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EAST HAMPSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL

At a meeting of the Planning Committee held on 5 March 2018

Present 

Councillor:   I Thomas (Chairman)

Councillors: R Ayer (Vice-Chairman), D Ashcroft, K Budden, K Carter, N Drew, 
D Evans, A Glass, A Joy, C Louisson, R Mocatta, D Phillips, S Pond and A Williams

103. Apologies for Absence 

Apologies were received from Councillors F Cowper, M Johnson and D Orme.

104. Confirmation of Minutes 

The minutes of the meeting held on 12 February 2018 were agreed and signed 
as a correct record.

105. Chairman's Announcements 

There were no chairman’s announcements.

106. Declarations of Interest 

Councillor(s) Item Number(s) Nature of 
Interest

Details of 
Interest

Cllrs A Glass and 
I Thomas

21068/041 – 
Alton Sports 
Centre, Chawton 
Park Road, 
Alton, GU34 1ST

33993/086, 087 
and 085 – 
Former OSU site 
Area B, Midhurst 
Road, Liphook

Perception of 
bias

The land was 
owned by East 
Hampshire 
District Council 
(EHDC) and 
these Councillors 
were members of 
EHDC Cabinet.

107. 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.

108. Future Items 

The committee did not agree to any site visits.
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109. 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:

21068/041/RES

Alton Sports Centre, Chawton Park 
Road, Alton, GU34 1ST

Approval of reserved matters pursuant 
to outline permission 21068/040 - 
Replacement sports centre (Use Class 
D2) up to 8,500 sqm gross external floor 
area together with parking structure and 
other car parking (up to 250 spaces); 
Construction of outdoor floodlit, fenced 
synthetic turf pitches; vehicular, 
pedestrian and cycle routes; 
landscaping, including tree planting and 
sustainable urban drainage.  
Earthworks, implementation of 
appropriate remediation works and 
felling of trees following demolition of 
the existing sports centre building; 
removal of the existing synthetic sports 
pitches, floodlighting and fencing. 
(Access, Appearance, Landscaping, 
Layout, and Scale to be 
considered)[Supplementary information 
and amended plans received 
11/12/2017, 21/12/2017, 8/1/2018 and 
1/2/2018]

Approval of reserved matters subject to 
the conditions as set out in Appendix A

33993/086/VOC

Former OSU site Area B, Midhurst 
Road, Liphook

Variation of condition 4 of planning 
permission 33993/083 to allow working 
outside specified hours in accordance 
with a noise management and mitigation 
plan. Variation of condition 5 to clarify 
the term of 'deliveries' to and from the 
site and removal of condition 21

Permission subject to the conditions as 
set out in Appendix A
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33993/087/VOC

Former OSU site Area B, Midhurst 
Road, Liphook

Variation of condition 4 of planning 
permission 33993/082 to allow working 
outside specified hours in accordance 
with a noise management and mitigation 
plan. 
Variation of condition 5 to clarify the 
term of 'deliveries' to and from the site 
and removal of condition 21

Permission subject to the conditions as 
set out in Appendix A

33993/085/ADV

Former OSU site Area B, Midhurst 
Road, Liphook

Display of non-illuminated wall mounted 
sign on red multi brick walls with cast 
stone capped piers

Permission subject to the conditions as 
set out in Appendix A

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

111. SECTION 1 - APPLICATIONS REPORTED IN DETAIL 

Cllrs Glass and Thomas left the room, as per their declaration of interest.

The Vice-Chairman took the chair.

112. 21068/041/RES/SAW - Alton Sports Centre, Chawton Park Road, Alton, 
GU34 1ST 

Approval of reserved matters pursuant to outline permission 21068/040 - 
Replacement sports centre (Use Class D2) up to 8,500 sqm gross external floor 
area together with parking structure and other car parking (up to 250 spaces); 
Construction of outdoor floodlit, fenced synthetic turf pitches; vehicular, 
pedestrian and cycle routes; landscaping, including tree planting and 
sustainable urban drainage.  Earthworks, implementation of appropriate 
remediation works and felling of trees following demolition of the existing sports 
centre building; removal of the existing synthetic sports pitches, floodlighting 
and fencing. (Access, Appearance, Landscaping, Layout, and Scale to be 
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considered) [Supplementary information and amended plans received 
11/12/2017, 21/12/2017, 8/1/2018, 1/2/2018 and 21/2/2018]

The Development Management Team Leader introduced the application and 
displayed a proposed site plan, proposed elevations and an illustrative view of 
the sports centre.

This reserved matters application considered matters relating to access, 
appearance, landscaping, layout and scale.

At the Planning Committee held on 12 February 2018, the application had been 
deferred ‘In order for the applicant to demonstrate quantifiable evidence of how 
it has engaged the relevant stakeholders in mitigating Policies CP16 and CP17 
of the Joint Core Strategy and Policy CH2 of the Alton Neighbourhood Plan, 
within the 15 minute drive time of the new facility.’

Evidence to satisfy this reason for deferral had been provided by the applicant 
in the form of a Supplementary Engagement Report.

Officers were satisfied that the proposal would accord with JCS Policy CP16 
criterion (a) as the replacement facility would be on the same site and in a 
location that was easily accessible to the local community.  Criterion (b) related 
to the loss of a facility where no alternative was proposed and therefore, was 
not applicable to this application.

Officers were also satisfied that the proposal would accord with JCS Policy 
CP17 criterion (b).  The current sports centre had been constructed in 1973 and 
was in a poor state of repair.  Therefore, as a brand new facility, the proposal 
would result in an improvement in terms of quality.  Regarding quantity, the 
proposal would see an increase in floorspace of 878m2 for D2 Uses, thus when 
looked at holistically, the quantity of facilities on offer within the building as a 
whole would be better.  

Policy CH2 of the Alton Neighbourhood Plan was similar in context to Policy 
CP17, albeit requiring an enhanced level of quality and quantity.  The final 
paragraph of Policy CH2 required that any new facility was in place prior to the 
old facility being developed.  This was covered by condition 3 of the outline 
permission which related to phasing of the scheme.   

The recommendation was for approval of reserved matters.

The committee was addressed by the following deputees:

(1) Mrs Golding spoke on behalf of objectors to the application.

As set out in Appendix 1 attached to these minutes.

(2) Cllr Hicks spoke on behalf of Alton Town Council.

As set out in Appendix 2 attached to these minutes.
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(3) Mr Cook spoke as the agent for the application.

As set out in Appendix 3 attached to these minutes.

(4) Cllr Hill spoke as the local ward councillor.

As set out in Appendix 4 attached to these minutes.

Some members of the committee were not satisfied that the supporting 
documentation confirmed that there had been consultation amongst interested 
parties in order to inform an application coming forward since the granting of 
the outline permission and 1 April 2017, when the contract had been awarded 
to SLM (Everyone Active).  

Those members were disappointed and felt that an expectation had been set 
that there would be further consultation in order to inform the facilities mix.  The 
fact that there had been so many objections and the large public turnout at the 
meetings confirmed that evidence was missing.  Whilst there would be an 
improvement in terms of quality, they did not accept the equivalence or 
improvement in terms of quantity.  The provision of a spa would take up 
substantially more room than its current equivalent and would result in less 
space in the centre for sports facilities.  It was felt that the authority had been 
put in an invidious position.

It was asked that a condition be added that the operator looked to undertake a 
regular review of the sports facilities.  The Head of Planning confirmed that it 
would not be possible to apply this condition.  The D2 use was wide ranging 
and the mix of facilities could change over time.  He agreed to pass this on to 
the applicant and Leisure Services Team, but it was not a matter for planning.

Concern was expressed with regard to drainage and whilst Hampshire County 
Council had confirmed that the proposals for surface water drainage were 
acceptable and met current standards, the Head of Planning agreed to speak 
with them further.

In response to a question raised regarding a Judicial Review of the decision, 
the council’s Solicitor confirmed that the determination of the application came 
down to whether it complied with local plan policies.  He could not see valid 
grounds for a successful legal challenge.  The Head of Planning confirmed that 
public consultation closed on 21 November 2017, a site notice had been shown 
and the authority had undertaken everything required by statute. 

Overall, whilst members acknowledged the strength of feeling from objectors 
and had received many emails written with sincerity and passion, comments 
were made that it was not within the remit of the Planning Committee to 
determine the internal layout of the building and that compromises had to be 
made with regard to the overall provision of sports facilities that could be 
offered.  It was also highlighted that this was a facility to serve the local area 
and not the wider District/Region.
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At the invitation of the Chairman, Cllr Hill summed up for a further minute.

Cllr Hill said that he had listened to the debate intently.  A great deal of 
discussion had related to non-planning matters.  He suggested that there be an 
ongoing review and that a project board be set up with interested stakeholders, 
the applicant and sports officer in order to monitor the delivery of the projects.

As Cllr Hill had taken the opportunity to speak again, an additional minute was 
offered to the other public speakers.

Mrs Golding, on behalf of objectors, felt that if the committee did not refuse the 
application, it would miss a trick for Alton.  At the outline application stage, it 
had been stated that the facilities mix would be discussed, however, interested 
parties had not been afforded public consultation.

Mr Cook, the agent for the application, said that whilst it would not be possible 
to access all sports through the sports centre, they would signpost to alternative 
options.

Following the vote, the recommendation was declared CARRIED, 9 Councillors 
voting FOR permission, 1 Councillor voting AGAINST permission and 2 
Councillors ABSTAINING from voting.

The meeting adjourned at 7.47pm.

The meeting reconvened at 7.57pm.

113. 33993/086/VOC/SAW & 33993/087/VOC/SAW - Former OSU site Area B, 
Midhurst Road, Liphook 

Variation of condition 4 of planning permissions 33993/083 & 33993/082 to 
allow working outside specified hours in accordance with a noise management 
and mitigation plan. Variation of condition 5 to clarify the term of 'deliveries' to 
and from the site and removal of condition 21

The Development Management Team Leader introduced the applications and 
displayed an aerial picture of the site along with photographs of the office 
blocks and light industrial units.

The applications sought to vary conditions.  The variation of Condition 4 would 
allow working outside specified hours in accordance with a noise management 
and mitigation plan, as some prospective tenants wanted infrequent out of 
hours access.  On this basis, Condition 21 would become superfluous as this 
related to the requirement for a noise management and mitigation plan and it 
was requested that this be removed.

A variation of Condition 5 related to external courier services in order to 
differentiate between members of staff returning equipment, for example, and 
external deliveries.
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He drew the committee’s attention to the Supplementary Matters in which 
condition 4 of application 33993/087 should refer to B1(c) use as well.

The recommendation was for permission.

The committee was addressed by the following deputees:

(5) Ms Kiwanuka spoke as the agent for the application.

As set out in Appendix 5 attached to these minutes.

(6) Cllr Mouland spoke as the local ward councillor.

 He endorsed the comments made by Ms Kiwanuka;
 He did not understand the parish council’s objections;
 This had always been an employment site;
 Hi-tech companies wanted to move to Liphook and needed to be allowed 

greater flexibility; and
 It would be a great boon for Liphook and he asked that the committee 

support the application.

The committee discussed the application and in response to questions, officers 
confirmed that the conditions had been crafted following detailed discussions 
between the applicant, Environmental Health and Planning officers in order to 
maintain the amenity of neighbours, whilst allowing businesses to operate.  
Environmental Health and Planning Enforcement worked closely together and 
from the officer’s perspective, the conditions would enable control.

In response to a question raised as to whether a business could work 24/7, it 
was confirmed that potentially, it could.  However, it would be subject to a noise 
management and mitigation plan.  It was asked if this would set a precedent for 
24/7 working and in response, the Head of Planning said that there were a 
large number of employment centres across the district with no conditions 
attached.  In this instance, the applicant was working with the conditions 
originally applied in order that if businesses wanted to work slightly differently, 
controls were in place.  Therefore, no precedent would be set.

It was pointed out that the format for the hours were incorrect, the officer 
confirmed this would be amended to the 24 hour clock.

The committee agreed that light was also considered to be a nuisance and 
requested that the wording of condition 4 be amended to read ‘noise and 
disturbance’.  The Development Management Team Leader confirmed that this 
was appropriate and would be incorporated.

The committee voted on the officer’s recommendation for permission subject to 
the amendment listed in the supplementary matters.  Also, that the hours be 
amended to the 24 hour clock and that reference to the mitigation plan be 
changed to ‘noise and disturbance’.
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Following the vote, the recommendation was declared CARRIED, 10 
Councillors voting FOR permission, no Councillors voting AGAINST permission 
and 2 Councillors ABSTAINING from voting.

114. 33993/085/ADV/KM - Former OSU site Area B, Midhurst Road, Liphook 

Display of non-illuminated wall mounted sign on red multi brick walls with cast 
stone capped piers

The Development Management Team Leader introduced the application and 
displayed an illustrative drawing.

Advertisement Consent was sought for signage at the entrance to the site 
which would constitute a pair of bowed brick walls with aluminium lettering.

Officers concluded that it would have no adverse impact in terms of amenity 
and that the scale would be visually acceptable in the streetscene.

The recommendation was for consent.

The committee supported the officer’s recommendation.

The meeting commenced at 6.00 pm and concluded at 8.55 pm

…………………
Chairman



Annex A

05 March 2018
Planning Committee

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

S1 Item 3

33993/087

Former OSU site Area B, Midhurst Road, 
Liphook

CORRECTIONS

The suggested wording to Condition 4 of application 33993/087 is incorrect in that it 
should also contain the reference to B1(c) uses which was set out in original 
condition attached to planning permission 33993/082.  The wording for Condition 4 
pertaining to application 33993/086 is correct, as in that instance the permission 
(33993/083) relates to the frontage B1(a) office block only.

The correct wording for the variation to Condition 4 of application 33993/087 is as 
follows:

The B1(a) use hereby permitted shall only be carried out within the site between 
06.00 am and 08.00 pm Mondays to Fridays and 07.00 am and 06.00 pm on 
Saturdays and at no time on Sundays or Public Holidays, and the B1(c) use hereby 
permitted shall only be carried out within the site between 07.00 am and 07.00 pm 
Mondays to Fridays and 07.00 am and 06.00 pm on Saturdays and at no time on 
Sundays or Public Holidays. unless a Noise Management and Mitigation Plan for 
each such tenant is submitted to, and agreed in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. The Plan shall identify potential sources of noise disturbance associated 
with out-of-hours access to the building and shall provide mitigation measure to be 
adopted to prevent undue disturbance to neighbouring occupiers. The use of the 
building and associated areas shall be carried out in accordance with the agreed 
Plan 

Reason - To ensure that the amenities of the adjacent properties are not 
detrimentally affected by the use of the site outside reasonable working times.

CHANGES TO RECOMMENDATION

Vary the wording of Condition 4 attached to planning permission 33993/082, as set 
out in full above.
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EAST HAMPSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL

MINUTES OF PLANNING COMMITTEE

Applications determined by the 
Council as the Local Planning Authority

APPENDIX A

5 March 2018

PROPOSAL Approval of reserved matters pursuant to outline permission 21068/040 
- Replacement sports centre (Use Class D2) up to 8,500 sqm gross 
external floor area together with parking structure and other car 
parking (up to 250 spaces); Construction of outdoor floodlit, fenced 
synthetic turf pitches; vehicular, pedestrian and cycle routes; 
landscaping, including tree planting and sustainable urban drainage.  
Earthworks, implementation of appropriate remediation works and 
felling of trees following demolition of the existing sports centre 
building; removal of the existing synthetic sports pitches, floodlighting 
and fencing. (Access, Appearance, Landscaping, Layout, and Scale to 
be considered)[Supplementary information and amended plans 
received 11/12/2017, 21/12/2017, 8/1/2018 and 1/2/2018]

LOCATION: Alton Sports Centre, Chawton Park Road, Alton, GU34 1ST

REFERENCE NO: 21068/041/RES/SAW

 1 The development hereby permitted shall be constructed in accordance with the 
materials specified within the approved details, unless details of other suitable 
materials are otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority.
Reason - To ensure that a harmonious visual relationship is achieved between 
the new and the existing developments.

2 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 a suitable alternative species are otherwise 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.

3 The development hereby permitted shall not be brought first brounght into use 
until the areas shown on the approved plans for the parking of vehicles have 
been made available, surfaced and marked out in accordance with the approved 
details.  The parking areas shall then be permanently retained and reserved for 
that purpose at all times.
Reason - To make satisfactory provision for off street parking for the purpose of 
highway safety.

4 No part of the development hereby approved shall be occupied until details for 
the on-site provision of bin and cycle storage facilities have been submitted to 
and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The development shall 
not be occupied until the bin and cycle storage has been constructed in 
accordance with the approved details and thereafter retained and kept available.
Reason - To ensure the adequate provision of on site facilities.

5 The development hereby approved shall not be brought into use until details of 
internal directional signage within the site has been submitted to, and agreed in 
writing by, the Local Planning Authority.  The agreed signs shall be installed 
prior to the approved building being first brought into use.
Reason – To ensure appropriate signage is made within the site in the interests 
of highway safety.

6 Development shall be undertaken in accordance with the details contained 
within the updated Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (AECOM, August 2017).
Reason – In the interests of ecology.

7 No development shall start on site until a construction method statement has 
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority, 
which shall include:

 A programme of and phasing of demolition (if any) and construction 
work; The provision of long term facilities for contractor parking;

 The arrangements for deliveries associated with all construction works;
 Methods and phasing of construction works;
 Access and egress for plant and machinery;
 Protection of pedestrian routes during construction;
 Location of temporary site buildings, compounds, construction material, 

and plant storage areas;

 Provision for storage, collection, and disposal of rubbish from the 
development during construction period; and

 Re-use of on site material and spoil arising from any site clearance or 
demolition work.



Demolition and construction work shall only take place in accordance with the 
approved method statement.
Reason - In order that the Local Planning Authority can properly consider the 
effect of the works on the amenity of the locality.

8 No construction works on the 3G artificial grass pitches shall take place until full 
details and specifications for the design and construction of these pitches have 
been submitted to, and agreed in writing by, the Local Planning Authority.  
Development shall take place in accordance with details.
Reason - To ensure that the construction of the replacement artificial sports 
pitches is to an acceptable standard.

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

Application Form
Design and Access Statement (Hadfield Cawkwell Davidson: September 2017)
Planning Statement (AECOM:August 2017)
Transport Statement (AECOM: September 2017)
Lighting Assessment (AECOM: July 2017)
Sustainability Statement Update (AECOM: 13 October 2017)
Flood Risk Assessment (AECO: August 2017)
Soakaway Calculations (December 2017)
Tree Survey, Arboricultural Impact Assessment and Tree Protection Plan 
(Dobson: 16 September 2017)
Travel Plan (AECOM: December 2017)
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal Report Update (AECOM: August 2017)
A-PL-001 - Site Location Plan 
A-PL-002 - Existing Site Plan
A-PL-003 Rev C - Proposed Site Plan 
A-PL-004 Rev A - Proposed Site Sections
A-PL-005 Rev A - Demolition and Tree Removal
A-PL-006 Rev C - Proposed Ground Floor Plan
A-PL-007 Rev A - Proposed First Floor Plan
A-PL-008 Rev C - Proposed Roof Plan 
A-PL-009 Rev A - Proposed Elevations 
A-PL-010 - Proposed Short Sections 
A-PL-011 - Proposed Long Sections
A-PL-012 - Existing Site Plan East 
A-PL-013 Rev C - Proposed Site Plan Part
A-PL-014 - Sports Hall Dimensions
A-PL-021 Rev C - Fire Tender Tracking Part
A-PL-022 Rev C - Delivery Vehicle and Ambulance Tracking 
A-PL-023 - Existing Site Plan - Part
A-PL-024 Rev C - Proposed Site Plan - Part
A-PL-025 - Existing Site Plan  - Part
A-PL-026 - Existing Site Plan  - Part
A-PL-027 - Existing Site Plan  - Part
A-PL-028 - Existing Site Plan  - Part
A-PL-030 - Materials Sample Board
A-PL-031 - External Works Sample Board
Tree Protection Plan (Sep 2017)
Tree Constraints Plan (28/6/2017) 



SLMA 03 Rev F - Planting Plan 
SLMA 01 Rev F - Landscape Masterplan
2386-10 - Proposed Drainage Layout
2386-DS01 - Surface Water Drainage Strategy

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, and,

 by adhering to the requirements of the Planning Charter.

In this instance:
 the applicant was updated of any issues after the initial site visit,
 additional information was supplied to address issues raised by statutory 

consultees.

2 A Groundwater Risk Management Permit from Thames Water will be required 
for discharging groundwater into a public sewer. Any discharge made without a 
permit is deemed illegal and may result in prosecution under the provisions of 
the Water Industry Act 1991. We would expect the developer to demonstrate 
what measures he will undertake to minimise groundwater discharges into the 
public sewer.  Permit enquiries should be directed to Thames Water’s Risk 
Management Team by telephoning 02035779483 or by emailing 
wwqriskmanagement@thameswater.co.uk. Application forms should be 
completed on line via www.thameswater.co.uk/wastewaterquality.”

3 Restricted Byway 506 should be kept open and free of obstruction throughout 
the construction period.  Hampshire County Council (Rights of Way) has 
advised that if there is likely to be an effect on the right of way in terms of dust, 
noise or other obstruction during the period of the works, then it is advised that 
a Health and Safety Risk Assessment be carried out.  If there is deemed to be a 
risk to users of the right of way, the applicant should contact the County Council 
directly to discuss the Temporary Closure of the route for the duration of the 
works.

4 Hampshire County Council, as Highway Authority for Public Rights of Way, has 
advised that there must be no surface alterations to the right of way, nor any 
works carried out which affect its surface, without first seeking their permission.  
You are advised that to carry out any such works without this permission would 
constitute an offence under S131 Highways Act 1980, and therefore you are 
encouraged to contact Hampshire County Council to discuss any works of this 
nature, including:



 Nothing connected with the development or its future use should have 
an adverse effect on the right of way, which must remain available for 
public use at all times.

 No builders or contractors vehicles, machinery, equipment, materials, 
scaffolding or anything associated with the works should be left on or 
near the footpath so as to obstruct, hinder or provide a hazard to 
walkers.

Any damage caused to the surface of the public right of way by construction 
traffic will be required to be restored to the satisfaction of the Rights of Way 
Officer, to not less than its minimum width, on the completion of the build.

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

PROPOSAL Variation of condition 4 of planning permission 33993/083 to allow 
working outside specified hours in accordance with a noise 
management and mitigation plan. Variation of condition 5 to clarify 
the term of 'deliveries' to and from the site and removal of 
condition 21

LOCATION: Former OSU site Area B, Midhurst Road, Liphook

REFERENCE NO: 33993/086/VOC/SAW

Permit the variations to the wording of conditions 4 and 5 attached to planning permission 33993/083 
as set out below, and to delete condition 21 of that permission.

4 The B1(a) use hereby permitted shall only be carried out within the site between 
06:00 and 20:00 Mondays to Fridays and 07:00 and 18:00 on Saturdays and at 
no time on Sundays or Public Holidays, unless a Noise and Disturbance 
Management and Mitigation Plan for each such tenant is submitted to, and 
agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
The Plan shall identify potential sources of disturbance associated with out-of-
hours access to the building and shall provide mitigation measure to be adopted 
to prevent undue disturbance to neighbouring occupiers. The use of the building 
and associated areas shall be carried out in accordance with the agreed Plan
Reason - To ensure that the amenities of the adjacent properties are not 
detrimentally affected by the use of the site outside reasonable working times.

5 No deliveries from external courier services / delivery agents shall be received, 
no dispatches by external courier services / delivery agents shall be made and 
no collection of waste materials shall be made to / from the site outside the 
hours of:
• 07:00 to 18:00 Monday to Friday;
• 08:00 to 18:00 Saturday;
and at no time on a Sunday or a Public Holiday.
Reason - To ensure that the amenities of the adjacent residential properties are 
not detrimentally affected by the use of the site outside reasonable working 
times.



21 Deleted

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, 
and,

  by adhering to the requirements of the Planning Charter.

In this instance the applicant;
 was updated of any issues after the initial site visit.

2 All other conditions imposed on Planning Permissions 33993/082 and 
33993/083 continue to apply to the approved development, unless otherwise 
formally discharged in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

PROPOSAL Variation of condition 4 of planning permission 33993/082 to allow 
working outside specified hours in accordance with a noise 
management and mitigation plan. Variation of condition 5 to clarify 
the term of 'deliveries' to and from the site and removal of 
condition 21

LOCATION: Former OSU site Area B, Midhurst Road, Liphook

REFERENCE NO: 33993/087/VOC/SAW

Permit the variations to the wording of conditions 4 and 5 attached to planning permission 33993/083 
as set out below, and to delete condition 21 of that permission.
 

4 The B1(a) use hereby permitted shall only be carried out within the site between 
06:00 and 20:00 Mondays to Fridays and 07:00 and 18:00 on Saturdays and at 
no time on Sundays or Public Holidays, and the B1(c) use hereby permitted shall 
only be carried out within the site between 07:00 and 19:00 Mondays to Fridays 
and 07:00 and 18:00 on Saturdays and at no time on Sundays or Public 
Holidays, unless a Noise and Disturbance Management and Mitigation Plan for 
each such tenant is submitted to, and agreed in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. The Plan shall identify potential sources of disturbance associated 
with out-of-hours access to the building and shall provide mitigation measure to 
be adopted to prevent undue disturbance to neighbouring occupiers. The use of 
the building and associated areas shall be carried out in accordance with the 
agreed Plan.



Reason - To ensure that the amenities of the adjacent properties are not 
detrimentally affected by the use of the site outside reasonable working times.

5 No deliveries from external courier services / delivery agents shall be received, 
no dispatches by external courier services / delivery agents shall be made and 
no collection of waste materials shall be made to / from the site outside the 
hours of:
• 07:00 to 18:00 Monday to Friday;
• 08:00 to 18:00 Saturday;
and at no time on a Sunday or a Public Holiday.
Reason - To ensure that the amenities of the adjacent residential properties are 
not detrimentally affected by the use of the site outside reasonable working 
times.

21 Deleted

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, 
and,

  by adhering to the requirements of the Planning Charter.

In this instance the applicant;
 was updated of any issues after the initial site visit.

2 All other conditions imposed on Planning Permissions 33993/082 and 
33993/083 continue to apply to the approved development, unless otherwise 
formally discharged in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

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

PROPOSAL Display of non-illuminated wall mounted sign on red multi brick walls 
with cast stone capped piers

LOCATION: Former OSU site Area B, Midhurst Road, Liphook

REFERENCE NO: 33993/085/ADV/KM

 
1 No advertisement is to be displayed without the permission of the owner of the site or any 

other person with an interest in the site entitled to grant permission.



2 No advertisement shall be sited or displayed so as to –
(a) endanger persons using any highway, railway, waterway, dock, harbour or aerodrome 
(civil or military);

(b) obscure, or hinder the ready interpretation of, any traffic sign, railway signal or aid to 
navigation by water or air; or

(c) hinder the operation of any device used for the purpose of security or surveillance or for 
measuring the speed of any vehicle.

3 Any advertisement displayed, and any site used for the display of advertisements, shall be 
maintained in a condition that does not impair the visual amenity of the site.

4 Any structure or hoarding erected or used principally for the purpose of displaying 
advertisements shall be maintained in a condition that does not endanger the public.

5 Where an advertisement is required under these Regulations to be removed, the site shall 
be left in a condition that does not endanger the public or impair visual amenity.

6 The signage shall be displayed in strict accordance with the plans and 
specifications hereby approved.
Reason - In the interests of both amenity and highway safety.

7 The advertisements hereby permitted shall not be illuminated.
Reason - In the interests of visual amenity.

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

 In this instance the application was acceptable as submitted and no 
further assistance was required.
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ASCAG 1st March 2018

Chairman and committee members,

The papers before you this evening in our view do not even come close to meeting 
the demands of the resolution you passed on the 12th February.

Swamping you with a 790 page report on the history of so-called “engagement” 
suggests that the strength of the applicant’s argument should hinge purely on sheer 
weight of paper.   

What is “community engagement”?  Here is one simple definition lifted from the web:  
It is “understanding what members of that community want, and acting upon it”.  

Nowhere is there evidence of the concerns expressed by the various stakeholders, 
still less any account of how such concerns were to be addressed.  How can this be 
described as “engagement”?

At the last meeting you were repeatedly told of the “fluidity” that exists in the existing 
plans -  that we needn’t worry - the internal facilities can be changed and moved 
around at any time.  

How will this so-called “fluidity” facilitate a crèche, without which so many young 
families would be excluded?  What space is going to be sacrificed in order to build 
two more squash courts?  How is “fluidity” going to conjour up an additional sports 
hall to accommodate the activities that would otherwise be excluded?  

It was clearly the intention at Outline stage that detailed plans would be brought 
before you as Reserved Matters, and to now deny you the opportunity to examine 
them because of a prematurely arranged contract with the supplier, is just not 
acceptable. 

The fact is that the proposed facility is simply not big enough.  When you remove the 
1000 square metres of space dedicated to non-sports activity – a 130 cover 
restaurant, a spa suite, including nail bars and the like, the building actually provides 
less space for sport than currently exists; this at the very time when we have lengthy 
waiting lists (225 for gymnastics alone!), and a huge future growth in our population.

Chairman, it’s abundantly clear from our research that with some vision and 
creativity we can build a sports centre on this site which will deliver everything that 
Everyone Active, EHDC and the people of Alton wants and needs.  It could easily 
address the concerns of the Cardiac Rehab centre and provide state-of-the-art low 
carbon energy saving measures. All this at modest additional cost.

Please reject these plans, so that we can work together to provide a sports centre 
that we can ALL be proud of.

Thank you for listening.
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PLANNING COMMITTEE 1st MARCH 2018
ATC REPRESENTATION
At a Full Council meeting on 13 July 2017, Alton Town Council resolved to support the implementation of a 
new sports centre for Alton and the wider district which could be demonstrated to meet the needs of the 
growing population. In the comments accompanying our objection to the reserved matters application, we 
requested EHDC to be satisfied that, amongst other things, that policy CP17 had been met.

In the deferral of this application it was stated to be “in order for the applicant to demonstrate quantifiable 
evidence of how it has engaged the relevant stakeholders in mitigating Policies CP16 and CP17 of the Joint 
Core Strategy and Policy CH2 of the Alton Neighbourhood Plan”

It is clear from the report submitted to this committee that during the last week, officers at EHDC have 
provided the applicant with details of the work that East Hampshire District Council undertook between 
2011 and today with a variety of stakeholders. There is no evidence that the applicant themselves has 
undertaken any meaningful engagement with relevant stakeholders and no evidence at all  that the applicant 
has engaged with the public. Using the results of a consultation carried out by Alton Town Council last 
summer doesn’t really count, particularly when all it does is demonstrate that people were not happy with 
the facilities put forward.

It is therefore puzzling why this application is back before members this evening when the Engagement 
Report clearly demonstrates that the applicant has not engaged with the relevant stakeholders in mitigating 
CP16, CP17 & CH2.

Members of this committee need to satisfy themselves that the reason to defer the application two weeks ago 
has been adequately addressed before proceeding to determination. The Supplementary Information 
provided to the committee for today’s meeting appears to merely repackage information that had previously 
been made available.

This committee is therefore being asked to determine this application based on an Engagement Report 
compiled by its own council, not the applicant. Surely there is a conflict of interest when EHDC, who have a 
commercial contract with the applicant has provided that same applicant with the bulk of the evidence 
within the report.
 
In fact, although lengthy, it is hard to find much in the way of stakeholder engagement in the Supplementary 
Information and therefore the 12 February decision of the committee is entirely justified and in line with the 
minuted position of Alton Town Council.

Finally, the Town Council should like to draw to the committee’s attention its concern that should approval 
of the application be given by Members this evening, it could be open to legal challenge on the grounds of 
legitimate expectation by the public.

ALTON
Town Council

Town Hall
Market Square

Alton
Hampshire
GU34 1HD

 Telephone (01420) 83986 
 www.alton.gov.uk
 info@alton.gov.uk

 Town Clerk: Mrs Leah Coney
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As you may be aware, Everyone Active is the longest-established leisure operator in the UK. We manage 

more than 160 facilities across the country and deliver a range of award-winning services.

Everyone Active has a proven track record of delivering extremely high standard leisure facilities and 

understands the importance of programming them ‘smartly’ to ensure the mix of facilities is well balanced 

and meets the needs of the community. It does this while maximising the commercial return, supporting 

the councils it works on behalf of to achieve their medium to long-term financial plans.

During the competitive process, SLM carried out full due diligence on what facility would be right for Alton, 

and the people of the town.  A full assessment of the feasibility study was also carried out referencing the 

Leisure Built Facilities Strategy (LBFS). In excess of seventy representatives and stakeholders had an input 

to the design and mix of facility, including town and county colleagues and, importantly, centre users. This 

inclusive approach is part of Everyone Active’s regular route to establishing the needs of any sports centre 

or leisure facility.  It was noted that a full and in-depth process was followed, and SLM were satisfied that it 

met the expected levels of consultation, in this particular case dated back some seven years, which again is 

perfectly normal.  

The proposal that has been submitted was done so after a lot of thought and thorough research. It was 

devised during the leisure contract tender process and based on the findings of detailed database reports, 

which included many aspects such as demographics, customer profiling, current, latent and future demand 

analysis and a review of other local leisure providers. The findings of all of these support our proposed 

design and facility mix. 

The new building will incorporate a range of modern facilities to engage the wider local community in both 

sports and activity. We have worked closely with East Hampshire District Council to ensure this scheme 

provides every requirement requested from them under the remit and the site provided.

There are always fears the centre will not accommodate certain clubs or users.  I can confirm gymnastics, 

table tennis, netball, dance, trampolining, basketball, judo, taekwondo, karate, canoeing (which is my 

sport) and grass-roots climbing and the Alton Health and Fun Club will all be provided for at the new 

centre, this is crucial for the centre’s balanced programme and pathways into sport.

Ian Cook

Regional Contract Manager - SLM
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Thank you Chairman

Over the last few years I have attended many of the meetings both at District and Town 
Council levels relating to the sports centre. In addition to this I have spoken to many sports 
people and also general members of the public in Alton and the surrounding areas.

Over the past week I have carefully read all of the Engagement Report.

The Engagement Report document brings together a wide set of consultations over many 
years. These fall into what I would call Professional Consultations and Public Consultations.  
The Professional Consultations in the period 2013 to 2017 included all the statutory bodies, 
two external consultancy companies, and the five sport centre operators who submitted 
bids to EHDC plus many sports clubs and some members of the general public. This 
Professional Consultation essentially resulted in the facilities mix in the application. 

With regard to a full Public Consultation then this was started by Alton Town Council in June 
2017.  This showed significant concerns about the facilities mix but the response from the 
applicant was that little could be changed. However these consolations in my view satisfy 
the reference to consultations made in the outline planning approval. 

With regard to CP16, CP17 and CH2 the case officer has given further explanation as to why 
this application complies with all these planning policies. It is important to not only compare 
the proposed new sports centre with the existing one at an individual sports level but also 
to compare the package of facilities in the proposed new sports centre with the package of 
facilities in the existing sports centre. Also we must take into account the fact that the brand 
new facility will be state of the art with a lifetime of many decades rather the existing sports 
centre with a lifetime of just a few years. Additional considerations are that the floor area is 
16% large, would make better use of this floor area and it would be built without any 
interruption to services from the existing sports centre. Finally if approval is given tonight 
then it will be operational by end 2019 or early 2020. So on balance taking all these factors 
into account then I consider that this application is compliant with policies CP16, CP17 and 
CH2.

I would however like to comment on three sports.

Netball is not being provided in the new sports centre but Alton Town Council are building a 
brand new netball court in Anstey Park which will be ready by the middle of this year.  

Climbing will be an Olympic Sport in 2020 so it is essential that the full climbing facility in the 
existing sports centre should be included in the new one rather than just Clip and Climb. Is it 
possible for the climbing wall in the existing Sports Centre to be just transferred to the new 
one?  If permission is granted then can this be the subject of a planning condition? 

The reduction in squash courts needs to be justified in terms of actual usage figures over the 
last few years. A search on the internet has shown that many new sports centres have been 
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recently built or are being built with only 2 squash courts. I also noticed that all new sports 
centres have significant leisure facilities with one centre actually having a cinema and 
bowling alley.

A refusal to grant planning permission will definitely delay the delivery of a new Sports 
Centre by many months and maybe much longer. It would also introduce a large element of 
uncertainty about ever delivering a new sports centre in Alton.

In conclusion I support the case officer’s recommendation to grant approval of this 
application.

Thank you
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Applicant Representation to Planning Committee 
Thursday 1 March 2018
Planning Application ref: 33993/086/VOC/SAW & 33993/087/VOC/SAW 
Representation by: Angela Kiwanuka on behalf of East Hampshire District Council 

As you decide these applications, I would urge Committee to think about the families and the young 

people especially apprentices who stand to benefit from local skilled jobs resulting from the revision 

to the planning conditions.

East Hampshire is a predominantly rural area which means that business premises will never be far 

from residential properties. By restricting access to business premises, we are only doing a disservice 

to our residents who strive to live and work in the district and access local highly skilled jobs.

Highly skilled and higher paid jobs should be the norm in East Hampshire and not a reserve for those 

who can commute long distances to London and elsewhere. Committee, you can make this possible 

by voting to revise the planning conditions to facilitate growth and skilled job opportunities in the 

area.

21st Century businesses operate in an increasingly globalised, competitive, entrepreneurial and 

technologically driven economy, where flexibility rules and speed of response is key. For example: 

When a cyber attack occurs in the night, businesses cannot wait until 7am in the morning to access 

premises in order to contain the impact on customers, some of whom might be resident in our district.

Also, the nature of the service industry means that businesses may have to access premises outside 

normal working hours to provide us with the level of service to which we are accustomed.

No business will want their premises accessed for any longer than they really need to. It costs money 

not least in security and energy costs. As such, the proposed revisions to conditions do not mean that 

the premises will be operating at full capacity in the middle of the night. What we are seeking is not 

unlike Council Offices here at Penns Place which occasionally have to stay open to facilitate Council 

business like Planning Committee tonight.

Committee, as you vote tonight, please think about that Liphook business employing about 20 people 

which come 1 April 2018 will be left homeless if the planning conditions are not revised. We mustn’t 

forget that businesses are a part and parcel of our communities. They not only provide jobs and 

business rates but also support our communities through sponsorship of events and volunteer work.

So, mine is a humble plea to Committee today, please do approve the revisions to conditions and 

help us send a message out there that … East Hampshire is Open for Business and we are the most 

business friendly council in Britain... Thank you. 
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