Eastham
Planning & Design

Anna Freiesleben
Architecture & Design

Antonia Morgan
Architecture & Design

Feria Urbanism

A small design practice based in Bournemouth |erlo
4

www_feria-urb
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Please remember...

This slideshow is based on work
undertaken over the last...

48 hours

...iIn this room and out
around Liphook & Bramshott.

So the ideas are sketchy, not necessary
accurate and certainly not final.
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A" P'aces are
either grOWing or
declining.
Nothing stays

-« thesame.

But a good plan
" can let you

mandge Change
- __On yOUr terms.



What are neighbourhood plans?

e Localism Act

« National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF)

e “Plan for Growth"



National Policy

“Neighbourhood planning gives
communities direct power to
develop a shared vision for their
neighbourhood and deliver the
sustainable development they need”

para. 183
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“Make no small
plans. They have no

magic to stir men’s
blood!”

Daniel Burnham
Chief Planner for Chicago
1893.



“Be bold but
don’t be reckless!”

Steve Quartermaine
Coalition Government's Chief Planner
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“A lot of
neighbourhood plans
can be boring, wordy
documents”

Hank Dittmar, Prince's Foundation
for the Built Environment.
2015.
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Uses & Activities
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Access & Movement
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Access & Movement
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In the 20t" Century, being "modern” meant
bringing cars into cities.
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In the 215t Century it means
keeping them out.
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Streets & Spaces
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Streets & Spaces
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Form & Detail
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Form & Deta
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Form & Detail
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Form & Detail
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Form & Detail
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Bramshott and Liphook Neighbourhood Plan Designation Order Map

I East Hampshire District Council
% Planning Authority
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S Bramshott]s. Liphook
- [ Plan

Parish Plan V3.4
August 2016
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June 2017 Visioning:‘hEvent



BRAMSHOTT & LIPHOOK DESIGN FORUM

Millennium Centre, 2 — 10 Ontario Way, Liphook, GU30 7LD

1st, 2nd and 28th November 2017

DAY 1 SESSION 01 SESSION 02 SESSION 03 SESSION 04
01.11.17 09:30 — 13:00 approx. 13:30 — 15:30 approx. 15:30 — 16:00 approx. 18:00 — 20:00
= Brief review of neighbourhood plan progress to date = Group site visits = Shared feedback session = OPEN STUDIO SESSION
* Presentation of received Position Statements * Group design exercises = Review findings * Visiting public view Day
1 results
=« Agree the focal areas of attention for the subsequent » Feria Urbanism = Agree next steps
parts of the Design Forum programme facilitator to accompany » Feria Urbanism team to
each group * CLOSE OF FORMAL prepare Concept Plan
SESSIONS overnight
DAY 2 SESSION 05 SESSION 06 SESSION 07 SESSION 02 SESSION 09
02.11.17 09:30 — 11:00 approx. 11:00 — 13:00 approx. 14:00 — 15:30 approx. 15:30 — 16:00 approx. 19:30 — late
* Review of Day 1 * Group review of first + Task groups to review » Shared feedback session * OPEN PUBLIC MEETING
Concept Plan specific aspects of
» Presentation of Concept Concept Plan * Review findings of the » Final presentation and
Plan = Shared feedback session site visits Q&A session
* Further site visits to
explore specific details = CLOSE OF FORMAL = Feria Urbanism team to
SESSIONS prepare revised Concept
Plan and Draft Policies
DAY 3 SESSION 10 SESSION 11 SESSION 12 SESSION 13
28.11.17 09:30 — 11:00 approx. 11:00 — 13:00 approx. 14:00 — 15:30 approx. 15:30 — 17:00 approx.
* Review of Day 1 & 2 * Group review Revised + Task groups to review » Shared feedback session
Concept Plan and Draft specific aspects of
= Presentation of Revised Policies Revised Concept Plan = Review findings of the site visits
Concept Plan and Draft and policies
Policies * Shared feedback session = Agree key content and scope of Neighbourhood Plan
* Further site visits to
explore specific details = CLOSE OF FORMAL SESSIONS

PLEASE NOTE : All timings subject to change.

feno
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Year 6

Liphook Junior School
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Year 6

Liphook Junior School

“Maintain the rural feel to the
community; improve non-vehicular
access and enhance community
facilities for all ages”
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Year 6

Liphook Junior School

“A toy shop, a toy factory
and a trampoline park”
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Kevin Thurlow

East Hampshire District Council
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Kevin Thurlow

East Hampshire District Council

“National and local policies are
continuously adapted, however
the neighbourhood plan must be
in conformity with the general
strategic elements within the
emerging Local Plan.”
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Charlie Collins, Nick
Challis, Leah Needham

Savills / Countryside
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Graduate Landscapes @
%

Charlie Collins, Nick
Challis, Leah Needham

Savills / Countryside

Churcher's College
Juniar 3:.|IL_LI|®




Charlie Collins, Nick
Challis, Leah Needham

Savills / Countryside

“Development opportunity on land at
Old Shepherds Farm for a
predominantly landscaped scheme
comprising 130 new dwellings and
improvements to local infrastructure.”

40



Tony Richards

Graduate Landscapes
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Tony Richards

Graduate Landscapes
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Tony Richards

Graduate Landscapes

“Development opportunity for
7+ acres of land, east of
Liphook; comprising low-density
housing and improved non-
vehicular access into centre and
countryside.”
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Tim Vincent

Reside Developments
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Tim Vincent

Reside Developments
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Tim Vincent

Reside Developments

link to approve
SANGS

[ existing oaks
| retained and
" . managed

existing mature
frees retained and
managed - retained
in public spoce

Indicative layout

reside.




Tim Vincent

Reside Developments

“Development opportunity for land
north of Liphook; 23 houses per
hectare, set in context within an

accessible landscape.”
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David Ayre

Ayre Chamberlain Grant Architects
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David Ayre

Ayre Chamberlain Grant Architects

“Development opportunity to east
of Liphook; providing an
alternative B-road, new gateways
and greater community
amenities, centres and sports
facilities.”
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SDNPA

Chris Paterson
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SDNPA

Chris Paterson

“Neighbourhood Plans are not just
about housing; consider the natural
environment, landscape assets and
incorporate policies to protect and
enhance these features.”
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Peter Critoph

ADAM Architecture
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Peter Critoph

ADAM Architecture

“Development opportunity to the
west of Liphook within the
National Park; will provide new
gateways, easy commuter access
and open up more land for
protection and community use.”

55



Deer's Hut / General
Wine / Print It

Debbie Steel & Team




Deer’s Hut / General
Wine / Print It

Debbie Steel & Team

“Strengthen Liphook; make it a
thriving, self-sustaining town with a
strong community spirit.”
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Emma & Andy

Bohunt School
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Emma & Andy

Bohunt School

“Liphook should be unique and
thriving; providing varied
social/study hubs for younger
people and enhancing current
sports facilities and non-vehicular
access.”
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Mike Kendall

Liphook Golf Club




Mike Kendall

Liphook Golf Club

“Liphook Golf Course sits outside the
Neighbourhood Plan but access links
need to be retained and enhanced.”
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Colin Osborne

Lowsley Farm Residents
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Colin Osborne

Lowsley Farm Residents

“Development opportunity for
Lowsley Farm; the design and
layout should be sustainable and
bold but the outcome of transport
study is required to inform this”
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Mayflower Care Communities

I




Libby Barrett

Mayflower Care Communities

“Care home needs better integration
with the town; establishing bus routes
and good connections with schools
and community events.”
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Adrian Bird

Preservation Society




Adrian Bird

Preservation Society

“New development needs to
consider Liphook's existing assets;
the landscape; heritage sites; the

Wey Valley and how these could
be conserved and enhanced.”
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Alistair Halliday

Chiltley Farm Action Group




Alistair Halliday

Chiltley Farm Action Group

“Liphook should establish well-
designed gateways into the
SDNP; with improvements to
economic and environmental
infrastructures.”
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Roger Miller

SOS Bohunt Manor Community Action Group

'
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Roger Miller

SOS Bohunt Manor Community Action Group

“Conserve the landscape, make a
positive contribution to the SDNP
gateway, enhance employment &
education and allow residents to
enjoy a good quality of life.”
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Paul Arnold

St. Mary's PCC
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Paul Arnold

St. Mary’s PCC

“Strengthen the community
spirit and translate this
physically with a central

civic square.”
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David Graham

Old Thorns Hotel
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David Graham

Old Thorns Hotel

“Old Thorns Hotel brings in many
visitors and repeat
customers/members. Investing
into the enhancement of local life
and the community within
Liphook is key.”
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Robin Young

Age Concern

“Keep in mind the physical and
communal accessibility for the
elderly and those less-able
when improving the
development of Liphook.”
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Liphook United

Football Club

We require a minimum 6 acre site to allow us to have
a 5-a-side, 7-a-side, 9-a-side & full-sized pitch where
games can be played simultaneously

All-weather pitch with flood lights to allow
evening/night/winter training & games

Clubhouse large enough to enable LUFC to host
internal events (all events are currently done at
external locations at a cost to the club due to the
current size & unsuitability of the clubhouse)
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Group 1

Afternoon

e Sits on the edge of a National Park, that will
not change its boundary

* Design/development must be robust
* Industrial units have seen an increase in huge

articulated vehicles recently; can these uses be
relocated?
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Group 1

Afternoon

 5-10 minute walking distances makes easy
access to other areas of Liphook

e Raises debate about locations of schools. This
raises a debate about access to current
amenities/public transport too

« Improving non-vehicular access to the main
town square critical

97



Group 1

Afternoon

Consider relative to river valley and railway

National Park boundary limits the
extent/spread of development

98
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Group 2

Afternoon

« Looking at the effect of development and what
facilities would be needed

« What other non-vehicular routes could be
enhanced by development?

103



Group 2

Afternoon

 Where would new residents need to get to?
Railway/Roads - where will they be walking

and cycling to?

e Traffic - bypass options?! Need to understand
driving patterns i.e. how many are going
where, and when

104



Group 2

Afternoon

« How to get across the railway - bridges?
« People make decisions to drive because of

safety/convenience, when they would rather
cycle if the infrastructure was in place

105



Group 2

Afternoon

 There is space for a new school, more
conveniently located

« This would alleviate some traffic congestion
and allow children to walk/cycle to school

e Without improvements to access and

movement, new developments will become
isolated
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Group 2

Afternoon

* School traffic is the main congestion issue
throughout Liphook, not commuter traffic

* Introducing development, provides a good

opportunity to improve existing community
facilities and assets within the town
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Group 2

Afternoon

e Infrastructure should be planned ahead inc.
sewage/water etc, not an afterthought

« |If proposed development within the National
Park has valid support from the community,
there is a chance it can be considered as
potential approved development

108



Evening of Day One




Evening of Day One
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Evening of Day One

>




L ) Existing Schools s b
' Potential NeW--Schbol?
‘ RallwayStatlon )

. Possible New Development Areas

~Possible New Gr'ee Space



— «-n.,‘b).

\
\
\
\
\

]

\
\
1
|
1
h
‘o
i
i
\ y ] I
oA . Y !/
-2 !
|~ / : /
/

~

INDICATIVE SKETCH ONLY
Sketch shown is a preliminary
design study only and is subject
to information available at the
time. It is not subject to
measured survey, legal,
structural, soil investigation,
utilities survey,
daylight/sunlight,
topographical, mechanical and
electrical, highways and access
rights suryeys, or planning
pe! riy ions.
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Concept Plan

L
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KEY QUESTIONS - WEST

1)

2)

3)

How do you demonstrate
exceptional circumstances?
(para. 116 NPPF). Can the
neighbourhood plan help do
this?

How do you ensure the
development doesn’t
continue to grow westwards?

Will this western side only be
built after all other non-
SDNP options have been
explored and
built/dismissed?
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' Potential NeW--Sch-eol?
‘ Railway Station '
. Possible New Development Areas

~Possible New Gr'ee Space
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INDICATIVE SKETCH ONLY
Sketch shown is a preliminary
design study only and is subject
to information available at the
time. It is not subject to
measured survey, legal,
structural, soil investigation,
utilities survey,
daylight/sunlight,
topographical, mechanical and
electrical, highways and access

rights sucf'iy? or planning
permitsions.
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[ ) ‘Ex_ie_fing_ Schools
' Potential NeW--Sch-eol?
‘ Railway Station
. Possible New Development Areas

P

KEY QUESTIONS - EAST

1) lIsthis an “all or nothing”
scenario? Make it
comprehensive so it can

= deliver a range of facilities

inc. new school?

2) How can this area not feel
isolated from the rest of
Liphook given the barrier of
the railway?

3) How canyouaccess the A3
without going through the
village centre?




"~ Doesthis land

. becomes vulnerable
to further
development?
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Frustrating Layouts
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‘ RallwayStatlon )

. Possible New Development Areas

~Possible New Gr'ee Space

| How does this e -
— areafit into the -
' overall picture? et
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Testing the plan...

over to you

KEY QUESTIONS - WEST KEY QUESTIONS - EAST
1) How do you demonstrate 1) Is this an “all or nothing”
exceptional scenario? Make it
circumstances? (para. comprehensive so it can
116 NPPF). Can the deliver a range of
nﬁiggbour‘hood plan help do facilities inc. new school?
this?
2) How can this area not
2) How do you ensure the feel isolated from the
development doesn’t rest of Liphook given the
continue to grow barrier of the railway?
westwards?
3) How canyou access the
3) Will this western side only A3 without going
be built after all other non- through the village
SDNP options have been centre?

explored and
built/dismissed?
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Testing the plan...

over to you

116. Planning permission should be refused for major developments in these

designated areas except in exceptional circumstances and where it can be
demonstrated they are in the public interest. Consideration of such
applications should include an assessment of:

e the need for the development, including in terms of any national
considerations, and the impact of permitting it, or refusing it, upon the
local economy;

e the cost of, and scope for, developing elsewhere outside the designated
area, or meeting the need for it in some other way; and

e any detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape and recreational
opportunities, and the extent to which that could be moderated.

A

KEY QUESTIONS - WEST

1)

2)

3)

KEY QUESTIONS - EAST

How do you demonstrate
exceptional
circumstances? (para.
116 NPPF). Can the
neighbourhood plan help do
this?

How do you ensure the
development doesn’t
continue to grow
westwards?

Will this western side only
be built after all other non-
SDNP options have been
explored and
built/dismissed?

1) Is this an “all or nothing”
scenario? Make it
comprehensive so it can
deliver a range of
facilities inc. new school?

2) How can this area not
feel isolated from the
rest of Liphook given the
barrier of the railway?

3) How canyou access the
A3 without going
through the village
centre?
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Further technical information
on 400m SPA buffer zone
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ISHOTT & LIPHOOK NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

'OF DAY ONE CONCEPT PLAN
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Group A

Testing the Concept Plan

« Eastdevelopment to Liphook. Costs
would be extensive to overcome access
issues into the centre?

 West development. A new road built

within new development could restrict
future expansion

139



Group A

Testing the Concept Plan

 The “easiest” location to implement
new community facilities would be to
the east of Liphook, within the
National Park.
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Group A

Testing the Concept Plan

« Afootbridge over the rail line is feasible
and affordable - needs to be proven.

* |sLiphook centre a desirable
destination?

« How do we reinvigorate the centre of
town?

141



Group A

Testing the Concept Plan

« Liphook needs to maintain and enhance
Iits community spirit

« Developing land with the intention to
avoid the centre is not the way forward

142
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Group B

Testing the Concept Plan

 Need design schemes that improve
footfall in the centre of town

 How do we control the pace of change
and growth?

« HoOw can we improve community spirit
in the square?
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Group B

Testing the Concept Plan

e Introduce business units with nearby
access to the main A3 road

 Maintain and enhance pedestrian
experience throughout Liphook

e Reduce traffic/congestion

e Slow down and limit vehicular access

151



Group B

Testing the Concept Plan

West of Liphook: Small, infill
development should be first

East development: Do not
overdevelop, but develop enough to
trigger enhanced infrastructure

152
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Group C

Testing the Concept Plan

« East of Liphook: The development could
open up the need for a link to the A3,
causing adverse affects

« Stationis a key area. It could be easily
accessible but it needs attention as a
functional public space
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Group C

Testing the Concept Plan

« Station is nearby existing retail, adjacent
to the National Park boundary. Could
this become a new hub?

 Heart of the village is where the schools
are, to the western side of the parish
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Group C

Testing the Concept Plan

« Recreational and leisure facilities should
be provided close to the schools,
including open green space

« This open green space would also allow
for future growth of the schools

159



Group C

Testing the Concept Plan

« Introducing a new road linking the A3 to
the station will increase traffic issues
through Liphook

 Routes surrounding the school grounds
and through, are extensively used by
school children

160



Group C

Testing the Concept Plan

Implement a new “green” road within
any new development to the west

This restrains future development and
will keep traffic issues to a minimum

But...it's all in the National Park!
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Next Generation?
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Better use of quite
a large space
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Back in the room
writing up ideas




Redevelopment Sites

195



Redevelopment Sites
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Improved Connections
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Reside
Developments’
site

... 0n the west of the
Headley Road
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Back in the room,
mapping the route and
observations... S
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What Next?

« Definitive position on NPPF para. 116
from both SDNPA and EHDC

116. Planning permission should be refused for major developments in these
designated areas except in exceptional circumstances and where it can be
demonstrated they are in the public interest. Consideration of such
applications should include an assessment of:

e the need for the development, including in terms of any national
considerations, and the impact of permitting it, or refusing it, upon the
local economy;

e the cost of, and scope for, developing elsewhere outside the designated
area, or meeting the need for it in some other way; and

e any detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape and recreational
opportunities, and the extent to which that could be moderated.
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What Next?

By the end of Day Three we need to be in a
position to rule in or out the type of
development in the SDNP area

The neighbourhood plan process needs to
proceed with confidence only on sites that
can withstand examination.... right now it
cannot do this
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What Next?

Those landowners/developers actively
promoting land in the SDNP area will no
doubt wish to continue that promotion

... but this may need to be outside the
neighbourhood plan process if support is
not found at EHDC and/or SDNPA.
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What Next?

Better understanding of how land south of the
railway can be integrated and connected
properly with the existing community

Responsibility for this proving work should be

with the landowners/developers to show how
concerns expressed could be overcome
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What Next?

Greater attention to outlying areas of the
parish, the plan needs to work parish-wide

Consideration for direct improvements to the
village square, based on precedent studies
and emerging technical data
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What Next?

« Schedule a series of policy headings and a
draft project list to help structure the
neighbourhood plan

e Share the existing body of work more widely
and continue to record responses and
reactions... tonight's slideshow, the position
statements and more
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Thank-you g

To be continued...

Tuesday 28th Noveh\ber "
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