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                                      Winchester City Council 

 

                                Local Impact Report 

 

                        Southampton to London Pipeline 
 

1.        Terms of Reference 

Introduction 

1.1. This report comprises the Local Impact Report (LIR) of Winchester City 
Council (WCC).  

1.2. The Local Authority has had regard to the purpose of LIRs as set out in s60(3) 
of the Planning Act 2008 (as amended), DCLG’s Guidance for the 
examination of applications for development consent and the Planning 
Inspectorate’s Advice Note One, Local Impact Reports, in preparing this LIR. 

Scope 

1.3.  This LIR only relates to the impacts of the proposed development as it affects 
the administrative areas of WCC for which the council exercises controls 
under the town and country planning act. This excludes that section of the 
district that falls within the South Downs National Park.   Within that area, the 
park authority is responsible for the administration of planning matters. 
Accordingly, this report will consider that section of the pipeline route from 
Ford Lake where it enters the district up to the crossing of the Winchester 
Road B2177 when the route enters the national park. Any subsequent 
reference to the pipeline in this LIR is restricted to the area defined above. 

1.4. In addition to this short southern section of the route WCC is also the host 
authority to one of the logistical hubs located west of Ropley Dean off the 
A31.   

1.5. Within the  WCC area  the LIR will focus on the impacts associated with the 
following: 
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• The laying of approximately 4.5km of pipeline 

• The  northern end of the Horizontal Drilling operation under Ford Lake 

• The establishment of  two  temporary compounds 

• A Pigging Station 

• A temporary logistical hub located off the A31 at Ropley Dean 

1.6.  Where necessary a description of the development is provided to highlight 
particular features. The applicant’s submission is considered to provide a 
more detailed description.  

1.7. There is no relevant planning history to be described, within or in proximity of 
the Order Limits beyond that noted by the applicant. The development of the 
livestock building at Durley Manor Farm is currently underway but lies outside 
the pipeline corridor. 

Purpose and structure of the LIR 

1.8. The LIR’s primary purpose is to identify the policies in Local Plans in so far as 
they are relevant to the proposed development and the extent to which the 
development accords with these policies. It does this under topic-based 
headings.  Within this LIR, it is only proposed to set out in detail those topic 
headings which are considered to specifically raise issues associated with the 
proposal as it passes through the WCC area. By implication, any other topic is 
considered to be in compliance with the other related policies without the 
need for any qualification.  After quoting the relevant policy,  the key issues for 
the local authorities and the local community will be identified, followed by a 
commentary on the extent to which the applicant addresses these issues by 
reference to the application documentation, including the DCO articles and 
requirements as relevant.  

1.9.  At the time of writing this response, the Statements of Common Ground 
(SoCG) has not progressed beyond a skeletal draft. The authority is 
continuing to discuss matters with the applicant and consequently there is an 
expectation that progress will be made on the matters outlined in the  LIR 
which should then be reflected in the SoCG when that is submitted or 
amended as the examination progresses. 

1.10. The format of the LIR will be to consider the pipeline route and then reference 
to  the logistical hub proposal.  

2.     Description of the area 
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2.1. The WCC area is contained in Section A of the pipeline route. The application 
details show that the pipeline will enter the district through horizontal direct 
drilling under Ford Lake and the flanking vegetation to the watercourse. The 
pipeline will emerge in an agricultural field south east of Hill Farm which lies 
off Nether Hill Lane. As the pipeline route moves in a northerly direction it 
would keep east of the existing pipeline route, deflecting away from it 
significantly as it crosses an unnamed lane and then Gregory Lane, before 
converging back to an alignment close to the existing pipeline for the 
remainder of its section within the district. The north side of the Winchester 
Road B2177 denotes the location where the pipeline enters the national park. 
Excluding the entry point to the district, the intention is to lay the pipeline 
using the open trench construction method.   

2.2. The pipeline will cross a small number of roads and public footpaths. The 
intention is to close these for a short period of time. The exception is the 
B2177 which will be crossed using a traffic light controlled system to enable 
alternate one way traffic movements to continue.  

2.3.  The area through which the pipeline route runs does not carry any landscape 
designations. There are no ecological designations or historic assets on the 
route of the pipeline. The area of the pipeline does fall within the Durley 
Claylands landscape character area (WCC Landscape Character Assessment 
2004). 

2.4. The logistical hub will be located on the north side of the A31 west of Ropley 
Dean. The site is currently open agricultural land. The land falls from north to 
south and is in an elevated position to the road.  It is bounded by hedgerows 
with individual trees. It lies back from the main road separated from it by a 
yard area occupied by a building which appears to be in a business use. It 
would share the exiting access with this yard/building. A grass ramp runs up 
the western side of the yard (which has been cut into the slope) and provides 
access to the field beyond. A section of this access runs under the large 
canopy of a substantial oak tree that sits in the western boundary hedgerow.  
There are open fields to the north and west,  

2.5. The nearest noise sensitive premises are the business unit in the yard and 
those at the Ropley Business Park which lies between the field and the road. 
The nearest residential property lie east of the business park with another 
detached property on the south side of the road opposite the business park.  
There is a cluster of properties around the junction of the A31 and Petersfield 
Road with the main residential area further to the east. 
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2.6. The situation is complicated by the fact that the eastern boundary of the 
proposed hub site is the district boundary between WCC and East Hampshire 
DC.  Consequently, the compound lies in the WCC area but the more 
numerous properties that could be impacted lie in the adjoining district.   

2.7. The site does not carry any landscape or ecological designation.  The hub site 
lies within the Bighton Woodlands Landscape Character Area.  

2.8.  In summary, the land affected by the pipeline is open countryside 
characterised by scattered properties, small clusters of properties and 
farmsteads. Whilst it does not carry any landscape or ecological designations 
it does have a distinct character of small irregular fields define on the ground 
by predominantly strong hedgerows with trees.  These strong field boundary 
hedgerows do carry some ecological value. The road network is one of 
narrow lanes with limited verges some with distinct hedgerow banks.  

The local economy is dominated by uses associated with the land or by             
residents travelling further afield to work. Bishops Waltham acts as the 
nearest service centre providing village shopping faculties and junior schools. 

2.8 Regarding Ropley Dean, the sites lies off the western edge of the settlement 
which consists of a cluster of properties around the A31/ Petersfield Road 
junction and then a larger group of properties to the east on the north side of 
the road. The land carries no designations.  

3.     Statutory Development Plan 

3.1 The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 section 38 (3)(b) (as       
amended) describes the development plan as the development plan 
documents which have been adopted or approved in relation to that 
area. 

The relevant documents that comprise the development plan are 
identified below. Other policy documents which might be considered as 
material considerations are also identified. 

• Winchester District Local Plan Part 1 Joint Core Strategy 
adopted March 2013 

           (hereafter referred to as LPP1) 

• Winchester District Local Plan Part 2 Development Management 
and Site Allocations adopted April 2017 

           (hereafter referred to as LPP2 
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 Supplementary Planning Guidance 

3.2 There is one relevant Supplementary Planning Guidance (SPG) 
relevant to the route. The Bishops Waltham Design Statement was 
adopted in 2016. The edge of the pipeline route in the vicinity of 
Wintershill Lane and the B2177 lies within the Bishops Waltham parish 
boundary.  This is identified in the design statement as part of the 
Outer Hamlets where the presumption is to maintain the rural character 
and support both national and local policy that does not allow 
unnecessary development in the countryside. 

The following is an extract from the SPG: 

“Outlying Hamlets” The hamlets are ribbon developments along their 
various roads, and density of housing is low. They include Ashton, 
Dean, Beeches Hill, The Hangers, Dundridge, Wintershill and The 
Thickets, all except the latter two being within the South Downs 
National Park. The hamlets mainly consist of variously sized houses, 
all set within gardens and interspersed with farmland. In addition, there 
are 9 isolated working farms, some listed, with clusters of cottages 
originally for farm labourers. 

 Relevant policies: 

2.1 The existing rural nature of all the approaches to Bishops Waltham 
should be preserved where possible. 

7.1 Significant trees and hedgerows should be retained and not 
replaced with fences or walls.  

7.2 New developments should incorporate appropriate planting with 
sufficient space for mature growth to respect the overall rural character 

ASSESSMENT OF IMPACTS AND ADEQUACY OF REPONSE 

4. INTRODUCTION 

4.1 The following sections identify the relevant policies within the 
development plan and other local plans. This is followed by the 
consideration of the key issues raised by the proposed development 
and the extent to which the applicant addresses them. Through this 
approach it will be determined if the proposal complies with local policy.  

5. THE PRINCIPLE OF THE DEVELOPMENT 
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5.1 The development plans do not containing any detailed policies that 
anticipate the proposed development now under consideration.  LPP1 
general policy DS1 (Development Strategy and Principles) does 
acknowledge the general presumption in favour of development. LPP1 
policy MTRA 4 (Development in open Countryside) does list types of 
development that could be permitted within the open countryside. 
Category one refers to “development which has an operational need for 
a countryside location”, it goes on to refer to agriculture, horticulture 
and forestry.  

Commentary 

5.2 This proposal does not fit into any of the exempted categories of 
development that are anticipated in the policies outlined above. It is 
acknowledged that the policies cannot have anticipated all the range of 
developments that may come forward.  The potential fallback position 
is noted where the fuel would be transported by road if the pipeline 
where not available. The route of that road traffic would be up the M3 
which traverses the WCC district. Accordingly, there would be a 
consequential impact on the district from this additional traffic.   The 
general presumption in favour of development as acknowledged in the 
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) is noted. When assessing 
the above, the proposal is not considered to be in conflict with local 
policy providing the more detailed policy considerations are met. 

Adequacy of the application/DCO 

5.3 It is considered that the applicant has made a sufficiently robust case 
to justify the proposal taking place in the open countryside. 

6.   LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL 

6.1 LPP2 policy DM23 (Rural Character) requires that development within 
the countryside should not have any unacceptable impact on the rural 
character of the area. This can result from a number of actions, one of 
which is the destruction of features.  

Other relevant local policy 

6.2  The SPG policy 2.1 notes the contribution the roadside trees on the 
B2177 make on the approach to Bishops Waltham. 

Key local issues 
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6.3  Whilst not carry any national designation, the landscape character of 
the area is considered to have merit.  The landscape falls within the 
Durley Claylands character assessment area as identified in the 
Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment March 
2004. This identifies the key characteristics of the area as: 

 ● Relatively low lying, gently undulating landscape with a geology 
ranging from a narrow strip of Reading Beds and wider strip of London 
Clay in the north around Colden Common, Lower Upham, Durley 
Street and Bishop’s Waltham to the mixed clays, sands and loams of 
Lower Bagshot Sand and Bracklesham Beds around Durley and Durley 
Mill. 

 ● Land in northern part of character area drains into the Itchen, whilst 
that to the south drains into the Hamble  

● Numerous ponds (including Fishers Pond), streams, springs, wells 
and associated wetland habitats and mills, particularly relating to the 
Hamble which originates in the area  

● Varied landscape of arable and pasture agriculture, copses (including 
ancient woodland) and scattered settlement, historically resulting from 
the clearance of the Forest of Bere woodland.  

● Small irregular fields associated with informal and piecemeal 
enclosure cover much of the area, although fields with more regular 
boundaries associated with the 18th and 19th century parliamentary 
enclosure acts are found around Lower Upham and Colden Common.  

● Strong hedgerow and woodland network dominated by oak, ash, 
hawthorn, hazel, and field maple. Woodland generally assarted. 

● River associated species along the River Hamble, including the 
flower-rich wet meadows fen at Bishop’s Waltham Moors.  

● Long views from elevated positions across farmland, together with 
shorter views enclosed by woodland and strong hedgerows 
boundaries.  

● Numerous ancient narrow winding lanes, except in areas of 
parliamentary enclosure where the roads are straight with wide verges 
and clipped hedges with standard oaks.  

● Historic parkland including park pale associated with Marwell Manor 
and park lug associated with Bishop’s Waltham Palace.  
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● Numerous scattered farms and dwellings centred around Durley, 
together with the nucleated claychalk spring-line settlements of Colden 
Common and Bishop’s Waltham  

● Traditional construction and building materials include timber frame 
with brick infill, red brick, vitrified brick, painted brick, clay tiles. Thatch 
is relatively rare.  

● Buildings of contrasting ages, from the historic cores of Bishop’s 
Waltham and Durley, to the high proportion of 19th and 20th century 
buildings in Durley Street, Colden Common and the outskirts of 
Bishop’s Waltham. 

The landscape assessment has identified the loss and poor 
management of hedgerows and woodlands as a key negative issues 
that impacts on the area. 

6.4 Regarding the logistical hub site at Ropley Dean, it lies within the WCC 
Landscape Character Assessment   designation Bighton Woodlands 
Landscape Character Area. This describes the landscape character as: 

Similar to the open arable landscapes but with a greater incidence of 
hedgerows, trees and woodland. Clay overlies the chalk on ridges and 
hilltops but is absent in the valleys.  Fields tend to be medium to large 
arable. Due to the incidence of woodland and the landform there is 
some visual containment and enclosure but the scale of the field 
pattern allows more distant views in places. 

Adequacy of application /DCO 

6.5 The Landscape and Visual section within the Environmental Statement 
(volume 6) paragraph 10.5.13 acknowledges the loss of trees in four 
locations along the section of the route. Elsewhere in the application, it 
is acknowledged that 21 sections of hedgerow will need to be removed.  
Each section is 10m in width.  The proposal indicates that the open 
gaps will be replanted but only with hedgerow plants and not trees 
(even where these have been removed). This results from a concern 
that the root system of a tree may damage the buried pipeline. The 
maintenance period for new planting is quoted as 3 years (ES volume 
7 para 7.6.3).    

6.6 The assessment within the application considers the impact on a 
project that extends for 80km. It crosses both areas designated as 
Nations Park and AONB. As a consequence, the ranking of landscape 
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impacts has to extend across this spectrum but still allow scope for 
work in the more sensitive areas. It is considered that an unintended 
consequence when assessing the whole length of the scheme is for the 
non designated areas to suffer from a ranking that does not warrant 
any in-depth assessment or consideration of mitigation.    

6.7 The removal of a total of 201m of hedgerow is bound to have a 
negative impact on the landscape character of the area when viewed 
from the lanes and public rights of way.  There will be the absence of 
sections of hedgerow and the visual appearance of a weaker section of 
hedge for years to come (applicant estimates 15 years). In sections 
where trees are removed the overall character will never return back to 
its original condition, as the hedge plants will not provide a complete 
substitute for the lost trees.  

6.8  Within the application on figures 7.5 of the ES (Landscape and Visual 
Impact) there is a reference to additional planting off the pipeline route.  
The embedded measures and the proposed Landscape & Ecological 
Management Plan (LEMP) requirement 12, are not considered to fully 
address this concern. The location of the compensatory measure 
referred to above (inside the National Park area) is well outside the 
WCC section.  WCC considers that some level of mitigation should be 
provided within its area in recognition of the above negative impacts. 
This has been raised with Esso and WCC is currently awaiting a 
response.    

6.9 The poor establishment of the new planting over the existing pipeline 
on the south side of the B2177 has been noted.  At the present time 
there is a strong tree lined hedge running west of this point. The 
proposal would cut a new 10m gap in this vegetation. The character of 
the tree lined approach to the village of Bishops Waltham has been 
noted in the SPG (policy 2.1). There may be sound technical reasons       
with complicate planting trees over the pipeline. However, the LPA 
would like Esso to consider the following action. Firstly, to investigate 
the practicalities of increasing the depth of the pipe to enable tree 
planting to take place. Secondly,  if the existing pipe is to be 
decommissioned  (but left in situ) there seems no reason why  the area 
above the existing pipeline, that has been previously restricted to 
hedgerow plants  only, could not be planted up with  tree species  in 
the future.  

6.10 Once the above issues are resolved then the scheme will be 
considered to be in accordance with policy.  
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6.11 Concerning the impact associated with the temporary compounds and  
the pigging station, the former is  of a short duration whilst the latter is 
permanent for the life of the replacement pipeline.  The requirements 
should allow scope for planting around the  station.  

6.12 Regarding the logistical hub at Ropley Dean, the submitted 
assessment appears to offer little analysis. This may reflect the fact the 
logistical hub was a late introduction to the scheme.  Nevertheless, the 
location has been reviewed by WCC.  The A31 corridor offers the main 
point from which the surrounding area is viewed. The location of the 
hub, set back from the road means it will not be as obvious a feature as 
it could have been. The yard area is evident from the road through the 
gate and represents the start of the built development at Ropley Dean. 
The site is not therefore classified as open countryside.  The landscape 
impact is viewed by WCC as moderate and the hub could be 
accommodated without changing the landscape character. 

6.13 The main consideration to considered is the establishment of the site 
which will result in earthworks to form a level working area and the 
need to ensure that the surrounding hedgerows are not adversely 
impacted. As part of that analysis, consideration must be given to 
ensure the access roadway that runs under the extensive canopy of an 
oak tree is not adversely impact by soil compaction.  It is not explicitly 
evident that the set up of the logistical hub is fully appreciated in the 
requirements.  A specific requirement should be added to address this 
and the reinforcement of the hedgerow screen.       

6.14 Concerning the pipeline route, further measures are required beyond 
the embedded proposals and those outlined in the requirements. Once 
an agreed mitigation scheme is put forward then the council’s policy 
will have been complied with.  

6.15 Regarding the logistical hub the applicant needs to confirm that the     
establishment of the site will ensure the surrounding hedgerows are not 
adversely impacted during the establishment phase. As part of that 
analysis consideration must be given to ensure the use of the access 
roadway that runs under the extensive canopy of an oak tree does not 
result in soil compaction to the detriment of the health of the tree.  A 
specific requirement should be added to cover the establishment of the 
hub.     

7. BIODIVERSITY 
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7.1  LPP1 policy CP16 (Biodiversity) seeks to maintain, protect and 
enhance biodiversity, delivering net gain across the district.  It states 
that where unavoidable impacts occur they should be appropriately 
mitigated against. Proposals should clearly outweigh the harm to 
habitat and/or species.  

Key local issues 

7.2 Minimising the ecological impacts of the development is a major 
concern. The section of the pipeline route that runs through the WCC 
area does not impact on any site designated for its ecological value.  

7.3 The proposed route will result in the need to break through 
approximately 21 hedgerow field boundaries. According to the 
applicants submitted details, 19 of these are ranked as important.  
Despite these breaks in the movement corridor of species the scheme 
indicates that there will be no significant effect on the hedgerows.  This 
would seem to acknowledge an impact, but not of a degree that would 
be classified as significant.  The ES has consider the impact on bats, 
birds and dormice but classifies these as of “no effect or negligible”.  

7.4 Without wishing to appear as repetitive, the same concern raised with 
respect to the landscape and visual assessment ranking can be 
applied to the biodiversity issue. I refer back to paragraph 6.6 above. 

7.5 The gaps within the hedgerows will create breaks in wildlife corridors 
which are only reinstated over a period of many years (the applicant 
indicates 15 years).  In total over 210 metres of hedgerow will be lost. If 
this where in one single location, some form of mitigation would be 
required. The fact this loss is to be suffered across multiple locations 
does not completely diminish the impact. The loss of any trees in terms 
of the number of species that they will support will never be replaced 
by the use of hedgerow plants. Some form of mitigation should be 
brought forward  

Adequacy of application /DCO 

7.6  The ecological impacts are ranked as temporary, short terms and 
reversible (ES vol 7 para 7.5.4). Embedded measures and the good 
practice measures are viewed in the application as adequate (ES vol 7 
para 7.6.1).  The assessment within the submitted scheme means that 
no mitigation is being offered.   
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7.7 With the impacts outlined above, it is considered that there is a need 
for some degree of mitigation.   Whatever enhancement to biodiversity 
that is gained from the additional planting referred to in paragraph 6.8 
above, this is not considered to mitigate for the loss in the WCC area.  

7.8 The proposal to operate a 3 year aftercare maintenance period (ES vol 
7 para 7.6.3) is also not considered long enough to ensure adequate 
reinstatement. The recent series of wet winters and dry summers must 
be stressing new planting and so a 5 year maintenance period is 
preferred 

7.9 Regarding the Ropley Dean hub location, the author has not been able 
to identify the section within the submitted  documents that address the 
potential impacts. Accordingly the level of impact has not been possible 
to assess.  

7.10 The concerns outlined above have been raised with Esso and a 
response is currently awaited.  Once an agreed mitigation is put 
forward then the council’s policy on the protection of biodiversity will 
have been complied with.     

8.  TRANSPORT AND TRAFFIC 

8.1     WLPP2 policy DM18 (Access and Parking) seeks to ensure that 
development has appropriate provision for access in a safe and 
effective manner.     

Key local issues 

8.2 All the lanes crossed by the pipeline are single width. Only the B2177 has 
unobstructed two way movement. Traffic in the area tends to be of a low 
level with residents travelling to work or to take advantage of any local 
facility (schools shopping). Farming traffic also uses the roads to access 
land or move materials about their holdings such as during sowing and 
harvesting.  Larger vehicles do use the area to undertake deliveries. 
Through traffic uses the B2177 to move from the Winchester area down 
towards Bishops Waltham and beyond.  This reflects the higher level of 
vehicle 

8.3 At the present time when vehicles meet on the lanes, drivers utilise field 
entrances or some other location to enable them to pass carefully. There is 
no evidence of any bus service off the B2177.  
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8.4 Regarding the logistical hub it sits right off the A31 which offers good 
access to the east and west.  The pipeline route lies off to the south and it 
would be necessary to utilise roads leading off to the south to access the 
route.   

Adequacy of application /DCO 

8.5 All the roads in this section of the pipeline will be crossed via open cut 
construction. Given the limited widths of the rural lanes this will mean 
their temporary closure for a limited number of days (3) (Planning 
Statement para 4.6.28).  The B2177 Winchester to Bishops Waltham 
road will have a traffic light system to maintain single lane movement.  

8.6 The closure of lanes will obviously disrupt local traffic requiring drivers 
to make diversions. Fortunately, the pattern of the road network is such 
that diversions will not result in excessive additional mileage or undue 
time loss. The Construction Traffic Management Plan will enable 
suitable diversion information to be  disseminated to the local 
community.  

8.7 Regarding the logistical depot the traffic implications are more strategic 
reflecting the distribution nature of the proposal and WCC will therefore 
defer to Hampshire CC highways to respond.  

8.8 With the embedded measures and the proposed Construction Traffic 
Management Plan the proposal will conform to the policy requirements. 

9 Archaeology 

9.1 LPP2 policy DM26 (Archaeology) requires proposals to verify the 
archaeological merits of any site where records indicate heritage 
assets might exist. An analysis shall be undertaken at the appropriate 
level identifying any remedial actions.  

Key Local Issue 

9.2 The councils officer has identified the need to consider the  hedgerows 
in the context of their historic associations. The following  observation 
has been made.  

One important area which still does not seem to have been assessed 
fully (in line with my previous comments) are important hedgerows in 
heritage terms (e.g. those forming parish or early boundaries which 
could date back to the Late Saxon period or even possibly earlier). 
Their value has been assessed as part of the Historic Landscape Type 



Page 14 of 16 

Page 14 of 16 

 

they sit within and as such they have been generally assigned a Low 
value. It is important that their inherent value is considered. 
Furthermore these assets do not seem to have been included in the 
assessment of Potential Effects on the Historic Environment (ES 
Appendix 9.4).  

 

Adequacy of application /DCO 

     9.3 The submitted scheme is not considered to cover the historic 
associations context in sufficient detail. 

     10.  Summary 

    10.1 The local authority have reviewed the application and evaluated the 
impacts in the context of the local development plans and other relevant 
policy. 

10.2          The LPA is continuing to engage in discussions with Esso in the       
expectation that clarification will be provided on certain points and that 
further mitigation on the cumulative impact loss of hedgerow and trees 
will be brought forward as part of the scheme.  

10.3           Once the above are resolved, the local planning authority considers that 
the DCO in combination with the proper implementation of the ancillary 
documents it provides for, or that the applicant has agreed to be bound 
by, which are; 

• Code of Construction Practice (requirement 5) 

• Construction Environmental Management Plan (requirement 6) 

• Construction Traffic Management Plan (requirement 7) 

• Archaeological Mitigation Strategy (requirement 11) 

• Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (requirement 12) 

 then the impacts of the development are acceptable and that it accords 
with local policy. 

10.4  Until the discussions with the applicant have  been concluded, WCC 
reserves  its final position.  
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11 Climate Change 

11.1 In May 2019 WCC declared a climate change emergency.  Whilst this 
has not permeated down into its development plan policies to date, the 
council would ask Esso to consider a response beyond the 
consideration of climate resilience for the operation of the  pipeline.  
Carbon offsetting for those emissions generated   in the manufacturing 
of the materials and by the construction phase should  be considered 
and remedial steps brought forward.  

 

End 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

                                                         APPENDICES 

 
Appendix 1  

Extracts from: Winchester District Local Plan Part 1 Joint Core Strategy (adopted 
March 2013) 

Policy DS1 Development Strategy and Principles 

Policy MTRA4 Development in the Countryside 
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Policy CP16 Biodiversity 

 

Appendix 2:  

 Extracts from Winchester District Local Plan Part 2 Development Management and 
Site Allocation (adopted April 2017) 

Policy DM15 Local Distinctiveness 

Policy DM19 Development and Pollution 

Policy DM20 Development and Noise 

Policy DM23 Rural Character 

Policy DM24 Special Trees, Important Hedgerows and Ancient Woodlands 

Policy DM26 Archaeology 

 

Appendix 3: Extract from Landscape Character Assessment document 

 

 

  

 

 

 



      

                                             Winchester City Council 

 

                    Local Impact Report: Summary Document 
 

Southampton to London Pipeline 

 

 

1 This report comprises the Local Impact Report (LIR) of Winchester City 
Council (WCC). 

2 This LIR only relates to the impacts of the proposed development as it 
affects the administrative areas of WCC for which the council exercises 
planning control. This excludes that section of the district which  falls 
within the South Downs National Park. Any subsequent reference to the 
pipeline in this LIR is restricted to the area defined above. 

3 The local authority have reviewed the application and evaluated the 
impacts in the context of the local development plans and other relevant 
policy.  

4 Whilst the local plans does not contain any policies that would 
accommodate the proposal, the potential fullback position is noted and 
the general presumption in favour of development.  The principle of the 
development is not contested.  

5 The topics of landscape, biodiversity, traffic /transport and archaeology 
has been assessed. Excluding traffic/transport WCC is looking for 
further clarification and mitigation to address specific issues.  

6  The LPA is continuing to engage in discussions with Esso in the       
expectation that clarification will be provided on certain points and that 
further mitigation on the cumulative impact loss of hedgerow and trees 
will be brought forward as part of the scheme.  The need to include the 
historic context of hedgerows in the archaeological assessment is 
raised.  Accordingly, at the present time WCC reserves its final position 
pending the resolution of the above 

 



7 A more explicit acknowledgement of the issues around the 
establishment of the logistical hub at Ropley Dean is required which 
should then translate into a dedicated requirement.  

8. Regarding the traffic/transport issues, with the embedded measures 
and those which will be  forthcoming through the requirements, the  
proposal is considered to comply with policy.  

9      Once the above  matters relating to landscape and biodiversity are 
resolved, the local planning authority considers that the DCO in 
combination with the proper implementation of the ancillary documents it 
provides for, or that the applicant has agreed to be bound by, which are; 

• Code of Construction Practice (requirement 5) 

• Construction Environmental Management Plan (requirement 6) 

• Construction Traffic Management Plan (requirement 7) 

• Archaeological Mitigation Strategy (requirement 11) 

• Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (requirement 12) 

 then the impacts of the development are acceptable and that it will 
comply  with local policy. 

10 WCC has declared a climate emergency. Carbon off setting  for the 
manufacturing of the materials  to be used and for those emissions 
resulting from the construction phase should be brought forward. 

End. 

        

 








































