431
COUNCIL EXECUTIVE

27 November 2000 (2.00 pm - 9.27 pm)

PRESENT:

Councillor House (Chair); Counci : _
and Winstanley. ( : neillors Airey, Ms Birks, Caldwell, Fraser, Mrs Kyrle

RECOMMENDED ITEMS

556. BOROUGH OF EASTLEIGH TRANSPORT STRATEGY

Issue

To consider and recommend the adoption of the Borough's T
(Paper 3). gh’'s Transport Strategy

nsi io

A :_..fljhg__Borough of Eastleigh Transport Strategy aims to set out an integrated
i roach to land use and transport planning, with a local community focus,

cil's former Transport Working Group in September 1999. A summary of
trategy was included in the Borough News inviting comments from
fents. Similarly, recipients of the Local Plan News were invited to comment.

il %’ri'&pod set out the responses to the consultation process and a revised draft
the Strategy is now presented for the Council Executive’s endorsement. The
rategy will then be recommended to full Council on 4 December 2000 for
al adoption as Supplementary Planning Guidance to the Eastleigh Borough

port Strategy be adopted as

R igh Trans ”
Borough of Eastleig Eastleigh Borough Local Plan.

ary Planning Guidance to the
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J 558 5 = P E LE] GH LOCAL PLAN REVIEW 2001-2011

" Issue

/ To endorse the Draft First Deposit Eastleigh Borough Local Plan for
consideration by Council on 4 December 2000 (gaper 5). ’

Considerations

The current Local P!an addresses the period 1991-2001 and there is now some
urgency tp replace it to reflect a number of significant changes to Government
policy which have occurred.

A copy of the draft Local Plan has been issued to all Members of the Council.
Particular mention is made in the report to the following significant changes:

. attempt_s to tighten controls on development in the countryside whilst
supgomng_ appropriate farm diversification.

. the inclusion of special policy areas relating to Hamble Community
School and the Hampshire Police Headquarters at Netley

. the identification of the Forest of Bere

. the inclusiqn of PPG3: Housing and PPG1: General Policy and Principles
- emphasising more effective use of previously developed land

. the identification of a number of key development sites and a ‘corridor of
opportunity’ in Eastleigh

o the integration between land-use planning and transportation planning

. the move away from the concept of establishing minimum parking
standards to the establishment of maximum standards

. the inclusion of the proposal for a new Major Development Area referred

to as Allington

- A further issue highlighted at the Council Executive meeting stressed the
_importance of ensuring adequate local gaps being identified between Allington

-~ and all surrounding settlements.

Améndments to the draft Local Plan were circulated at the Council Executive
meeting. In addition, the Resources Scrutiny Panel had considered the content
the Draft Local Plan at a meeting on 23 November 2000 and a copy of the
nutes of that meeting was also circulated. The amendments tabled by the
ead of Planning Policy included comments made by the Resources Scrutiny

- Panel.

~Itis intended, once approved, to publish the Review Plan in February 2001 and
0 place it on deposit for a period of six weeks _and invite objectloq. Any
mments and objections received will then be considered before proposing any
further changes to be made and included in the Second Deposit Plan. This
: Deposit Plan is likely to be placed on deposit in late 2001/early 2002 and
comments/objections invited. It is envisaged that a Local Plan Inquiry will
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to

attached

Fthg,
amendments:

: ironment) .
chaptera(susi!t Ea':-;;raph 3.69 - insert a reference tq ¢, Couy
. page 3;1 dise d by any safety issues arising frop, the "EVis::,I

n

gg’e? from Government. Itimate line - sybst;

37, paragraph 3.76, penultimate su Stitute “Will -
page eptable” for “unlikely to be _accepta_ble i
be acgspparagraph 3.71 - text requires clarification to refq, to
: pagiion;nental improvements in urban areas.

:259 36, Policy 55.BE - needs a cross-reference to Pojje

27.BE.

ter 5 (Transport and Accessibili'ty) . _
.C o :age( 60 (vii) - Heads of Planning Policy and Engmeering to
: reword linking School Travel Plans and School Safety Zongs,
. page 64, paragraph 5.27 - insert additional

text finking
transport on new developments Supporting 20mph zones,

Chapter 6 (Major Development Area)
. Page 69, paragraphs 6.3 and 6.6 - split the 4,000 into 3,000 and
1,000 and provide clarification and consistency.
page 85, paragraph 6.7¢0

- ° - insert additional reference to the
Provision of a Parigh Council facility.

Chapter 7 (The Economy)
. lntroduction = St

engthen wording to include a quotation from
@ Corporate Strategy

Page 101, Paragraph 7,26 . take out ‘centre’ after Fryern.

'~ - Substitute “Church Road
Oak” fo, '?ce, o Stoke Py ood, to Winchester Road, Falr
ane, Bishopstoke, via Stoke Park WOOE{’ tﬁ
o clgh to M 3 SUbStitute “Allington” for “MDA”
page‘138 ara and « Urnetts Lane to MDA « For
R2mple, ishograph 9.14, fourth line - amend to read “.'
Bishopst, e,.. s keRoag &creation Ground partly servin?
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¢ Chapter 12 (Communi iliti
4 nit FaC lit y
CQntributions) y flities, Infrastructure and Developer’s

. :fatg:_e ; a5i8r’ g:;:lgraph 12.5, second line - insert “/Bishopstoke”

/ . Page 159, Policy 163N - Hea

_ text and Policy to reflect ‘H
‘Health Living Centre’,

d of Planning Policy to reword
ealthy Living Network’ and not

Appendices
. Appendix | to be iss

| (2)

(3) That the Head of Planning

(4) Representations are made to Hampshire County Council to ensure
that school places for Allington are provided at Allington.

~ (NOTE: Councillor Caldwell voted against the above recommendations).

9. EXEMPT BUSINESS

. RESOLVED -
B
. That, in pursuance of Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act 1972,
_Hie press and public be excluded from the meeting for the following items
business on the grounds that they are likely to involve the disclosure of
mpt information as defined in paragraphs 9 and 13 of Part 1 of

“Schedule 12A of the Act.

IGH BOROUGH LOCAL PLAN REVIEW 2001-2011
AND TOWN CENTRE CHAPTER

the i Is for inclusion in the -
the Housing and Town Centre proposals
jh Local Iglan for consideration by Council on 4 December 2000



