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' 'l-lt' ap1lu:tl is trtadu urtdct Ssction 174 of tlrc l'orrn arrd Countn'Pianninq Act 1990 as anrcuclcd
hr thcr Planning p11d (6nrpctrsation Act I99l against cnforcement notice
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'I-hc appcal is brought bl Mr F Houard against Chichester District Council.
Thc, silc is locatcd at Old Arnrr Camp. Ccnrctcn, Larrc. \\/estbounlc.
'l-hc Council's rclcrcrrcc is \\/E/99/(X) I 95/CONCOI\,1.
'l-li<- rroticc rras issued on 4 Novcnrber ;:r99
'l'h; brcaclr of planrtinu control as allcgcd in thc noticc is thc changc of usc of thc land to thc
ollcratiott of a grit blastor and paint finishing business and a cotnmercial vchicle sen,icing-
tnaintcnancc and repair busincss.
Thc rcqrrircrncnts of thc noticc arc:-

I I I Disccurtirruc thc usc of thc land for thc opcration of a grit blasting and paint finishing
businoss:

liil Rcnrorc all i'ehiclcs- r'chiclc parts. tools and cquipnrcnt uscd in conncction uith the said grit
blasting and paint finishing busirrcss from the land:

liiil Discorrtinue thc usc of the lzurd for the ope ration of a commercial vehicle scn'icing.
rrra irrtcnance and rcpair business:

Iii I Rcnrol'c alI r'chiclcs- r'ehicle parts. tools and cquipnrcnt used in connection uith the said
conrtncrcial vchiclc scn icing. rnaintenanco and rcpair busincss front the land:
I r I Rcrttor c thc hardstandirrg fronr thc position shou n coloured vcllox on thc plan aftached to
thc noticc and surrouuding earth bank from thc position sholr-n colourcd green on the plan
atlrched to the notice frorn the land.
Thcr perrit'rd for conrpliancc u ith thc rcquircmcnts is thrcc months
Tlrc appcal nas n:adc on thc 

-crounds sct out in scction l7a(2)[al"ldl.lfl &tgl of the I990 Act
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Derisiorr:'I'hr: afpeal is disnrissed ancl the notice is upheld s,ith the conrpli*nce period
e:.{enrled to six nronths.
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f,irrr'i i '})l'1.1(ri. '{.''\1\ l (!321"{9
'i lri: :i1.p';rrl is rtlrcic: urrd-'r Sl:ciioir l7.l of thc Toun arrd Countn llanrring Act ly^90 ls anrr:ndcci
br 1lrtr l)lanning and Corrpensation Act 199 I against cnforcement noticc.
I'lrc appcal is brought bi' I\4r F IIo*ard against Chichester Distrrct Council
'l-lr,i sitc is locatcd at Old Armr Camp. Ccmctcrv Lanc- \\/cstboumc.
l-hc Courrcil's rcfcrcncs is \\/E/99/00 I 37/CONCOM.
l'hc noticc uas issucd olr 20 Sclrtcnrbcr 1999.
-l-ltc 

brcraclt ol-p'lanninu coutrol as allcgcd in thc noticc is thc change of use of thc land to usc for
a coaclr hirc opcrating contrc
'1h,.'rcquilcmcuts of thc notici: arc:-

lll l)rscontiltut-: Iltc usc of thc land and buildings for a coach hire-opcratin_s ccntre.

liil ILcrrror e all coaclrcs arrd buscs fi'oilr ths land.

{iii I Ilitttor 0 all reae h and hus parts. tools and equipment uscrl in conncction uith thc rqxir of
cc,aclrcs and buscs frour tlrc land

lir I I(onorr: thc Irardslatidirrrr frorn tlro position shorirr colourcd rcllon on thc plan attachcd to
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the notice ald the surrounding earth bank from the position shorrt colqrred green on the plan

attachcd to the notice from thc land
, J'he pcriod for cornpliance u-ith the reqr"rirenrents is three months-

, Tlre appeal uas made on the grounds set out in section 17aQ){al & [g] ofthe 1990 Act

Decision: The appeal is dismissed and the
extended to six months.

A 1r;re:rl (-: "t'lAPI','1.3S 1 | t{' lqq t1030237

, Thc appcal is made undcr Scction 174 of thc Tou'n atrd Country Planning Act
br tlte Planning attd Contpensation Act 1991 against enforcement notice.

, Tlrc appr:al is brought br Mr F I{osard against Chichestcr District Council.

' l-lrc sitc is locatod at Old Arrnv C-'arrrp. Cotlrotcn'Lanc. \Ucstbounlc.
. J-hc ( ouncil's rcfcrencc is \l/E/99/00193/CONCOM.
, The notice u'as issued on 2 Septembcr 1999.

. ' 'I'hc brcach of planrrine control as allcgcd in tltc noticc is the change of usc of the land to use for

t6c storage 9f timbcr aud mctal casting boxes. togs. ca,rs. patio tablcs and mctal tanks

. Thc requircnrents of the notice alc:
r Discontinue tlre use of the land for the storagc of tintber and metal casting boxes- logs- cars-

pltio tablcs and ntctal tanks
. Rcmovc all tirnber and mdal casting boxes- logs, cars. patio tables and metal tanks from the

land.
. The pcriod for complialce g'ith the requirements is one month.

. Tlrc appeal uas made on thc grounds sct out in section fiaQllal. & [d] of thc 1990 Act

Decision: 'I'he appeal is dismissed and the notice upheld.

['l'rlce(l u l'a ] trl *l I et's

L At the inquiry the appellant confirmed that the grourrd [d] appeal had been withdrawn in

respect olappeal A. Concerning the ground [g] appeals in respect of appeals A and B, the

Council had-agreed that an extension to the period for compliance to six months was

appropriate and this \vas acceptable to the appellants. No further evidence would be

subrnitted in this regard.

SITE DESCRIPTION

I The site lies rvithin predominantly open countrfside to the east of the settlement of
\\/eslbourne. It is sitr-rated on the north side of Cemetery Lane, a private road leading south

irorrr Foxbury Lane, LheP.2147. lt ir; broadly rer;tangular itr shape and is mirinly open and

Lrlersrown. It rvas previously an army camp. Three brick buildings are situated towards the

north e.ast bor.rndary and are accessed by an intemal access track. For the purpose of the

inquiry, tfuese are described as building A lor the most northerly building, building B for the

..1,trul building arrd building C for the southern most building. Open fields adjoin the site to

the rear, the east and on the opposite side of Cemetery Lane. To the west is a County

Council gypsy site and to the south west is the village cemetery. Residential properties are

located further to the east fronting the north side of Cemetery Lane and both sides of
Dufficld l-ane.

PLANNlNG IIISTORY

t

j. 'l-he history of the site is corrplex and

pertincnt to the v,hoie site at'e outlined

notice is upheld n'ith the compliflnce period

1990 as amcnded

the most relevant applications are detailed. Those

belou and tlrose specific to a partictrlar appeal 'ite
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area are indicated under the relevant appeal An enforcement notice was served for the

parkilg and storage of nrotor vehicles and civil engineering plant in 1979. Pernrission for

itr. puit ing of 12 lightrveight vehicles was refused in 1980 A temporarv and personal

permissiori for use of the larid for parking and storage of motor vehicles and civil

engineering plant \vas granted in 1981. An application to refurbish buildings A, B and C

,r.as refused in 1988 and an outline application fbr six industrial starter units rvas refused in

1991. planning Contrar,ention NotiCes were served on the appellant and Mr S Mallov in

1996 A Certificate of Larvfulness for the storage and distribution of builders'waste was

refused in 1999. Further Planning Contravention Notices \\'ere served in 1999 on the

appellarrt, Mr I\{allo1' arrd I\4r Hudson.

PLANNING POLICY

4. The developnrent plan cornprises the approved West Sussex structure plan 1993 and the

adopted Chichestei District iocal plan First Revierv. The structure plan is being replaced by

the Third Rer,ieu, 1998, u,liich lias reached an advanced stage but has not been formally'

approved. poiicies are very similar to tire aptrrroved plan but more etnphasts is given to

strstainable development. As this review has reached an advanced stage in its preparation, I

r,;ill afford it appropriate weight.

5 The site lies rryithin the countryside for the application of development plan policies. lt is not

coyered by a special designation. It lies betrveen the South Dorvns AONB to the north and

the Chichester Harbour AONB to the south. Strategic policy G3 relates to the location of

development and policies G6 and Cl relate to development in the countryside. Policy C8

concerns development in small existing buildings in the countryside. Policies El and E5

relate to business, industrial and rvarehousing development. Local policy 84 concerns the

colversionand change of use of buildings for business use. Policies G5, G6 and policy RE1

relate to der,elopm.it in the rural area generalll,. Policy REl4 concerns proposals fol thi
c,onversion und 

"hurg. 
of use of buildings in tlre rural area. Strategic policy Tl4 and local

policl'TR6 sets out tlie access requirements for development. This policy is being replaced

b1'Policy T8 in the emergiltg Third Review.

'I'he main issues

I corrsicler the ruain issues in all three appeals are as ibllorvs.

[i] \\,hether tlie cierelopment u,ould have a detrimenlal efltct on the visual anienities of the

countrr, side-

[ii] w,hether it has an unduly adverse impact on the rural character of tlie locality and the

iir:irg conditions of nearby residents hy reason of noise, dust and disturbarice and

Iiii] l,hether it rvould have a detrimental effect on highrvay movements and salety

,\PI'EAI, A

6. l'lrr site is rectangular in shape and ernbraces buildings B and C, a rectangular open area ol'

larrd to tlte east atitl an earth bank on its eastern and norlhern sides'

PT,ANNING IIISTORY

i l,crnrission lbrthe change o{ use of builtiing B fi'om a storeto alurniniutn and tibreglass boat

huilclirrs operations u,as allorved on appeal in 1988 An application for concrete hardstanding

irrrrl thc cr.ection ol'a ttrrrrporary shelterl lirr tlrc corrstrtrction r.l{'a otte o11'alutltittittttl [roat rl'as
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relused in lggg An application to retain the use of'the building as a transporr depot. ciVil

enuineering open storag. rru, refusecl in 1989. An application to change the use of building

C ind tanJ to the east to a u.aste transfer station u'as refused in 1993. An application to

extencl building B for rvorkshop use rvas refused in 1998 and uplreld on appeal

APPtlAl. ON GROL IND lal & 'fl II1 DIllll\4I1D 'APPLICATIO]TIj

I nsJrectol-' s reas0Ils

g. Concerrring the first issue, I Iind that buildings B and C are used b,v N{r Mallor', Airstrip l-td.

for the specialised blast cleaning and painting of metal objects and the recycling of waste

c.ntainers Building B is used for the blast cleaning operation and building C for paint

spral,ing. A rectang:ular area of lancl to the east of the buldings is used for the storage of

itenrs tlat are u,aitirig ibr or have received treatment. A small area of concrete hardstanding

lies to the east of bLrilding B, but the renrainder is hard packed earth and.rough hard core to

llie east of building C. Sn,ll. cars and small storage times are parked inirnediatel)' on the

ruest side of the buildings adioining the access roa'J'

g. Tlie site is located in a narrow band ol'countn'sicle that lies between the two AONB's' It is

fairll, flat and is crossed by electricity p1,lons. The land behind rises to a ridge of high

groundwithintheSouthDorvnsAONb.Thegypsl'siteadjoiningiswellscreenedandthe
site appears to lie in undeveloped landscape. A deciduous hedge marks the cenleter)'Lane

fio,tage and both the eastern and u,esternboundaries arervell screened rvith maturehedging'

10. N4anv items cleaned by the business are very large, such as military equipment, tanks, guns'

lorry, trailers, rvaste stips and rvater tanks Smaller items include cast iron railings'

alur,inium car u,heels and pine furniture. Other equiptnent and amicles stored outside

include a forklift truck, for moving items around site, a skip for waste products' metal

pallets, tyres and gas cylinders. The items are stored haphazardly, look untidy and

co,rr.ibute to 
'isual 

clutter on the site. Notwithstanding the frontage hedge, the large stored

itenrs are clearlv visible tiom the access gate and area to the west of the access where there

is no hedgero\\,, notwithstanding the poiition of the two buildings. They would be more

r isible in rvinter nronths. They look in"ong*ous in the rural area and detract from the visual

anienitv of the coutttrvside.

11. poli$, RE14 is relevant to the appeal. Criterion [ir,] relates to the curtilage of the existing

buil6i.gs but this is not clefined u,ithin tlre policy. N4oreover, there is no defined cufiilage

around arry of the buildings. The guidance in 'PPG7 and strategic policy concerning the

reusc ol'nrr-al builclirrgs is directecl io the rcuse artd adapta-tion of 5ush $Llildings ln this

case, alt6ougli tu,o eiisting builclings are being used lor the business, the extent of open

storage greatli, exceeds the area Jor'*red b1' the tr.l'o buildings lv{y vierv is that the

cl.elopment iails to nreet the principle of the guidance concerning reuse of the buildings as

it is not contained *,itlrin the buildings and involves a large area of open storage The use

nraterially reduces the openners of fh" countn'side and detracts lrom its visual amenity

cotrtt'at'\' to policv RIi2.

12. Turning 1o the second issue, the inquiry rvas told that the noise generated by the business is

clearll, audible in Cemeterl, l-ane ona at du,ellings in this lane and Duftleld Lane when the

wincl is in certain directiorrs. The Council sai s that the noise is comparable in loudness to

trallic rroise {ionr A27. rvhich has generate<l a large volume of objections Further noise and

ciisturbance is qenerated fronr the Jompressor, thJ additional tral'fic generated by the use and

llrr. nurnr,crr.. t in:t oI i'chir:lc altc] cl'ri;.lr.,,ellt tvithin llte sil' l\1rs Wilts reoresenti'rg the

S
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oodllaltcotc Ilcsiclcnts Asscrciation' lives at Oaktvood' orl tlrc

te said that 1he noise is iiltertnittetlt Sollletilttes tltere is lto

her occasiotls. there coLrlcl bc continuolts noise {br airout ttio

eel'end u'orkillg

n cst sidc o{-Dullleld l,ane
noise iirr trr'o u'eeks bu1 ott

Irours Occasionallv tlrere is

he nearcst cl$'cllings to tlte sile arc g)'ps)' caravalls' locatecl atlotrt I l5rtr {ionr Builcling I}

tcl Ilan.,ood iil CetllelerY Lane, abor.tl l90nr a$'aY J'he cenleterr'1les in l'elativelv close

roxi,rilr.a*d an extensio, has Lreen approvecl 1'J6 n3i se evidetlce \\'as preserlted to the

rquir,1, -l lrc irq,-,irlr, \\,as toltl tliat the Envitonnlent Agetrc' and the C.r-rncii's

rrvironilterrtal Ilealtlr Offrcer have Yisilecl the site bu1 the business \\'as llot required tcr

ndctlal:e anv actiotl as a result

lr site r isit u a:: Lrnclertaketl oll a rl'ittcl\, clal' rvlten llte rvittcl r'vas ljtlttt tlte sotrtlt Tra{llc

Loise t-rorn the A27 \\'as ver' apparent rvitliin the site' otr Cetltetef' L'ane and at tlte tu'o

lu,ellirrss I visitecl. The grit blasting rvas in operation ancl torvards the u'estenl site

rolrrdarl.. o*e could l.,e.rr,,oi-is" Il'orn the col.llpressoilrvith a hissir:g and blasti,s noise abore

t is 1il;.elv tirar this noise \voulcl be ltc,arcl *'iihin the glpsy site It $'as possible to hear tlte

lrit blastipg in Cenretety [,ape as a cotttinuous. background rultrblinc noise Thet'e rvere

rccasional louder bursts. The tratJlc noise u'as nlore pronlinent l could not hear the grit

rlastinq u,ithin the garden o{'llanvoo.cl and a1 c)akn'oocl, I coulcl onll' just ltear a sliglrt

rissinq. noise at tlte end of the lotrg earden

\\,esttrourne Paris' corrncil a.cl the wooclniattcote Resicle.ts Association refbr to the deposit

of sand on rvasiring etc under certain rveather cgnditions 'fhere have also beetl repofts ol

bonfjres olr tire site. N'lr N4alloi' concedes that on one occasion he grit blasted a large 1'acht

outside the bLrildings, rvhich took one rveek. He also acknor'vlecl'sled that he has burnt pallets

Il-ortr tinte to tinre trut has now stopped I sau' that building ts has holes in tlie root' rvalls'

doors etc tlrrough rvhich dust could escape N4r Jr'lalloy accepted that {irre dust escapes

tlrrouglr llre extractlo,, ,yrt"n] IIe said that about 75 per cent of clust is contained and that

tlris le:r,el coulc1 be increased to 99 per cerrt if tlte e.xttactiott ecluipntertt $'as upuraded'

Ruilding I) is o[' basic clesign, ancl has no architectural merit Although it appears

stnrctr_rrall1, sound. substantial ivorks rvould be needed to overcome tlte harrtr caused to local

lcsidettts arrcl thc anrenitl' of the courrtn'side \\/hen tlie *ind is in cerlain directions an

ii,ilLrslrial noise can be lrearcl in tire lane and the nearest residential propedies There is

so,reti,res u,eel:ertc1 rvorki*g l\{oreol''et'. the itlo'et,eut i:1'tanks and other large itenrs to

arrd 1191t tite sile t,,ould be slou ancl nclisl ancl uguld be iuct''nlltatible rritlr the t-Lr1al

cltataci:roi'Ccrrletervl-alteSttchrnove'-'-'t'.'ttt'althotighlirnitetdit'tl.tt'ttl-rbet'cotlldha'"ean
acir.erse i1ipaet i,,, ,rrournars in the celljeter\i. Iitl' colclusion is that tlte ttse has an

r-rnacceptalrle e{l-ect on the anlenities of local 
-residents 

and olher users of tlte courltryside

crtnllar-\ 1o criterioti 7 o{'policy I{F'14

' Itttnitr! 1o the itnpact on highrvaii tlloveillellts arld saf-ety' I find that ctlstotners brirlg abottt

lrall- the itetrrs to the site a.d N'lr N'lallo' collects larger ite.'s hir,selfl other rvork is

rlrrrlr:l1ai.c, t-r1l'silc I'6e trse is a lorv ti'afllc qenet'alor a,d irlcltrdi,q staff ttrovet,ettls'

qerrerates ab.Lrt tr.ve,ty il1ovelllents a clay -r'irere arc occasio.ar visits b)'large, sl.rr' ,r,iirrg

ieliiclt:s. irlcluclinq lo$'loaclet', t'u"'ftitring tanlis ancl I'achts 'l-lrc site risit slro$'cc1 titat

sor.e 1ralll. g",,.int..,d tra'els fi'otn'the u]est tlrrough Westbourrle 'illage' 
although Ir{r

Irlalltlr.clailttstlratlreencouragesuseof-tlrenodlrernpaflo{.Foxbtrrl,Lane

g l;orbur.r. [.arre at its junction rvitlr cenretery [-a,e lalls rvithin the 3O-rnph speed lir,it ]'he

r(),r(l is ttot lit I cottsicitrr tlrat a'i 5rrr "i" clitttcttsiotl is apllroprialc llri Certltcten'l'atte
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considering the nature and extent of its usase 'fhe visibilitv lear,ins Cemetery Lane, is onl1,
20rrr in hoth directiorts due to pl'eserlct; o{'bourtciatl' heduerou's T}ris falls significantll,
belou,the recomnrended 90m in DETR Design Bulletin 32 [u'hich has superseded PPG13 ]
1-he hedges are outside the appellant's control.

'l-[re lou lcladers r,r,or:lcl necd to r].]anoeu\.'re rn the carriagcrrav in order to enter or leave
Irortxrrv l,ane l-he u,indins nature of this lane reduces lhc tbrn'ard visibilitt, lor drivers
u,lro u,ould have restricted r,isibility of vehicles lealins Cemetery Lane and trespassing onto
the opposite carriagetal. A nuurber ol personal rnjurl, accidents have been recorded in
vicinitv o{' junction and in rny opinion, the t5'pe of vehicles generated bt' the use would
exacerbate highrval, safetv conditions and be detrimerrtal to the character of the rural road
netu'ork. contrarl,lo criterion 6 of RE14 The1, 11,6u1,1 also be incompatible rvith the narou'
streets in the centre of Westbourne viliage.

Cemelen l.-ane is a designated public footpatlr. u,hich continr:es on tlre north side of
Foxburl'L.ane l\'lrs \\'itts said it is uell used [r1,*'alker.s and horse riders Altlrough the
tbotparh is separately denrarc,:ted at the eastern i;nd \\,estern ends, fbr a substantial Iength of
the lane. n'alkers and riders rvould have to sltare tlre carriageu'at' and r.l,ould be

irrconr enicnced b1' close proxirnitr,, to the lar-ge. slou, nroving transpoflers.

Although I accept that most users of site rvould use Cemetery Lane to the west of the site

entrance. sonre vehicles may exit to the east. This u,ould involve unsuitable country roads in
poor condition Dullleld [-ane is a private road and public footpath rvith inadequate sight
lines onto \l/oodntancote Lane and the Cenretery Lane/South Lane junction is substandard.
Vehicles w'ould pass residential properties in Duffield Latte and South Lane.

The appellant argues that Council has failed to strike the appropriate balance betrveen

econonric developnrent arrd environrnental conservation 'fl-ris previousll, 6"r'"1oped land

does not possess intrinsic qualities- r,,hich rvarrant conseruation in its own right Tire

strr-rctule plan gives a stronq presumption for job creation activities, policy E,1 criterion [d],
and the business assists the achievenrcnt olsustainatrle transport objectives, the conseruation
ot'the nation's heritage and the recyclinu of vehicles and arlefacts.

C,:rr eruurent adr ice in PPGrl ainrs to encoura.se ecolrontic deveiopment and tlie gro*'th o{'

srnall llrnrs \{r lUallol"s business is such a small flrr-n and he emplol,s trvo people The

conlpan\ meets a special need for the renovation of historic military vehicles, the
relurbishrnent olrailinss and guttering. the distressing of tinrber lor building reconstruction
arril the ren,clin., of industrial cornponents The business is rvell established and fi11s a

Lrsclirl niclre in the ntarkert. [t ]ras a stronq,rleasure olcustottrer support Neiertheless, Illan\'
customers travel from some distance, including I-ondon, and generate additional vehicle
nrovelrrerrts contr-ary to rrational obiectives {br reducing the need to travel.

20

21
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24 -l'lrc 
busiuess rloes not need to be sited in the rural area l)evelopnrent generalll, is

enct,rrasccl to eslahlish rvithin the built Lrp areas. N'lr Dunn, the County Councillor, said that
1113 1l(r1elo1)urent Ilcssr.u-e in thrr corridor is sreat There is a surplr.rs of industrial prenrises in

1he district and there are nrar)y vacallt sl)aces ou industrial estates. Mr N4alloy accepted that
lre lrail nol ntaclc corrcerted attcnrpts to find an alternative site but said that rnost modern

indrrstrial eslales rvoulcl rrot u,elcorne his kincl o1'business ** 4-u/--,l'
l5 Stratcuic polict, Il5 indicates that exceplitrrrallv rter,,.'busittess del'eloptnent may be perrrritted

u licre a lir rn cantrr.rt convenierrtlt, {lnd elistiug acctlnttnoclatiott. I\4r' N'lalloy ltas not
, i rrtiir;,t,il t',,tit1C agcrrtS gr' the eglrrrc:il'. Ilcttlolri^ [)evclcrntttcnl ttttil Althourrh I
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understand the difficulties associated rvith this particular kind of business, r,acant business
floorspace is ai'ailable and Mr Filtness said he kneu, of a suitable site. I do not find the
evidence so compelling that exceptionalll, permission should be granted to retain the
business in tliis location

I lrave lrad regard to the conditions put for-ward for nry consideration in the context of
Circr-rlar I l/95 lhe detrirnental r'isual impact of the or-rtside storage and parking could be

reduced bY the provisiorr of appropriate landscaping and a scheme rvas put befbre nte.

lrar ing. been agreed by the appellant and the Council 'fhis u'ould involve the creation ol
2n bunds and associated landscaping. The iandscaping u,ould take man1, )/ears to be

efl-ective and the larger, stored items would still be visible. The use requires a larse area of
open ground for storage and although Mr N4alloy said he would accept a condition
restl'ictinc the exlent of outside storage, nry r,'ierv is that such a condition could be regarded

as onerous as it w'ould be undull, restrictive. It rvould also be difficult to etrforce

intprorr:nrents to building B and ne\\,extraction equiprnent u,ould be necessarv to reduce

dust enrission to acceptable ler,els N{r N'ialloy expressed his agreement to such measures,

and said that he would be prepared to invest money in sound proofing if required. These

lneasures rvould be likely to be costll, and could rvell be considered to be onerous. A
condition imposing controls on the da1,s and hours of operation would help to lirlit the noise

and disturbance to residents and the rural area. Horvever, this would not reduce the exlernal

noise generated by the movement of r,eiricles to and fi-om the site and the nranoeuvring of
vehicles atrd equipnrent rvithin the site. N4oreover, it rvould be difllcult to monitor outside

working. The highway safety problen-rs could not be rnitigated by condition. The number

of conditions that would be required and the possibility that a couple may be held to be

unr easonable reinforces nty vierv that the use is inappropriate in this location. Consequently,
ntv c:onclusion is that the irnposition of conditions rvould not satisfactorily overcome the

identifled harttt.

5'a'1tr'15: i,,tio'

28 Although strategic and local planning guidance aim to encourage emplovment opporttmities,

this slrotrld not be at the expense of amenitl, The structure plan rer,'ieu,, policy G8. seeks to
sccil.e a hcalthl,rural econonrl,providilrg the enviror.uttent is not hartred. Tlte cutnulative
iltiilact of the business resulting fi-otlt tlte loss of rural atlienitl', 11''t noise and dust arld the

iriiihirar ploblertrs leads ute to the orerall cotrclusion that the use is r:ttacceptable in this

Iocatiqrn The appeal on ground Ia] fails and planniuu lrerrlission u,il1 rtot be granted otl tlte
dt't'tltcC a.PIl iclrl itrt r

APPi:. \1. ON GROUND [fl

l!r 'l'1re air1rcllant clainrs ttrat the requirenrerrt Iv] is excessive, It is unreasottable to reqtrire tlte

relrlL)\al o1'the hardstanding and the earlh bunds. 'I-he notice does not rel-er to the lbrnration

o1-a hardstanding or ttre earth banks in tlre alleged breach of control. Nor does it specify anl'

harnr caused by these features The Council ar-ques that the bunding is part of the unalrvful

rusc ancl slrgirlcl bc rerloved. lts retention rnal'encourage another breaclt. IVll'f ielf is tlrat

any {irturer use o1-the buildings rvould require some hardstanding for enrployee parking. The

Irarclstancling is at ground level and cannot be seen frorn public viewpoints. The bunds are

relativell, lo,r,, r,egetated and set against the backdrop of the eastern boundary hedge. ln m1'

rriind" thct result in no lrarnr 1o the rural character of tlie countn'side Accordingly, I

concluclc that tlre requirenrent [r'] is unnecessarl, and excessive in order to rectifl the breach.
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shall therefore vary the notice to delete this requirement and the appeal on ground [fl
ucceeds to tlris extent.

EAL ON GROUND [e]

-lie appellant claims that t|e period for compliance is too short. The Council would accept

Ln extension to six months and it seems to me that such a periodTrrould be appropriate in this

)ase. I shall therefbre vary the requirements to this effect. Accordingly the appeal on

rround [g] succeeds

,EAL B

fhe site embraces building A, and a broadly rectangular area of hardstanding that lies to east

rf the building Lorv fartli mounds aetne the hardstanding A bus ramp is located

imnrediately to the east of the building. The site is occupied b1' I\4r Hudson rvho has been

operating h-is business. "Normau coaches", for over forty years.

\NNING HISTORY

An application fbr the parking of coaches and use of the building for storage of plant and

equipnrent rvas refused in 1999.

PEAL ON GROLND [a] & TFIE DEEI\4ED APLLICATION

N,lr Hudson iuns a coach hire business. He rvas formally based at Rowlands castle and

Havant. I{e holds operators' licences for eight vehicles at any one time and five vehicles are

in operation on the ioad. The coaches a.e ris"d locally for sihool bus runs' After the school

run, one bus provides a free shopping bus for sainsburys in chichester that is operated five

and a half days a week. Mr Hudson regularly underta-kes work for several local charitable

organisations, for example the Red Cros! in Emsrvorth, Age Concern' Emsworth and for the

I{anipshire County Council Social Services Department

fioncerning the lirst issue, I saw that there werc three cars parked to the rvest of the building'

ancl eight coaches, including one double decker, and one minibus to the east There was also

a breakdown truck, a smatlirailer and trvo coniainer bodies used for storage More coaches

rvould be parked ai night. Building A is used for the storage of spare- parts and incorporates

a uorllbench. Trvo small vehicles u'ere parked rvithin' An ut"u of concrete hardstanding

lies {'orward of the building and the ."*ind", of the yard to the east is made of uneven

lrardcore. Bunds. about 2-3 m high and rvell vegetated tnark the eastern and northern

boundaries ofthe use.

i The r,ehicles and other storage items can be clearll' seen from the site access' not

rvitlrstanding partial screening by the three buildings. They are not vehicles normally

associated rvith the countryside and coltribute to a general clutter around building A' The

extent of the outsicle storage of large vehicles and ecluipment and other items looks untidy

and unsightly. The use detracts fronr the openness and tire rural character of countryside' A

sccurit\, light on the fi'ont of the building will contribute to light pollution in the countryside

alter dark.

6 The general principles set out in PPGT and the structure plan concerns the reuse of rural

buildings. The major part of the business, the parking of coaches and associated vehicles'

other storage and the maintena,ce of the coachei is located in the ope,' It seems to me that

the use o1'tlre huildine for storage of tools. minor reoairs etc is a minor part of the use' The
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sse has expanded u,ell bevond the capacitr,of the buildinq and I conclude that it is clearll'

corttrar\ t() stralesic policr C8.

Turnin_e to the second issue, the roof height oi-the building restricts its use for ntaintenance

u,ork on the coacfues NIr t]udson cioes utt hit ou,n repairs outside, including engine u'otk I

consicler that noise fi-om vehicle mor,ements rvithin the site, such as the manoeuvrinq ol
coaches up and dou,n the external ramp and the routine maintenance u'ork irl the open u'ould

be alciitrle in Centeter), I-,ane Althougli, there have been no complaints from residents

concerlins tl-re outdoornraintenance, in my opinicln, the sen'icing of larqe r,ehicles or-rtside is

an inappropriate activitv in this counln'side location

The coacles are usecl sevelt dal,s a rveek arrd sonretinres return around 22-2300 hclurs after a

clar trip 'lfie use generates additional large vehicle movenrents itr Centetery Lane and

*orrlcl ies,.,lt irr poterrtial conflict u,ith other users such as rvalkers, c1'clists and horse riders

N,{ourners at the centeterv could be disturbed, notrvithstanding N4r lludson's efforts to

lrininrisc the irlpact N{r, conclusion is that the use is cotlttarv to criteria 6 arld 7 of local

polio,RE1.1

js With regard to lriglrrval,safety consideratinns, tlte inquiry rvas told that the ltse g,enerates

aboutt\ventv movernent's a day in total, including stafftrips. There may be occasional otlier

ntoyeiltents concerning the leis regular contracts Sorne of the coaches are 50 seater and

about llru il lelgth. The vehicles, of necessitl', eucroach into the opposite carriagervay

rvlretrturninglefi*andrightirrtoFoxburl,Lane,andwllenenteringCenreterl,I-aneflomthe
nor-{"h.

40 lacknoulc,clge thal the coilch drivers are expelienced and are pclsitioned higher rrll in the

'ehicle. 
To sonre exlent they can see over the junction hed-uerou's at their existing height.

Nei,ertheless. llot all the coach ntovements' exit to the nortlr and the left turn out fronl

Fgxbr:ry Lane is palticularlv hazardous. Fonvard visibility in Foxbury Lane is poor and

or6er <jrivers. particularly those fiorn north, travelling at greater speed, may not see a coach

errcrsipq 6r stral,ing o"io5 the carriageway. l-here have been accidents in the vicinity of
t6e jLinciien ancl its use by large, slorv ntoving vehicles wotrld contribute to the potential

darrger to high$,ay saletY conditions cotttt-at1, to local policl''f'p6

( l0rts ltrsiolts

{ I I aplii-ccinle t6at latirrnal a1d strategic policies eucoLlrage t}ie ct'eatiotl ot- sllrall lirnts I\{r

llLrdsop's llrsines;s 15 l6r1g lived ancl provides etttployntettt lbr tbtrr liriI tinie and t$'o parl

rilre sraIl -l-he colrpan\, l.]reets a locil need 1or a r]lealts of transpotl in its nlral hinterlarld

anci relies uiro11 the aiaiiabiliti,of these sinrple premises rvith lorv overireads I\1r []udson's

rates i11e said 1o be ren,conipetitir,e and the business provides transpotl for disabled and

elrierly people and others that clo not have acce ss to a private car. Tlte use contl'ibutes to

sr,rstailable tratrsltotl objectives. Nerrertheless, tltese lactors tttust lre balanced agairlst the

LLcrrcratiorr of aclditional r,ehicle urol'ernetrts in the countryside contrary to gor;ernnlent and

itratcgic guicielines ancl the adverse etrvironnretrtal eft'ects identified.

.12 'l'[rc rnail thnrst of national, strategic and local policies is the protection and restraittt over

rren,clevelopnrenl in the countn,siJe The site lies rvell outside a settlenlent attd the Parish

Cougcil strcsseci the inrpofiance of nraintaining the openness of the countryside betrveen the

Sorrtlr l)oryns ancl the sea 11 rr-ry opinion a small bus depot is clearlf irrappropriate in this

cgirrrtrl,sicle locatigrr 'l'[e r:se does rrot tnininrise tlte use crf energY exlrended itt transpott

anil r',.,r1'1111rtctttl1'lltlls coLlllter to ilolicit's G5 arrd (-l
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43. Policl, E5 of the structure plan gives a minor exception to restraint policies for local firms
that conrienientlv cannot find acconrnrodation in existing floorspace. This is carried forward
into the 1998 Revieu,as policy 84. Mr lludson said that he had found the premises as he
knerv I\4r Page. an earlier occupier of the site. He said that he had not looked for alternative
premises in the last trvo vears. I\4r Tutton also said he had not looked. The Council's
Economic Developnrent Unit liad not been contacted and the Couneil savs that surplus
business accomnrodation exists in the area. Such accomnrodation may be nrore expensir,e
and I understand that the business operates at the cheaper end of the market Nevertheless
no accounts rvere presented to inquirl, and the business ma1, $s able to absorb some
additional costs. The evidence does not show that there has been a comprehensive search for
neu premises. ,Although I appreciate the value of the services I\4r }ludson provides, I am not
persuaded that the circumstances set out in policy E5 have been met to permit exceptionally
this development in the countryside.

4.1.I have lracl rclrald to tlte couclitions put lirrrr,arcl {br nty cottsicleratiott hy the eouncil. The
appellant said lre rvould resisl arr evening tir:re lirnit o1'1800 hours and exclusiolr on Sunda\,

operations as tlris would be too restrictive bearing in mind tire nature o1'tire operations. 2100
irr-rurs rvould be acceptable {br everring closure and the lighting condition ivould be accepted
iI' linked to exlended hours of operation. The appellant rvould not accept condition 6,

restricting all maintenance to within the building, but would agree to the landscaping
conditions. I raised the question as to ra,hether a personal permission would be appropriate
in vieu, of the particular circunrstances of this business. The appellant said that he would
onl1, accept such a condition reluctantly as Mr Hudson is considering his post retirement
situation The appellant and I\4r }ludson's resistance to se\/eral of the proposed conditions,
w,hich l rvould consider to be both necessary and reasonable to protect the character of the
countrl.side, contirms my vierv that the use is inappropriate in this location. The appeal on
gror-rnd [a] .therefore fails and planning permission u,ill ttot be granted on the deemed

application.

APPEAL ON GROUND [g]

45 The appellant argues that three months is an unreasonable period for compliance. Six
rnonlhs ivould be more appropriate The Council concedes that six months rvould be

approltriate in this case arrd I concur rn,ith that vieu,. I shali r,ar),the notice accordingly The
appeal on ground fg] succeeds.

APPI,.{.I C

.16 l-h.-. si1e errrlrraces the majority of the former Arrny' Camp br:t exch,rdes the three buildings
and the north east poftion of the site.

APPEAL ON GROUND [d]

47 The appellant clainrs that persons associated with the site bear testintony to its use for
storage arrd distribution of reusable nraterials for over a decade. It4r lloward said that r."'hen

he purchased the site in 1984, the rernainder of site rvas of very poor quality There had

been slorage ol'items around the site including land to the rvest of the three buildings. All
kinds o1'nrachilrery and other items har,'e been stored fiont tinre to tittte Often the storage

llas by, the occr-rpants of tlie three buildings who casually extended their operations beyond

the buildings making use olthe vacant Iattd.

.t*urt t:ta{- ,*t( *"L!? Lz,c.."ea.h,a

a&aA .*L
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18. The Counoil conoedes that the site has a historl' of lou'ke1'storage' but it rvas onlY some

tinre in the rnid to late lgg0's that the storage became n:aterial and an enforcement notice

*,as served Regarcling the first issue, the site is not cttn-ently used for open storase. There

are lou," or"rg.Jn,n nrounds of inert material situated torvards the u'estern boundarv of the

site I *as slrog,1 other iterns largelv overgro\\.11. suclt as asbestos roof tiles- south of

building C. one nranhole cover and tlre reurains of t$o caravan chassis, also overgro\\/n. one

to the soLttlt. otle to the rvest.

49. I {ind that IVtr trage le{r the site seven }/ears ago. }{e stored civil engineering equipment on

tlre site but everi,thing *.as renroved in 1993. He also used the site as a transfer station' b}'

takins u.aste to ilre.i",rn Sundavs before transferrinq q'aste to otlrer tips rvhen open l\4r

llow,ar-d said thal he stolecl u,ooden krs,s on the sile {br six ntontlts in 1999 lle acceplcd that

the sLrbpritted photcrgraplrs taken in tiqq show the lull extent of the stoiage and that he had

only seen the site lirller than that when N4r Page had the site.

50. A planning applicarion submitted h1'the appellant in 1991, ref \rBlz9lgl, refers to the

exisrrng use ottsite as partly cotttractors yard, pafilr'roadrvays and partly roush larrd An

,..o,.,.,[u,.,yi1g letter rjated 4 N{ay l99l states "that the application site.is {br the most part

not plrt 1. an,v belei"lcial use and is unsiglrtly" The site of this application included all Iand

inYolved in the notice except land to the south of building C. 'fhe application and

accolrpalr'ing plan shou,ed t'hat storage of demolition materials rvould be moved from an

area along the u,estern site boundary to a rectanqular area to the east and south east of

bLriiding C.

51. photographic evidence submitted by the council 
. 
over a trutnber of years shows little

evidence ola storage use. Trvo phoiographs taken in 1993 show two small piles olgra'el'

one betu,een buildiirgs B and C and orie south of building C. A lou' mound is just visible

.ear t6e rvestelt siG boundary. The retnainder of the site is overgrown and apparentll'

unused. A l.erv 
'ehicles 

were parked east of building C. An air photograph dated July 1991

shorvs the majoritl,of the site under grass. lt shorvs a distur-bed area of land near the western

bguldar'\,, *'hic[ is iltpossible to ide*ntifl'. I'fuere appears to be some heaps at the south east

corrcr of the ilternal ioad,"ay Anothei air photograph talien in October 1997 shorvs most

of the site under srass A ferv iterns are indicated near building C that could be cars or

tr.ailcrs ,\n app-,irenl mound at the south east junction of the roadtval' could be stored

ruralcrial f'he aica to the u,est olthe site appears to be largely overgl'o\\'ll'

52 In 1996 the counc.il investi!la1ed the storaqe use of the site The courlcil's Planning

L:ntorcentent officr:r sa\\r sonte storage crrl 7 and 9 Mav 1996 and moSt items lvere related to

the Lrsage of three buildings. N{ost Of tlie site was empty and under glass excellt lor a low

over{Iro\\/ll mouncl on the tvestertl boundarl' of site and a pile of pal.lets' stored at the sor-lth

east junction o1'roadrvay. This is suppofteiUy Vttl{ou'ard response inthe PflN dated B Jult'

199(r I{e states that no storage r"* trLing place but tnakes the point that there is sonte

erternal storage on the old esta6lished original roadrvay leading to t1e buildings'

5j.l'he (-.u,cil's Errlbrcement officer visited the site again in April 1999 and said that

erlcrrsi'e storaqe u,as taking place on the land including uunleroustinrtrer and nrctal castirrg

boxes o, the w.-est, east andiouth east areas of the site. Large metal tanks rvere storedto the

south east oi'the access track and a number o1'tiinber "A'' franres to the west of tile track'

'l'intbet. logs, picnic tables and a motor vehicle u'ere also present orr tlle site' Photographs

confjrpr llis staterrrent and Ir{r llorvard's response to the PCN dated N{a1' 1999' l{e said that

there *ere four arcas of lanfl being used for storage; tu'o areas o1'crates and boxes lvere

l
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stored b]' It4r Mallol'. a snrall area for "A" frames stored by the appellant and a car and
trailer unspecified

54 An application for a Cerlificate oll-arvfulness for storage and distribution of builclers'waste
u'as rclirsed in 1c)99 ir1 \Vest Sussex Counly Council on srounds of insulficient evidence
The maiority of the statutoryr declarations placed trelore me were prepared lbr this purpose
attd r','ere befbre the County Council, None of the *'itnesses save evidence to the inquirv
arrd their slatentents could not be tested under cross-examination

55 The subnrilted statulorl,declaratiotrs, dated Ar-rgust and November 1998, are fiom N4r p R
Tombs of Westbourne;lv{r Ir4 J Canrp, Hayling Island. 1\4 S J Porvell ofRorvlands Castle. N,Ir
P I errv of l{aylinu lsland, Mr G lJou,ard ol Poftsnrouth and Mr .l l\4obey of Southbourne
Ther'lestily to tlte use of the land lor storage and distribution o{'reusable materials fbr over a
decade. They refer to the eastern part of the site but this area is not specified Moreover, the
land east of the three buildings is excluded from the notice. N,{r G Horvard specificallv refers
to iris occupation of the nofth eastern corner of the site for storage and distribution of
bui lders's,aste material

56. 1\'lr Cantp, Terry and N{r Porvell state that their connections were w,ith it4r Page's occupation
of the site that ended in 1993. Mr R A Allard's statement solely refers to building C. Mr K
J Henderson of Emsu'orth refers to one visit in spring 1991 and Mr Powell Iast visited the
site in 1994. l\4r G Horvard declares he had rro direct association s,ith the site betrveen 1993
and 1997.

57. In m1' r'ierv no new cornpelling evidence has been put before me that would lead me to a
difl'erent vierv to the Courrty Council. There are no submitted receipts, contracts or invoices
fbr the transpotl or storage or the sale of materials. Tirere is no mention of the use in the
PCN of .luly 1996. I am not satisfied from the evidence that the rvhole area has been used
continuously for the external storage of items or material from the relevant date. The
photographs only shorv u,aste stored in certain small areas of the site on a specific date. The
Cor-rrtcil's planning history shor,v other larvlul uses of the site or parts of the site.

58. 1\'lr 'futtorr told the inquiry that the places within the site for storage varied and that the
storage piles nror,ed around the site Tlris vieu,rvas confirmed bl, Mrs Witts rvho travels past
the site alrnost dail1,. She tliat storage on the site has been intermittent. Lo_us have been
storcd periodically and only in last 5-6 years have large items of equipment been stored. I\4r
Todd said tltat tlrere u'ere differerrt things at different times, such as rvooden pallets, tanks
arici cr ates.

59. The evidence indicates to me that there has been no continuous use of the site for storage
rt'ith the possible exception of a mound of rnaterial at the south east junction of roadway.
The rnajor par1 of the site was open and overgrorvn for the relevant period, The onus is on
the appellant to provide evidence to support his claims but the statutory declarations
subnritted are inconclusive and the majority are vague and imprecise. Much of the evidence
related to land outside tlte site area. If indeed l\{r Page was operating a contractors' yard on
the site, this u,ould be a "sui generis" use and niaterially difTerent fiorn the storage use
allegcd in the notice. Irr an1, event it ended in 1993

00 Irr ntv vierv, any storage use has been of an insigniiicant nature for much of the ten year
periocl altd qonsequently can he regarded as "de nrininris". On the balance of probability, I
am not satisfied that storaqe use had comnrenced at the relevant date and continued for over
1er vears as ihe predcurirrant use of land Tlre apneai on sfound Id] lair.

12
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I\'lr -l'uttorr said in evidence that the site carurot be realisticall,,, 1"1u.r.,"d to aqriculture. and as
it is despoiled land, it u,ould be a good place for open storaue The appellant is only seeking
1o r.cttiirr tirnber s1L)rage on the site and nclt general storage, Fuflhernrore, tlre notice does not
r clalc lo lhe stor.age ol hardcore or Iopsoil

Virttrallv tlrc u'itole ol-the site is visible fronr the access gate and rvould be lnore visible in
rritttet t'nonlhs along tlte lensth o{-the Cenretelr l-ane fi'onta-rre. l'he site is relativelv large.
sonte I 8 ha . and is flat and featureless apart lrom the internal access tracks. Storage items
placed indiscrirlinatelY around the site rvor"rld appear as an eyesore and an inconqruous
fealurt: itr this rural settins, ln ln1, vierv anv open storase use u,ould be inappropriate and
rrrrttlcl significantlY detract front the site's openlress to the cletrilrrelrt of the rural character of
the localitl, If perrnission rvere to be granted for jrrst tlrose storage items specified in the
ttotice. this u'ould be difficult to monitor and enforce A condition restricting a change of
r-tse tritltin Class R8 r-rf the lJse Classes Order could be regarded as urlreasonable No
bLrsittess jLrstilrcatiotr has beelr advarrced for tlre use an(l in rrr1, r'ieu' a storage use o1'tlre site
rrorrld bc clcarlt'corrtrarry to coLrnlryside reslrainl policies, C3 and Cl.

\\'ith rcfct crtce to tltc sccottd issuc, a stol.aqe use \\ould attract largc ancl heavy vehicles to
Ceirtetetl l-ane l-his could result in a potential conflict rvith rvalkers and horse riders The
manoeuvring of such vehicles rvithin the site ri,ith associated tipping activity would cause
roise- dr-rst and distr-rrbartce to the detrirnent of the rural character of the locality and the
tirrenities of nearby residents The r-rse would not rninirnise the need for vehicle nrovenrents
It t'ould be contrarv to strategic policies G3 and Cl, and local policies REl and RE2

Tulning to irigirival, safet), considerations, an open storage use, even restricted to tirnber,
irtetal castinq bores" metal tatrks etc, could give rise to a significant increase in vehicle
troretrents and could r.vell attract heavy goods vehicles. This would generate additional
tratllc nroveutents in the countryside contran, to govei-nment guidance in PPGIi and along
Lrnsiritable rural roads It rtould intensify,the nurnber of vehicle nror,enrents at the
unsatisthctory Foxbury l,ane junction to the detrinrent of highway safety conditions. The
itse u ould be contraq, tcl policy 'l'R6

\lthcLreh I\1r Tutton claims that the use is suslainable as it iuvolves the recl,cling of
naterials- i har e noted that both the appellant and Ir4r I\'lallo1,irr their respolrse to the PCN in
\lar l'199 declare that man-r,iten.rs stored had no use{irl purpose Even if stored tinrber.
lrtio lahles. tttetal tanlis ctc specified irr the nrrlice u,cre to be rect,cieci, it is ury viers that
ilt:,, i:, irsu{lrcicut justilrcation to override the identi{ied plannine problenrs

.t,i

trr, i iraie lalien account ol- the conditions slrssested by tlre Council. I acknouledse that a

reslliction on deliverl, tintes. the control of, Iightitts g,ithitt the site attd a scheme lbr
Iartdscapin-r{ rvotrld help to mitigate the harnr Nevertheless, the proposed conditions r.vould
rt'-rt satis{hclorilt' overcoure the adrerse environnrenlal inrpacts resulting frorn an open
st()l'allc r.lsL'. 'llre sitc lics outside tlre built up area arrcl tlrc use u'ould l.rc conlrar\,to policies
(il arrd Cl Herrce the srouncl Ia] appeal lails arrd planning Perrriission will not lre granled
orr tlre dccnrcd applicirtiorr

Ol-lll:lt l\1A'l I Irt{S

trl I lrlrr t' corrsidcrtrl :rll tltlrct' lnirttcrs raisccl irr thc rr:irrt':rt,:rrtati<rns irrclrrclinrl rcfir cnces ttt the
rllricrrltrrral contl.actors in Cenrctcrv I.,arre. the uidcning o1'the access gate. grit being

ll
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APPEAL DECISION

dumped in Cenretery Lane, the petition collected by Mr Malloy, Mr Hudson's' coach

operator lioence, the nerv access to Foxbury Lane to serve a housing development and

previous appeal decisions but none are of sufficient rveight to override those considerations
that have Ied me to my conclusion

FORI\4AL DECISION

68. For the reasoRs given above and in exereiss nf the powera transfered to me, I determine
these appeals as follows;

Appenl A. Ref:

I direct the notice be varied as follorvs:

Paragraph 5: Delete requirement [v].

Paragraph 6: The Time for compliance.

Delete the words "'fhree Months" and substitute the words "Six months".

Subject thereto, I uphold the notice as so varied. I refuse to grant planning permission on the

deemed application.

Appeal B. Reft

Paragraph 6. The Tirne for Compliance;

Delete the rvords "Three Months" and substitute the words "Six Months".

Subject thereto, I uphold the notice as so varied. I refuse to grant planning permission on the

deenred application.

Appeal C. Ref:

I uphold the notice. I refuse to grant planning pernrission on the deemed application.

RIGHTS OF APPEAL

69. This letter is issued as a determination of the appeals before me. Particulars of the rights of
appeal against my decisions to the High Court are enclosed for those concerned.

4lr
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I\{aureen C Taylor


