


Item No.: 02
The information, recommendations and advice contained in this report are correct as at the 
date of preparation, which is more than one week in advance of the Committee meeting. 
Because of the time constraints some reports may have been prepared in advance of the 
final date given for consultee responses or neighbour comments.  Any changes or 
necessary updates to the report will be made orally at the Committee meeting.

PROPOSAL Two detached two storey houses one with garage and the other with 
parking space and new vehicular access to Primula Road (amended 
site layout plan received 14/8/2017)

LOCATION: 2 Somerset Villas, Mill Chase Road, Bordon, GU35 0EL
REFERENCE 24314/015 PARISH: Whitehill and Bordon
APPLICANT: Mr Daly
CONSULTATION 
EXPIRY :

13 July 2017

APPLICATION EXPIRY : 04 August 2017
COUNCILLOR(S): Cllr T A Muldoon
SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: PERMISSION

This application is referred to Committee at the request of Councillor Muldoon so 
that issues relating to highways safety and protection of trees can be fully debated.

Site and Development

This site is located off Mill Chase Road, adjacent to residential development and Mill Chase 
Secondary School, within the Bordon Settlement Policy Boundary.  The access is along a 
single width, unmade track that serves five dwellings as well as this site.  The proposal is 
for two detached dwellings with access via Primula Road, which would involve making an 
access through a turning head (which residents use for parking) and through the existing 
hedge.  

This is a full application for two dwellings.  The site has a long planning history, with outline 
permission having been granted for two dwellings in 2013.  The subsequent application for 
approval of reserved matters was refused in 2016, partly because the site did not match up 
with that approved at the outline stage and a further full application for planning permission 
has been refused because of the impact upon the protected trees at the rear of the site.  In 
a following application, the depth of one of the dwellings was reduced to increase the 
distance between the proposed development and the trees, but this was refused permission 
on the grounds of impact on protected trees and on wildlife (due to insufficient information 
having been provided).  

The current application has been submitted for two dwellings, with additional information in 
relation to impact on trees and on wildlife having been submitted.



Relevant Planning History

24314 - Outline permission - 3 dwellings.  Refused 1978
24314/001 - Outline permission - pair of semi-detached dwellings and one detached 

dwelling.  Permission 1985
24314/003 - Outline - 2 detached two storey dwellings with integral double garages (as 

amended by plans received 05/11/97). Not proceeded with 18/04/1998  
24314/005 - Outline application -three detached two storey dwellings and new vehicular 

access from Primula Road.  Withdrawn 24/04/2012  
24314/006 - Outline - three detached dwellings with new vehicular access.  Refused 

18/09/2012.  Dismissed at Appeal
24314/007 - Prune one oak tree by crown lifting to give 1m clearance above the existing 

roofline of the sports hall building, and reduce towards the trunk by 2m to the 
nearest growth point on two branches on the north eastern aspect of the 
canopy. The oak tree is subject to TPO (EH893)12 and is situated on land 
adjoining 2 Somerset Villas, Mill Chase Road, Bordon.   Consent 02/10/2012  

24314/008 - Outline - two detached dwellings and creation of new vehicular access.  
Outline permission 18/02/2013   

24314/009 - Two dwellings and creation of new vehicular access.  Withdrawn 15/07/2015  
24314/010 - Two dwellings and creation of new vehicular access.  Refused 05/01/2016  
24314/012 - Variation of condition 16 of 24314/008 to allow substitution of site location and 

block plans.  Refused 04/03/2016  
24314/011 - Approval of reserved matters to application 24314/008 - two detached 

dwellings.  Refused 15/03/2016  
24314/013 - Two detached dwellings, one with single garage, one with parking space, and 

new vehicular access to Primula Road.  Refused 16/12/2016 
24314/014 - T1 Oak Tree - Reduce crown by 5 metres in height and 6 metres in width 

leaving a finished crown height of 12 metres and a finished crown spread 
(radius) of 6 metres.  T2 Oak Tree - Reduce crown by 6 metres in height and 
5 metres in width leaving a finished crown height of 12 metres and a finished 
crown spread (radius) of 6 metres.  Refused 07/04/2017   

Development Plan Policies and Proposals

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

CP1 - Presumption in favour of sustainable development 
CP2 - Spatial Strategy
CP10 - Spatial strategy for housing
CP21 - Biodiversity
CP27 - Pollution
CP29 - Design
CP31 - Transport
CP32 - Infrastructure

East Hampshire District Local Plan: Second Review (2006)

H3 - Residential Development within Settlement Policy Boundaries
C6 - Tree Preservation



Planning Policy Constraints and Guidance

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

In this instance the following sections of the NPPF are considered to be particularly relevant 
to the consideration of the development;

Core planning principles: Paragraph 17: Good amenity for all.

Section 4 – Promoting sustainable transport.
Section 6 – Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes.
Section 7 – Requiring good design.
Section 10 – Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change.
Section 11 – Conserving and enhancing the natural environment.

Consultations and Town/Parish Council comments

HCC County Ecologist - No objection subject to a condition.

Arboricultural Officer - No objection subject to conditions.

Drainage Consultant - No objection subject to conditions.

EHDC Parking Team - The proposal complies with parking standards but consideration 
should be given to providing more parking to accommodate any possible overspill.

Whitehill Town Council - Objection.
Members objected to the application on the following grounds:
Concerns to the physical infrastructure; in particular drainage.
Over-development of the site.
Highway issues: vehicular access and additional traffic generation; alongside the loss of 
parking to existing residents. Discussion empathised with the concerns already expressed 
by the residents.

Representations

Five representations have been received, objecting to the application.  Issues raised are:

a) additional traffic using Primula Road, which is unsuitable to accommodate this and 
Meadow View and loss of space for parking in Primula Road;

b) additional noise and disturbance to neighbouring residents;
c) street light would be lost, or would have to be moved;
d) loss of privacy;
e) concern about the impact on wells that are understood to be on the site;
f) query about who owns the strip of land between the site and Primula Road
g) concern about proposal to block vehicle access through the lane with bollards, which 

would allow pedestrian access through what is claimed to be private property;
h) no need for houses to be crammed onto this site with all the new development going on 

in Bordon and Whitehill;



i) queries over land ownership, and ownership of the Laurel Hedge which would have to 
be removed;

j) concern about surface water drainage and flooding in the area; and
k) impact on wildlife.

Determining Issues

1.  Principle of development
2.  Impact on the amenity of neighbouring properties and occupants of the proposed 

dwellings
3.  Impact on the character of the area
4.  Impact on trees
5.  Highways considerations
6.  Impact on wildlife
7.  Drainage
8.  Community Infrastructure Levy

Planning Considerations 

1.  Principle of development

Policy CP1 of the East Hampshire District Local Plan: Joint Core Strategy (JCS) applies to 
development within the Settlement Policy Boundary (SPB) where there is a presumption in 
favour of development.  Policy CP2 identifies a sustainable hierarchy of SPB and sets out 
five levels of sustainable settlements.  The application site falls within one of the identified 
SPBs, and outline permission has been granted in 2013 for the development of this site for 
two dwellings.  Policy H3 of the Local Plan allows residential development within SPBs if it 
involves the re-use of vacant or under-used land or buildings, or involves infilling.  The 
proposal is considered to be in accordance with this policy.  The principle of development 
is, therefore, acceptable subject to all other relevant planning considerations and policies.  

2.  Impact on the amenity of neighbouring properties and occupants of the proposed 
dwellings

Policy CP27 of the JCS requires that developments would not have an unacceptable impact 
on the amenity of the occupiers of neighbouring properties through loss of privacy or 
excessive overshadowing.   Paragraph 17 of the NPPF requires that a good standard of 
amenity be provided for existing and proposed occupiers.

There have been concerns with previous applications about overlooking of the rear garden 
of 10 Primula Road.  However, the relationship between the dwelling on plot 2 and the rear 
garden of 10 Primula Road would be similar with this proposal to that previously approved 
in outline with the dwelling sited so as not to have views directly into the rear garden 
opposite.  The dwelling on plot 2 would face the side elevation of 10 Primula Road, which 
has a first floor window that was permitted to serve a bathroom.

There is a school site to the rear and there are no first floor side windows proposed that 
would overlook neighbouring properties. 



The impact on the amenity of neighbouring occupiers would be acceptable in accordance 
with Policy CP27 of the Joint Core Strategy and Paragraph 17 of the NPPF.

3.  Impact on the character of the area

At present the site is an open area of land between residential properties and a secondary 
school.  The site is now very overgrown, although it has previously been cleared.  As a 
small open area at the end of a cul-de-sac, it is not considered that the site makes a 
significant, positive contribution to the character of the wider area.  The site has been 
considered suitable for residential development, with an outline permission having been 
granted in 1985 and again in 2013.  In 1997, an application for three, four bedroomed 
houses was submitted for the site.  One of the dwellings was partly sited on the roadway at 
the end of the cul-de-sac, which led to highway objections because this land is subject to a 
highway designation.  The plans were amended to two, four-bedroomed dwellings to 
resolve the highways issues; however, the turning area remained on land with a highways 
designation.  There was some suggestion that the highways designation could be removed 
from the land but the issue was not resolved and no further action was taken on the 
application.

This application proposes one, three-bedroomed and one, four-bedroomed dwelling.  This 
would be a similar form of development to the previously approved outline scheme.  
However, a survey of the site has revealed that it is smaller than shown on the approved 
outline scheme so the site is slightly more constrained than previously indicated.  A further 
full application was submitted and refused because the details failed to take account of the 
impact on the protected trees at the rear of the site.  An amended scheme was then 
submitted in which the depth of one of the proposed houses was reduced to increase the 
distance between the trees to the rear and the development.  However, there was still an 
objection from the arboricultural officer and that application was refused permission on the 
grounds of impact on trees and on the grounds that it had not been demonstrated that there 
would not be harm to protected species..

The site has an area of about 0.68ha so a development of 2 dwellings would represent a 
density of 29 dwellings per hectare.  This is a low density compared with development in 
the adjacent Primula Close, but, due to the constraints of the site, is not considered to be 
inappropriate or unduly low. 

It is not considered that the proposal would be too cramped or out-of-character with the 
area.  The dwellings are a similar size to those previously approved but would be located 
closer together due to the width of the site having been incorrectly shown in the scheme 
permitted in outline previously.  

The design shown is for a pair of traditional pitched roofed, two storey dwellings and this 
would be in keeping with the surrounding area of Bordon.  The impact on the character of 
the area would be acceptable in accordance with Policy CP29 of the Joint Core Strategy.



4.  Impact on trees

The application for outline permission for three dwellings was refused (and dismissed on 
Appeal), largely due to concerns about the impact of the proposed development on trees 
and the impact of the trees on the development - there are two Oak trees to the rear of the 
site protected by a Tree Preservation Order.  It was considered that, whilst there was no 
direct adverse impact of the development on the health of the trees, due to the proximity of 
the protected trees and the extent of their canopies, there would be considerable post-
development pressure to fell or drastically reduce the trees in order to achieve satisfactory 
residential amenity, adversely affecting the trees' amenity value.

With the reduction in number of dwellings to two, there is more space around the dwellings 
for amenity use and more opportunity to provide amenity space and parking space that is 
not seriously affected by the tree canopies.  There was no objection to the outline scheme 
for two dwellings from the Arboricultural Officer that was permitted in 2013 (reference 
24314/008), subject to the submitted arboricultural details being implemented.

It was subsequently discovered that the site was more constrained than originally believed 
and, whilst the Arboricultural Officer indicated that he considered that a satisfactory scheme 
could be provided, he objected to the schemes that were subsequently submitted because 
the levels within the root protection area of the tree on plot 2 were to be reduced.  He 
requested that up to date arboricultural details be provided in line with the requirements of 
BS 5837:2012.  Further, over the years the trees have grown but the arboricultural details 
were not updated, leading to the last application preceding this one being refused on the 
grounds of impact on protected trees

In the case of the current application, the arboricultural officer is satisfied that the 
arboricultural details provided are accurate and provided they are implemented the 
protected trees would not be harmed by the proposed development.  It is recommended 
that the arboricultural method statement and tree protection plan, and the drainage details 
submitted, should be required to be complied with by condition.  Subject to these 
conditions, the proposal would be in accordance with EHDLP: Second Review Policy C6.

5.  Highways considerations

The current access to the site is along a narrow track with very poor visibility at the access 
to Mill Chase Road and the previous outline permission was granted on the basis of the use 
of a new access via Primula Road (a small residential estate), with provision being required 
for the lane to be blocked off to prevent its use by occupants of the new dwellings.

The original plans for the Primula Road estate do not show parking in the turning-head 
through which access would be provided - the approved drawings show the current 
application site as a potential future extension of the development, subject to land 
acquisition (reference 24631).  Photographs submitted show that residents park in the 
turning-head area but parking provision in this location was not part of the originally 
approved plans.



However, despite the concerns of nearby residents about highways safety, parking 
problems and increased traffic using Primula Road, there is no objection to the application 
from the County Highways Officer, who prefers that the Primula Road access be used 
rather than the track onto Mill Chase Road.  On the earlier outline scheme it was suggested 
that the applicant be advised to check that there is no ransom strip between Primula Road 
and the site, but this would be separate from the planning process.  Four parking spaces 
are stated to be provided in the application forms, although five would be required for the 
dwellings.  An amended drawing has been received showing an additional parking space so 
that the Council's standards would be met.

In the Appeal Decision on the proposal to erect 3 dwellings on the site, which was 
dismissed, the Inspector referred to the access issues to the site.  He was particularly 
concerned that any additional use of the access via the lane onto Mill Chase Road would 
be dangerous and could lead to vehicles backing out onto the main road.  He also 
expressed some concerns about the access via Primula Road, but did not rule out its use.  
He did not consider that the use of the access point for undesignated parking by existing 
residents would justify refusal of the application.

The County Highway Authority has also previously accepted the use of the Primula Road 
access by the existing dwelling at 2 Somerset Villas.

The Highways Officer has not raised an objection to the access or parking arrangements, 
subject to conditions.  Hampshire County Council Highways team also advise that the 
correct highway works agreements should be sought before any works are carried out to 
the highway.  The access should be provided before any other works are carried out so that 
construction traffic can use the Primula Road access.  The proposal would be in 
accordance with EHDLP:JCS Policy CP31.

6.  Impact on wildlife

At the time of the refusal of outline permission for 3 dwellings and the subsequent appeal, 
the site had been cleared of vegetation.  Subsequently the site has become overgrown and 
neighbours have referred to wildlife being present on the site.  A consultation was, 
therefore, sent to the County Ecologist when the previous application was being considered 
and he recommended that a Phase 1 ecological survey of the site be required.  This was 
not submitted, which led to ecological concerns being one of the reasons for the previous 
refusal.  A Phase 1 Ecological Survey has been submitted with the current application and 
the Hampshire County Ecologist states that this concludes that the site is characterised by 
scrappy ruderal vegetation and bramble with some larger shrubs and tall trees at the 
peripheries. The site is essentially isolated from other semi-natural habitats locally. Overall, 
the site is considered to be of limited ecological value, with minimal potential for supporting 
legally-protected species.  A condition is recommended and, subject to this, the proposal 
would be in accordance with EHDLP:JCS Policy CP21.



7.  Drainage Issues

Representations on the application have included reference to the fact that there may be 
some old wells on the site.  The Council's Drainage Consultant notes that the water table 
can be high in Bordon so conventional soakaways may not be appropriate, but the drainage 
strategy is seen to be acceptable in principle and Council's Drainage Consultant had no 
objection to the previous proposal, subject to conditions.   With this current application, the 
Drainage Consultant has no objection subject to conditions.

8. Community Infrastructure Levy

The proposal would be liable for the payment of CIL and forms have been submitted.

Response to Parish/Town Council Comments

The comments of Whitehill Town Council are noted, and these are issues that are referred 
to in the report above.  It is not agreed that the proposal would be 'overdevelopment' as this 
is a comparatively low density development.  There have been a number of previous 
applications on the site and the Council's Drainage Consultant has been satisfied that 
drainage issues could be covered by conditions.  The highways issues have also been fully 
considered and the County Highway Authority has no objection to the proposal.  It would be 
the responsibility of the applicant to ensure that he has a right of access through from the 
site to Primula Road.

Conclusion

It is concluded that the proposal would be in keeping with the character of the area in 
general and would not harm protected trees or protected species.  The access as proposed 
would be acceptable to the Highway Authority and the impact on amenities of existing and 
proposed dwellings would be acceptable.  The proposal would be in accordance with 
EHDLP: Local Plan, EHDLP:JCS and NPPF Policies.

RECOMMENDATION  PERMISSION subject to the following conditions:

1 The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration 
of three years from the date of this planning permission.
Reason - To comply with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning 
Act 1990



2 No development shall commence on site until details of a scheme for 
surface water drainage has been submitted to, and approved in writing 
by, the Local Planning Authority.  Such details should include provision for 
all surface water drainage from parking areas and areas of hardstanding 
to prevent surface water from discharging onto the highway and should 
be based on site investigation and percolation tests.  The development 
shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details before any 
part of the development is first occupied and shall be retained thereafter.
Reason - To ensure adequate provision for drainage. It is considered 
necessary for this to be a pre-commencement condition as such details 
need to be taken into account in the construction of the development and 
thus go to the heart of the planning permission.
Note: The applicant is requested to contact the Council's Drainage 
Consultant as soon as possible to discuss the details required for the 
discharge of the above condition.

3 The proposed hard surface/s shall either be made of porous materials or 
provision shall be made to direct run-off water from the hard surface/s to a 
permeable or porous surface within the site.
Reason - To ensure adequate provision for surface water drainage and 
avoid discharge of water onto the public highway.

4 Notwithstanding any indication of materials that may have been given in 
the application or in the absence of such information, no development 
above slab level shall take place on site until samples / details including 
manufacturers details of all the materials to be used for external facing 
and roofing for the development hereby approved have been submitted 
to, and approved in writing by, the Local Planning Authority.  The 
development works shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 
details.
Reason - To ensure that the materials used in the construction of the 
approved development harmonise with the surroundings.

5 No development shall start on site until the access, including the footway 
and/or verge crossing shall be constructed and the lines of sight provided 
in accordance with the approved plans.  The lines of site splays shown on 
the approved plans shall be kept free of any obstruction exceeding 1 
metre in height above the adjacent carriageway and shall be 
subsequently maintained so thereafter.
Reason - To provide satisfactory access with sufficient levels of visibility 
in the interests of highway safety.  It is considered necessary for this to be 
a pre-commencement condition because the road and footpaths are 
essential to highway safety, upon which the remainder of the 
development hinges.  As such this is required to be addressed prior to 
development commencing and therefore goes to the heart of the planning 
permission.



6 The development hereby permitted shall not be brought into use until the 
existing access has been stopped up and effectively closed with the 
footway provided or verge reinstated in accordance with details which 
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Planning Authority.
Reason - In the interests of highways safety.

7 The development hereby approved shall not be first brought into use until 
a detailed boundary treatment plan has been submitted to and approved 
in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The plan shall include details 
of the positions, design, materials/species of the boundary treatments to 
be erected/planted.  The approved details shall be fully implemented 
before any part of the development is occupied and shall be retained 
thereafter.
Reason - To ensure an appropriate standard of visual amenity in the area 
and to safeguard the privacy and amenities of the residents of the locality.

8 Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning 
(General Permitted Development) (England) Order, 2015 (or any Order 
revoking, re-enacting or modifying that Order) no extensions and 
outbuildings otherwise permitted under Schedule 2, Part 1, Class(es) A, 
B, C, D, E  of said Order shall be carried out on the dwellinghouse or 
within its curtilage without the prior written consent of the Local Planning 
Authority.
Reason - It is considered that further extension of these dwellings could 
result in an adverse effect upon the visual character of the area, or harm 
protected trees.

9 The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in strict 
accordance with the approved Arboricultural Method Statement prepared 
by Alderwood Consulting Limited dated 6 March 2017 and Tree 
Protection Plan (drawing number 150401/05 Rev C) and the received by 
the Local Planning Authority on 9 June 2017 and the Indicative Drainage 
Plan Reference 150401/06 Rev C.
Reason - To ensure that the trees on and around the site are adequately 
protected from damage to their health and /or amenity value.

10 The development hereby permitted shall not be brought into use until a 
minimum of 5 car parking spaces have been provided within the curtilage 
of the site and thereafter maintained and kept available at all times.
Reason - To ensure the adequate provision of on site parking for the 
purpose of highway safety.

11 No development shall commence on site until a scheme has been 
submitted to, and agreed in writing by, the Local Planning Authority to 
demonstrate that the built development hereby permitted incorporates 
measures that provide energy savings of no less than 10% above 
Building Regulations in force at the time the development is to be 
constructed. 



Before any part of the development is first occupied a verification report 
and completion certificate shall be submitted in writing to the Local 
Planning Authority confirming that the built development hereby permitted 
has been constructed in accordance with the approved scheme. 
The developer shall nominate a competent person for the purpose of 
assessing and providing the above required report and certificate to 
confirm that the completed works incorporate such measures as to 
provide the required energy savings.
The energy saving works set out in the above report shall thereafter be 
maintained so that the required energy saving is sustained at the certified 
level for the lifetime of the development. 
Reason - To ensure that the development incorporates necessary 
mitigation and adaptation measures with regard to climate change.  It is 
considered necessary for this to be a pre-commencement condition as 
these details relate to the construction of the development and thus go to 
the heart of the planning permission.

12 Development shall proceed in accordance with the ecological mitigation 
measures detailed within the Phase 1 Survey (Vesper, May 2017) unless 
otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason - To protect biodiversity in accordance with the Wildlife & 
Countryside Act 1981, the NERC Act (2006), NPPF and with Policy CP21 
of the East Hampshire District Local Plan: Joint Core Strategy.

13 No development shall commence on site until the following details 
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority :- 
 (a) a desk top study report, documenting all the previous and existing 

land uses both on and adjacent to the site and including a 
conceptual site model and preliminary risk assessment. The report 
should be completed by a competent person and produced in 
accordance with national guidance, as set out in Contaminated 
Land Research Report No.11 and BS10175:2001;

and unless otherwise first agreed in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority:-
(b) a scheme outlining a site investigation and risk assessments 

designed to assess the nature and extent of any contamination on 
the site; 

(c) a written report of the findings which includes, a description of the 
extent, scale and nature of contamination, an assessment of all 
potential risks to known receptors, an update of the conceptual site 
model (devised in the desktop study), identification of all pollutant 
linkages and unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority and identified as unnecessary in the written 
report, an appraisal of remediation options and proposal of the 
preferred option(s) identified as appropriate for the type of 
contamination found on site;

and unless otherwise first agreed in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority:-



(d) a detailed remediation scheme designed to bring the site to a 
condition suitable for the intended use by removing unacceptable 
risks to human health, buildings and other property and the natural 
and historical environment.  The scheme should include all works 
to be undertaken, proposed remediation objectives and 
remediation criteria, timetable of works, site management 
procedures and a verification plan outlining details of the data to be 
collected in order to demonstrate the completion of the remediation 
works and any arrangements for the continued monitoring of 
identified pollutant linkages.  Site works and details submitted shall 
be in accordance with the approved scheme and undertaken by a 
competent person.

The above reports and site works should be undertaken in 
accordance with DEFRA and the Environment Agency’s ‘Model 
Procedures for the Management of Land Contamination, CLR 11’.

Reason - To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future users 
of the land and neighbouring land are minimised, together with those to 
controlled waters, property and ecological systems, and to ensure that the 
development can be carried out safely without unacceptable risks to 
workers, neighbours and other offsite receptors.  It is considered 
necessary for this to be a pre-commencement condition as these details 
need to be agreed prior to the construction of the development and thus 
go to the heart of the planning permission.

14 Before any part of the development is first occupied or brought into 
use (unless otherwise first agreed in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority) a verification report demonstrating the effectiveness of the 
remediation works carried out and a completion certificate confirming that 
the approved remediation scheme has been implemented in full shall both 
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. 
The verification report and completion certificate shall be submitted in 
accordance with the approved scheme and undertaken by a competent 
person in accordance with DEFRA and the Environment Agency’s ‘Model 
Procedures for the Management of Land Contamination, CLR 11’.
Reason - To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future users 
of the land and neighbouring land are minimised, together with those to 
controlled waters, property and ecological systems, and to ensure that the 
development can be carried out safely without unacceptable risks to 
workers, neighbours and other offsite receptors.

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

Application form
Design and Access Statement
tree report
Ecology report



Drg no. 150401/01 - location plan
Drg no. 150401/04 Rev D - indicative site layout (amended)
Drg no. 150401/05 Rev C - surface finishes plan
Drg no. 150401/06 Rev C - indicative drainage plan
Drg no. 150401/07 Rev C - finished levels
Drg no. 150401/08  - floor plans - 3 bed house
Drg no. 150401/09 - elevations  - 3 bed house
Drg no. 150401/10 Rev C - floor plans - 4 bed house
Drg no. 150401/11 Rev C - elevations - 4 bed house
Drg no. 150401/12 Rev C - proposed street scene

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 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.

2 The proposed development referred to in this planning permission is a 
chargeable development liable to pay Community Infrastructure Levy 
(CIL) under Part 11 of the Planning Act 2008 and the CIL Regulations (as 
amended)

In accordance with CIL Regulation 65, East Hampshire District Council 
will issue a Liability Notice in respect of the chargeable development 
referred to in this planning permission as soon as practicable after the 
day on which planning permission first permits development.  Further 
details on the Council’s CIL process can be found on the East Hampshire 
District Council website:
http://www.easthants.gov.uk/sites/default/files/documents/Planning%20C
ontributions%20and%20CIL%20Supplementary%20Planning%20Docum
ent%20-%20April%202016.pdf



3 There is understood to be a sewer crossing this site and further guidance 
on development in relation to this should be sought from Thames Water.

4 You are advised to check whether there is a ransom strip between the 
proposed site access and Primula Road.

CASE OFFICER: Nicky Powis 01730 234226
———————————————————————————————————————



SECTION 1   Item 02    2 Somerset Villas, Mill Chase Road, Bordon, GU35 0EL

Amended site layout

Proposed street scene


