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Planning Policy and Health Policy

National Planning Policy Framework (February 2019)

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) establishes national planning policy to achieve
sustainable development, through themes that include promoting sustainable transport, supporting
a prosperous rural economy and promoting healthy communities, with a presumption in favour of
sustainable development.

Paragraph 80 states that planning decisions should help create the conditions in which ‘businesses
can invest, expand and adapt.” Furthermore, planning policies and decisions should aim to achieve
healthy, inclusive and safe places that:

e promote social interaction;

e are safe and accessible; and

e enable and support healthy lifestyles.

Paragraph 97 recognises that access to a network of high-quality open spaces and opportunities for
sport and physical activity is important for the health and well-being of communities. As such,

‘existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land, including playing fields, should not
be built on.’

Paragraph 110 encourages walking, cycling and public transport use. Applications for development
should, inter alia:

e ‘give priority first to pedestrian and cycle movements, both within the scheme and with
neighbouring areas;’

e ‘address the needs of people with disabilities and reduced mobility in relation to all modes of
transport;” and

e ‘create places that are safe, secure and attractive — which minimise the scope for conflicts
between pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles.’

Section 8 of the NPPF: Promoting healthy and safe communities
Paragraph 91 of the NPPF states that:

“Planning policies and decisions should aim to achieve healthy, inclusive and safe places which:

a) promote social interaction, including opportunities for meetings between people who might not
otherwise come into contact with each other — for example through mixed-use developments, strong
neighbourhood centres, street layouts that allow for easy pedestrian and cycle connections within
and between neighbourhoods, and active street frontages;

b) are safe and accessible, so that crime and disorder, and the fear of crime, do not undermine the
quality of life or community cohesion — for example through the use of clear and legible pedestrian
routes, and high-quality public space, which encourage the active and continual use of public areas;
and

c) enable and support healthy lifestyles, especially where this would address identified local health
and well-being needs — for example through the provision of safe and accessible green
infrastructure, sports facilities, local shops, access to healthier food, allotments and layouts that
encourage walking and cycling.

Paragraph 92 of the NPPF states that:

“To provide the social, recreational and cultural facilities and services the community needs,
planning policies and decisions should:

a) plan positively for the provision and use of shared spaces, community facilities (such as local
shops, meeting places, sports venues, open space, cultural buildings, public houses and places of
worship) and other local services to enhance the sustainability of communities and residential
environments;

b) take into account and support the delivery of local strategies to improve health, social and
cultural well-being for all sections of the community;

¢) guard against the unnecessary loss of valued facilities and services, particularly where this would
reduce the community’s ability to meet its day-to-day needs;
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d) ensure that established shops, facilities and services are able to develop and modernise, and are
retained for the benefit of the community; and

€) ensure an integrated approach to considering the location of housing, economic uses and
community facilities and services”

Open space and recreation

Paragraph 96 of the NPPF states that “Access to a network of high-quality open spaces and
opportunities for sport and physical activity is important for the health and well-being of
communities. Planning policies should be based on robust and up-to-date assessments of the need
for open space, sport and recreation facilities (including quantitative or qualitative deficits or
surpluses) and opportunities for new provision. Information gained from the assessments should be
used to determine what open space, sport and recreational provision is needed, which plans should
then seek to accommodate”.

Paragraph 97 of the NPPF states “Existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land,
including playing fields, should not be built on unless: a) an assessment has been undertaken which
has clearly shown the open space, buildings or land to be surplus to requirements; or b) the loss
resulting from the proposed development would be replaced by equivalent or better provision in
terms of quantity and quality in a suitable location; or c) the development is for alternative sports
and recreational provision, the benefits of which clearly outweigh the loss of the current or former

use .

Paragraph 98 of the NPPF states “Planning policies and decisions should protect and enhance
public rights of way and access, including taking opportunities to provide better facilities for users,
for example by adding links to existing rights of way networks including National Trails”.

Draft National Policy Statement for Water Resources Infrastructure
(November 2018)

Although the NPPF has greater weight, the draft National Policy Statement (NPS) for Water
Resources is a material consideration and as such is included in the policy review.

Paragraph 2.2.6 states that, due to projected population growth, we need to ensure that there are
sufficient water supplies to provide water for a growing population.

Paragraph 2.6.3 states that “Reservoirs offer a lot of potential for drought management due to their
ability to conserve water for later use. Water can be captured, during wet periods of the year or as a
result of large transfers and used during drier periods.”

Paragraphs 2.6.4 and 2.6.5 go on to states that reservoirs “reduce the need for increased
abstraction from rivers or groundwater during drought periods, therefore reducing the potentially
negative impact on the environment and supporting the government’s ambition to enhance the
environment.” Furthermore, “recreational and wellbeing benefits can also be achieved”.

Paragraph 2.6.7 states that “new reservoirs are likely to play an important role in securing resilient
supplies and supporting transfers of water across the country in the future and it is likely that
reservoir schemes will feature in water companies WRMPs.”

Paragraph 3.1.3 states that, in considering any proposed development, the examining authority
should take into account “its potential benefits, including the facilitation of economic development
including: job creation, housing and environmental improvement and any long-term or wider
benefits.”

Paragraph 3.10.1 states that “relevant bodies such as local authorities and the Health and Safety
Executive should be consulted where required relating to safety.”

Paragraph 3.12.3 states that “where the proposed project has likely significant environmental
impacts that would have an effect on human beings, the applicant should identify and set out the
assessment of any likely significant health impacts. Adequate consultation should be undertaken
with key stakeholders such as Public Health England, the Health and Safety Executive, relevant
local authorities and local health care groups.”

Paragraph 4.13.9 states that “applications for reservoirs are required to be supported by a
recreational amenities statement outlining details of any amenities to be provided.” The statement
should justify any associated recreational or educational amenities.
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Planning Practice Guidance: Healthy and Safe Communities (November
2019)

The first point of contact on population health and wellbeing issues, including health inequalities, is
the Director of Public Health for the local authority, or at the county council for two-tier areas.

A healthy place is one which supports and promotes healthy behaviours and environments and a
reduction in health inequalities for people of all ages. It meets the needs of children and young
people to grow and develop, as well as being adaptable to the needs of an increasingly elderly
population and those with dementia and other sensory or mobility impairments.

It is helpful if the Director of Public Health is consulted on any planning applications (including at the
pre-application stage) that are likely to have a significant impact on the health and wellbeing of the
local population or particular groups within it. This would allow them to work together on any
necessary mitigation measures.

Havant Borough Core Strategy (March 2011)

Policy CS1 Health and Wellbeing looks to retain open spaces, including children’s play space,
which are valued by local communities unless a superior alternative can be provided. Staunton
Country Park is identified as being particularly important to safeguard as a strategic open site.

Policy CS11 Protecting and Enhancing the Special Environment and Heritage of Havant Borough
seeks to protect and enhance the borough’s statutory and non-statutory designated landscape,
habitats and features of biological, hydrological or geological interest including Sites of Importance
for Nature Conservation (SINC) which are present within the Scheme footprint.

Policy CS13 states that “development proposals that adversely affect green infrastructure will not be
permitted unless superior alternative provision can be provided or where it is part of a service
provider's plans to provide improved local services in equally accessible locations.”

Policy CS16 High Quality Design requires plans to respond positively to existing features of natural,
historic or local character within or close to the proposed development site. Furthermore, the policy
encourages proposals to use the characteristics of the locality to help inform the design of the new
development.

Policy CS19 Effective Provision of Infrastructure states that new infrastructure developments must
ensure that if there is a proven need for additional infrastructure, a programme of delivery has been
agreed with the relevant infrastructure provider. Furthermore, it must support the local economy.

Havant Borough Local Plan (Allocations) (July 2014)

Policy AL6 Havant Thicket Reservoir Pipeline states: “Planning permission will be granted for
development proposals that help deliver the Havant Thicket Reservoir pipeline as shown on the
Policies Map. Development proposals will not be permitted in the pipeline route buffer zone, where
it could prevent the future delivery of the pipeline.”

Policy DM18 Protecting New Development from Pollution states: “Planning permission will be
granted for development provided that projected levels of air, noise, vibration, light, water or other
pollution do not have significant negative affect on the amenity of future occupiers or users of the
proposed development.”

Policy DM20 Historic Assets states: “Planning permission will be granted for development that
conserves and enhances the historic assets of Havant Borough.”

Pre-Submission Havant Borough Local Plan 2036 (February 2019)

Following consultation under Regulation 19 of the Town and Country Planning Act (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 amendments to Policy KP9 of the pre-submission draft of the Havant
Borough Local Plan 2036 have been between Portsmouth Water and Havant Borough Council.
Policy KP9 states: “Planning permission will be granted at Havant Thicket for a winter storage
reservoir comprising recreational provision including a visitor centre where:

a. The development is sustainable, fully maintained, cost-effective and delivers environmental and
community benefits;

b. The reservoir provides additional leisure opportunities which complement existing provision in the
borough and will become an attraction for local communities;
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c. Any recreational provision is appropriate to the countryside location and does not include any
motorised activities acknowledging the site’s primary use as a reservoir;
d. Green infrastructure links between the rest of Leigh Park and Dunsbury Park are enhanced;
e. Construction traffic is minimised through Leigh Park, Rowlands Castle and other residential
areas;
f. Public vehicular traffic is restricted within the site and confined to the vicinity of the main access;
g. An appropriate means of access is established to the satisfaction of the Highway Authority;
h. Recreation provision includes a network of paths for walking, cycling and horse-riding; and links
with the Riders Lane and Hermitage Stream corridors are realised wherever possible. Footpaths
bridleways, and cycle paths should connect to existing public and permissive path network in the
neighbouring area;
i. Accessibility to different parts of the site for all users has been carefully considered in the design,
layout and surfacing of paths, and the provision of seating;
j- Natural, rural, and historic character is conserved in particular by:
i. Limiting impacts on biodiversity including the creation of additional habitats;
ii. Compensating for the loss of, and effects on, Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation
(SINCs), the registered park and the conservation area;
iii. Ensuring that the pipeline has no significant impact on Great Copse, protecting it during
construction;
iv. Integrating the reservoir into the existing landscape of the area;
v. Minimising the loss of ancient woodland and trees;
vi. Appropriate mitigation measures, including buffers, are put in place for Bechstein’s bat in line with
Policy E15.
k. The potential impacts on the Langstone and Chichester Harbours as well as the Hermitage
Stream have been assessed under the appropriate regulations and any necessary avoidance and
mitigation measures included in the scheme design;
|. Opportunities for biodiversity enhancements associated with the reservoir and the Hermitage
Stream are realised wherever possible;
m. If possible, opportunities have been explored for the prior extraction of minerals to the
satisfaction of Hampshire County Council;
n. The potential impact of the development on the setting of the South Downs National Park has
been assessed and any necessary avoidance and mitigation measures included in the scheme
design;
0. The risk of flooding has been fully assessed in a flood risk assessment and mitigation put in place
to minimise all risks;
p. The proposal realises the potential for renewable energy while taking into account nature
conservation and other site constraints; and
g. Opportunities arising from the new pipe works are taken to enhance the habitats, recreation
provision and cycle and pedestrian accessibility along the stream corridors. Development proposals
will not be permitted in the pipeline route buffer zone (as shown on the Policies Map), where they
could prejudice the future delivery of the pipeline.”

1.31. Policy E2 Health and wellbeing states that permission will be granted for development proposals
that improve the Borough’s network of good quality, accessible and safe open spaces with multi-
functional recreation value.

1.32. Policy E7 is dedicated to the Hermitage Stream. It states: ‘Planning permission will be granted for
proposals that contribute to the improvement of the Hermitage Stream where:
a. The development would preserve and enhance the landscape setting of the Hermitage Stream;
b. Access to the Hermitage Stream for maintenance and future improvements is retained;
c. The ability to implement future restoration is not prevented; and
d. The proposals include improvements to cycleways and/or footways along the stream itself and
link to the nearby rights of way network.’

1.33. All of the reservoir site within Havant is designated as protected open space by Policy E8 which
states:

‘a. Development on these spaces will be permitted where the proposal is for a recreation use which
would retain or enhance the value of the open space.

b. There is a presumption against development which does not meet criterion a. Development which
does not meet criterion a. will only be permitted where:

i. It can be demonstrated that the development is in the public interest to a degree which outweighs
the need for the protection of the open space; and
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ii. Alternative open space provision is made which is of equivalent or greater community
benefit in terms of quality, quantity and accessibility.’

1.34. Policy IN1 states ‘The Council will work with infrastructure providers and other partners to bring
about the strategic infrastructure investment needed in the Borough, with a particular focus on...
facilitating the delivery of sufficient capacity in water supply and foul water treatment...’

1.35. Policy E18 states ‘Development affecting trees, hedgerows and woodlands will only be permitted
where it “reflects, conserves or enhances the existing landscape and integrates the development
into its surroundings, adding visual interest and amenity...”

1.36. With respect to drainage infrastructure in new development Policy E20 states that permission will
only be granted where ‘run-off rates have been reduced to below the pre-development rate, or, if
this is not possible, there is no net increase in surface water run-off compared with the pre-
development rate.’

East Hampshire District Local Plan Joint Core Strategy (June 2014)

1.37. Policy CP28 Green Infrastructure states that development will be permitted “provided that it
maintains, manages and enhances the network of new and existing green infrastructure.”

1.38. Policy CP18 states: ‘Improvements will be made to enhance recreation, play, sports and built
facilities within communities and throughout the district. Opportunities to improve physical fithess
and wellbeing will be enhanced by the provision of accessible green spaces in towns and villages
and encouraging opportunities for walking and cycling wherever possible.” The policy continues: “...
where any deficiency in a particular category of open space in an area exists, the Council and
National Park Authority will seek to offset this deficiency by seeking to secure a higher provision of
this particular category of open space for the benefit of the community although the overall
requirement of 3.45 ha per 1,000 population will remain.’ The policy supports the provision of well-
designed high quality play spaces for children and young people and the implementation of green
infrastructure opportunities to encourage informal recreation.

East Hampshire District Draft Local Plan 2017-2036 (February 2019)

1.39. Policy S4: Health and Wellbeing states that “the potential for achieving positive health and wellbeing
outcomes will be taken into account when considering development proposals. Where any potential
adverse impacts are identified, the applicant will be expected to demonstrate how these will be
addressed and mitigated.”

1.40. Policy S18: Landscape states that proposals will be supported that have no adverse impact on “the
visual amenity and scenic quality of the landscape. Where a proposal is likely to have a significant
impact on landscape, an assessment of the impact on landscape character and visual quality
proportionate to the scale and nature of the development proposed will be required.”

1.41. Policy DM1.2 states that open space, sports and recreation provision requirements should:
a. as first preference, be provided on-site in a suitable location. Where the development does not
allow for the provision of such open space on site, developers will be required to make a financial
contribution towards the provision of new, or improvement of open space, sport or recreational
facilities elsewhere in the locality, through entering into a legal agreement or another suitable
mechanism;
b. be multifunctional, fit for purpose and support health and outdoor recreation;
c. consider the context of any existing provision (including deficiencies in particular types of open
space) and maximise any opportunities for improvement within the wider area where these are
relevant to the development of the site;
d. secure appropriate mechanisms which will ensure the future satisfactory maintenance and
management of the open space, sports and recreational facility in the long term.

1.42. Policy DM1.3 states ‘A holistic approach to the design of new open space should be taken including
considering the contribution to place making, the green network and protecting and enhancing
nature conservation and the water environment.’

1.43. Policy DM1.4 states ‘New provision should also aim to protect, enhance and manage integrated
paths for active travel and/or recreation, including new and existing links to the wider countryside.’

1.44, Policy DM2.1 states: ‘Development involving the loss of open space, a sports or recreation facility
will only be permitted if:
a. the site or facility is surplus in terms of all the functions an open space or facility can perform, and
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is of low value and poor quality, as shown by the East Hampshire Open Space, Sport and
Recreation Needs and Opportunities Assessment (2018) or subsequent update; or

b. alternative and improved provision would be made in a location well related and accessible to the
users of the existing facility; or

c. the development is for alternative sports and recreation provision, the need for which clearly
outweighs the loss; or

d. the development is for a small part of the site; where it has been demonstrated that it will result in
an enhanced sport or recreational facility.

1.45. Policy DM29: Water Quality and Water Supply seeks to ensure “well designed mitigation measures
to ensure the water environment does not deteriorate, both during construction and during the
lifetime of the development to ensure the Water Framework objectives are not compromised and
any development meets the requirements of the Habitats Directive.”

1.46. Policy DM40: Historic Landscapes, Parks and Gardens seeks to preserve and enhance parks and
gardens of historic or landscape interest and archaeological features.

1.47. Policy S29: Infrastructure supports infrastructure that is necessary to support new development.

1.48. Policy S31: Planning permission will be granted at Havant Thicket for a winter storage reservoir and

recreational provision where:

e the development is sustainable, fully maintained, cost-effective and delivers environmental and
community benefits;

o the reservoir provides additional leisure opportunities which complement existing provision in

the Area;

e construction traffic is minimised through Horndean, Rowlands Castle and other residential
areas; and

e public vehicular traffic is restricted within the site and confined to the vicinity of the main
access.

Fair Society, Healthy Lives (the Marmot Review) (2010)

1.49. Policy Objective C: Create fair employment and good work for all outlines a key priority objective
which is to “Improve access to good jobs and reduce long-term unemployment across the social
gradient.”

1.50. Policy Objective E: Create and develop healthy and sustainable places and communities provides a

priority objective in which to “Develop common policies to reduce the scale and impact of climate
change and health inequalities.”

Health and Social Care Act (2012)

1.51. In respect of reducing inequalities Part 1 Section 4 1C of the Act states that “In exercising functions
in relation to the health service, the Secretary of State must have regard to the need to reduce
inequalities between the people of England with respect to the benefits that they can obtain from the
health service.”

1.52. Under Part 1 Section 11 2A of the Act the Secretary of State has a duty to take steps to protect the
public in England from disease or other dangers to health. Such steps include making available the
services of any person or facilities.

Public Services (Social Value) Act (2012)

1.53. Part 1 Section 3 states that the authority must consider “how what is proposed to be procured might
improve the economic, social and environmental well-being of the relevant area.” Furthermore, the
authority must consider “how, in conducting the process of procurement, it might act with a view to
securing that improvement.”

1.54. Section 4 states that the relevant area means “the area consisting of the area or areas of the one or
more relevant authorities on whose behalf a public services contract is, or contracts based on a
framework agreement are, intended to be made.”
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Public Health England Strategy (2020-25)

A main aim of the Public Health England Strategy is to reduce fine particulate air pollution in
England by 1 microgram per m3, resulting in the prevention of an estimated 50,000 cases of
coronary heart disease, 16,500 strokes, 9,000 cases of asthma and 4,000 lung cancers over 18
years. A key measurable is the view to halve the number of people living in locations where
concentrations of particulate matter are above 10 micrograms per m3 by 2025.

Another aim set out in the strategy is to provide effective responses to major incidents, in order to
ensure that the UK health protection system is integrated, resilient and able to prepare for and
respond to all major hazards.

Hampshire Joint Strategic Needs Assessment (JSNA) (2017-2022)

Social Isolation and Loneliness in Hampshire - A Health Needs Assessment sets out the impacts of
social isolation and loneliness in Hampshire and makes recommendations based on key data.

A key recommendation is to “create an enabling environment through: good urban design, creating
and maintaining spaces that encourage social interaction, good transport access to services.”

The document also states that “access to safe and affordable transport is key to ensuring people
are able to build and maintain relationships and remain independent for longer. This should guide
both local government planning and the organisation of voluntary services.”

The Hampshire Public Health Team document sets out a number of recommendations that support
public health. These include:

e “Ensure a public health response is sought for local plans and major planning applications (i.e.
those of more than 100 residential units or with major retail or recreational development).”

e “Consider and provide evidence of needs and gaps for Community Infrastructure Levy/Section
106 contributions from developers to fund health promoting infrastructure.’

Draft Hampshire Joint Health and Wellbeing Strategy (2019-2024)

The Hampshire Joint Health and Wellbeing Strategy sets out a number of key priorities for
improvement, including:

e Improve population level mental wellbeing and reduce mental ill-health;

e Enable people with long-term conditions to live healthier lives for longer and reduce variation in
outcomes; and

e Continue to develop connected communities which can support people to live happy, healthy
lives in the place of their choosing.

Hampshire Local Transformation Plan (2018/9) — Annual Refresh

The Hampshire Local Transformation Plan states that it is committed to working towards parity of
esteem for mental health services, reviewing and aligning mental health care pathways, out of area
pathways, and crisis care. A key focus of this work stream is to ensure that effective crisis services
for all ages are provided.

The plan states that it will improve population health and wellbeing across Hampshire by joining up
a range of support and care services to achieve the outcomes, benefits and experiences that matter
to individuals, their carers and families.

The plan also outlines its commitment to continuing work for vulnerable groups. The Transforming
Care Programme will be a critical driver of change to support those young vulnerable groups.
Demand is high for services for children and young people with Autism, so ensuring good services
are in place both for young people and adults is identified as being crucial to success.
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Appendix A18.2 Visitor Survey
Findings
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Wednesday 29 Aug 2018
Total

Location i No. of No. of . No.of No. of Direction of Postcode or Area Mode of Travel
Time . number in . No. of Horses .
number Adults  Children group Dogs Bikes travel From to Site
3 08:05 2 2 2 W/W
3 08:19 1 1 W/W
3 08:48 2 2 W/W
3 08:52 1 1 1 E/E
3 09:11 1 1 1 E/E Local
3 10:46 p 2 1 N/E
3 10:54 2 2 1 E/E
3 10:55 2 2 5 W/W
3 11:22 1 1 1
3 11:25 1 1 1 E/E
3 11:26 3 5 8 E/E PO2 8AY
3 12:01 1 1 1 wW/W PO8 9NZ
3 12:03 2 2 E/E
3 12:06 1 1 E/E
3 13:56 1 1 2 E/E
3 14:40 2 1 3 W/W
3 14:42 2 1 3 1 W/W
3 15:14 2 2 2 E/E
3 15:24 2 1 3 E/E
3 16:05 2 2 2 E/E Local
3 16:15 1 1 1 W/W
3 17:00 1 1 1 W/W
3 17:25 1 1 1 W/W
3 17:26 1 1 2 N/W/S/W Local
3 17:50 1 1 4 W/W/N
4 08:00 1 1 1 N/E PO9 6BB Walked
4 08:07 2 2 2 W/E PO9 5HN Walked
4 08:23 1 1 W/E PO6 Walked
4 08:43 1 1 1 E/W PO9 6DE Walked
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Supporting Information

HTWSR Vistor Survey - August 2008
Weather

Sat 25/08/18 (0800-1800)
Wed 29/08/18 (0800-1800)

Warm and sunny, very little wind
Initially overcast with some drizzle, from 0830 dry but overcast

Portsmouth Water
Survey Team
v Sat 25/08/18 Wed 29/08/18
AM PM AM PM
1 Richard Levett [Richard Levett None None
Tracey Viney None None None
Jill Pearce & Rosie
3 Laura Donna Viney Rosie Willoughby |Willoughby
Karen Moore/ Quentin
4 & 4W Gosia Hudson |Georgia Rowe Ann Jones Gallagher
5 Ellie Mullineaux [Ellie Mullineaux Ellie Mullineaux |Ellie Mullineaux
5b (from 6) None None Tracey Viney Tracey Viney
6 Emma Camm None Tracey Viney Tracey Viney
7 None Tracey Viney Richard Levett Richard Levett
Notes:

Sat 25/08/18

Wed 29/08/18

No. of
No. of No.of No. of
No. of Adult Child
0.0 uits rar Dogs Bikes Horses
en
628 118 338 107 2
322 51 273 56 0

Note: That some people, dogs and bikes may have
passed more than one surveyor and will be
double counted

1. Survey on 25/08/18 found that the majority of people moved north from location 1 to 7, very few went east over the stile into
the field, so concentrated survey effort at location 7 on 29/08/18 to capture those entering from Cowplain to the west and those

2. Very few'people entered the site from the permissive access points at location 2 on 25/08/18, so moved survey resource to
location 7 in the afternoon which was much more productive.



3. The direction of travel indicates the direction the person was moving towards. If shown as E/N the person was heading east
approaching the surveyor then when they reached the junction where the surveyor was located they headed off to the north (This
detail may not have been recorded initially on 25/08/18)

4. The survey was undertaken by volunteers who were not required to speak to those passing unless they were comfortable to do
so. As a minimum they were asked to complete the information for columns C,D,F,G,H & I. Some surveyors were more confident
about speaking to people than others. It was generally more difficult to stop and ask people who were running or cycling the

5. Red text indicates a query
Map showing the August 2018 survey points
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All information, analysis and recommendations made for clients by Planning Solutions Consulting Limited (PSCL) are made
in good faith and represent PSCL’s professional judgement on the basis of information obtained from the client and
elsewhere during the course of the assignment. However, since the achievement of recommendations, forecasts and
valuations depends on factors outside PSCL’s control, no statement made by PSCL may be deemed in any circumstances to
be a representation, undertaking or warranty, and PSCL cannot accept any liability should such statements prove to be
inaccurate or based on incorrect premises. In particular, and without limiting the generality of the foregoing, any
projections, financial or otherwise, in this report are intended only to illustrate particular points of argument and do not
constitute forecasts of actual performance. Please note that the demographic data is supplied by a third party and PSCL
cannot be held liability for any inaccuracies in the data provided. Outside Portsmouth Water, The Stakeholder Group and
the Project Team for purposes associated with the Havant Thicket Winter Storage Reservoir Project, this report should not
be copied or distributed to any third parties without the express written permission of Planning Solutions Consulting
Limited due to the confidential nature and commercial sensitivity of some of the information contained within this
document.
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1.0 Introduction

Planning Solutions Consulting Limited has been commissioned by Portsmouth Water to
identify and assess potential visitor numbers and associated car parking requirements for
three development scenarios in respect of the recreational services and facilities which will
be introduced as part of the Havant Thicket Winter Storage Reservoir (HTWSR) project.

This is a summary briefing paper which references the site context, the key findings from
the market review and options appraisal. It also summarises the visitor modelling and car
parking requirements for the three scenarios considered. The detailed findings of the

modelling and analysis are set out in the Full Report.

The three lead scenarios are summarised in Appendix 1.

Site context

The reservoir project covers approximately 160 hectares of which some 120 hectares will be
the waterbody itself. The site is located in Hampshire to the north of Havant, to the north
east of Warren Park and west of Rowlands Castle. Interestingly, the boundary of the South
Downs National Park is less than half a mile from the north east boundary of HTWSR site.

Horndean f

4.;,(4,}

i Proposed Reservoir
Waterlooville

%
Oy

Warren Park

Petersfie)

Leigh Park

Reproduced by permissior) of Ordnance Survey on behalf of HISO. @Crown copyright and databasesfight 2010. Al rights reserved, Ordnance Survey Licence Number 100018036

Location plan. Source: Portsmouth Water
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and these organisations along with Hampshire and the Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust
(HIOWWT) and South Downs National Park Authority (SDNPA) are important project
partners.

There is some established existing informal recreation use of the site. The site is mainly
surrounded by woodland and part of the site is within the Staunton Country Park (SCP)
historic park and gardens which is an important consideration in respect of future uses and
activities in these areas. From a visitor experience perspective, the landscape is attractive
and, for many, it will be enhanced through the introduction of a large landlocked water
body, which is a relatively unique offer within the sub-region. Itis worth noting that
drawdown of water in certain periods could impact on some water uses and may in some
limited circumstances make the views less attractive to general visitors.

Visitor flows to the site must be managed effectively in line with its environmental carrying
capacity (which is to be agreed among partners in defining the preferred project) and it is
important to ensure that the HTWSR site has a distinctive offer and does not draw visitors
away from the neighbouring SCP. Portsmouth Water’s strategy is to complement its
neighbours and partners, including Staunton Country Park and the South Downs National
Park.

www.pslplan.co.uk 4
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2.0 Market review

The Full Report contains a detailed demographic profile of the 15,30 and one hour drivetime
catchments from Havant Thicket as well as the level of forecast population growth. In terms
of headline residential figures, within the immediate core 15-minute drivetime market place
the population is just under 250,000 which is relatively high. Within the overall 30-minute
drivetime contour the population increases to approximately 700,000 and close to 1.75
million within an hour’s drive.

All demographic data was sourced from CACI.

In terms of passing traffic, the latest data from the 2017 manual count on the nearby A3(M)
indicates an average annual daily flow of traffic at 65,152 vehicles per day, which has
increased from some 47,500 in the year 2000. Whilst not directly passing the site, this high
volume of traffic will lead to a level of ‘stopping off’ use by motorists which is factored into
the analysis.

Traffic data from the earlier transport assessment on the B2149 showed daily two-way
vehicle numbers at 979 per hour or approximately 11,747 per day (12 hour flow). This is
likely to have also shown growth over the past ten years and the high level of traffic passing
the site will help to build awareness of the new facility.

Tourist visits to the site are likely to represent a minor proportion of overall visits and it is
unlikely that the reservoir will become a major tourism destination in its own right.
However, as a large waterbody on the edge of the South Downs National Park it could
attract day visitors, people staying with friends and relatives and some tourists in the sub
region to visit the site for outdoor recreation. There would be more visits from tourists to
the more intense form of development scenario considered in the options.

In terms of the competitive profile, we assess the range of facilities serving the recreation
and days out market as well as a broad spectrum of case examples with different scale and
type of outdoor recreation sites (see Appendix 2). The sites were chosen to provide an
extensive range of comparable examples for the different scenarios relating to elements

! Crown copyright 2013. Source: Office for National Statistics licensed under the Open Government Licence
v.3.0. © Crown Copyright. Data supplied by National Records of Scotland. Source: NISRA : Website:
WwWw.nisra.gov.uk Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2013
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such as site characteristics, range of built facilities, presence of a large waterbody and urban
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edge locations. The information gathered includes visitor numbers and parking spaces.

It is important to note the Havant Thicket site is on the edge of the South Downs National
Park. The wider region also offers a number of landmark attractions within easy reach
including the Spinnaker Tower and Historic Dockyard in Portsmouth. It is worth highlighting
that Hampshire County Council is undertaking a major programme of investment at their
five country parks including the neighbouring Staunton Country Park.

3.0 Options appraisal

The options were developed in response to the extensive earlier community and
stakeholder research (please refer to the Interim Report on Community and Stakeholder
Involvement, October 2008 (Arup)).

As part of this study, we have evaluated a long list of options as part of the overall range of
facilities at HTWSR. The options appraisal assessed various product elements including
those considered in the original consultation as well as existing examples of good practice
elsewhere. Full details are in the full report along with the associated ‘pros’ and ‘cons’.

3.1 Development scenarios

We have considered and evaluated three scenarios relating to a low, medium and high level
of intervention:

Scenario 1 (low level of intervention)

This Scenario represents a low-key visitor experience with a limited range of facilities as
described in the table below. This option will incorporate attractive external environment
with a range of recreational trails and activities. The facility will be accessible on a year-
round basis although the catering kiosk will operate on a restricted seasonal basis.

Scenario 2 (medium level of intervention)

The medium scenario is based on the post public consultation outline plan (2009) of
Portsmouth Water. In effect this medium level is an enhanced country park facility with
high quality visitor infrastructure and services, including a main hub in the form of a
purpose-built visitor centre.

www.pslplan.co.uk 6
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Scenario 3 (high level of intervention)

Scenario 3 is a high level of intervention based upon a visitor destination with a more
intense level of recreation and commercial use compared to Scenario 2 above. The main
difference relates to the introduction of a beach and commercial water-sports and built
facilities on a larger scale.

3.2 Assessment criteria and scoring matrix

We have used a range of criteria within a weighted scoring matrix to assess the three
development scenarios (please see Table 2 below). Each scenario was assessed against
criteria that showed how each element contributed to the Company’s strategic objectives
for the project. This gave us an objective measure of each scenario’s contribution to
achieving the Companies’ priorities. Scores in the matrix are ranked from 1 to 10. Within
the scoring matrix itself we have applied a weighting (from +3 to -3) which reflects the
strategic objectives and priorities for the project. Some of the weighting scores are negative
to reflect that the criteria in these cases represent an unfavourable outcome for the project.

Scenario 2 emerges as the preferred option from the matrix scoring system.

In terms of the impact on the environment and the fit with the lead target markets, Scenario
1 (Low) gains a slightly higher score but it fails to deliver strongly on strategic and policy
outcomes. Scenario 3 (High) scores poorly on environmental impact and deliverability.

Scenario 2 (Medium) scores significantly higher on deliverability and gains the highest
overall weighted score, ahead of Scenario 1 with a large differential over Scenario 3.
(Without applying a weighting system, Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 are within half a point of
each other’s score, with both scenarios significantly ahead of Scenario 3).

www.pslplan.co.uk 7
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Table 2. Scoring matrix for scenarios considered

Option 1: Minimum level of intervention 4.0 4.0 7.5 4.0 8.0 6.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 7.0 3.0 1.0 48.5
Option 2: Medium level of intervention - 7.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 8.0 8.0 6.0 6.0 7.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 8.0 51.0
visitor centre

Option 3: High level intervention - visitor 7.0 75 3.0 75 75 9.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 6.0 4.0 7.0 5.0 165

centre and associated water based uses

* Negative weighting shows that lower score is preferable outcome in this category

www.pslplan.co.uk 8
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4.0 Visitor modelling

4.1 Existing users

The estimates for the level of current use are based on visitor survey work carried out at
various entry point locations at the site in the Summer of 2018 (August Bank Holiday, 27t
August 2018 and a weekday after the Summer holiday in September 2018) by Portsmouth
Water with adjustments made for estimates of throughput at different periods through the
year by season, duplication on multiple entry points and the day of the week.

The total annual estimate for the current level of use is some 93,000. This may need to be
confirmed once further onsite survey is carried out. Dog walkers represent a high
proportion of visitors surveyed (just under 50% at weekends) which leads to a high level of
daily (repeat use). It is worth noting that the existing Forestry Commission carpark is able to
cope with the current level of car borne visits to the site via this entry point.

Currently Staunton Country Park attracts in excess of 280,000 admissions including Leigh
Park Gardens which is estimated to attract some 120,000 annually. Leigh Park Gardens is
forecast to boost this figure by some 60,000 annual visits to 180,000 following the
completion of the Heritage Lottery Fund project. Clearly there is some overlap between
these visitors and a proportion of the visits are made by the same people to both Leigh Park
Gardens and Staunton Country Park.

4.2  Visitor forecast analysis
The work carried out by Arup in 2009 forecast some 125,000 visitors per annum might be
expected to visit the reservoir site.

We have carried out an additional demographic comparative analysis for five relevant case
examples selected in discussion with the project team based on their range of facilities,
scale of activity and the location in respect of nearby urban areas (one for Scenario One, and
two each for Scenarios Two and Three).

www.pslplan.co.uk 9
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4.2.1 Scenario 1 (low level)

within each category who would be expected to visit over a 12 month period) and frequency
(levels of repeat visits) to the key core market categories.

This shows a relatively high level of local regular use which will impact upon the later
analysis relating to car parking requirements because locals have a higher propensity to
travel on foot to the site. Clearly with this option there is limited appeal beyond the 30
minute drive-time catchment.

Table 3. Summary of estimated users — Scenario 1

Level of repeat Estimated
Market Size Penetration v L. . I. .
visits visits
Residential market (drive-time catchment)

Up to 15 mins 248,580 12.0 4.0 119,318

16to 30 mins 449,329 4.0 2.0 35,946

31to 60 mins 1,045,720 1.0 1.0 10,457

61to 90 2,502,115 0.1 1.0 2,502
Dual use visitors from Leigh 180.000 0.05 10 9.000
Park Gardens (Staunton) ! ’ ’ !
Tourists

Touri | - ith

c.Jurlsts (exc sta.ylng wit 227,000 05 10 1135
friends and relatives, SFR)

SFR(stay!ng with friends 129,000 3.0 10 3,870

and relatives)

Day visits 2,218,000 0.10 1.0 2,218
Passing traffic* 23,780,480 0.01 1.0 2,854
Education 1,000
Events 200

Estimated total 188,501

*Passing traffic 1.2 persons per car
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Council who will be attracted to Leigh Park Gardens following the HLF project implementation.

In common with most of the case examples, a high proportion of the total visitors are
derived from the residential population within the 30 minute drivetime contour.

This is higher among the sites with limited facilities which have a low destination profile and
consequently a limited market reach. Our projections show just over 80% of estimated
visitors emanate from the 30 minute catchment for the low level scenario.

In terms of the catchment up to 15 minutes’ drive time away, there is already a strong level
of use and we anticipate this will continue and will grow. The level of usage from among
those living within easy walking distance of the site is likely to be particularly strong and this
is accounted for in the average penetration and repeat visitor levels.

The level of usage will reduce the further away people live from the site, signifying there will
only be minimal use by residents living between an hour and an hour and a half from the
site (i.e. there is limited market reach within this wider catchment). We have allowed for a
proportion of visitors to Leigh Park Gardens to extend their visit into the Havant Thicket site
although it is acknowledged that there is a significant distance to reach the proposed
location of the main site services. In this low development scenario, it is unlikely that
significant numbers will drive around to the main services area (assumed at one in 20 for
this low intervention option).

The ability to attract the tourist and day visitor market for this option is limited although
there is likely to be greater penetration among those staying with friends and relatives (the
SFR market). With this option, it is not likely to attract motorists from the A3M in significant
numbers and the education and events activities will be restricted to small-scale low-key
activities.

The overall visitor numbers projected reach some 188,500 which is just over double the
estimated existing levels of use.

The table below provides an indicative comparison demographics and penetration for
another low-level recreation site.

www.pslplan.co.uk 11
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Table 4. Comparison of population multiples and estimated users — Scenario 1

Market Annual visitors Residential | Residential market Multiple 30 Multiple 60
(ave last 3 years) | market 30 mins 1 hour minutes minutes

West Walk (nr Wickham, Hants) 190,000 662,234 1,752,897 0.29 0.11

HTWSR Scenario 1 188,501 697,909 1,743,629 0.27 0.11

Demographics sourced from CACI.

West Walk is a relatively low-key Forestry Commission recreation site in Hampshire with a
limited range of visitor infrastructure and amenities. It is a relevant example as it is within
12 miles of Havant Thicket and so draws on part of the same catchment and currently
provides a low intensity of visitor services. The multiple of the estimated annual visitor
figures as a proportion of the residential population for Havant Thicket Reservoir for the low
level of intervention represents an equivalent rate of 0.26 for the 30 minute catchment and
0.11 for the 60 minute drivetime catchment if considered separately. These multiples are
closely in line with the West Walk levels as shown in the above table. Whilst Havant Thicket
is more urban edge, West Walk is well established and benefits from the Forestry
Commission’s brand.

4.2.2 Scenario 2 (medium level)

In effect this Scenario is an enhanced country park facility with high quality visitor
infrastructure and services including a main hub in the form of a purpose-built visitor centre.
This Scenario is closely in line with the post public consultation Portsmouth Water Outline
Plan (2009).

www.pslplan.co.uk 12
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Table 5. Summary of estimated users — Scenario 2

Level of repeat | Estimated
Market Size Penetration Ve . ‘re |!1|‘a
visits visits
Residential market (drive-time catchme nt)

Up to 15 mins 243,580 12.0 5.00 145,148

16to 30 mins 449,329 5.0 3.00 67,399

31to 60mins 1,045,720 3.0 1.25 35,215

61to S0 2,502,115 0.5 1.00 12,511
Dual use visitors from Leigh 180,000 0.075 10 13,500
Park Gardens (Staunton) ! ’ ’ '
Tourists and others

Tourists (exd staying with

227,000 1.25 1.0 2,838
friends and relatives, SFR)

SFR{stal,.r?ngwlth friends 129,000 25 10 5675

and relatives)

Day visits 2,218,000 0.25 1.0 5,545
Passing traffic* 23,780,480 0.05 1.0 14,268
Education 2,500
Events 1,000

Estimated total 317,508

*Passing traffic 1.2 persons per car

The component elements within this Scenario include both the internal space and external
environment. This represents an incremental level of development compared with Scenario
One with a higher level of penetration. The site becomes more of a destination which will
extend market reach and penetration.

As previously described, this medium scenario is comparable to a country park style facility.
The forecasts show strong local usage with just under 50% within the 15-minute catchment
and just under 70% (68%) within 30 minutes. This is in common with many of the case
examples showing the higher predominance of local usage and the importance of such
facilities for local greenspace providing opportunities for outdoor activity.

With the extended range of facilities, it is likely to draw more visitors from a wider audience
and the schedule is based on a higher penetration rate among the one hour and 90-minute

catchments compared to the low-key scenario. Similarly, the level of dual use visitors from

Leigh Park Gardens is likely to increase.
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but still remains at a relatively low proportion of overall visitors as these users are hard to
reach and will not be a primary focus in terms of target audiences for any marketing
activities. There is likely to be a reasonably strong penetration among those staying with
friends and relatives (the SFR market) as it is expected that such a facility will engender local
pride and become a resource that people living locally will want to bring their guests.

Again, with this option it is not likely to attract motorists from the A3M in significant
numbers. Education and events activities will be enhanced in respect of the low-key option
but will remain relatively small-scale, not least as it is important to avoid duplicating
activities staged at Staunton / Leigh Park Gardens.

The overall visitor numbers projected reach some 318,000 which is an appropriate level for
a high-quality country park style facility with no direct admission charge (other than parking
charges).

The table below provides an indicative comparison demographics and level of market
penetration for two other country park style recreation sites. These were selected due to

their scale, presence of major waterbody, range of facilities and urban edge locations.

Table 6. Comparison of population multiples? and estimated users — Scenario 2

Market Annual visitors Residential Residential market Multiple 30 Multiple 60
(ave last 3 years) | market 30 mins 1 hour minutes minutes
Whitlingham Lakes, Nr Norwich 208,768 335,944 866,767 0.62 0.24
Hollingworth Lake, Nr Rochdale 300,000 547,226 4,866,761 0.55 0.11
HTWSR Scenario 2 317,598 697,909 1,743,629 0.46 0.18

The multiple of the estimated annual visitor figures as a proportion of the residential
population for the medium level of intervention at Havant Thicket represents 0.45
equivalent rate for the 30 minute drivetime and 0.18 for the 60 minute drivetime catchment
populations. The comparable multiple for Havant Thicket is below the Whitlingham level for
the residential population within the more local drivetime mainly due to Havant Thicket site
having a higher level of destination visits (attracting visitors from a wider catchment).

2 The multiple represents the ratio of annual visitors to the residential population within a defined catchment
drivetime contour.
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At Hollingworth Lake, the 30 minute multiple is more closely aligned however the one hour
catchment absorbs the dense urban conurbation of Greater Manchester within which there
is strong competition and psychological barriers® in terms of where people spend their
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leisure time.

4.2.3 Scenario 3 (high level intervention)

Scenario 3 is a high level of intervention based upon a visitor destination with a more
intense level of recreation and commercial use compared to Scenario 2 above. The main
difference relates to the introduction of a beach and commercial water-sports and built
facilities on a larger scale. This represents a further incremental level of development
compared with Scenario Two with a consequential increased level of market reach and
penetration.

3 for example, people living one side of a main motorway may choose to spend their leisure time on the side
where they live rather than crossing this ‘barrier.’
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Table 7. Summary of estimated users — Scenario 3

Level of repeat Estimated
Market Size Penetration - g ..
visits visits
Residential market (drive-time catchment)

Up to 15 mins 248,580 12.0 7.00 208,807

16 to 30 mins 449,329 6.0 3.00 80,879

31to 60 mins 1,045,720 4.0 1.25 52,286

61to 90 2,502,115 0.75 1.00 18,766
Dual use visitors from Leigh 180.000 01 10 18.000
Park Gardens (Staunton)* ! ’ ’ !
Tourists

Tourists (excl staying with

. . 227,000 2.0 1.0 4,540
friends and relatives, SFR)

SFR (staying with friends

. 129,000 10.0 1.0 12,900
and relatives)

Day visits 2,218,000 0.50 1.0 11,090
Passing traffic** 23,780,480 0.05 1.0 14,268
Education 2,500
Events 1,000

Estimated total 425,037

* Some visitors will drive round
**passing traffic 1.2 persons per car

This scenario incorporates a much more intense level of facilities and activities to represent
a higher profile leisure destination, comparable to a regional ‘honeypot’ outdoor recreation
site. It also includes a beach and a level of supervised commercial water-sports activities
which will drive additional specialist and general visitor use. The figures assume the beach
is available for use for at least a four month ‘season.’

There is still a high proportion of local use (approximate two-thirds) but the number of
visitors from outside the immediate catchment is far stronger than the other two scenarios
considered. It is expected that the marketing and PR strategy for such a site would have a
strong regional presence and also target specific tourist markets.
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The schedule is based on a higher penetration rate among the one hour and 90 minute
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drivetime catchments compared to the other scenarios and the level of dual use visitors
from Leigh Park Gardens increases.

The overall visitor numbers projected reach some 425,000 which is an appropriate level for
a high-quality destination with no direct admission charge. Clearly the addition of the beach
and watersports activities will create a draw in their own right and build visitor throughput.

The table below provides an indicative comparison of demographics and penetration for
Alice Holt near Farnham and Kingsbury Water Park in the West Midlands, both of which are

acknowledged as successful destination sites.

Table 8. Comparison of population multiples and estimated users — Scenario 3*

Market Annual visitors Residential | Residential market Multiple 30 Multiple 60
(ave last 3 years) | market 30 mins 1 hour minutes minutes
Alice Holt 438,333 309,219 2,494,665 1.42 0.18
Kingsbury Water Park 358,120 1,304,149 6,117,974 0.27 0.06
HTWSR Scenario 3 425,037 697,909 1,743,629 0.61 0.24

The multiple of the estimated annual visitor figures as a proportion of the residential
population for the high level of intervention at Havant Thicket represents 0.61 equivalent
rate for the 30 minute drivetime and 0.24 for the 60 minute drivetime catchments.

For Havant Thicket, the multiple for the 30 minutes drivetime population is between the
figures for the case examples considered at Alice Holt and Kingsbury Water Park. The 30
minute catchment is below the Alice Holt level mainly due to Alice Holt representing a very
high performing site in a rural location. Also, Havant Thicket has a larger population within
walking / cycling distance than Kingsbury which will generate significant annual throughput.

The 60 minute multiple for Havant Thicket is more closely in line with Alice Holt - indeed the
multiple is above the Alice Holt figure which derives a lower proportion of visitors from the
densely populated south western quadrant of Greater London. The Kingsbury figure is
lower which is partially due to the limited reach for the site beyond 30 minutes and
perceived access / congestion issues.

4 All demographic data: Crown copyright 2013. Source: Office for National Statistics licensed under the Open
Government Licence v.3.0. © Crown Copyright Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and
database right 2013. Data (including the map) has been sourced from CACI.
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5.0 Car parking requirements

We have obtained Trip Rate Information Computer System (TRICS) data for country parks
and similar sites which provides information relating to the rate of hourly flows to the
sample of comparable sites in this category on its database (eight in total). This shows the
flows of visitors both in terms of arrivals and departures.

The data shows the peak hours for arrivals and departures and from this the cumulative
position can be calculated which represents the peak level of onsite people and vehicles.
The average across the country parks sampled shows this peak occurs between 2 and 3pm
when some 25.6% of daily flows are on site. This proportion is useful in calculating the
required rate of car parking spaces to accommodate these visitors.

The table below summarises the car parking requirement calculations for the three
scenarios. As mentioned, this is in addition to the existing FC car park near Rowlands Castle.

Table 9. Car parking summary space requirements all scenarios

Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3

Parki Analysi
arking Spaces Analysis (low level) |(medium level) | (high level)

Absolute peak 90 248 362

Average peak day 70 193 281

The level of car parking provision required should be able to cope with the average day peak
and if it is possible to create overflow parking then this provision can absorb additional
traffic for the absolute peak day (and possibly special events). Additional spaces will be
required for overflow parking to meet exceptional peaks particularly for Scenario Three with
the beach and watersport-based activities. Without the provision of an appropriate level of
overflow car parking spaces there is a risk that visitors would turn away or park illegally on
nearby roads and within residential areas.

Overflow parking does provide operational flexibility in managing flows to the site and as
shown in the Table above, as a minimum, an additional 20-26 spaces would be required for
Scenario 1, a further 70-75 for Scenario 2 and 81-120 for Scenario 3, including an allowance

for future population growth.
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Table 10. Car parking summary space requirements with overflow provision

Parking Space Requirement Scenario 1 (low Scenario 2 Scenario 3 (high
(Additional) level) (medium level) level)

Main car park 70 193 281
Overflow (including contingency)* 20-26 70-75 81-120
Total 90-96 263-268 362-401

* Contingency relates to allowance for future population growth within core market area

This level of provision does not specifically cater for spikes in demand related to natural
spectacles within the wetland environment (e.g. if for example a rare or unique bird is seen
on site) however, it is likely that such spectacles will occur outside normal peak visitor times.

In the longer term it is worth noting that there are ways to reduce car-based visits by
promoting car sharing, bicycle, foot and public transport use.

Car parking space ratios from case examples

From the selected case example research, it is evident that car parking ratios do vary
greatly. The average overall from the case examples is one space for close to every 1,000
visitors (988). This is in line with the earlier work completed by Arup.

The table below shows the car parking space requirement if this approach is used for car
borne visitors to the new reservoir and compares the result with the TRICS based

calculations.

Table 11. Car parking summary space requirements comparison data

Parking Space Combarison Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3

e s (lowlevel) | (mediumlevel) | (high level)
Users arriving by car 71,511 191,755 285,115
Number of additional car parking
spaces needed (ave of 1space per 72 192 285
1,000 visitors)
Average peak day from TRICS

. 70 193 281

based calculation
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These figures are very close to the average peak day requirement figures using the TRICS

Summary Paper

methodology and provide a strong degree of confidence.

In addition to the above there will be a need for staff parking spaces, minibus parking and
coach turning (and /or parking). A proportion of all spaces should be for disabled use.
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6.0 Conclusions and recommendations

The preferred option for recreational provision to emerge from the study is Scenario Two

Summary Paper

(Medium Option) which would respond to the strategic priorities and service the main user
market groups (likely to be families and older people).

Visitor projections range from 188,501 to 425,037 in respect of the different scenarios
considered. Please see table below:

Table 12. Estimated visitor numbers all scenarios

. .. Additional Total estimated
Estimated visitor throughput Current users L. .
visitors visitors
HTWSR Scenario 1 (Low) 93,176 95,325 188,501
HTWSR Scenario 2 (Medium) 93,176 224,422 317,598
HTWSR Scenario 3 (High) 93,176 331,861 425,037

As shown in Table 10, car parking requirements range from 90 to 401 including overflow and
contingency to reflect the potential for an increase in visits relating to forecast population
growth.

Overall, the study findings suggest that Scenario 2 (the Medium Option) has the strongest fit

with the key objectives considered and the site’s environmental capacity. This scenario is
also best aligned with the planning opportunity and community aspirations.
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Appendix One

Havant Thicket Reservoir Visitors Report Portsmouth’

SCENARIO 1 LOW LEVEL T

A low-key visitor experience with a limited range of facilities.

Car park spaces

188,500

Facilities

e Seasonal catering (kiosk), with external
seating

* Toilets (integrated into one block)

* Network of trails for walking, cycling and
horse riding (with shorter loops)

e Limited interpretation

e Single play area (close to the kiosk)
e Seating

* Picnic area

e Car parking (small)

CURRENT SCENARIO

Visitor numbers Car park space Amenities

93,000 Forestry Commission car Routes for walking, dog walking,
park off Manor Lodge Road cycling and horse riding

Please note overflow parking allocation ranges from 20 to 26 including contingency growth which
factors in forecast population growth.
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Appendix One (cont’d)

Havant Thicket Reservoir Visitors Report Puttsmotli

SCENARIO 2 MEDIUM LEVEL -

An enhanced country park facility with high quality visitor infrastructure and services
including a main hub in the form of a purpose-built visitor centre.

Car park spaces

318,000

Facilities
e Visitor centre (overlooking the reservoir)
with:
* Unmanned welcome/lobby area with
interpretation linking to the café
« Café (kitchen and stores)
* External seating

= Flexible room (venue for social
functions, meetings and education)

* Toilets (including Changing Places
Toilet)

« Office
* Plantroom, secure area for waste
* Bird-hide, screens and pond dipping

¢ Network of trails for walking, cycling and
horse riding (with shorter loops)

e Qutdoor shelter

¢ Pond-dipping area

* |nterpretation

e Seating and picnic areas
* Car parking (medium)

Please note for Scenario Two overflow parking allocation ranges from 70 to 75 including contingency
growth which factors in forecast population growth.
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Appendix One (cont’d)

Havant Thicket Reservoir Visitors Report Portsmouth»'

SCENARIO 3 T

A visitor ‘destination’ with more intense recreation and commercial use including a
beach and commercial watersports.

Projected visitor numbers
281 car park
81-120 overflow
Plus staff spaces, coach/minibus and
disabled
Visitor centre incorporating the following
(introduced on a larger scale than
Scenario 2):
Major café (with full-service kitchen
and stores) with external seating / Publicly assessible organised water-based
terrace area overlooking water activities:
Welcome area with interpretation Beach
space

Pontoon, safety boat

Commercial water-based activities
such as inflatable floating play, Stand

Flexible room (venue for social
functions, meetings and education)

Toilets (including Changing Places Up Paddleboarding (SUPs), kayaking,
Toilet) rowing boats etc

Office(s) Changing facilities

Yard for waste, plantroom Payment point

Separate changing space, showers Water sport equipment for hire

and toilets etc (accessible without

3 : 552 Secure storage area for equipment and
using main entrance to the visitor

boats

centre)
ot S Note: there is no proposed provision for
Bird-hide(s), screens and pond dipping the public to bring their own boats or other
Network of trails for walking, cycling and watercraft for use on the reservoir.

horse riding (with shorter loops)
Outdoor shelter

Seating and picnic areas

Play areas and play trails
Interpretation

Cycle hire

Car parking (large)

A oy -

Please note for Scenario Three overflow parking allocation ranges from 81 to 120 including

contingency growth which factors in forecast population growth.
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Visitor numbers

Car parking spaces

Number of times it has reached

Percentage of

Examples ) visitors using a
capacity over the last 12 months car?
2015 2016 2017 Permanent Overflow
Abberton Reservoir Visitor Centre, 32,084 42,351 50,941 |70 30+100 Not on a normal day. Only for big [98%
EWT events
Alice Holt 400,000 450,000 465,000 500 100 |Yes —at least twice a week during |Unknown
holiday periods
Ardingly* 120,000 (70+ No, car park is large and is never |70% to 80%
totally full.
Arlington* 120,000 [50+ N/A Approximately 6 times per 90%+
annum
Bedgebury 400,000 430,000 440,000 600 1,500 |Regular use of overflow. Unknown
Blashford Lakes Nature Reserve 22,997 23,151 23,158 65 40 |Yes -3 95%
Itchen Valley Country Park 153,122 157,782 178,385 (250 Approximately 20 times 90%
Lakeside Country Park 134,299 159,271 223,788 (140 170 Approximately 10 times —mainly [70%
when railway or watersports
events are on.
Leigh Park Gardens 120,000 120,000 120,000 (0 250-350 Main car park but not overflow [Unknown
(excl. HLF
forecast)
Llandegfedd Reservoir (including the 140,000 |125 Approximately 12 times this year|100%?
visitor centre and watersports
centre)**
Queen Elizabeth Country Park 368,710 382,990 342,566 420 80 |Full on approximately 10 days 88.00%
per year.
Royal Victoria Country Park 300,000 350,000 400,000 400 1,300 |Yes, twice 75%
Rushcliffe Country Park 250,000 250,000 250,000 156 | 38 (plus During school holidays and 90%
staff) summer weekends
Salcey Forest 146,000 190,000 165,000 350 70 [Regular use of overflow. Unknown
Stanwick Lakes 275,000 295,000 300,000 250 300 |About 15 times per year At least 85%
Staunton Country Park 166,580 165,760 167,827 207 | 250-350 Main car park 28 times and 95%
overflow car park 2 times
Swanick Lakes Nature Reserve Unknown Unknown Unknown 18 - |Approx. twice a month (when we |Unknown
have events running).
Testwood Lakes Nature Reserve 25,000 (low| 25,000 (low| 25,000 (low; 90 40 |Yes, approximately 200 days 90%
estimate) estimate) estimate) (estimate
Wendover Woods 400,000 400,000 480,000 400 100 |Regular use of overflow. Unknown
West Walk 160,000 200,000 210,000 | Unknown Unknown Individual car parks approx. 6 Unknown
times per annum
Whitlingham Country Park 211,937 209,633 204,735 400 Yes - Open Water Swim 22/7 Majority (80-
plus possibly two other 90%)
occasions
WWT Arundel 93,829 96,127 99,508 (145 15 Approximately 10 to 20 times a  (80%
year
WWT Washington 49,881 70,737 81,344 (96 50 Yes approximately 8 to 10 day 90%
per annum.

* Assumes Ardingly generates the same as Arlington (based on ticket sales and guestimate of number of

people per car)
** Estimate for 2018
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