
22 April 2021 
Planning Committee 
 
Supplementary Matters to be considered as part of Planning Officer's Report on 
Planning Applications. 
 

S1  Item  1 

SDNP/20/04264/FUL 

Land adjacent to Goleigh Manor, Noar Hill 
Common Road, Hawkley 

  
CORRECTIONS 
 
On page 21, on the list of “Plans Referred to in Consideration of this 
Application” the ‘Plans – Site plan showing hardstanding’ should be dated 09.02.21 
not 09.03.20 as shown.  
 
FURTHER CONSULTEE COMMENTS 
 
The Parish Council comments shown on Page 13 wrongly indicate ‘Comments 
awaited’ alongside a summary of their consultee response.  For clarification, the full 
comments received from the Parish Council are set out below: 
 
“We wish to Object to the Planning Application. 
 
We object to this application. We reference the detailed responses on the application 
completed by Southern Planning Practice on behalf of the neighbours Mr & Mrs 
Wyman, and also the objection submitted by Carolyn Fair of Keyham Farm, and 
support all the points made. 
 
As consultees to the planning process, our obligation is to support and help enforce 
the principles described in the SDNP Local Plan. Perhaps the key issue is therefore 
to ensure any planning permission 'conserves or enhances', if it fails this basic test 
then it should be refused. We feel this application does fail this test, it will certainly 
have some detrimental effect on the setting of a 12th C highly valued historic house. 
Nothing has been offered to enhance and we can see no opportunity on this site to 
enhance, all that can be done is to maintain the status quo. 
 
One of the really special qualities of this part of the SDNP is the walks and 
bridleways around the Hangers, many would say the views are the jewel in the 
crown of the Park. The approach down to see Goleigh Manor takes you back in time 
as the landscape and buildings still maintain there setting and original qualities. 
Driving through the area is not really relevant to the case, the Park is about the 
stunning views from walks and rides. As mentioned during a recent call, we feel that 
the indication from the Case Officer that neither he nor the Landscape Architect have 
walked the byways to assess the views of the site that we are suggesting should be 
protected. Although our photo's proved useful in showing the views, if is far more 
impactful to see them directly. We believe any Planner or Landscape specialists who 
are requested to comment on these aspects could only offer useful advice if they 
have taken the trouble or one would hope, have the inherent interest in the Park,  



to walk and/or ride round the area to assess these historic views first hand, 
preferably with someone of significant local knowledge to explain the context. To say 
it may be hidden by a hedge as you drive past misses the whole context and 
importance of the Park. As an aside, the hedge is described as 2m tall so they will be 
very short horses if its not visible from the road…! 
 
Although we strongly object to the application and hope it will be refused, should the 
decision be made to allow it, the quality and design of any buildings must be 
commensurate with the surroundings, this application is short of many details that 
would be required to assess this properly. Any granting of permission must ensure 
that the principles of the SDNP Local Plan to avoid future 'planning creep' are 
enforced to ensure the site doesn't develop into something that wouldn't have been 
accepted as a change from the original agricultural use.” 
 
 
AMENDMENT TO CONDITION NO.7 
 
For the purposes of clarity, the following amendment is proposed to the wording of 
recommended condition no.7 on page 20 of the report. 
 

The development hereby permitted shall not be brought into use until plans and 
particulars showing details of the proposed area of hard standing have been 
submitted and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Such details 
shall include the layout, as indicatively shown on approved plan received by 
the Local Planning Authority on the 09.03.2021 and titled ‘Plans – Site plan 
showing hardstanding’ and the surfacing materials to be used for the area of 
hard standing. The development shall be carried out in accordance with the 
approved details before the use of the development is commenced and shall be 
retained to the agreed specification thereafter. 

 
CHANGES TO RECOMMENDATION 
 
1. No change to the Officer Recommendation to approve planning permission is 

proposed, subject to the condition amendment and correction set out above.  
 
 
 
 
 

S1  Item  2 

SDNP/20/04927/FUL 

Land North of Hurst Farm Bungalows, Hurst 
Lane, Privett 

 
CORRECTIONS 
 
On page 45, on the list of “Plans Referred to in Consideration of this 
Application” the ‘OS Extract- Location Plan’ should be dated 6/4/21, as an 
amended plan was received. 
 



FURTHER CONSULTEE COMMENTS 
 
It has been noted that a recent Area Tree Preservation Order was made on 17 
March 2021, which protects the mature trees to the south of the application site 
(between the application site and the grazing land in the control of the applicant).  
 
The Council’s Arboricultural Officer has been consulted and provided the following 
comments: 
 

“TPO (EH1167)21 was made recently affecting mature trees to the south of the 
identified site.  Whilst I have no objection to the use of the stabling as indicated, I 
would be concerned if there was to be an intensification of the use of the site for 
horses which may result in compaction and possibly physical damage to the 
protected trees.  Perhaps livestock fencing would be appropriate. I note 
reference is made to the disposal of horse waste. Disposal of such waste around 
the root plates of trees is potentially damaging to their health and ultimately 
amenity value, and with regard to the protected trees in this location, must not 
occur.” 

 
Officer comment: Policy SD11 of the SDNP Local Plan states that development 
should conserve and enhance trees, woodland and hedgerows.  In this instance, 
there would not be an intensification in the use of the site for horses compared to 
that which already exists from the current horse grazing use on the land.  Suggested 
Condition 2 would prevent any increase in the number of horses on the site and 
Condition 4 requires the submission and approval of details for waste disposal 
measures.  It is also noted that there is an existing post and tape fence located along 
the southern boundary which would protect the area of protected trees, as suggested 
by the Arboricultural Officer.  
 
Therefore it is considered that the proposal would not cause any arboricultural 
implications, in compliance with Policy SD11 of the SDNP Local Plan. 
 
 
FURTHER REPRESENTATIONS 
 
A late letter of representation has been from The Froxfield and Privett Landscape 
Conservation Group.  This letter raises concern about 2 crucial misleading 
statements in para 3.2 the Applicant's Design and Access Statement, and the 
subsequent “fallback position” which are summarised below: 

 The existence of areas of hardstanding which have not been removed, 
especially when buildings in the stable yard were erected. 

 That the buildings in the stable yard are not mobile field shelters, thus are 
structures requiring planning permission.  They are not the same field shelters 
which the previous Planning Inspector were concluded as being mobile. 

 
Officer comment: Members are advised that some areas of hardstanding, as a 
base for these structures would remain as part of this application.  Areas of 
hardstanding have been removed following the appeal decision. 
 



The application site has contained a number of different field shelters since at least 
2012.  For Member’s clarification, the mobile field shelters which were subject to the 
previous appeal decision were moved to opposite ends of the application site and 
remain mobile. This application does not relate to these structures.  
 
The existing structure which are proposed to be permanent stables were additional 
field shelters brought onto the site following the appeal decision.  Following their 
positioning on the site, the Local Planning Authority’s Enforcement Team has 
assessed the structures and determined that they were mobile, until a further visit in 
2020 considered that the structures were no longer mobile and the land was being 
used for equestrian purposes which requires planning permission.  Hence, this 
planning application currently under consideration for the retention / alteration of 
these structures.  Therefore, it is advised that there is a ‘fallback position’, as the 
structures with similar dimensions other than the link and store extension without the 
alterations were considered mobile by the Enforcement Team.   
 
For these reasons there is no change to Officer Recommendation in this regard.  
 
 
CHANGES TO RECOMMENDATION 
 
2. No change to the Officer Recommendation to approve planning permission is 

proposed. 
 
3. An additional informative note to the applicant is recommended to be added, as 

follows: 
 
“The applicant is reminded that any further installation of hardstanding on the 
site would require planning permission.” 

 


