
Planning Committee - 18 June 2019 Report Item  1 

Application No: 19/00265/FULL  Full Application 

Site: Hollins Nursery, Sway Road, Pennington, Lymington, SO41 8LJ 

Proposal: 8no. single storey B1 (office) units with associated parking for 12 
vehicles; new access; demolition of existing buildings 

Applicant: Mr J Shield 

Case Officer: Liz Young 

Parish: LYMINGTON AND PENNINGTON 

1. REASON FOR COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION 

Contrary to Parish Council view 

2. DEVELOPMENT PLAN DESIGNATION 

No specific designation 

3. PRINCIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN POLICIES 

DP1 General Development Principles 
CP8 Local Distinctiveness 
DP6 Design Principles 
CP19 Access 
CP14 Business and Employment Development 

4. SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING GUIDANCE 

Design Guide SPD 

5. NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK 

Sec 6 - Building a strong, competitive economy 
Sec 12 - Achieving well-designed places 
Sec 15 - Conserving and enhancing the natural environment 

6. MEMBER COMMENTS 

None received 

7. PARISH COUNCIL COMMENTS 

Lymington & Pennington Town Council: Recommend Permission; Continue 
to support the development of much needed office units and are pleased to 
see that concerns around parking and trees have been overcome.   
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8. CONSULTEES 

8.1 Tree Officer: No objections subject to conditions. 

8.2 Planning Policy Officer: Proposal would be contrary to 
Development Plan policies. 

8.3 Highway Authority (HCC): No objections subject to conditions. 

8.4 Ecologist: No comments received. 

9. REPRESENTATIONS 

9.1 Two representations received, one objection and one comment: 

• The proposal if granted could set a precedent for similar
changes of use from horticulture.

• A proposal for diversification is more likely to be acceptable.

• The site does not lie within a local development area.

• Concerns raised over the implications of demolition and
contamination.

• No significant changes have been made since the earlier
application.

• The site is not on previously developed land.

• The reduced scale of the application proposals is negligible.

• The proposed parking would be insufficient based upon the
number of units proposed.

• The previous reason for refusal has not been overcome.

10. RELEVANT HISTORY

10.1 11 no. single storey B1 (office) units with associated parking for 
25 vehicles; new access; demolition of existing buildings 
(18/00029) refused on 29 March 2018 

10.2 Creation of new vehicular access (15/00933) refused on 16 
February 2016 

10.3 Determination as to whether prior approval is required for 
proposed change of use of agricultural building to a flexible use 
with shops, financial and professional services, restaurants and 
cafes, business, storage or distribution, hotel or assembly or 
leisure (15/00476) refused on 10 August 2015 

10.4 Creation of new vehicular access (14/00861) withdrawn on 16 
January 2015 

10.5 Determination as to whether prior approval is required for 
proposed change of use of agricultural building to a flexible use 
with shops, financial and professional services, restaurants and 
cafes, business, storage or distribution, hotel or assembly or 
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leisure (14/00636) refused on 02 October 2014 

10.6 Part Change of use to offices and storage (retrospective) 
(01/72181) granted on 08 August 2001. 

11. ASSESSMENT

11.1 This application relates to a nursery site, which has fallen into 
disrepair and is no longer operating. There is no evidence of any 
subsequent uses having been instated on the site and it remains 
(for the purposes of planning) under agricultural use / open 
countryside. The site is elevated from the road with a significant 
vegetated bank running along the roadside boundary. However, the 
site itself is predominantly flat and is located immediately to the 
north of the National Park boundary which runs alongside Sway 
Road. To the east of the application site lies a detached residential 
property, which is the house (and shared access) associated with 
the Nursery. The setting is essentially rural, and the roadside 
boundary is dominated by the substantial verge, established 
hedgerows and trees. 

11.2 Consent is sought to erect seven B1 office units within the site. The 
units would be accommodated within four detached single storey 
buildings which would be sited towards the central and rear sections 
of the site. A parking area of either a gravel or grasscrete surface 
and new access is proposed to the front of the site. The parking 
area would accommodate up to 12 cars. The vehicular access itself 
would cut through a vegetated roadside bank and would necessitate 
the removal of much of this bank along with under storey 
vegetation. The units themselves would each have a ridge height of 
five metres. External facing materials have not been specified but 
the plans appear to suggest a combination of facing brick work and 
timber cladding on the walls. 

11.3 This application has been submitted in order to address the 
concerns which led to the refusal of a previous application to 
introduce business units on the site. This previous scheme also 
included a proposal of parking and a new access and the five main 
concerns were summarised as follows: 

• No provision in the New Forest National Park Core Strategy for
new business development in the open countryside, particularly
as it would not involve the re-use of existing buildings or the
redevelopment of an established employment use (it had not
been demonstrated that the proposal would be of any direct
benefit to the local community or that it would contribute to the
understanding and enjoyment of the New Forest).

• Harm to the rural landscape and further erosion of the visual
amenities of the area along with a significant increase in
vehicular activity with the new access opening up views into the
site.

• The parking and access layout did not meet highways standards
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relating turning and circulation space within sites. 

• Harmful impact upon protected roadside trees.

• Harmful loss of amenity to neighbours arising from the proximity
between the proposed parking area and the neighbouring
property.

11.4 Following the receipt of further feedback from Highways and Tree 
Officers, it has been established that the proposals (based upon 
changes to the layout along with additional information submitted in 
the form of a tree report) would not have any harmful implications 
for protected trees or highway safety standards. The main issues to 
assess would therefore relate to planning policy requirements 
relating to where new business development should be located, 
landscape impact and also the amenities of neighbouring residents. 
The requirements of the policies of the emerging Local Plan would 
also need to form part of this consideration having regard to its 
advanced stage of preparation (and the increased weight of these 
policies since the earlier refusal). These emerging policies provide a 
greater degree of protection to the National Park landscape and are 
now considered to have significant weight. 

11.5 As noted at the time of the previous application, Policy CP14 seeks 
to ensure business and employment development would be small 
scale and would be allocated to the four defined villages. Outside 
these areas, business development will only be permitted through 
the re-use or extension of existing buildings, the redevelopment of 
existing employment sites, farm diversification or home working. 
The policy also seeks to ensure this form of development would 
help the wellbeing of local communities. At the time pre-application 
advice was offered on the proposals in 2016 the Authority advised 
that new buildings to accommodate a business use would not be 
compliant with Policy CP14 because it would amount to the 
introduction of a new business use onto agricultural land. Whilst the 
overall built footprint has been reduced down from this earlier 
pre-application submission and subsequent refusal it remains the 
case that because of the number of units proposed and the fact that 
the development would occupy the majority of the site would not 
enable it to be considered as sufficiently small scale for the purpose 
of satisfying Policy CP14. 

11.6 In an attempt to address the previous policy objections and also the 
concerns raised at the pre-application stage, the applicant makes 
the following points: 

• Providing employment opportunities within the National Park will
reduce the need for people to commute elsewhere.

• The revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
suggests a more flexible approach and that proposals should be
considered on a site by site basis.

• The reduced scale of the proposal since the earlier application is
now more in keeping with Policy CP14 and this policy does
permit employment uses outside the four defined villages.
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• Other sites in the National Park, such as Setters Farm, have
already set a degree of precedent.

• The views of a local property consultant have been sought and
this confirms a need for units of this scale in this location

11.7 In contrast to the current proposal at Hollins Nursery, the workshop 
use at Setters Farm referenced by the applicant was established 
through the re-use of an agricultural building in the 1990s (also prior 
to the National Park designation and prior to the adoption of the 
current Core Strategy). Whilst the applicant's reference to the 
NPPF's reference to encouraging a flexible approach to 
employment development is noted, this policy document should be 
read as a whole. The site is located within the New Forest National 
Park where national policy recognises that “the scale and extent of 
development within these designated areas should be limited” 
(NPPF, paragraph 172). This paragraph also states that “Great 
weight should be given to conserving and enhancing landscape and 
scenic beauty in National Parks…… which have the highest status 
of protection in relation to these issues.” Paragraph 11 of the NPPF 
also confirms that for decision taking the presumption in favour of 
sustainable development will not apply if policies in the NPPF that 
protect National Parks provide a clear reason for refusing the 
development proposed. The highest status of protection in 
Paragraph 172 of the NPPF for conserving and enhancing 
landscape and scenic beauty in National Parks supports the 
restriction of development in the open countryside, and thus the 
presumption in favour of sustainable development does not apply.   

11.8 With regards to the correspondence from the Property Consultancy, 
this does not specifically identify a need within the locality of the 
application site but suggests that demand is more likely to originate 
from neighbouring built up areas such as Lymington. Furthermore, it 
appears that another factor which may suggest a higher demand in 
rural areas relates to the higher cost of high street locations which 
serves to further compound the Authority's concern that the units 
are likely to serve a need which originates from neighbouring built 
up areas. In summary, it is important to note that whilst it is agreed 
that Policy CP14 does not rule out new business development 
outside the defined villages, this policy seeks to ensure that this is 
accommodation within existing buildings. Even if a specific need for 
the number of units were to be demonstrated, it may well be the 
case that this need could be met on an alternative site through the 
conversion of existing buildings. The additional information provided 
by the applicant therefore does not overcome the Authority's 
previous policy objections. 

11.9 As highlighted by the Authority Policy Officer, since the previous 
planning application, the emerging Local Plan 2016 – 2036 also 
introduces an additional policy (Policy SP7) which relates 
specifically to Landscape Character. This policy has in part been 
informed by the Landscape Character Assessment (Appendix 2) 
which post dates the current Core Strategy and also closely reflects 
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the requirements of paragraph 172 of the NPPF. This policy (and 
the accompanying sub text) makes reference to a number of key 
objectives which include: 

• Restoration of landscapes where features have been
lost or degraded.

• Ensure the Landscape Character Assessment is used
to inform decisions regarding the location and design
of development and the capacity of the landscape to
absorb potential changes.

The policy also makes reference to the key issues identified within 
the Landscape Action Plan and notes the importance of intrinsic 
character. Importantly this policy states also that landscape 
character cannot solely be determined by what is visible from a 
publicly accessible location. It is the combination of all the various 
elements and features of the landscape that make the National 
Park’s landscape character special. This policy was supported by 
Natural England at the Examination hearing sessions in November 
2019 and is consistent with national policy.  

11.10 It remains the case that the proposed development would fail to 
preserve the rural character of the site and that the proposed 
access would exacerbate the impact of the development further by 
opening up views into the site from the public highway. The 
emerging policy context referenced above adds further to the 
Authority's strong landscape objection to the development. As noted 
at the time of the 2018 application, the applicant was advised at 
pre-application stage that the proposal would have a harmful, 
urbanising impact in an essentially rural location.  Whilst the design 
and elevational treatment of the buildings has been changed, the 
proposal now to have a series of detached structures dispersed 
across the site would exacerbate the overall impact of the buildings 
by introducing a sprawling and less contained form of development 
across more than half of the site. The proposal now to locate the 
parking area to the front of the site would further exacerbate the 
impact of built development. 

11.11 The additional information provided in relation to the alterations to 
the ground levels which would be required to facilitate the new 
access reinforces the Authority's earlier concerns raised in the case 
of application 18/00029 and also the 2016 application (reference 
15/00933) for the access. In the case of the 2016 application, the 
Authority at the time considered that the creation and maintenance 
of formalised visibility splays of the required distance and condition, 
as well as cutting through the bank to change its character, would 
significantly affect the visual amenity of the site, increasing its 
visibility and decreasing the height and vegetated appearance of 
the front boundary of the site. It remains the case that the frontage 
would change from one with a rural vegetated nature to one which 
would be characterised by hard engineering and an open more 
suburban appearance to the detriment of the character of the area. 
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The overall scale and harmful urbanising impact of the development 
would not therefore appear appropriate to the existing level of 
business use at the site and the development would therefore be 
contrary to Policies DP1 and CP8 of the New Forest National Park 
Core Strategy. 

11.12 In conclusion, the Authority (following the refusal of the access in 
2015 and the subsequent application of 2018) remains concerned 
that the nursery has operated in the past using the shared access 
with the dwelling to the east of the nursery, and it remains the case 
that no essential requirement for the additional access has been put 
forward. Consent was previously refused for prior approval of the 
flexible use of the buildings at Hollins Nursery for business use, and 
the site does not lie in an area where business uses would be 
encouraged (as set out above). The emerging policies of the Local 
Plan (specifically Policy SP7) now add increased emphasis upon 
the need to preserve the landscape character of the National Park. 
Having regard to the identified landscape harm and conflict with 
policy, the emerging landscape policies of the Local Plan and the 
scale and urban form of the development, it is recommended that 
the application should be refused. 

12. RECOMMENDATION

Refuse 

Reason(s) 

1 There is no provision in the New Forest National Park Core 
Strategy for new business development in open countryside, 
particularly as it would not involve the re-use of existing buildings 
or the redevelopment of an established employment use. It has 
not been demonstrated that the proposal would be of any direct 
benefit to the local community or that it would contribute to the 
understanding and enjoyment of the New Forest.  The proposal 
would set an undesirable precedent for similar proposals thereby 
leading to further erosion of the visual amenities of the area and a 
significant increase in vehicular activity.  The proposed 
development would therefore be contrary to policies DP1 and 
CP14 of the New Forest National Park Core Strategy and 
Development Management Policies DPD (December 2010). 

2 The proposed office units, parking and access would constitute 
an undesirable and unjustified form of development in this part of 
the New Forest National Park, which would have an adverse 
visual impact upon the intrinsic character of the site and the rural 
street scene.  The buildings by virtue of their scale and 
expansive, spreading layout, would be at odds with the rural 
characteristics of the site and the wider area. Their impact would 
be exacerbated further by the proposed access which would open 
up views into the site, particularly when having regard to the likely 
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requirement to remove additional vegetation to provide adequate 
visibility splays. The proposed development would therefore be 
contrary to Policies DP1 and CP8 of the New Forest National 
Park Core Strategy and Development Management Policies DPD 
(December 2010). 
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Planning Committee - 18 June 2019 Report Item  2 

Application No: 19/00305/FULL  Full Application 

Site: Cordelia, Ringwood Road, Woodlands, Southampton, SO40 7GX 

Proposal: Single storey extension 

Applicant: Mr & Mrs Kirby 

Case Officer: Liz Young 

Parish: NETLEY MARSH 

1. REASON FOR COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION 

Contrary to Parish Council view 

2. DEVELOPMENT PLAN DESIGNATION 

No specific designation 

3. PRINCIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN POLICIES 

DP1 General Development Principles 
DP11 Extensions to Dwellings 
CP8 Local Distinctiveness 

4. SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING GUIDANCE 

Design Guide SPD 

5. NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK 

Sec 12 - Achieving well-designed places 

6. MEMBER COMMENTS 

None received 

7. PARISH COUNCIL COMMENTS 

Netley Marsh Parish Council: Recommend permission as there are no 
concerns.  

8. CONSULTEES 

No consultations required 
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9. REPRESENTATIONS 

9.1 One letter of support from the applicant: 

• The proposal would not enlarge the footprint of the existing
building.

• The occupants of the neighbouring property are supportive of
the proposal.

10. RELEVANT HISTORY

10.1 Erection of Chalet bungalow and new access (88/38162) 
approved on 23 September 1988. 

11. ASSESSMENT

11.1 This application relates to a modest, detached chalet style 
property which lies within a modest plot which lies toward the end 
of a rural cul-de-sac which extends south from Ringwood Road. 
An off-road parking area lies immediately in front of the property. 
The site is adjoined on all three sides by residential properties 
whilst open fields lie across the track to the west. The house itself 
originates from the 1990s and is a replacement of a more modest 
property which previously stood on the site. 

11.2 Consent is sought to replace an existing covered roofed area 
which lies to the south of the property with a single storey 
extension. The existing structure is open fronted and is of single 
skin construction with no direct access from within the dwelling. 
The replacement extension would have a hipped roof and would 
be fully enclosed. It would form an enlargement to the existing 
kitchen and would also accommodate a study. External facing 
materials would match those on the existing building. 

11.3 It was established on site that there would be no direct or harmful 
impacts upon the amenities of neighbouring residents or the 
character of the area and the main issue to assess would 
therefore relate to whether it would fall within the floorspace limits 
set out under Policy DP11 of the New Forest National Park Core 
Strategy. 

11.4 Policy DP11 seeks to ensure properties which had a floorspace of 
80 square metres or less in 1982 (referred to as small dwellings) 
are not enlarged beyond 100 square metres. This restriction 
(which is also set to remain under the emerging Local Plan and 
was also in place under earlier plans) follows on from the 
recognition that proposals to incrementally extend dwellings in a 
nationally designated landscape can affect the locally distinctive 
character of the built environment of the New Forest. In addition, 
extensions can over time cause an imbalance in the range and 
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11.5 

mix of housing stock available. For these reasons, successive 
development plans for the New Forest have included such 
policies which strike an appropriate balance between meeting 
changes in householder requirements and maintaining a stock of 
smaller sized dwellings. Under Policy DP11 (and emerging Policy 
DP36) "existing" floorspace is defined as "total internal habitable 
floorspace" but will not "include floorspace within conservatories, 
attached outbuildings..." 

The dwelling which originally existed on the application site in 
1982 had a gross internal floorspace of less than 80 square 
metres and the property is therefore (for the purposes of Policy 
DP11) classed as a small dwelling. The existing dwelling has a 
gross internal floorspace of 96 square metres which falls just 
within the 100 square metre limit which applies to small dwellings. 
This excludes the attached roof area to the side of the property as 
this is clearly separate from the main habitable accommodation as 
a result of its contrasting materials, open sided design, light 
weight construction and absence of direct access to the main 
house. Whilst the proposed extension would occupy the same 
external footprint of the main house, it would incorporate a bulkier 
roofline and would effectively increase the habitable 
accommodation of the property to 114 square metres, exceeding 
the 100 square metre limit which applies under Policy DP11. 

11.6 No overriding material considerations or exceptional 
circumstances have been put forward by the applicant which 
would give the Authority reason to permit a further enlargement to 
the property in excess of the 100 square metre limit. The proposal 
would amount to a significant further enlargement to the habitable 
accommodation of the main house and would visibly add to the 
scale and size of the building.   

11.7 In summary, the proposal amounts to a significant exceedance of 
the 100 square metre limit for small dwellings set out under Policy 
DP11. In the absence of any exceptional need for a further 
increase in habitable accommodation on the main house it is 
recommended that the application should be refused. 

12. RECOMMENDATION

Refuse 

Reason(s) 

1 In order to help safeguard the long-term future of the countryside, 
the Local Planning Authority considers it important to resist the 
cumulative effect of significant enlargements being made to rural 
dwellings.  Consequently Policy DP11 of the New Forest National 
Park Core Strategy and Development Management Policies DPD 
(December 2010) seeks to limit the proportional increase in the 
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size of such dwellings in the New Forest National Park 
recognising the benefits this would have in minimising the impact 
of buildings and activity generally in the countryside and the 
ability to maintain a balance in the housing stock.  This proposal, 
taking into account a previous enlargement, would result in a 
building which is unacceptably large in relation to the original 
dwelling and would undesirably add to pressures for change 
which are damaging to the future of the countryside. 
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Planning Committee - 18 June 2019 Report Item  3 

Application No: 19/00339/FULL  Full Application 

Site: Greenwood, Manchester Road, Sway, Lymington, SO41 6AS 

Proposal: Single storey side extension 

Applicant: Mr & Mrs Know 

Case Officer: Carly Cochrane 

Parish: SWAY 

1. REASON FOR COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION 

Contrary to Parish Council view 

2. DEVELOPMENT PLAN DESIGNATION 

Defined New Forest Village 

3. PRINCIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN POLICIES 

DP1 General Development Principles 
DP6 Design Principles 
DP11 Extensions to Dwellings 
CP8 Local Distinctiveness 

4. SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING GUIDANCE 

Sway Village Design Statement 

5. NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK 

Sec 12 - Achieving well-designed places 
Sec 15 - Conserving and enhancing the natural environment 

6. MEMBER COMMENTS 

None received 

7. PARISH COUNCIL COMMENTS 

Sway Parish Council: Recommend refusal. 

The Committee has no issue with the extension of the existing dwelling in 
principle, but the designs are presented are not acceptable in terms of the 
Sway Village Design Statement. The application is refused for that reason. 
It is noted that an extension in the location proposed would not materially 
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affect neighbour amenity because of the substantial hedge between and is 
acceptable in principle.  

The Sway Village Design Statement seeks to avoid extensions giving rise 
to a terrace like appearance to the street scene. The proposal does just 
that, with the front of the extension being co-planar with the front of the 
existing dwelling. Further, given the nature of the brickwork at Greenwood, 
the joint between the old and the new brickwork would remain very evident. 
It is suggested that the extension might be recessed by 500mm or so from 
the front elevation in order to avoid these issues. 

The use of Velux type windows in contrary to policy because of the 
consequent light pollution.  

It is noted that Greenwood has a subordinate pitched roof on the right-hand 
side of the dwelling above the main entrance door. A similar approach to 
the roofing of the extension might provide a more pleasing aesthetic.  

8. CONSULTEES 

No consultations required 

9. REPRESENTATIONS 

9.1 One comment was received, summarised as follows: 

• Concern with regard to the boundary as shown on the
submitted plans

• Seeking assurance that the proposed development would not
prejudice any potential future development at the neighbouring
site

10. RELEVANT HISTORY

10.1 None 

11. ASSESSMENT

11.1 The application site is located to the western side of Manchester 
Road and comprises a detached, chalet style dwelling, set back 
from the highway of Manchester Road by a verge and a 13 metre 
deep front garden. The site is located within the defined village 
boundary and backs on to properties at Highfield Close.  

11.2 This application seeks planning permission for the erection of a 
single storey extension upon the southern side elevation. The 
proposed extension would measure approximately 2.3 metres in 
width, 4.9 metres in depth, 2.3 metres in height to the eaves, and 
3.6 metres in height to the ridge of the lean-to style roof. The front 
elevation of the proposal would align with that of the main 
dwellinghouse, and there would be a window within the front 
elevation and a set of double doors upon the rear elevation, and 
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three rooflights. The brickwork would match that existing, however 
the roof would be slate, as opposed to a concrete tile, due to the 
shallow pitch proposed.  

11.3 The property is located within the defined village and is not a 
small dwelling. As such, there is no floorspace restriction to 
adhere to.  

11.4 The proposed extension would project towards the boundary with 
the neighbouring property of 'Hadwen', which comprises a single 
storey dwelling set forward within its plot in comparison to that of 
the application property and is also set at a lower ground level. 
The ridgeline of the proposed extension would not project above 
the eaves of the main dwellinghouse, nor would it project forward 
of the front elevation. The application property is located to the 
north west of 'Hadwen'. There would be no windows within the 
side elevation of the proposed extension. Overall, by virtue of the 
small scale of the proposed development and relative relationship 
between the application property and its neighbour, it is not 
considered that the proposal would result in any significant 
adverse impact upon neighbouring amenity.  

11.5 Concern has been raised by the Parish Council with regard to the 
design, namely in relation to the perceived terracing effect as a 
result of the proposal; adverse impact of the rooflights with regard 
to new brickwork to successfully 'tie in'. With regard to the 
terracing effect, this would normally be a concern where there is a 
row of similarly designed detached or semi-detached properties, 
with a set distance between the respective side elevations, and 
where a two-storey extension could result in 'closing the gap', 
thereby creating the appearance of a terraced row. There is no 
set character or appearance to the street scene, and with the 
application property and the neighbouring property of Hadwen 
being of differing heights and set at differing points within the 
respective plots, it is not considered that a terracing effect would 
be created by virtue of the proposal. Concern has also been 
raised with regard to the join between the existing and new 
brickwork. It can reasonable be conditioned so that the new 
materials (brickwork) match those of the existing dwellinghouse. 
Whilst it is normally recommended that extensions be set back 
from the adjoining elevation in order to create a subservient 
appearance, in this case due to the relatively narrow width and 
overall small scale of the proposal, it is not considered that the 
lack of set back would result in an overly dominant appearance. 
Finally, concern was raised in relation to the rooflights, and the 
propensity for light pollution. The site is within a defined village, in 
a residential area, surrounded by dwellings with a variety of 
window sizes at various heights. The site is not immediately 
adjacent to the open forest, and overall, it is not considered that 
the addition of the three rooflights would result in any significantly 
exacerbated level of light emissions which would be harmful to the 
area.  
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11.6 The scale of the proposal is modest, and by virtue of its single 
storey design, is subservient to the main dwellinghouse. The 
proposal would not result in any adverse impact upon the street 
scene, and overall, it is not considered that the proposal would 
result in any adverse impact upon the character or appearance of 
the area.  

11.7 It is therefore recommended that permission is granted subject to 
conditions, as the proposal accords with Policies DP1, DP6, DP11 
and CP8 of the Core Strategy. 

12. RECOMMENDATION

Grant Subject to Conditions 

Condition(s) 

1 The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the 
expiration of three years from the date of this permission. 

Reason: To comply with Section 91 of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. 

2 Development shall only be carried out in accordance with drawing 
nos: 7113 PL 01 Rev A, 7113 PL,03, 7113 PL 04. 

No alterations to the approved development shall be made unless 
otherwise agreed in writing by the New Forest National Park 
Authority.  

Reason:  To ensure an acceptable appearance of the building in 
accordance with policies CP7, CP8, DP6 and DP1 of the New 
Forest National Park Core Strategy and Development 
Management Policies (DPD) December 2010. 

3 Unless otherwise first agreed in writing by the New Forest 
National Park Authority the external facing and roofing materials 
shall be as stated on the application form hereby approved.  

Reason: To ensure an acceptable appearance of the building in 
accordance with Policy DP1 of the New Forest National Park 
Core Strategy and Development Management Policies (DPD) 
(December 2010). 

4 No windows shall be inserted into the side (south) elevation of the 
extension hereby approved.  

Reason: To safeguard the privacy of the adjoining neighbouring 
properties in accordance with Policy DP1 of the New Forest 

18



National Park Core Strategy and Development Management 
Policies (DPD) (December 2010). 

Informative(s): 

1 It is noted that the development hereby approved involves 
construction on or near a boundary with an adjoining property.  
The applicant is advised that this planning permission does not 
authorise any other consent which may be required in accordance 
with the Party Wall Act or other legislation. 
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