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EAST HAMPSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL

At a meeting of the Planning Committee held on 1 June 2017

Present 

Councillor: I Thomas (Chairman)

Councillors: R Ayer (Vice-Chairman), A Glass, C Louisson, S Pond, S Schillemore 
and A Williams

1. Apologies for Absence 

Apologies were received from Councillors D Ashcroft, K Budden, K Carter, 
F Cowper, N Drew, D Evans, M Johnson, A Joy, R Mocatta, D Orme and 
D Phillips.

2. Confirmation of Minutes 

The minutes of the meeting held on 11 May 2017 were confirmed as a correct 
record and signed.

3. Chairman's Announcements 

There were no chairman’s announcements.

4. Declarations of Interest 

There were no declarations of interest.

5. Acceptance of Supplementary Matters 

Councillors noted the supplementary papers which included information 
received since the agenda had been published. These were reported verbally 
at the meeting and are attached as Annex A to these minutes.

6. Future Items 

The committee agreed to visit the following site:

 20583/030 - Headley Park Hotel, Picketts Hill, Headley, Bordon, 
GU35 8TE
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7. Report of the Head of Planning 

The report of the Head of Planning was considered and it was RESOLVED 
that:

Application No., Site and Description Resolution:

30016/026/RES

Land South of Oaklands House, Redhill 
Road, Rowlands Castle

Reserved Matters Pursuant to outline 
permission 30016/018 - 106 dwellings 
with access off Whichers Gate Road 
and traffic calming; 
pedestrian/cycle/emergency access off 
Redhill Road, hard and soft landscaping 
and open space; foul and surface water 
drainage systems and other associated 
works (Appearance and landscaping to 
be considered) (as amended by plans 
received 15 May 2017)

Approved subject to the conditions as set 
out in Appendix A

8. PART 1 - East Hampshire District Council - Applications and related 
planning matters to be determined or considered by the Council as the 
local planning authority

9. SECTION 1 - APPLICATIONS REPORTED IN DETAIL

10. 30016/026/RES/JonH - Land South of Oaklands House, Redhill Road, 
Rowlands Castle 

Reserved Matters Pursuant to outline permission 30016/018 - 106 dwellings 
with access off Whichers Gate Road and traffic calming; 
pedestrian/cycle/emergency access off Redhill Road, hard and soft landscaping 
and open space; foul and surface water drainage systems and other associated 
works (Appearance and landscaping to be considered) (as amended by plans 
received 15 May 2017)

The Principal Planning Officer introduced the item and displayed an aerial 
photograph of the site, along with photographs of and from within the site, the 
proposed access points and the street scene.  The Officer showed slides of the 
site layout plan as approved at the outline stage along with the proposed 
elevations of the dwellings, the proposed boundaries and landscape plans. The 
Officer explained that the S.106 agreement that formed part of the outline 
application required the provision of a pedestrian link along from the site access 
along Whichers Gate Road to join the existing footpath by the school entrance 
and a pedestrian link from the site to the north of the school.
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The recommendation was for approval. 

Kay Pennicotte-Henrie spoke as the Headteacher of St John’s CEC Primary 
School.  The safety of children was paramount and a concern remained about 
the proposed footpath along Whichers Gate Road.  

The school’s Travel Plan had identified that the footpath at the front posed a 
danger, which is the reason why all pedestrians were encouraged to use the 
entrance at the rear of the school.  Parents who drove their children to school 
were encouraged to park in the car park of the adjacent Harvester pub and 
access the school via the side entrance.

The proposed footpath, which would have no guard rail, appeared to encourage 
children to enter the school via the front gate and across the staff car park.  She 
therefore requested the proposed footpath along Whichers Gate Road with an 
access into the front of the school be reconsidered.

Cllr Chris Stanley, spoke on behalf of Rowlands Castle Parish Council.

With respect to landscaping at the entrance to the south of the proposed 
development, Rowlands Castle Parish Council wished to record its continued 
objection to the proposed T-junction access and reiterate on behalf of the future 
residents that a roundabout offset into the proposed landscaped area would be 
a far better solution for allowing easy exit at busy times of the day.  

An offset roundabout would also act as a very suitable traffic calming device on 
Whichers Gate Road.  It was considered that the Highway Authority was wrong 
to state that “there are no highway issues for consideration” at the original 
application, ignoring the increasing problems for traffic exiting side roads onto 
busy routes.  Whichers Gate Road was a major cut-through between the A3(M) 
and coastal communities and with 700 new homes approved at Horndean and 
hundreds of new homes proposed for the Emsworth-Havant gap the through 
traffic would only get worse.  For example, exiting the Kings Meadow Estate 
onto Manor Lodge Road, particularly when turning right towards the A3(M), 
across the southbound lane already caused significant delays of several 
minutes to residents in the rush hour because of the need to wait until there 
were simultaneous gaps in the traffic flows in both directions.  

The applicant’s traffic consultant had stated that the traffic flows on each arm 
should be relatively equal for a roundabout to work.  This ignored the fact that 
when there was a break in the southbound flow of traffic, vehicles could exit the 
development to turn right because they would have priority over northbound 
traffic.  Without the roundabout they would have to wait until there were 
simultaneous gaps in both directions.

The consultant also stated that there would be fewer than 50 trips from the 
development in the rush hour.  That statement lacked any credibility and had no 
obvious analytical rigour.  A development of over 100 properties was likely to 
have at least one car commuter from more then 75% of the dwellings and no 
account had been taken of delivery vehicles, visiting tradesmen and various 
school runs.  Traffic flows were regularly badly underestimated for new roads or 
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existing roads over time, such as the rush hour queues at the A3 Ham Barn 
roundabout because a flyover was not built in anticipation of the greatly 
increased traffic due to the Hindhead tunnel.

He noted that the new housing development on Griggs Green in Liphook had 
an offset roundabout for access, even though it was not on a classified road 
and had far less passing traffic than Whichers Gate Road.  The consultant also 
stated that there were a number of private driveways near to the site’s access 
that would be affected.  The access point was opposite the grassed area known 
as Whichers Gate Common and if the access road was realigned towards the 
middle of the available development land and the roundabout was offset into 
the development, the nearest driveways were very unlikely to be affected and 
there would not be a convoluted access as stated by the consultant.

Finally, £200k had been earmarked under the S.106 Agreement for local 
transport improvements, including traffic calming.  The best use that could be 
made for that money was to improve the access to the new development that 
had generated that money and the parish council asked that the landscaping be 
addressed again at the entrance to the development so that an offset 
roundabout could be constructed.

Patrick Berry spoke as the agent for the application.

He reminded the committee that the application related solely to design and 
appearance and landscaping.  Much time had been spent with officers on the 
proposed scheme in order to provide a high quality landscape led development 
and he had been pleased to read the officers recommendation for permission.

With regard to access, the previous concern raised by the school regarding the 
pedestrian access into the rear of the school had been addressed.  The 
footpath access along Whichers Gate Road had been approved as part of the 
outline application and the applicant had sought additional advice from a 
highway consultant, which confirmed that the agreed scheme was satisfactory.

With regard to boundaries, the applicant had agreed additional planting and 
fencing and had provided an assurance that this would be done.  The fencing 
suggested along the Redhill Road boundary was also felt to be sufficient. 

Cllr Malcolm Johnson spoke as the ward councillor.

Cllr Johnson supported the development, but wished to bring two points to the 
committees attention that he believed were material considerations.  

The safety of children leaving St John’s School was of paramount importance 
and it should be acknowledged that the developer and their agent in the past 
week had moved a long way to satisfying the school’s concerns regarding the 
rear pedestrian entrance to the school from the new development.  However, 
the schools concerns regarding the proposed development of a pedestrian 
pathway along the eastern edge of Whichers Gate Road leading from the 
entrance to the new development up to the school’s main entrance and lay 
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outside the boundary of the development site remained.  It was in fact part of 
the existing highway that had never been developed.  

As it stood, this strip of land was only 1.5m wide and HCC Highways 
recommended a 1.8m for a pedestrian footpath.  To achieve the necessary 
width would require removing the current school boundary fence and hedge 
which currently provided security and screening for the school.  HCC Children’s 
Services Health and Safety Team had asked the school to prepare a plan for 
managing traffic safely at the school.  The first question asked whether 
pedestrian routes avoided crossing vehicle access routes and car parks.  
Currently they did not, but the construction of this footpath would require the 
school to answer that they did, a major safety issue.

The footpath was not needed because pupils from the village currently 
accessed the school quite safely via two dedicated footpaths and with the 
agreed provision of the new access from the development site children entering 
from there would be equally safe.  Should the footpath be constructed, it would 
invite drop-off parking along Whichers Gate Road, which would be a risk to 
young children and create traffic disruption on an already busy road.

He shared the views of the parish council on the matter of traffic calming along 
Whichers Gate Road and the need for a robust traffic calming scheme.  He 
knew that this had been covered by the outline application, but time had moved 
on and the local conditions had changed.  He suggested that this was now a 
material concern.  He also drew the committee’s attention to the statement by 
HCC Highways in connection with this current application and quoted “The 
Highway Authority therefore proposed to make no comments as there are no 
highway issues for consideration.”  They had chosen to forget that they were 
party to a S.106 Agreement that required them to agree a traffic calming 
scheme with the developer.  That condition had yet to be discharged.

He also brought the committee’s attention to a letter from HCC Highways 
written at the time of the outline application deliberations to the case officer at 
EHDC which clearly stated that the Highway Authority did not support the 
proposed signage or red coloured surfacing as part of the traffic calming 
measures.  That scheme was still being advocated by the new traffic consultant 
recently retained by the developer.  Additionally, in the same letter, the 
Highway Authority recommends amongst other matters that a public 
consultation should be undertaken in respect of the traffic calming requirement.  
To date that consultation had not taken place.  When the Section 278 
agreement was discussed with the Highway Authority he strongly urged that 
that the consultation on traffic calming takes place. 

As the Headteacher of the school had stated, neither the Highway Authority or 
the current traffic consultant had contacted the school, let alone paid a visit to 
ascertain the real ‘on the ground’ situation regarding the safety of children 
accessing the school or matters relating to traffic calming.  He also pointed out 
that at the time of the outline application the parish council had produced a very 
robust and critical analysis of the traffic consultant’s report which had 
highlighted many errors.  Since that time the traffic volume on Whichers Gate 
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Road had increased significantly and was regularly the site for the Police traffic 
camera van.  The Police had initiated speeding prosecutions on this road.

He respectfully requested that the committee took on board the local concerns 
and have them reflected in their decision.

The committee discussed the application and highlighted a number of points 
that the public speakers had raised during their deputations about traffic 
calming, the potential for a roundabout at the entrance to the site and the need 
for the footpath along Whichers Gate Road to the school.

In reply, officers confirmed that a traffic calming scheme formed part of the 
S.106 Agreement, although the details had yet to be agreed by Hampshire 
County Council.  The access and footpath had both been agreed within the 
outline application and the committee was reminded that design and 
landscaping were the only matters for consideration.  Whilst there might be 
room for negotiations between the developer and HCC on traffic calming, this 
was a matter for discussions between the parties in light of the S.106 
agreement rather than the reserved matters application.

The provision of the footpath to the rear of the school was also a requirement of 
the S.106 Agreement and the current position was that the applicant was happy 
to provide it, following discussions with the school over its position.

The committee discussed the potential for the addition of loft conversions within 
the large pitched roof space of some of the proposed dwellings and the 
conversion of garages into accommodation.  In reply officers confirmed that 
there was a condition set on the outline permission stating garages could only 
be used for parking and storage and that Permitted Development Rights had 
been removed.  Any alterations would therefore be subject to further planning 
consent.

The committee requested that a condition be added to require a wall, as 
opposed to 1.8m fencing, for the boundary treatment between the development 
and existing properties on Redhill Road.

The committee voted on the officer’s recommendation for permission, as 
amended by the supplementary matters sheet and with the suggested 
additional condition to agree details of the boundary treatment with properties 
119-127 Redhill Road.

Following the vote, the recommendation was declared CARRIED, 7 Councillors 
voting FOR permission, no Councillors voting AGAINST permission and no 
Councillors ABSTAINING from voting.

The meeting commenced at 6.00 pm and concluded at 7.04 pm

…………………
Chairman
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Supplementary Matters to be considered as part of Planning Officer's Report on 
Planning Applications.

S1  Item  01
30016/026/RES

Land South of Oaklands House, Redhill Road, 
Rowlands Castle

AMENDMENTS RECEIVED

A further Boundary Layout Plan has been received showing timber, close-boarded 
fencing to the rear of the adjoining 127 Redhill Road (the previous plan showed that 
this would be partially formed by a wire mesh fence).

FURTHER REPRESENTATIONS

Two further letters of objection have been received, reiterating concerns regarding 
the proposed fencing to the boundaries of properties in Redhill Road.

CHANGES TO RECOMMENDATION

Additional condition:

The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the 
following approved plans and particulars:

Application form 
LP.01 Rev A - Location plan 
AHL.01 Rev D - Affordable Housing Layout
BML.01 Rev D - Boundary Materials Layout
DML.01 Rev D - Dwelling materials Layout
HSL.01 Rev D - Hard Surface Layout
PSL.01 Rev D - Parking Strategy Layout
SL.01 Rev E - Site Layout
SE.01 Rev C - Street elevations 
BELL21035 11 Sheet 1F - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 2F - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 3F - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 4F - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 5F - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 6F - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 7F - Landscape proposals
P.35-59.p Rev B - Floor plans plot 35-59
P.35-59.e Rev B - Elevations plot 35-59 
P.17-19.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 17-19
P.17-19.e Rev B - Elevations plot 17-19
P.89-92.p Rev A - Floor plans plot 89-92



P.89-92.e1 Rev A - Elevations sheet 1 of 2 plot 89-92
P.89-92.e2 Rev A - Elevations sheet 2 of 2 
HT.4BH.2.p1 Rev A - Floor plans options 1,3,6 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.p1 Rev A - Elevations option 1 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e3 Rev A - Elevations option 3 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e6 Rev A - Elevations option 6 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.p2 Rev A - Floor plans option 2,4  House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e2 Rev A - Elevations option 2 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e4 Rev A - Elevations option 4 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.p3 Rev A - Floor plans option 5  House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e5 Rev A - Elevations  option 5  House type 4BH.2
HT.S.2BH.1.p Rev A - Floor plans House Type S.2BH.1 
HT.S.2BH.1.e1 Rev A - Elevations option 1  House Type S.2BH.1 
HT.S.2BH.1.e2 Rev A - Elevations option 2  House Type S.2BH.1 
HT.2BH.1.p Rev B - Floor plans House type 2BH.1
HT.2BH.1.e Rev B - Elevations  House type 2BH.1
HT.3BH.1.p Rev A - Floor plans House type 3BH.1
HT.3BH.1.e Rev A - Elevations  House type 3BH.1
HT.S.3BH.1.p Rev A - Floor plans House type S.3BH.1
HT.S.3BH.1.e1 Rev A - Elevations option 1  House type S.3BH.1
HT.S.3BH.1.e2 Rev A - Elevations option 2  House type S.3BH.1
HT.S.3BH.2.p Rev A - Floor plans House type S.3BH.2
HT.S.3BH.2.e Rev A - Elevations House type S.3BH.2
HT.3BH.4.p Rev A - Floor plans House type .3BH.4
HT.3BH.4.e1 Rev A - Elevations Option 1 House type .3BH.4
HT.3BH.4.e2 Rev A - Elevations Option 2 House type .3BH.4
HT.3BH.5.p1 Rev A - Floor plans  Option 1 House type .3BH.5
HT.3BH.5.e1 Rev A - Elevations Option 1 House type .3BH.5
HT.3BH.5.e1 Rev A - Elevations Option 1 House type .3BH.5
HT.S.4BH.1.p Rev A - Floor plans House type S.4BH.1
HT.S.4BH.1.e Rev A - Elevations  House type S.4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.p2 Rev A - Floor plans  Option 4 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.p2 Rev A - Floor plans  Option 4 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.p1 Rev A - Floor plans  Options 2 1,2,3 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.e1 Rev A - Elevations  Option 1 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.e2 Rev B - Elevations  Option 2 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.e3 Rev A - Elevations  Option 3 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.2A.p Rev A - Floor plans Variation A House Type 4BH.2 
HT.4BH.2A.e Rev B - Elevations  Variation A House Type 4BH.2 
HT.4BH.3.p Rev B - Floor plans  House Type 4BH.3
HT.4BH.3.e Rev B - Elevations option 1 House Type 4BH.3
HT.4BH.3.e Rev B - Elevations option 2 House Type 4BH.3
P.1-3.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 1-3
P.1-3.e Rev B - Elevations  plots 1-3
P.4-5.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 4-5
P.4-5.e Rev B - Elevations plots 4-5
P.8-10.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 8-10 
P.8-10.e Rev B - elevations plots 8-10 
P.11-16.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 11-16
P.11-16.e1 Rev A - Elevations  plots 11-16 sheet 1 of 2 



P.11-16.e2 Rev A - Elevations  plots 11-16 sheet 2 of 2 
P.20-22.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 20-22
P.20-22.e Rev B - Elevations plots 20-22
P.23-26.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 23-26
P.23-26.e Rev B - Elevations  plots 23-26
P.41-44.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 41-44
P.41-44.e1 Rev A - Elevations  plots 41-44 sheet 1 of 2
P.41-44.e2 Rev A - Elevations  plots 41-44 sheet 2 of 2 
P.45-47.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 45-47
P.45-47.e Rev B - Elevations  plots 45-47
P.48-50.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 48-50 
P.48-50.e Rev B - Elevations  plots 48-50 
P.51-53.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 51-53
P.51-53.e Rev B - Elevations plots 51-53
P.72-73 & 76-77.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 72-73 & 76-77
P.72-73 & 76-77.e Rev A - Elevations  plots 72-73 & 76-77
P.80-81.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 80-81 
P.80-81.e Rev B - Elevations plots 80-81 
P.82-83.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 82-83 
P.82-83.e Rev A - Elevations plots 82-83 
P.100-101.p Rev B - Floor plan plots 100-101
P.100-101.e1 Rev B - Elevations plots 100-101 sheet 1 of 2 
P.100-101.e2 Rev B - Elevations plots 100-101 sheet 2 of 2 
BCS.01.pe Rev A - Floor plan and elevations bin and cycle Store
GAR.01.pe Rev A - Floor plan and elevations double garage
P.84-88.p Rev C - Floor plans plots 84-88
P.84-88.e Rev B - Elevations plots 84-88
P.60--64.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 60-64
P.60--64.e Rev B - Elevations plots 60-64
P.93-97.p Rev C - Floor plans plots 93-97 
P.93-97.e Rev B - Elevations plots 93-97 
HT.S.3BH3.e Rev A - Elevations
HT.S.3BH3.e Rev A - Floor Plans
BEll-Planning-SL and FFL's-001 Rev C  - Proposed street lighting and FFL's

Reason - To ensure provision of a satisfactory development
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EAST HAMPSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL

MINUTES OF PLANNING COMMITTEE

Applications determined by the 
Council as the Local Planning Authority

APPENDIX A

PS.485/2017
1 June 2017

PROPOSAL Reserved Matters Pursuant to outline permission 30016/018 - 
106 dwellings with access off Whichers Gate Road and traffic 
calming; pedestrian/cycle/emergency access off Redhill Road, 
hard and soft landscaping and open space; foul and surface 
water drainage systems and other associated works 
(Appearance and landscaping to be considered) (as amended 
by plans received 15 May 2017)

LOCATION: Land South of Oaklands House, Redhill Road, Rowlands Castle
REFERENCE NO: 30016/026/RES/JonH

 
1 All hard and soft landscape works shall be carried out in accordance with 

the approved details and in accordance with the recommendations of the 
appropriate British Standards or other recognised codes of good practice.  
These works shall be carried out in the first planting season after 
practical completion or first occupation of the development, 
whichever is earlier, unless otherwise first agreed in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.  Any trees or plants which, within a period of 5 years 
after planting, are removed, die or become seriously damaged or 
defective, shall be replaced as soon as is reasonably practicable with 
others of species, size and number as originally approved unless 
otherwise first agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority.
Reason - To ensure the provision and establishment of a reasonable 
standard of landscape in accordance with the approved designs.



2 Notwithstanding the details shown on the Boundary Layout Plan (BML.01 
Rev D), details of the boundary adjoining 119-127 Redhill Road shall be 
submitted to the Local Planning Authority and agreed, prior to the 
commencement of any boundary works in this location. The development 
shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details prior to the 
occupation of Plots 47, 54 and 55.
Reason - In order to provide a boundary that is in keeping with the 
character of the area and in the interests of the amenity of the adjoining 
residents.

3 The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance 
with the following approved plans and particulars:

Application form 
LP.01 Rev A - Location plan 
AHL.01 Rev D - Affordable Housing Layout
BML.01 Rev D - Boundary Materials Layout
DML.01 Rev D - Dwelling materials Layout
HSL.01 Rev D - Hard Surface Layout
PSL.01 Rev D - Parking Strategy Layout
SL.01 Rev E - Site Layout
SE.01 Rev C - Street elevations 
BELL21035 11 Sheet 1 Rev H - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 2 Rev I - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 3 Rev H - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 4 Rev I - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 5 Rev H - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 6 Rev H - Landscape proposals
BELL21035 11 Sheet 7 Rev H - Landscape proposals
P.35-59.p Rev B - Floor plans plot 35-59
P.35-59.e Rev B - Elevations plot 35-59 
P.17-19.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 17-19
P.17-19.e Rev B - Elevations plot 17-19
P.89-92.p Rev A - Floor plans plot 89-92
P.89-92.e1 Rev A - Elevations sheet 1 of 2 plot 89-92
P.89-92.e2 Rev A - Elevations sheet 2 of 2 plot 89-92
HT.4BH.2.p1 Rev A - Floor plans options 1,3,6 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e1 Rev A - Elevations option 1 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e3 Rev A - Elevations option 3 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e6 Rev A - Elevations option 6 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.p2 Rev A - Floor plans option 2,4  House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e2 Rev A - Elevations option 2 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e4 Rev A - Elevations option 4 House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.p3 Rev A - Floor plans option 5  House type 4BH.2
HT.4BH.2.e5 Rev A - Elevations option 5  House type 4BH.2
HT.S.2BH.1.p Rev A - Floor plans House Type S.2BH.1 



HT.S.2BH.1.e1 Rev A - Elevations option 1  House Type S.2BH.1 
HT.S.2BH.1.e2 Rev A - Elevations option 2  House Type S.2BH.1 
HT.2BH.1.p Rev B - Floor plans House type 2BH.1
HT.2BH.1.e Rev B - Elevations  House type 2BH.1
HT.3BH.1.p Rev A - Floor plans House type 3BH.1
HT.3BH.1.e Rev A - Elevations  House type 3BH.1
HT.S.3BH.1.p Rev A - Floor plans House type S.3BH.1
HT.S.3BH.1.e1 Rev A - Elevations option 1  House type S.3BH.1
HT.S.3BH.1.e2 Rev A - Elevations option 2  House type S.3BH.1
HT.S.3BH.2.p Rev A - Floor plans House type S.3BH.2
HT.S.3BH.2.e Rev A - Elevations House type S.3BH.2
HT.3BH.4.p Rev A - Floor plans House type .3BH.4
HT.3BH.4.e1 Rev A - Elevations Option 1 House type .3BH.4
HT.3BH.4.e2 Rev A - Elevations Option 2 House type .3BH.4
HT.3BH.5.p1 Rev A - Floor plans Option 1 House type .3BH.5
HT.3BH.5.e1 Rev A - Elevations Option 1 House type .3BH.5
HT.S.4BH.1.p Rev A - Floor plans House type S.4BH.1
HT.S.4BH.1.e Rev A - Elevations  House type S.4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.p2 Rev A - Floor plans  Option 4 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.p1 Rev A - Floor plans  Options 1,2,3 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.e1 Rev A - Elevations  Option 1 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.e2 Rev B - Elevations  Option 2 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.e3 Rev A - Elevations  Option 3 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.1.e4 Rev A - Elevations  Option 4 House type .4BH.1
HT.4BH.2A.p Rev A - Floor plans Variation A House Type 4BH.2 
HT.4BH.2A.e Rev B - Elevations  Variation A House Type 4BH.2 
HT.4BH.3.p Rev B - Floor plans  House Type 4BH.3
HT.4BH.3.e Rev B - Elevations option 1 House Type 4BH.3
HT.4BH.3.e Rev B - Elevations option 2 House Type 4BH.3
P.1-3.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 1-3
P.1-3.e Rev B - Elevations  plots 1-3
P.4-5.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 4-5
P.4-5.e Rev B - Elevations plots 4-5
P.8-10.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 8-10 
P.8-10.e Rev B - elevations plots 8-10 
P.11-16.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 11-16
P.11-16.e1 Rev A - Elevations  plots 11-16 sheet 1 of 2 
P.11-16.e2 Rev A - Elevations  plots 11-16 sheet 2 of 2 
P.20-22.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 20-22
P.20-22.e Rev B - Elevations plots 20-22
P.23-26.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 23-26
P.23-26.e Rev B - Elevations  plots 23-26
P.41-44.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 41-44
P.41-44.e1 Rev A - Elevations  plots 41-44 sheet 1 of 2
P.41-44.e2 Rev A - Elevations  plots 41-44 sheet 2 of 2 
P.45-47.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 45-47



P.45-47.e Rev B - Elevations  plots 45-47
P.48-50.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 48-50 
P.48-50.e Rev B - Elevations  plots 48-50 
P.51-53.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 51-53
P.51-53.e Rev B - Elevations plots 51-53
P.72-73 & 76-77.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 72-73 & 76-77
P.72-73 & 76-77.e Rev A - Elevations  plots 72-73 & 76-77
P.80-81.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 80-81 
P.80-81.e Rev B - Elevations plots 80-81 
P.82-83.p Rev A - Floor plans plots 82-83 
P.82-83.e Rev A - Elevations plots 82-83 
P.100-101.p Rev B - Floor plan plots 100-101
P.100-101.e1 Rev B - Elevations plots 100-101 sheet 1 of 2 
P.100-101.e2 Rev B - Elevations plots 100-101 sheet 2 of 2 
BCS.01.pe Rev A - Floor plan and elevations bin and cycle Store
GAR.01.pe Rev A - Floor plan and elevations double garage
P.84-88.p Rev C - Floor plans plots 84-88
P.84-88.e Rev B - Elevations plots 84-88
P.60-64.p Rev B - Floor plans plots 60-64
P.60-64.e Rev B - Elevations plots 60-64
P.93-97.p Rev C - Floor plans plots 93-97 
P.93-97.e Rev B - Elevations plots 93-97 
HT.S.3BH.3.e Rev A - Elevations House type S.3BH.3
HT.S.3BH.3.p Rev A - Floor Plans House type S.3BH.2
Bell-Planning-SL and FFL's-001 Rev C - Proposed street lighting and 
FFL's
Reason - To ensure provision of a satisfactory development

Informative Notes to Applicant:

1 In accordance with paragraphs 186 and 187 of the NPPF East 
Hampshire District Council (EHDC) takes a positive and proactive 
approach and works with applicants/agents on development proposals in 
a manner focused on solutions by:

 offering a pre-application advice service,

 updating applications/agents of any issues that may arise in the 
processing of their application and where possible suggesting 
solutions.

In this instance the applicant was provided with pre-application advice 
and was updated of issues after the initial site visit.



2 Condition two is included at the request of the Planning Committee 
where, following discussions, Members resolved that there is a need for a 
brick/stone wall to the boundaries of 119-127 Redhill Road in place of the 
proposed close boarded fence in the interests of the appearance of the 
area and the amenity of the adjoining residents. The applicant is advised 
that details submitted to discharge this condition should include 
specifications of a brick and/or flint stone wall of at least 1.8m in height to 
the boundary of the site with these properties.

———————————————————————————————————————
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