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EAST HAMPSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL

CABINET 13 December 2018

RESPONSE TO CONSULTATION ON AONB AND NATIONAL PARKS

Report by:  Head of Planning

FOR DECISION

Cabinet Lead: Planning- Cllr Angela Glass

Key Decision: No

1.0 Purpose of Report

1.1 The Government has called for views on the future of National Parks and Areas of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty, calling for evidence from the public and other bodies, whilst 
at the same time, not undermining nor diminishing the geographic scope of these areas.

1.2 This report outlines the issues that arise in East Hampshire in respect of planning and 
the national park

2.0 Recommendation

2.1 After discussion to report the comments of East Hampshire District Council to the 
government consultation and call for evidence.

3.0 Summary

3.1 It is believed that the aim of this review offers the opportunity to extend the boundaries of 
AONB and National Parks, and to enhance the areas which are open and accessible to 
the public, and which offer opportunities for recreation and enjoyment for all.

4.0 Subject of Report 

4.1 It is acknowledged that in the main, the boundary with the South Downs National Park 
makes sense, having been subject to considerable scrutiny in its making.  However, 
within East Hampshire District, there are instances where the boundary has caused land 
use planning issues, which were probably unforeseen when the boundary was set..One 
such area is the split parish of Bramshott and Liphook, where the SDNP boundary 
closes off a considerable part of the parish from any form of comprehensive 
development which may benefit the town.

4.2 It is known that there was considerable discussion between landowners as to the merits 
or otherwise of land being within the Park, or outside of the Park, during the preliminary 
stages of the designation of the SDNP.  However, the boundary which was finally set, 
encroaches upon and encompasses the most sustainable and logical area for 
development of the town, and denies the opportunity to create road links to the station 
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and schools, while avoiding the centre of the town where five roads converge in The 
Square, which causes gridlock at peak times.

4.3 In addition to this, the boundary has caused problems to the qualifying body of the 
Bramshott & Liphook Neighbourhood Plan, who have been told by the SDNP 
representative that any designation of development land within this area would be 
refused by the SDNP.  It is the most logical area for development, and one which was 
endorsed by local residents during a Consultation process held by EHDC as part of the 
Joint Core Strategy, the forerunner to both the current Local SDNP Plan before the 
inspector, and the new EHDC Local Plan, currently under review.  

4.4 The current SDNP Local plan, which is before the Inspector at the moment, makes no 
mention at all of Liphook, as a possible area for development.

4.5 What applies to Bramshott and Liphook also applies to other areas within East 
Hampshire District Council, where part of the town or village is within the SDNP and part 
is outside of it.  In other areas, the whole of the town or village is within the SDNP, which 
means that Local District Councillors are effectively disenfranchised, with no input into 
planning decisions, other than by addressing the SDNP Planning Committee as a ward 
Councillor.

4.6 This anomaly needs to be noted by, and brought to the attention of, the Review panel.

4.7 The boundaries of a National Park need to take into consideration the effect upon a town 
or village, of being responsible for splitting a settlement.  We would suggest that 
boundaries would be better following a Parish boundary, if the majority of a village or 
settlement is within a District Council.  A split settlement cannot expand if it is constricted 
by the boundaries of a National Park.  Communities die if they do not have the ability to 
expand, and the current constriction of Landscape taking precedent over development, 
does not deliver sustainable settlements.

5.0 Implications 

5.1 Resources: There are no resource implications in responding to this consultation. The 
resource implications of making any change to boundaries and the costs of so doing will 
be assessed at that time.

5.2 Legal:  The government may recommend that some boundaries are amended, the legal 
implications of making such a change and the costs of so doing will be assessed at that 
time.  

5.3 Strategy: The Local Plan for East Hampshire is currently under review.  The 
Neighbourhood Plans are with the plan review instrumental in place making and shaping 
and thus effective planning supports the Council’s corporate strategy.

5.4 Risks: None

5.5 Communications: The Call for evidence is through an on line portal. Key issues 
summarising the Cabinet debate will be publicised on the Council’s web site.

5.6 For the Community: The discussion of the issue at cabinet will assist opening up this 
issue to local communities.

5.7 The Integrated Impact Assessment (IIA) has been completed and concluded the 
following:  No impact

6.0 Consultation: The matter is to be raised in an open forum.
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Appendices: None

Background Papers:
None

Agreed and signed off by:

Relevant Executive Head: 30 November 2018
Portfolio Holder: 30 November 2018

Contact Officer: Simon Jenkins
Job Title: Head of Planning
Telephone:  01730 244011
E-Mail: simon.jenkins@easthants.gov.uk


