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APPLICATION NGy 85756717112

i { have been appointed by the Secretary of State for the Envirpnment 10 deteratias your
appeal agetnst the decision of the Havant Borough Council 1o refuse se application for relief
from conditon 7 of planning permission HWV2788 to epable alf year round ceoupation of
the chaler. [ ape rreating this as an application for planning permission usder Sectios 75 of
the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, for the development of land without compiving
with a condition subject to which a previous planning permission wes gunied. Planning
permission No HWU/278% was dated 8 Pebruary 1954 and was for the erection of 30 holuldy
chatets & "Paiclight, Salterns Lane, Hayling Island. | have oomsidersd the wm
sepresentations made by vou and by the Council. 1 inspected the site on 12 Decembs :
my visit was {0 have been an accempanied one, bl g8 you Wwoit gsilher pressTs aor
represented I carvied out my inspection on an unuccompanied basls,
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2. Disputed condition No T states that these chalets shall osly be occcupled betwaes the
period of Ist March and 3lst October of cach year,

%, Having considered the representations before me, and having sesn your chalel and Hs
surtpundings, the main issues before me in considering your appeal seem 40 ms © be (1)
whether your chalet, and others in the Fairlight group, ae spsuiiable for pormanent
residential ououpation; {2) whether the access leading 1o Fairiight Thalets 1§ unacosptably
inadequate 1o serve such 4 use; and (3) whether permanent residential ocoupation of the chalel

would be mmacceptably in breach of the Loca! Planning Authority's teurism policy.
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4. ha chales are very small, even when, ltke yours, they have been axiended; they are
slose together, with Yirle private amenity space. The pleasing open spade 19 3¢ ‘@ of
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the development would he largely taken wp by parking spaces i the Cownsil's pacang
3 Sih gdea §opesmsd
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standards for permasent dwelling houses were complied with. * agres W




that, although adequate for shore-teas
lance with modern standards 10 be Hvex

3 B far as he access 18 concernsd, it 15 of oniy sin
aiong Saitorns Lang i very poor, While it bas heen osed
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Gecupanis of Chalets, and while no doubt the bea . !
months i by ceoupants of the chaleis 1o geouine holiday use, i acrepd tha
Authiority’s I}oi-r that the paité,m of usage by permaneni Hocu ?Mﬂié‘ i dikaly w0 B
from that of 1 oliday makers; it is more Hkely o conilic with pesk traffic “wwa
Salterns Lans, Tn aceess i3 clearly sub- :atdﬂdd}"d in she light of modarn gwldancs 43
i required wn the wwerests of iraffic safety, and it wo suld in my view be wrong 10 pen
e 112133‘;3‘;‘ uye of 15 whichh cogld he ﬁ,{i‘i,LZ$G to flow frony permansy G;';Z'i.iﬂg%i‘\m’ ot _';Bv"(}%,kiif‘

chalet or of other chalets in the group.

& oo Havan? Borough Local Plan was adupted in Jang | S04 and thux forms part of e

@gg_{ for the BU& (}U.“fh Section 344 of the Town and Counly pa:;ll’si’"‘.ix»b Ao 1980
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$ me iy detsrming your dppml in accordance with the dovs
ong nuddicae otherwise.,  While the wording of Local ¥
Holiday Accommodaton - applies Sz;-ecir"ica oo the jo8s of existing hotel or gusst howuss
accommatalion, ratber than 1o the loss of s“’éf-»’:ai,ufmw i*so?i day chelels, the eaplanstory
AT srandum {paragraph 8.7 makes it clear that the Counct \ai:;o Ras i in pund 10 prevent
the logs of the latter b/ps of holiday aawmmmmmﬁ & he change of ose :
i fromm holiday accommaodation (o permanent o i.;i&:sz-iia"é Lse 10 be condrary 10 tha olsar
zims of e polizy, This constitutes 3 ﬁz.r?r.hﬁ;c reason for aot dllowing s appeal,
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{s 15 apparen froam i}‘a oicmmzzg hastory of F.«,m lsgm x,-ﬂﬁisf_.s., ﬂmva?:‘;ei & EH Qﬁi; Chaes

»:}f 36 are legaily in permanent residential use. Mo 3la was erected usder a pmﬂmm&

OIS
1 wam

sermission gracted nearly 30 years ago; 5o ocoupancy condition was imposed, for o
ager knowa 0 the Local Planning Authority. No 3113 sceupied permanentd;
: igsion, ot under the beneflt of g Lawhul i Ceviifiat
"“(,;.h@ﬂw i@ pesmanent basis by the siie manager. Al oter sufzject 10 the same
BCBpAnCY sondition that a;’ni 25 10 "\10 1. 1315 clgar from ihe (RPeSSENiEUONg DETOTS 00 j‘mi
it s the Couneil’s ool se of affairs shouid .-._.a-mffwuw, and [ acoept that tﬁi i podi
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1 the considerations that have lad m
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e above reasons, amd in exsrcise of the powers mw
¢ appeal.
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