DVA Statement

20 May 2026
Chairman, councillors and residents,

Speaking on behalf of the Denmead Village Association following
discussions at our committee meeting yesterday and having done a
straw poll of our member’s views.

I want to start by saying that I am sure everyone in this room wants
the same broad outcome: to protect Denmead and to ensure that the
village has a strong, robust and defensible Neighbourhood Plan. We
may have different views on process, timing or past decisions, but we
should all be on the same side in wanting the best possible protection
for the village.

The DV A recognises that the Parish Council must be satisfied that the
Plan review is sound, fair and capable of standing up to scrutiny. If
there are genuine concerns about the process, those concerns should
be addressed properly. We are not asking the Parish Council to press
ahead regardless of if it believes there are unresolved flaws.

However, there are risks on both sides.

If there are genuine flaws in the current process, the Council should
identify and correct them before moving forward, otherwise time,
money and public confidence could be wasted.

But a pause also carries risks unless it 1s tightly defined. Residents
need to know what is being reviewed, how it will be fixed, and when
the Plan will come back to Council. Otherwise, the process could drift
and Denmead could be left in uncertainty.

It could also leave the door wide-open for challenges from
developers, giving increased vulnerability to speculative applications
or appeals.



The published Site Selection Report records a significant consultation
process, including public exhibitions, household distribution of the
options booklet, email and postal response routes, and 463 validated
views. It also records that DPC had concluded that Option 2 should go
forward into the Plan for policy development and further consultation.

The same report also records serious concerns from residents,
particularly in the Anmore area, about flooding, sewerage and
drainage implications associated with Option 2. Those concerns
should not be dismissed. The previous consultation involved hundreds
of residents. If the Council now believes that consultation cannot be
relied upon, residents should be told clearly why, and what weight
will still be given to the views already expressed.

If the Council now believes this process was flawed, or that the
direction of travel should change, residents should be told clearly
what has changed, which parts of the previous consultation remain
valid, and what weight will be given to the responses already
received.

The DVA also understands that Winchester City Council’s written
advice allows for a revised timetable if previous timescales are no
longer realistic. But that is not the same as saying the process can be
left open-ended. Winchester has also emphasised the need for swift
progress and has warned that, if the DNP does not progress, site
allocations may instead be taken forward through the Winchester
Local Plan process.

If more recent advice from Winchester gives the Parish Council
greater reassurance, that is welcome. But residents should be able to
see, or at least clearly understand, that advice and how it affects the
decision being made tonight.

Having asked our members for their views, they are unanimous that
the Plan should not be paused without being clearly explained,
evidence-based, time-limited, and accompanied by a published action
plan.



We therefore ask that, if the Parish Council decides tonight to pause
the Neighbourhood Plan review, it makes clear:

what specific issues are being reviewed;
what evidence supports those concerns;
what work will now be undertaken;
who will be responsible for that work;

whether the draft Plan has been submitted to Winchester City Council
for SEA/HRA screening or written officer review;

if not, when that will be done;
when residents will be updated; and

when the matter will return to Full Council for a further decision.

If the Council’s view is that it should wait for further information
from Winchester, including a possible future allocation figure,
residents should be told what information is being awaited, when it is
expected, and how the Neighbourhood Plan review will be kept active
in the meantime.

The DVA has seen correspondence indicating that, as recently as
April, clarification was still being sought from Winchester City
Council on important issues including the 100-dwelling requirement,
the timing of Regulation 14, and the implications of five-year housing
land supply. We do not criticise the Parish Council for seeking advice.
That is sensible. But it does underline the need for transparency.



Our position is not to prejudge the Parish Council’s decision. It is to
ask that any decision is transparent, accountable, clearly
communicated, and directed towards one shared aim: delivering a
successful, robust and defensible Neighbourhood Plan that gives
Denmead the strongest possible protection for the future.

Getting it right is essential. But getting it right must not become an
open-ended process that leaves the village in limbo.
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