Planning Statement (including Design, Access and Heritage)
Introduction

The proposed fence would replace the existing post and wire fence which is in a poor state of
repair. It is also intended to help screen our neighbour's leylandii hedge which runs along the rear
boundary and has no foliage remaining on it's northern side (as it was heavily pruned by the
previous owners of our house).

Our preferred boundary treatment would be a replacement, evergreen hedge, however there is
insufficient space for a hedge to be planted in addition to the leylandii. The addition of a wall along
the rear boundary is not an option, as the foundations would damage the roots of the boundary
hedge which is owned by our neighbour.

Description of Proposed Development

The close boarded fence would be 1.8m in height, with timber posts also of 1.8m and a gravel
board of 0.15m.

Design Rationale

The height and solid design of the fence is designed to provide privacy to our house and our
neighbour's garden in the event that the hedge dies or is removed in the future. The use of close
boarded timber panels is considered to be the most aesthetically appropriate option given the
proximity to the existing hedge.

Access
The fence would not have any implications for access to or around the house.
Policy Context

National Planning Policy Framework 2012
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131. In determining planning applications, local planning authorities should take
account of:

» the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage
assets and putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;

s the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to
sustainable communities including their economic vitality, and

« the desirability of new devalopment making a positive contribution ta local
character and distinctiveness.

132. When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance
of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the assets
conservation, The more important the asset, the greater the weight should
be. Significance can be harmed or lost through alteration or destruction of
the hentage asset or development within its setting. As heritage assets are
irreplaceable, any harm or loss should require clear and convinging
justification. Substantial harm to or loss of a grade Il listed building, park or
garden should be exceptional. Substantial harm to or loss of designated
heritage assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments,
protected wreck sites, battlefields, grade | and I1* listed buildings, grade | and
II* registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage 5ites, should be wholly
exceptional,

133. Where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm to or total loss
of significance of a designated heritage asset, local planning authorities
should refuse consent, unless it can be demonstrated that the substantial
harm or loss is necessary to achieve substantial public benefits that outwaigh
that harm or loss, or all of the following apphy:

e the nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site;
and

=« no viable use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term
through appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and

= conservation by grant-funding or some form of charitable ar public
ownership is demonstrably not possible; and

s the harm or loss is cubweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back
into usa,

Havant Borough Core Strategy March 2011



Policy C511 Protecting and Enhancing the Special Envirenment and Heritage of
Havant Borough
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Policy C517 Concentration and Distributien of Developmeant within the
Urban Areas

Development will be permitted that makes the most effective use of land in the borough
by granting planning permission that:

1. Concentrates new housing. empleyment. retail, leisure and ether development within
the trve urban areas of Havant. Leigh Park, Waterlcoville, Emsworth and Hayling
Island, as shown on the Propesals Map.

2. Priontises development on previcusly developed land. includmg redundant. derelict
or underused land and buildings within the urban area.

3. Broadly distributes the new housing and employment development in the five areas
of the borough a5 indicated on the Spatial Distribution Map (Key Diagram)

Development in the non-urban areas will only be permitted if it is consistent with the
policies for the countryside set ouf in national policy

DM9 Development in the Coastal Zone

Planning Permission will only be granted for development in the coastal zone which
addresses all of the relevant criteria as set out below as shown on the Proposals Map:

1.  Has no harmful effects on nature conservation within the Chichester and Langstone
Harbour $55is and SPA. Solent Maritime SAC and Ramsar site, or any SINCs and
Local Hature Reserves.

2. Maintains and enhances the appearance and distinctiveness of existing settlements
and landmarks along the coast.

3. Contributes positively to the landscape and has regard to best practice on the
design of new buildings in coastal locations.

4. Upgrades existing footpaths and ensures that public access is retained and
provided to connect existing paths along the waterfront where appropriate.

5, Would result in improvements to or redistribution of moarings, marine berths or
launch on demand facilities [dry berths) in the harbours.

6.  Would not be detrimental to infrastructure for, and quality of, water-based
recreation, or be detrimental to the safety of navigation.

¥. Provides recreational opportunities that do not adversely affect the character and
appearance of the coast.

Effect on Heritage Assets

The site contains two grade |l listed buildings: the tithe barn and the converted stables. The
position of the fence to the rear of the stables is such that it would not have any impact on the
setting of the barn. The fence would be visible from the side and rear of the stables, but is
modestly sized such that it would preserve the character and setting of the stables.

The site is located within the Northney Village Conservation Area.

The proposed fence would occupy a discrete location to the rear of the stables and would therefore
only be partially visible from within Church Lane during winter months when the fruit trees to the
east of the stables have no leaves. The proposed fence would not be visible from beyond the
garden during summer months when the trees are in leaf. The proposed fence would preserve the
character of the conservation area.



