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Extract from The Alton Society’s Comments on the Draft Local Plan 

(Reg 18)  - Sections S24 to S27, dealing with Sustainable Design 
 

S24 - Planning for climate change   See below. 

 We welcome the broad emphasis here in recognizing the growing imperative of addressing 

climate change.  However, there is considerable vagueness of intent, and lack of clear 

demands needed in respect of new buildings.  For example, we are surprised to see this 

wording in the preamble:  

“...often regarded as a result of human activity and fossil fuel consumption”. 

Since the science is now proven, the words ‘often regarded as’ should be removed.  Human 

activity and fossil fuel consumption is contributing to climate change.  The evidence is 

indisputable and should be acknowledged in this document.  The real significance of this is 

that only human intervention (for example in how we build new homes) is going to mitigate 

its effects.   

This entire section should reflect the growing sense of urgency in addressing the rate of 

temperature increases and the growing public consciousness of the need to reduce Co2 

emissions.  Public policy at local and national level must reflect this, and we would 

recommend introducing some aspirations for achievement in 2025 -2037.  (see our 

comments above under para 2 of Comments on The Vision and Overall Objectives (page1).

  

s. 24.1:  “to be resilient to” should be replaced by “to combat the effects of”.  

s.24.5:  “maximise the use of” should be replaced by “promoting the use of”, to make the 

policy more positive and proactive. 

s.24.7:  Since all future buildings should be sustainable we are unclear why there is this 

threshold.  A Sustainability Statement should be a requirement of all future development.  

 Under “Implementing the policy”, add the statement “The use of renewable energy sources 

reduces carbon emissions”, and replace “resilience” with “combat climate change”.   

 
DM27: Renewable and low carbon energy 
DM28:  Resource efficient design                   See below. 
 
Throughout these policy statements there are too many references to low energy schemes being 

“supported” and “encouraged”.  We would like to see far clearer direction, showing a much more 

purposeful  lead.  Bizarrely, the proposed text suggests that the only development that would be 

specifically prohibited would be certain kinds of renewable energy developments  (DM27.6). 
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Overall, these policies need to be far more radical, and to focus on zero (not reduced) carbon if the 

government’s commitment* to cut greenhouse gas emissions by 80% on 1990 levels by 2050 is to be 

achieved, especially given the lifespan of the plan period.    The standards required for sustainable 

buildings will no doubt change during this period, but the ultimate aims and direction of travel are 

critical. 

[*as signatories to the UNFCCC Paris Agreement (2016) 

Significantly, the government’s Clean Growth Strategy (2017) specifically highlights the role of local 
leadership:  
 

“Moving to a productive low carbon economy cannot be achieved by central government 
alone; it is a shared responsibility across the country.  Local areas are best placed to drive 
emission reductions through their unique position of managing policy on land, buildings, 
water, waste and transport.  They can embed low carbon measures in strategic plans across 
areas such as health and social care, transport, and housing.”   [Our emphasis] 
(Clean Growth Strategy, p118).      
 

A useful model is the West Berks Local Plan, policy CS15:     

https://info.westberks.gov.uk/CHttpHandler.ashx?id=36369&p=0 

Whilst we appreciate that the Code for Sustainable Homes Level 4 has since been abandoned, the 
general thrust of their policies reflects the ambitions we need for East Hampshire.  Also, in its 
response to the recent NPPF consultation the Government highlights that: 
 

‘local authorities are not restricted in their ability to require energy efficiency standards 
above Building Regulations’.      

 

Another useful point of reference is a comprehensive guide published by the UK Green Building 

Council (UKGBC):  Driving Sustainability in New Homes: a resource for local authorities: 

https://www.ukgbc.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/Driving-sustainability-in-new-homes-

UKGBC-resource-July-2018-v4.pdf 

This document highlights a number of the kind of objectives we should be aiming for.  Indeed, 

Havant Borough Council, our neighbouring authority, is listed as one of those that are already 

applying their recommended baseline policies.  

We see no reason why our own local policies should not be based on similar ambitions, and provide 
specific guidance, rather than a requirement simply to ‘consider climate change... and energy 
efficiency’ (DM28).  The UKGBC document makes it clear that the more progressive policies they 
highlight have plenty of precedents, and are both viable and deliverable.  
 
On a specific point, there should be an additional policy requiring all new houses to be equipped 
with fast-charge points for electric vehicles. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://info.westberks.gov.uk/CHttpHandler.ashx?id=36369&p=0
https://www.ukgbc.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/Driving-sustainability-in-new-homes-UKGBC-resource-July-2018-v4.pdf
https://www.ukgbc.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/Driving-sustainability-in-new-homes-UKGBC-resource-July-2018-v4.pdf
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S27 - Design and Local character  See below 
  

 The opening statements (Why we need this policy) are sound enough in their reference to 
‘Good Design’, but nowhere does this define what ‘good design’ is.  There is not enough to 
explain the process, the contextual analysis and considerations to achieve this.  In fairness it 
does refer to ‘strategic design policies’ to clarify the LA expectations, but there is no 
evidence of these. 
 

 The local plan needs to tighten up these policy objectives and give more guidance and 
process that applicants need to follow to develop and justify their proposals.  It should be 
the case that the EHDC policies align more to those produced by the SDNPA, particularly 
Strategic Policy SD4 : Landscape Character,   and SD5:Design.  Bearing in mind that about a 
half of EHDC is within the SDNP and the environs of Alton are also within or close to the 
SDNP boarder, their design policies should mirror those of the SDNP. 

  
https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/MM_LP_Change_Final.pdf 

  
This is predominately based on a Landscape-Led approach to design, which should help 
resolve the particular issues that relate to the effect of developer housing on the edge of 
settlements. The SDNPA policies include explanation and requirements in order to work to a 
landscape-led design approach, and also notes that schemes may be asked to go through the 
Design Review Panel Process.  Had this been applied to the Redrow scheme on land adjacent 
to Will Hall Farm, the appalling edges to this development may have been improved, and the 
residents of the Anstey Road Miller Homes site and other sites in pipeline (eg LESR) would 
have been better served with meaningful, easily accessible recreational space. 

  

 The EHDC policy does refer to taking account of the setting and context of the SDNP, but it 
needs to give much more guidance about the process and the expectations of the landscape 
and design objectives within EHDC. This will provide a stronger process to generate better 
schemes from, in particular, volume housing developers and give a process to develop well 
considered and designed proposals. 
 

 We also need design policies which are related specifically to the local environment, ie not 
just district-wide, either within this document or in a separate Supplementary Planning 
Document which carries statutory weight.  This is especially important in the case of Alton, in 
recognising the special nature of the town’s setting and landscape character, its SDNP 
‘gateway’ location, and also its existing built heritage.   

  

 EHDC do need to instigate a Design Review process, utilising the previous EHDC DRP panel, 
aligned with the strong and active Hampshire DRP set up.  This will assist the officers with 
design matters on selected proposals – EHDC officers have used the SDNP DRP for some 
schemes in the EHDC area of the SDNP – but would gain further utilising their own panel for 
schemes throughout EHDC.  This was active until fairly recently and would help significantly 
with design issues arising from development proposals across the whole of EHDC. This 
process allows for, in exceptional circumstances, an EDHC DRP to refer development 
proposals either to the Hampshire DRP or the SDNPA DRP. 

  
The EHDC Design Review Panel, which existed for many years, was part of the overall 
Hampshire DRP organisation, which includes active DRPs across the county. 

  
Explanation of the DRP process is well noted on the Basingstoke and Deane Website, who 
are part of the tripartite North East Hampshire DRP, which covers Basingstoke and Deane, 
Hart and Rushmoor:   

  
https://www.basingstoke.gov.uk/design-review 

https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/MM_LP_Change_Final.pdf
https://www.basingstoke.gov.uk/design-review

