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Ward Councillor Statement  

 
SDNP/20/04927/FUL | Change of use from grazing of horses to equestrian and the 
change of use of two of the existing larger mobile field shelters to permanent stabling 
with associated works. (Further information received 3/2/21 and 4/2/21. Design and 
access statement available to view. An amended location plan received on 
6/4/21) | Land North Of Hurst Farm Bungalows Hurst Lane Privett Alton GU34 3PJ 

 

 
Thank you to Officers, Committee Chairperson and Portfolio lead for supporting this 
committee review for decision as well to those committee members that were able to 
attend the virtual site visit on Friday.  
 
Clearly as councillors we always look to officer recommendations as they are professional 
planning leads and despite the huge amount of work from EHDC Planning Officer Lisa Gill, 
thank you Lisa for all the time you have provided to residents and applicant in this case,  
this is in front of you due to the complexity of this case which may require further 
questions. As Ward Councillor I am objecting to this submission and asking you to review 
the policy and information which may not agree with officer recommendation.  
 
Underlying this is that at least 2 and possibly 4 of the 4 structures in this field do not have 
current permission as temporary or mobile shelters, the current hardstanding onsite( 
there is hardstanding onsite )  is not approved and there are no other buildings adjacent 
to these shelters. This submission is retrospective. I would ask members to refer to the 
2013 Appeals Decision Para 3.2 to validate this. 
 
This site has a long history of non-compliance due to ignored conditions by applicant. 
 
Officers have recommended this submission for approval but I still see issues on the 
following policy areas. I have listed these and planning policy points to hopefully provide 
a wider view as possible:  
 
SD4 – Conserving and enhancing landscape character, applicant must show: 
 
Development proposals will only be permitted where they conserve and enhance landscape 
character by demonstrating that: 
 
 a) They are informed by landscape character, reflecting the context and type of landscape 
in which the development is located; Even the Landscape officer does not agree this is 
achieved in this case . ’objection due to the intensification of activity having a negative 
impact on the tranquillity and character of the landscape’’ 
b) The design, layout and scale of proposals conserve and enhance existing landscape and 
seascape character features which contribute to the distinctive character, pattern and 
evolution of the landscape; Two random ‘shacks’ and no elevation, planting or dimensions 
plans provided does not support that this point is achieved. Also no Drainage Plan. 
c) They will safeguard the experiential and amenity qualities of the landscape; There is no 
evidence this is achieved and Landscape Officer objections.  
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d) Where planting is considered appropriate, it is consistent with local character, enhances 
biodiversity, contributes to the delivery of green infrastructure and uses native species, 
unless there are appropriate and justified reasons to select non-native species;  Again no 
plans have been provided although this could be shared as a condition by officers of 
course. 
 
SD5 
 
Development proposals will only be permitted where they adopt a landscape-led approach 
and respect the local character, through sensitive and high quality design that makes a 
positive contribution to the overall character and appearance of the area – areas to 
consider: 
 
Integrate with, respect and sympathetically complement the landscape character by 
ensuring development proposals are demonstrably informed by an assessment of the 
landscape context; - even EHDC Landscape Officer objects and notes this has not been 
achieved. ’objection due to the intensification of activity having a negative impact on the 
tranquillity and character of the landscape’’. 

 
1. Have regard to avoiding harmful impact upon, or from, any surrounding uses and 

amenities – no drainage or waste plan, no dark skies plan, no parking plan, no 
planting plan, no elevation impact plan. Objections from EHDC Drainage and 
Landscape Officer. 

 
 

SD7 
 
Development proposals will only be permitted where they conserve and enhance relative 
tranquillity and should consider the following impacts:  
 
a) Direct impacts that the proposals are likely to cause by changes in the visual and aural 
environment in the immediate vicinity of the proposals;  Landscape officer has objected  
confirmed that there will be impacts. ‘’objection due to the intensification of activity 
having a negative impact on the tranquillity and character of the landscape’’ 
 
b) Indirect impacts that may be caused within the National Park that are remote from the 
location of the proposals themselves such as vehicular movements; Although limited this 
will increase traffic on road however no objection from Highways but this will of course 
increase noise and carbon footprint levels. 
c) Experience of users of the Public Right of Way network and other publicly accessible 
locations. Despite officer comment there is a public right of way on Lane which is very 
popular with cyclists and walkers so there will be impact to them. 
2. Development proposals in highly tranquil and intermediate tranquillity areas should 
conserve and enhance, and not cause harm to, relative tranquillity – there is no evidence on 
how this will be conserved or enhanced with stables and vehicles with minimum of 15 
horses. 
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SD8 
 
Development proposals will be permitted where they conserve and enhance the intrinsic 
quality of dark night skies and the integrity of the Dark Sky Core. Development proposals 
must demonstrate that all opportunities to reduce light pollution have been taken, and 
must ensure that the measured and observed sky quality in the surrounding area is not 
affected, having due regard to the following hierarchy:  
a) The installation of lighting is avoided; 
 b) If lighting cannot be avoided, it is demonstrated to be necessary and appropriate, for its 
intended purpose or use: i. any adverse impacts are avoided; or ii. if that is not achievable, 
then adverse impacts are mitigated to the greatest reasonable extent. 
 
Policy SD8 applies across the International Dark Sky Reserve which covers the entirety of the 
National Park. It applies to any proposals which involve the installation of external lighting 
and where the design of developments may result in light spill from internal lighting. It will 
also apply to specific lighting schemes which require planning permission or listed building 

consent, including installing:  A lighting scheme of such nature and scale that it would 

represent an engineering operation38;  Lighting such as the floodlighting of sports pitches, 

car parking or menages; and  A lighting scheme on a listed building that would significantly 
affect its character. 
 
In this case officers note this is not a issue. We have no lightning plan at all, this will 
require floodlights ( which is noted in policy  ) and will impact one of the highest Dark 
Skies sites in SDNP.  As such members may find it difficult to make a decision whether 
Dark Skies is impacted without a plan from applicant and without any impact reduction 
plan from applicant. The standard note will of course be that this reduction plan can be  
added as  a condition for this BUT members are asked to make a decision with no data 
sharing possible impact and whether this policy is being broken which is no a easy ask. 
 
SD24 
 
Development proposals for equestrian development will be permitted where they: 
 
 a) Are of a scale and / or an intensity of equestrian use compatible with the landscape and 
the special qualities;  15 horses in 4.4 acres, no waste plan or drainage plan shared. 
b) Demonstrate good design which is well located and responds to local character and 
distinctiveness; Landscape officer does not agree with this and does not see a high quality 
or sensitive design at this stage. 
 c) Re-use existing buildings wherever feasible and viable; No existing building onsite. 
d) Locate new buildings, stables, yard areas and facilities adjacent to existing buildings 
provided they respect the amenities and activities of surrounding properties and uses; No 
existing buildings adjacent and lack of waste and drainage plan or dark skies plan do not 
show respect for amenities in surrounding area.EHDC Drainage officer – objection. 
e) Are well located to existing utilities and transport infrastructure, including vehicular and 
field accesses, tracks and bridleways; Although there is a narrow lane and access through 
hedge there is not good existing utilities available. 
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f) Provide new or supplementary landscape features including hard and soft treatments and 
planting, consistent with local character; and No planting plan has been provided. 
 g) Demonstrate a conservation based land management approach – again this is suggested 
as being in place yet there is no waste plan, no drainage plan and despite officers 
confirming that 15 horses are suitable for the site in contradiction with Horse Association 
field/horse ratios there is no plan to show how the field with all horses and rain and 
waste  can be conserved. EHDC Drainage officer objection.  
 
 
SD25  
 
Exceptionally, development will be permitted outside of settlement boundaries, where it 
complies with relevant policies in this Local Plan, responds to the context of the relevant 
broad area or river corridor, and:  
a) It is allocated for development or safeguarded for the use proposed as part of the 
Development Plan; or  This site is not 
b) There is an essential need for a countryside location; or There is not and indeed as there 
is no home for owner to stay onsite to care for horses and owner is not local is not valid 
site. 
c) In the case of community infrastructure, there is a proven need for the development that 
demonstrably cannot be met elsewhere; or Not community infrastructure 
d) It is an appropriate reuse of a previously developed site, excepting residential gardens, 
and conserves and enhances the special qualities of the National Park. This is not a 
previously developed site. 
 
 
In summary this is a site that has no development permission, approvals or buildings onsite 
which is why this is in front of you for consideration, in the middle of a National Park, 
outside of settlement zone, missing huge chunks of reporting data, failing on many policy 
areas with a retrospective submission with hard standing onsite, consultee objections as 
well as other consultee waiting comments. There is obvious confusion on the current site 
from previous appeals and the development order. 
 
All in all if committee members do not wish to object to this in conflict with officer 
recommendation I would suggest there is more than enough open questions on policy for 
further work in this case to possibly bring this back to committee with further clarity.  
 
‘’NPPF puts great weight on conserving and enhancing landscape and scenic beauty in the 
National Park’’. EHDC own  landscape Officer initially objected due to insufficient 
information and then followed up with ‘’an objection due to the intensification of activity 
having a negative impact on the tranquillity and character of the landscape.’’ In this case I 
don’t think we can disagree with our EHDC Landscape Officer. 
 
 
Thank you for your time and I hope this wasn’t too long a statement. 
 
 


