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KING’S SOMBORNE PARISH COUNCIL 

Minutes of the Extraordinary Meeting of the Parish Council  

Held virtually via Zoom 

Monday 09th November 2020 at 7.00pm 

These minutes are draft until resolved as accurate at, usually, the following Full Council meeting.  

Present:    Cllr I Beacham 

    Cllr P Duncan 

    Cllr R Harwood 

    Cllr L Hodge 

    Cllr K Hughes (Chair) 

    Cllr M Qassim 

    Cllr G Searle 

    Cllr O Wales 

    Cllr R Webb 

  

In Attendance:   Mrs E Manship, Clerk to King’s Somborne Parish Council 

Also, Present:    5 members of the public were present 

Apologies for Absence:  Cllr S Whitehead 

 

508 Welcome & Public Session – Neighbourhood Development Plan  

a) Site Assessments: A member of the public sought clarification as to the number of sites that will be 

assessed by AECOM.  The Clerk confirmed that 19 sites had been identified by AECOM, comprising 

15 SHELAA’s and 4 additional sites from the first ‘Call for Sites’.  

A member of the public asked to see a list of all 19 sites to be independently examined.  The Clerk 

confirmed she would upload it to the website.  

b) Draft Policies to Review: A member of the public asked that the 4 site specific draft policies, KS5A, 

KS3A, KS6A and KS7A, were not reviewed.  The Council had confirmed AECOM would independently 

undertake transparent and objective site assessments on all the sites, based on evidence-based 

merits.  He felt if this were to be the case, then the 4 site specific policies must be removed from 

AECOM’s assessment of policies.  These 4 sites should be considered alongside the other 15, after 

the remaining 12 policies had been considered against the evidence base, as per the "Locality 

Technical Support Applicant Agreement”.   

This view was endorsed by other residents’ present.  A member of the public advised Council that he 

felt ‘sites’ were ‘sites’ and it was semantics to call them policies.  They should be removed.   

The question was also asked why there were different criteria against each of the site-specific policies.  

These matters were discussed by Council against the agenda item (511 below).    

c) 40m Contour Line: A member of the public asked where the 40m contour line had come from and 

asked for it to be removed.  Cllr Searle confirmed this as his suggestion, both to and agreed by the 

original Steering Group, which believed a limit on the elevation would prevent site growth and thus 

protect the character of the village.  The Clerk confirmed that, as per the meeting notes, the NDP 

Working Group’s recommendation was to ask AECOM to recommend the contour line they felt 

appropriate, in consideration of the evidence base. This was discussed by Council against the agenda 

item (511 below).  

 

509 Apologies for Absence 

 The Clerk confirmed that Cllr Whitehead had forwarded apologies, due to work commitments.  

 Resolved:  

 Cllr Whitehead’s apologies were accepted 

 Proposed: Cllr Hughes   Seconded: Cllr Harwood.  
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510 Declaration of Interests and Requests for Dispensations 

 There were three declarations of interest:  

a) Cllr Hodge, whose home overlooks site 80, Land off Winchester Road and New Lane, and site 81, and 

south of Winchester Road. 

b) Cllr Wales, whose home is adjacent to site 6, land adjacent to Cruck Cottage.  

c) Cllr Hughes, whose view will be impacted by site 186, Allotments, Church Road  

 

511 Neighbourhood Development Plan – Review of Draft Policies by AECOM 

AECOM has been engaged to undertake Site Assessments for all sites raised for consideration.  AECOM 

will assess all identified sites using a standard proforma incorporating nationally agreed criteria. They will 

then support the Council when agreeing criteria for the site allocations, to ensure both processes are 

objective, transparent, free from challenge and will be accepted by TVBC.   

The draft policies were written for Council by SDNPA. They are suggestions and have not been agreed by 

Council for inclusion in the new draft NDP1.  The Council has engaged AECOM to review the policies, to 

give a second opinion, before the policies are finalised for consultation.   

Council reviewed each policy in turn, checking, discussing, and agreeing wording and areas of specific 

importance, that the Council would ask AECOM to consider as part of its review.  The public comments 

were discussed in turn alongside discussion of the related draft policies:   

a) The 40m contour line: The Council was divided as to the importance and helpfulness of a contour 

line.  It was agreed that AECOM should be asked whether they felt the inclusion of a contour line to be 

helpful.  And if so, to recommend a contour line in consideration of the evidence base.  The Council’s 

Conservation Policy to be considered as part of this evidence base as this identifies some of the views.  

b) The 4 site-based policies (KS5A, KS3A, KS6A, KS7A):  

Council recognised the public concerns and discussed whether these policies should or should not be 

forwarded for review. Ultimately, it was agreed that they should be included as they contained criteria 

and statements which would benefit from being reviewed and tested, some of which could be 

applicable to a number of sites.  This would assist Council move forward when all the sites had been 

assessed.  However, it was to be made clear to AECOM that these were not the Council’s chosen 

sites.   

Resolved:  

a) Wording of Draft Policies: To leave the draft policy wording as is, apart from where specific heights 

and levels were included, where AECOM should be asked to recommend heights and levels against 

the evidence base.  This specifically applies to policies:  

a. KSE1 & KS5A – AECOM to be asked:  

i. Whether there should or should not be a contour in the policy, and the reasons?  

ii. If yes, at what height they feel the contour should be and the evidence behind this.  

iii. If no, to advise criteria, with the evidence behind, that can included within the policy 

and applied on a site by site basis. 

b. KSE6 – AECOM to be asked to recommend floor levels, in consideration of the evidence base.  

b) Areas of exceptional importance: To include agreed notes for AECOM alongside the policies, as 

specified in Appendix 1 “AECOM Review of Policies – from KSPC Meeting – 09th November 2020”.   

c) Draft Policies to be Reviewed: All the draft policies to be reviewed, apart from KSF1.  

d) Order of Review: The Council confirmed the order of review around the Site Assessments.  Specified 

in Appendix 1 “AECOM Review of Policies – from KSPC Meeting – 09th November 2020”.   

Proposed: Cllr Hughes  Seconded: Cllr Harwood  All Agreed 

 
1 To provide clarification: The original 2018 draft NDP, draft policies and 4 selected sites, was drafted and coordinated by the 

original Steering Group. Further to the consultation process, the SDNPA was commissioned to review and update the draft 

NDP and policies, to put it into a more conventional format, considering the public and public bodies feedback.  Thus, the 

original 4 sites selected were the Steering Group’s, but the New draft NDP and updated policies were the SDNPA’s.   
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512 Neighbourhood Development Plan – Further ‘Call for Sites’ 

The Clerk advised Council that Una McGaughrin, AECOM, recommended to Council that as the last Call 

for Sites was some years ago, it may wish to:  

a) contact the Landowners who responded to the previous ‘Call for Sites’ to ensure they still wished their 

land considered, and 

b) advertise a further ‘Call for Sites’, to capture any additional areas of land landowners would like 

considered. Any further areas of land identified could be assessed by AECOM as part of the Site 

Assessment process.  

In respect to a further ‘Call for Sites’ Council was divided, primarily as it didn’t wish to delay AECOM’s 

Outcomes.  

Resolved:  

a) The Clerk to contact the Landowners who responded to the previous ‘Call for Sites’ to ensure they still 

wished their land considered  

b) The Clerk to advertise a further ‘Call for Sites’.  Taking advice from Una McGaughrin, as to wording 

and timelines etc.   

Proposed: Cllr Hughes  Seconded: Cllr Hodge   Vote: 5 in favour; 4 against.  

 

With no further business to discuss, the Chair closed the meeting at 21:00.  

 

Signed:…………………………………………..  

 

 

 

 


