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          18 April 2011
Dear Ms. Farrar.

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSEMENT) (ENGLAND & WALES) REGULATIONS 1999 SCOPING OPINION. Development comprising 20.2ha at Dunsbury Hill Farm, to the north west of Havant, Hampshire, for employment development and a link road. 
Thank you for your scoping request of 4th March. I understand that the development would include the allocated 20.2ha for the development of a business and technology park, which would accommodate 61,780sqm of employment floor space in two phases for construction between the years 2013 - 2022 including approximately 10,000sqm Enterprise Centre and 5,574sqm of hotel floor space. The area outlined in red in your report includes other land for the provision of part of the link access road, landscaping and green infrastructure.
The purpose of the requested scoping opinion is to achieve a consensus over potentially significant environmental impacts and the content of the Environmental Statement which would accompany a future planning application.

The following sections expand upon some of the areas set out in your report regarding the impacts that this Planning Authority at Havant Borough Council, considers should be covered in the Environmental Statement (ES).

Screening

Firstly, although it is stated in the Havant Borough Core Strategy that the EIA process would apply to this development it is appropriate to confirm here that in the opinion of this Authority, the proposed development falls within the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 1999 – the ‘EIA’ Regulations,  in particular Schedule 2 (10). The project is likely to have significant environmental impacts, based on the character of the project, its location and character of potential impacts, which given the size of the development are likely to be permanent, for instance:

· additional traffic and transport, 

· noise or vibration, such as from construction work and traffic and in the operational phase from business activities and traffic

· ecology, given that the proximity of Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation which variously adjoin or are within 400m of the site  and designated sites of national and international importance for nature conservation at Langstone and Chichester Harbours (SAC/SAP/SSSI & Ramsar sites), which are around 3km to the south, 

· landscape and visual changes,

· air and water impacts both in terms of quality of and drainage patterns,

· the use of natural resources both in the construction and operation phases, including the loss of agricultural land and soils and energy use,

· socio-economic; given the proximity to highly-populated urban areas at Havant and Waterlooville
I am also mindful that the 1999 Circular (02/1999) accompanying the EIA regulations notes at para A17 that EIA is more likely to be required for developments of this nature on sites of 20ha or more. 

I stress that this opinion should not be taken to suggest that impacts are likely only to be negative, nor that any negative impacts could not be adequately mitigated. Such considerations would be for a subsequent stage of the EIA process.

Scoping

In summary, your scoping report dated 3rd March 2011 identifies a reasonable range of likely significant impacts, subject to some additional issues which should also be covered in the Environmental Statement (ES). These additional considerations and suggestions are given below under the series of topic headings used in your report and under additional headings/sub-headings in part 11 of this letter. The comments result largely from consultations with the statutory EIA consultees and a range of several others who would also be consulted at a planning application stage.
1.  Land Use

Soil: The specialist study of 2003 was limited to the north of the site. The extent and nature of field reconnaissance used elsewhere should be described and consideration given as to whether this is sufficient to identify soil grades across the site. 
Consideration should also be given to the likely volume and grades of soils which will be moved or removed during construction in the development and how these could be re-used, for instance, for landscaping or other projects in the region

Agriculture: Land severance and changes in access should include consideration of any associated risks of crime risks to agricultural/rural business and activities.
2.  Socio-economic
Employment: During the construction phase - consideration should be given to the likely size of workforce, means by which catering needs would be met and rest facilities provided. The extent to which workforce might also live outside the Borough should also be considered, including implications for accommodation (housing, lodgings) and services such as health and education (for example, if incoming families with children are anticipated), use and development of skills. The impacts over the various construction phases should be included. 

During the operational phase - consideration should also to be given to implications for local businesses, services and housing, in relation to the size and range of the estimated workforce, including use and development of skills.

Security and crime prevention: During the construction phase - vulnerability of plant and materials to theft and anti-social behavior should be considered. Recommendations have been made by the Hampshire Constabulary by letter of 21st March 2011 (supplied); this includes comments on the provision of employment to local people.
During the operational phase – the impact of new employment which includes opportunities for local people, on crime risks should be considered. Crime risk and its management associated with new patterns of access and metalling of Park Lane bridal path should also be included. Advice is given in the aforementioned Hampshire Constabulary letter.

Access and Recreation: Natural England (NE) encourages the inclusion of measures to help encourage people to access the countryside for quiet enjoyment. The reinstatement of existing footpaths together with the creation of new footpaths and bridleways is to be encouraged.  Links to the other green networks or urban fringe areas should also be explored to help promote the creation of a wider green infrastructure. Clearly the crime management issues above should also be considered as part of this.  
3. Air Quality
The proposed scope of this is generally acceptable. However, I would suggest that the position and representativeness of sampling points is carefully checked, for instance, is the Ramblers Way sample point on the east side of the A3(M)? This would be important given the likely dispersal effect of prevailing winds. 

It would be helpful to ensure that any dispersal or concentration effects of topography and structures in the proposed development are highlighted and explained. Account should be taken of the opening of the Hindhead Tunnel in July 2011
I also suggest that the assumptions in 6.8 regarding the increasingly stringent exhaust emission criteria is explained, with reference to any air quality controls in effect or due to coming into effect, if this is to be relied on in the assessment. 

Whilst it may be implicit in DMRB documents, please check and demonstrate that air quality projections will cover an appropriate future period.

4. Noise

I note the reliance on the 2003 survey but would question this, given the possibility that traffic and related noise may have changed in the intervening years. Account should be taken of the opening of the Hindhead Tunnel in July 2011. I assume that noise impacts will be projected into future years, using traffic projections in the intended Transport Assessment (I have seen a 15 year projection used in other EIAs).
I also suggest that consideration be given to the question of any noise reflection, for instance, if tall buildings or other tall structures are intended. 

5. Cultural Heritage

I note that the site lies approximately 1km to the west of the Sir George Staunton Conservation Area. This is a rural conservation area, which largely encompasses the formal landscape around Staunton Country Park. I suggest that assessment should include consideration of any impacts to the setting of this Conservation Area, for instance, the degree of indivisibility, if any and potential impact of lighting or any tall buildings.  
I note that you are in discussion with the Archaeologists at Hants County Council. I suggest that you ensure that they are satisfied with the level of archaeological investigation undertaken at the masterplan stage, as some elements of the development, particularly the access road and associated earthworks, would be fixed or broadly located at this stage. 

In light of the guidance in PPS5 regarding heritage assets,  I suggest that within any pre-application consultation views should be sought, which may include the wider public, as to the value of assets listed in 6.30 and whether there are other assets as yet unidentified.
6. Landscape and Visual Impact, including Designated Areas
The Council’s Landscape Officer is satisfied with the proposed Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment.  

Natural England (NE) has recommended that consideration should be given to the following:

· The potential impact of the scheme of the landscape character and visual amenity of the surrounding area;

· The detailed design of the proposed improvements should seek to respect and enhance local character and distinctiveness, and use appropriate materials and designs in all new built features.

Designated areas: The site is within the setting of the South Downs National Park and this should be considered, as should the relationship to Chichester Harbour AONB. NE advises that the potential effect of development on the natural beauty, local character and distinctiveness of these designations should be fully assessed. Any development taking place within the setting of a nationally designated landscape is expected to be of the highest quality.

NE also wish to see further details regarding local landscape character areas mapped at the scale appropriate to the development site and any relevant management plans or strategies pertaining to the area.  The ES should include assessments of visual effects on the surrounding area and landscape together with any physical effects on the development, such as changes in topography, using landscape methodologies. 
Arboriculture: There are a number of important trees within the site and several trees adjacent to the site are subject to a Tree Preservation Order.  There is limited information regarding landscape quality assessment for trees/woodlands. 
Natural England has also confirmed that the site is within/adjacent to the following sites, some of which are woodland:
· Cherry Tree Row
· Neville’s Park
· Bushy Lease
· Beech Wood East
· Dunsbury Hill Wood
· Meadow by Bells Copse
· Dunsbury Hill

The following information would be required:
i. Dedicated section on tree impacts.
ii. Full arboricultural impact assessment (including full Tree Survey) and method statement undertaken with minimisation of tree loss.
iii. Replacement planting scheme – with specified tree species
iv. Arboricultural consultation with Havant Borough Council.
I understand that you already intend to undertake this work.

7. Ground Conditions and Contaminated land

The Council is not aware of any other sources of potential existing ground contamination, other than those mentioned in your report. However, given the presence of made ground I would recommend that you agree the type of further investigation with the Council’s Environmental Health officer, in advance. 
I note that at your section 6.65 mention is made of the nitrate vulnerable zone under the heading ‘hydrogeology and hydrogeology’. I would suggest that this should be included in or cross referred to in the water resources chapter of the ES. Consideration should be given to risks of raised nitrate levels both in the construction phase and operational phase, for example by the use of fertilizers in landscaped areas, which might be most heavily applied when new planting is being established, or from wastes during each phase. Please see ‘Water infrastructure’ below.
Gas: I note that you have referred to the presence of the gas pipeline. I have an interim comment from Southern Gas Works Networks (SGN) (letter supplied), which refers to the HSE publication HSG47. I suggest that you contact SGN direct for any further requirements relating to this, ensuring that any significant safety and risk issues are included in the ES. 
8. Water Resources and Flood Risk

Both the Environment Agency (EA) and Havant Borough Council’s (HBC) Drainage Engineer are broadly satisfied with the scope of the proposed assessment, but make the following comments on surface water quality and water infrastructure.

Surface Water Quality: The EA has confirmed that it is supportive of the enhancement and creation of new multifunctional wetland habitats. It has also stressed the requirement that development should not cause any deterioration in the current status of the Hermitage Stream and if there are opportunities to improve the status, as part of the development, that these are undertaken. 
HBC’s Drainage Engineer notes that there is no mention that the whole of the Hermitage Stream is Main River, as is the Park Lane Stream below the site of the ‘Giant Steps’. Between the ‘Steps’ and Calshot Road the owner responsible for the stream is Havant Borough Council, the next section belongs to Portsmouth City Council, including the area within the proposed site boundary. The suggested de-canalising the section of the Hermitage Stream is supported by the Council’s engineers but as this was done to limit flow rates through Leigh Park the EA should be involved in this part of the proposal, with consideration of this included in the ES, to avoid otherwise unforeseen issues. The stream corridor of the Park Lane Stream within PCC ownership should also be considered for enhancement.

The engineer adds that the reference to the Steps themselves (para 6.89, page 38) needs to reflect the fact that the EA has now replaced the old structure with a new arrangement albeit with equivalent flood storage capacity. Any discharge to the Park Lane Stream will need to reflect the need to minimise additional flow into this structure.
In addition to these comments, I note in your section 6.113 the assumption that risks of pollution to run-off are regarded as low, due to the nature of the development in the operational phase. As the range of uses would include B1 and B2 uses, I suggest that it is important to explain whether it is the actually the nature of these uses which limits the risk, or whether it is proposed mitigation or other control regimes which lead to this conclusion. 

In the construction phase- I suggest that measures to reduce risks of a pollution event or its mitigation are explained, for instance a summary version of the proposed CEMP could be appended.
Water Infrastructure: The waste water catchment is Budds Farm. The EA has advised that discharge from Budds Farm Waste Water Treatment Works (WWTW) will be limited, in terms of nitrogen removal, to below the Industry's current Best Available Technology level (defined in this context as the best available effluent quality using conventional treatment technology) to protect the integrity of Habitat Directive sites in the Solent and the Harbours. Although it has been estimated that the works can accept proposed in the catchment, the ES needs to identify sustainability measures to clearly state the level of water efficiency to be achieved in order to limit the impact of this development on Budds Farm WWTW. 
Other matters: I would strongly recommend that you include the potential cumulative impact of the allocated development site for a reservoir at Havant Thicket, approximately 600m to the east/north east of the site, and any associated pipelines. This may also be a matter for consideration in the hydrogeology section of the ES. 

I also suggest that it is clearly demonstrated in the ES that surface water drainage system (SWDS) would have adequate capacity to accommodate a stated maximum level of development and built coverage, with allowance for climate change assumptions, as would be advised by DEFRA or the Environment Agency. Maintenance arrangements for any SWDS/SUDS should also be described. 
I note that it is assumed in your report that no water abstraction licences exist within 1km of the site but I suggest that you check whether any licences are likely and whether any unauthorised abstractions are known to exist.

In the construction phase - I suggest that consideration be included of any off-site impacts from the laying of pipeplines.

9. Ecology and Nature Conservation Designations
Natural England (NE) has confirmed that the site is within/adjacent to the following wildlife sites:

· Cherry Tree Row

· Neville’s Park

· Bushy Lease

· Beech Wood East

· Dunsbury Hill Wood

· Meadow by Bells Copse

· Dunsbury Hill

The ES should therefore include an assessment of the likely impacts on the wildlife interests of these sites, including proposals for mitigation of any impacts and if appropriate, compensation measures. 

 SSSI and sites of European or International Importance: The development site is within 3.5km of the following designated nature conservation sites:

· Chichester & Langstone Harbours Special Protection Area/SSSI

· Solent Maritime Special Area of Conservation

European sites fall within the scope of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010.  Government Policy, stated in PPS9 and Ramsar Sites in England: A Policy Statement (DETR 2000), stipulates that Ramsar Sites be treated as if they are fully designated European sites for the purpose of considering development proposals that may affect them.  

NE advises that the ES should include a full assessment of the direct and indirect effects of the development on the features of special interest within this site and should identify such mitigation measures as may be required in order to avoid, minimize or reduce any adverse significant effects.  

NE also recommends that there should be a separate section of the Environmental Statement to address impacts upon European and Ramsar sites entitled ‘Information for Habitats Regulations Assessment’.   This should include, but not be limited to, the following:

· Impact of air pollution from increased traffic on European designated sites along primary traffic corridors (including Butser Hill SAC, Chichester & Langstone Harbours SPA/Ramsar, Portsmouth Harbour SPA/Ramsar, Solent Maritime SAC, Solent & Isle of Wight Lagoons SAC)
·  Potential changes in ground or surface water hydrological regime which could impact on the downstream European designated sites during construction and implementation phases of development.

I understand that you are examining whether there are likely to be significant effects and intend to submit a screening report on this. 

Species protected by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981: NE has strongly recommended that surveys for protected species should be carried our within the area affected by the development.  If any protected species are found the ES should include details of:
· The species concerned;
· The population level at the site affected by the proposal;
· The direct and indirect effects of the development upon that species;
· Full details of any mitigation or compensation that might be required;
· Whether the impact is acceptable and/or licensable.

I note that the Hampshire County Council (HCC) Ecologist, has confirmed that no additional ecological surveys need to be added to the list (6.131 of the scoping report). For each survey, the ES should include clear explanations of the survey methods, results and limitations.  The potential effects of the proposed development on ecological receptors, both on and off-site, are adequately addressed in section 6.137 of the scoping report.  This is satisfactory at this stage, as a more detailed impact assessment is not possible until baseline surveying has been completed and used to inform the assessment.  

The HCC Ecologist also confirms that the scoping report suggests some likely mitigation measures. More detailed mitigation would be once baseline surveys and impact assessment have been completed. The ES should demonstrate a clear commitment to implementing mitigation measures and proposing detailed mitigations proposals.  This should include a description of the work to be carried out, with details of methodologies, locations and timescales. 
The ecologist also welcomes in addition to mitigation, ecological enhancement measures will be incorporated into the proposed development option.  As well as being informed by the ecological surveys, enhancement proposals can also be guided by targets in the Hampshire Biodiversity Action Plan. 
Section 6.142 of the scoping reports states that an Environmental Management Plan (EMP) is likely to be required to ensure that best practice is followed and that the integrity of features on the site are maintained.  It is recommended that the Environment Statement should include a chapter on the EMP that details all of the method statements, agree mitigation measures, agreed management prescriptions and longer-term monitoring and reports requirements.  The management plan must cover the construction period and the operational phase for a minimum of 25 years. Annual monitoring reports, with a substantial review every five years should also be provided.  
Other features of nature conservation interest: NE has advised that a habitat survey be carried out on the site, in order to identify any important habitats present.  In addition, ornithological, botanical and invertebrate surveys should be carried out at appropriate times in the years, to establish whether any scarce or priority species are present.  
The ES should include details of:

· Any historical data for the site affected by the proposal (e.g. from previous surveys)
· Additional surveys carried out as part of this proposal;
· The status of these habitats and species
· The direct and indirect effects of the development upon those habitats and species;
· Full details of any mitigation or compensation that might be required.

The development should avoid adversely impacting the most important wildlife areas within the site, and should if possible provide opportunities for overall wildlife gain.

The Environment Agency (EA) has recommended that further consideration be given as to when the restoration of the stream will take place. Section 6.125 of your report, suggests that the anticipated start date for the road is 2013.  From previous discussions this is likely to include the stream crossing which will have a direct bearing on the restoration. The EA has requested that early consideration/consultation is given to the stream restoration, and will provide guidance on this. The agency is also supportive of the proposed mitigation being linked to the site’s master plan and would put an emphasis on enhancing/creating suitable habitats which will be functional and sustainable in terms of post development.
10. Waste and Recycling
I suggest that this section includes reference to the National Waste Strategy for England 2007, and those opportunities for reducing and reusing waste/waste streams are related to the waste hierarchy in that document and targets. 
Consideration should also include:

· Littering and fly tipping – both phases
· A summary of the contents of the site waste management plan
· Anticipated arrangements for waste collection and removal – both phases
· Foul sewer infrastructure (this may contained in the water resources section and cross-referred here) 
11. Other Suggested Content
Cumulative Impacts: NE has advised that the ES should identify, describe and evaluate the effects that are likely to result from the project in combination with other projects and activities that are being, have been or will be carried out. The following types of projects should be included:

a. Existing completed projects

b. Approved but uncompleted projects

c. Ongoing activities

d. Plans or projects for which an application has been made which are under consideration by Havant Borough Council

e. Plans and projects which are reasonably foreseeable, (i.e. projects which are reasonably foreseeable)

I appreciate the difficulty which can arise in foreseeing future developments. To assist in this, I enclose here a list of major developments (50 or more dwellings or 1000sqm or more floorspace). I also refer you to the potential Havant Thicket Reservoir project (mentioned earlier in this opinion), which is identified in the Core Strategy (Policy CS18) as a strategic site and is approximately 600m from the site. I suggest that these are sufficiently advanced in terms of firm policy commitment or project approval, as to be included.
Inter-related impacts: Clearly there is scope for interrelated impacts, for instance, drainage with ecology; transport with air quality and noise, crime management with visual/landscape impact. Whilst inter-dependent impacts can be described and cross referenced within the text, I suggest that the planning and EIA process will be assisted by listing the main interrelationships in a single summary, perhaps a table. This would be of particular help in revealing the potential impacts of project changes, which may emerge during the planning process.
Highway Implications: 
I understand that you propose to undertake a separate transport Assessment (TA). However, in my opinion, traffic and transport is in itself a potential impact, as well as a source of air quality and noise impacts. I accept that the latter are covered in separate chapters but for instance, journey times and modes may be considered a potential impact of development. The Highway Agency has commented that EIA would be required if the increase in traffic resulting from the development would result in breaching statutory limits on the Strategic Road Network (SRN).

If your concern is that the full inclusion of this would duplicate the TA or make the ES unnecessarily long and unwieldy, then I suggest a summarised version of the key methods, data, findings, impacts and mitigation be included as a short chapter of the ES,. The use of an identical release date for this chapter as for the main TA will ensure that any revisions to the TA can be reflected in an update to this chapter if they contain any further significant information.
The Hampshire County Council’s Highway Development Planning Officer has noted form your report that initial transportation work has been completed and that other work is underway. The officer’s recommendation is that his agreement should be sought regarding the scope for the TA. Account should be taken of the opening of the Hindhead Tunnel in July 2011. I note that Havant Borough Council’s Development Engineer (Highways) has previously stressed the importance of including the Purbrook Way / Hulbert Road roundabout junction and associated road network. 
Energy and use of resources: I note that sustainable construction is mentioned at 3.10 of the description of development. The project is a significant opportunity to achieve efficient use of energy and resources, including renewable sources and carbon reduction. This is promoted by the Supplement to Planning Policy Statement 1: Planning and Climate Change, PPS22 and policies CS14 and CS18 of the Havant Borough Council Core Strategy. The Core Strategy policies refer to the sub-regional target for the delivery of 100MW of renewable energy by 2020, which coincides with the first and larger phase of the proposed development. Policy CS18 SITE 2 requires the all the commercial buildings constructed at Dunsbury Hill Farm after 2012 to meet the BREEAM standard ‘excellent’. The likely energy and resource uses and proposals for conservation and re-use should be included in the ES. 

Utilities & Services: Please consider whether other utilities and services should be included, for instance telephone/internet connections, other supplies, pipelines or health education and social infrastructure. Impacts of any upgrades and capacity-building both on and off-site would be of relevance if these lead to significant impacts. It would be important to demonstrate that high quality business needs will be suitably supported (for example good internet connections). This section may form part of the socio-economic chapter with cross-references to other chapters, but it may justify a separate chapter.
Summary of mitigation: It is important that mitigation measures and estimates of their effectiveness are clearly identified. Whilst these should be stated in each topic chapter, a single summary table, bringing together mitigation for all topics, would be of great assistance in presenting the information for ease of reference. 
It is also highly desirable that this summary makes a clear distinction between mitigation which could be secured by terms of a planning permission (conditions, s.106 agreement, CEMP or similar), and which would be secured by other regulatory regimes such as Building Regulations, Highway and Environmental Protection legislation (stating the particular Regulations in each case). This will assist in building clarity and confidence in the delivery of mitigation and a clear focus for the scope of planning conditions / obligations.

Suggested planning conditions: Following on from the summary of mitigation, you may wish to consider including suggested planning conditions, particularly if these differ from standard conditions in national planning guidance and policies, and if technical terminology were to be used. 
Monitoring: It is highly desirable that arrangements for monitoring are described. This will also assist in building confidence in proposed mitigation measures. Monitoring arrangements can be included in the summary table of mitigation.

Non-Technical Summary 

In accordance with the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) England & Wales Regulations 1999, there must be a non technical summary supporting the Environmental Statement setting out the issues considered and summarising the conclusions reached for each chapter.
I trust that the contents of this opinion are clear, but please do not hesitate to contact my officers if you require any clarification. For your assistance, I attach contact details for each consultee; please note that whilst I have endeavoured to include as many as possible others may be included at the formal planning application stage I also attach a list of consultees responses received, copies of which have been supplied.
Yours sincerely

Steve Weaver

Interim Development Services Manager
Encs:

List of major developments

List of consultations responses received

List of consultations made

List of Major Developments.

	Planning Applications & Approvals
	Status

	Land south of Scratchface Lane, adjacent to A3M and West of Brooklands Road & Hillmead Gardens, Havant (APP/10/00497)

Outline application for the erection of 92No. open market and affordable dwellings comprising 4No. 1 bed flats; 4No. 2 bed flats; 31No. 2 bed houses; 44No. 3 bed houses; 9No. 4 bed houses; new pumping station; new vehicular access from Brooklands Road including demolition of 2No. dwellings; and new pedestrian and cycle accesses onto Scratchface Lane and Portsdown Hill Road. 


	Current Application

	Former Procter and Gamble site, Dunsbury Way, Havant (05/51184/052)

Application for approval of reserved matter with regard to the erection of 275 dwellings with associated car parking, open space and landscaping with new vehicular access to Dunsbury Way.


	Approved

24/04/2006



	Hampshire Farm, Westbourne Road, Emsworth (10/74014/000)

Outline application for demolition of existing dwelling and erection of 280No. residential dwellings, doctor’s surgery and pharmacy with associated parking and landscaping, improvements to roundabout, and realignment of southern section of Redlands Lane to provide access and provision of public open space with parking, landscaping and construction of balancing pond with some matters reserved.


	Resolution to Approve 22/11/2010 

Subject to s.106  (nearing completion April 2011)



	Little Oaks Hollybank Lane and, 8A Oaktree Drive, Emsworth (09/72129/002)

Demolition of 2No. dwellings and erection of 48No. dwellings with associated garages and parking with access from Oak Tree Drive.


	Approved

28/02/2011



	Ramsdale Playing Fields, Woolston Road, Havant (08/61332/004)

Reserved Matters Application for residential development comprising 135No. dwelling houses & associated public open space, with new roundabout & vehicular access onto Woolston Road, emergency vehicular access onto Ramsdale Avenue & pedestrian/cycle access to Whaddon Court.


	Approved

15/07/2008

	Land at, Old Park Farm (Part of West of Waterlooville Major Development Area), South of Hambledon Road, Waterlooville (05/40000/007)

Outline application for development of land for residential (450 units), live/work (24 units), employment (7.1ha including B1, B2 and B8 and a Household Waste Recycling Centre), mixed use including retail, food & drink, financial/professional & health, open space/recreational purposes & the construction of two accesses from Hambledon Road.


	Approved

04/01/2008

	Interbridges Site, New Brighton Road, Emsworth (APP/10/00912 – extension time)
Extension of time limit for the implementation of Planning Permission 07/54901/007 for development comprising 12No. Industrial units (1822.6sqm within B1 (b&c) and 3No. Office units (395sqm).  Open storage and provision of commuter car park with new access to New Brighton Road.


	Resolution to Approve 10/02/2010 Subject to s.106  



	Land south of Eastbound Petrol Service Station, Emsworth Bypass 
Extension of time limit for Planning Permission 07/57199/008 for the construction of a petrol filling station; shop and cafe; 78 bed hotel and restaurant with access and egress from the A27; and creation of a 3m wide cycle/footway to Washington Road.


	Resolution to Approve 24/03/2010 Subject to s.106  



	Tesco Stores Ltd, Solent Road, Havant (06/58840/014)

Redevelopment of retail supermarket site with new superstore together with change of use of employment land at the western end of the application site to accommodate car wash, recycling centre, associated car parking, highways and landscaping. 


	Approved 06/10/2008

	Salvador Caetano Coach Builders, Hambledon Road, Waterlooville (APP/10/00793)

Demolition of existing buildings and erection of food store, undercroft car park, 6No. pump PFS, pedestrian access ramp and associated landscaping.

	Current Application

	Grainger Development Site Land West of, London Road, Waterlooville (APP/10/00828)

Outline application for the development of approx 2,550 no. dwellings including the construction of a new access from Ladybridge Roundabout, milk lane and completion of Maurepas Way access, a local centre (comprising retail, community building, land for health care, land for elderly care) public house, land for 2 primary schools, land for a nursery, land for employment uses, associated amenity space along with substantial green infrastructure, SuDS, land for allotments, main pumping station, land for cemetery, restoration of River Wallington, together with landscape structure planting (Matters for Approval Access only) Full planning application for the development of Phase 1 comprising 194 no. dwellings, internal roads, garages, driveways, pathways, boundary treatment, substation, pedestrian/cycle ways, including to Maurepas Way, associated parking spaces, flood attenuation ponds, temporary play provision, associated amenity space and hard and soft landscape works. Full planning for engineering operations associated with infrastructure requirements and service provision for the detailed Phase 1 application, the temporary closure of Havant Footpath No 11 and Southwick and Widley Footpath No 30, with suitable alternative route provided.


	Resolution to Approve 21/03/2011

Subject to s.106  



	Old Park Farm, London Road, Waterlooville (A)

(05/00500/OUT) WCC and (05/40000/000 – Havant Borough Council and (05/00500/OUT – Winchester City Council) 

Development of land for residential (450 units); live/work (24 units); employment (7.1 ha including B1, B2 and B8 and a Household Waste Recycling Centre), mixed use including retail, food and drink, financial/professional and health; open space/recreational purposes and the construction of two accesses from Hambledon Road (OUTLINE), permitted 04/01/2008.
_______________________________________________________

Subsequent RESERVED MATTERS Approvals, including: 

08/40000/003 (08/00350REM at WCC) phase 1 (110 dwellings)

. 
APP/10/00610 (10/02353/REM at WCC) phase 2 (128 dwellings 326sqm A1-A3, and clearance other conditions)


	Approved 04/01/2008
Approved 09/04/2009

Approved 24/12/2010.



	Havant Borough Council Core Strategy 2011. 

	Please see Policy CS18 - Strategic Sites 1-5, especially: 

Strategic Site 2 - Havant Thicket Reservoir.
Strategic Site 5 - Woodcroft Farm. 
NB The proposed ‘Development Delivery (Allocations) Plan DPD’ will identify sites for housing to contribute towards the total 6,300 dwellings up to 2026. Work on this DPD will continue during 2011.



List of Consultee responses.
	Consultee
	Date

	Environment Agency
	22/03/11

	Hampshire Constabulary
	21/03/11

	HBC  Landscape officer
	14/03/11

	HBC Arboriculturist
	23/03/11

	HBC Drainage Engineer
	11/03/11

	HBC Economic Development Officer
	14/03/11

	HBC Environmental Health  
	23/03/11

	HBC Policy Team
	21/03/11

	HCC Ecologist
	16/03/11

	HCC Highways Development Planning
	29/03/11

	Health & Safety Executive
	09/03/11

	Highways Agency
	25/03/11

	Natural England
	15/03/11

	Southern Gas Networks
	10/03/11
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