
Regulatory Board 
21 July 2021 

 

1 

A MEETING OF THE REGULATORY BOARD 
WAS HELD ON 21 JULY 2021 

 
 
 
Councillors Mrs Hook, Casey, Mrs Batty, Earle, Hammond, Murphy and Westerby 
 
 
62. APOLOGIES FOR NON-ATTENDANCE  
 
The Chairman noted that due to Covid considerations there were only 7 Members in 
attendance. 
 
63. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  
 
Councillor Casey declared a personal interest in item 3 of the Development Managers 
report as he believed his house was shown in the deputation. 
 
64. MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 9 JUNE 2021  
 
RESOLVED: That the minutes of the meeting held on 9 June 2021 be signed as a true and 
correct record. 
 
65. DEPUTATIONS - STANDING ORDER 3.4  
 
Deputations were received on agenda item 7 
 
21/00204/VOC – Fleetlands Motoring Centre 
21/00294/FULL – 20 Atkinson Close 
 
66. PUBLIC QUESTIONS - STANDING ORDER 3.5  
 
There were none 
 
67. FAREHAM LOCAL PLAN 2037: REVISED PUBLICATION PLAN (REGULATION 

19)  
 
Consideration was given to a report by the Manager of Planning Policy asking the Board to 
consider and approve a response to the Fareham Local  Plan 2037: Revised Publication 
Plan (Regulation 19) (FLP2037) consultation which has been produced by Fareham 
Borough Council.(FBC) 
 
The Manager of Planning Policy provided the following update on his report. 
 
This is the fifth consultation on the Fareham Local Plan and the second formal (Regulation 
19) consultation. 
 
The report re-iterates those areas we previously supported including the employment 
policies and that the site east of Newgate Lane East is no longer a housing allocation. 
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The report also re-iterates our objections to the wording of a number of housing policies 
and includes a new objection relating to the proposed housing allocation East of Crofton 
Cemetery, Stubbington and South of Longfield Avenue, Fareham.  This objections relate to 
the need for a combined transport assessment to ensure that there will be no significant 
impact on the local road network. 
 
 
Members wished to congratulate the manager of Planning Policy for an excellent report. 
 
It was agreed to take the recommendation as one vote. 
 
RESOLVED: 
That the Board agreed that this Council makes the following representations (as expanded 
upon within sections 3-8 of this Report) to Fareham Borough Council (FBC): 
 

 That this Council supports that land east of Newgate Lane East is designated within 
the  Strategic Gap as shown on the latest Policies Map; 

 That this Council supports that the land east of Newgate Lane East (formerly known 
as HA2) is no longer identified as a housing allocation in the FLP2037; 

 That this Council submits a holding objection relating to the East of Crofton 
Cemetery and South of Longfield Avenue allocations until such time that a transport 
assessment which includes the cumulative impact of development in the FLP2037 
and the emerging Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038 (GBLP2038) concludes that 
there is no detrimental impact on the effectiveness of the road infrastructure serving 
the Gosport Peninsula including the Stubbington Bypass and Newgate Lane East.  
This work would form part of the Statement of Common Ground between the two 
local planning authorities; 

 That this Council, whilst supporting the overall intention of Policy DS1: Development 
in the Countryside, considers that amendments are required for reasons set out in 
the Report (paragraphs 5.7-5.26). 

 That this Council objects to the detailed wording  of the following policies  or parts of 
policies as detailed in paragraphs 5.7-5.26  of this report: 

- Policy HP4  

- Policy HP6 

 That this Council supports the employment allocations at Daedalus (Policies E1, E2 
and E3). 

 That this Council supports the following policies: 

- Policy E5 which protects employment sites including a number on the Gosport 
Peninsula; 

- Policy E6 on boatyards which aims to protect important marine sites for 
employment purposes;  

- Policy E7 which aims to safeguard the Solent Airport at Daedalus; 
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- Policy TIN2 which aims to ensure development does not have an unacceptable 
impact on highway safety and the residual cumulative impact on the road network 
is not severe; 

- Policy TIN3 which safeguards land to support the delivery of the South East 
Hampshire Rapid Transit scheme. 

 That Policy NE9 includes specific reference to the potential for green infrastructure 
improvements in the Fareham, Gosport, Lee-on-the-Solent and Stubbington 
Strategic Gap.  

 
68. REPORT OF THE DEVELOPMENT MANAGER  
 
The Development Manager submitted a report on applications received for planning 
approval setting out the recommendations. 
RESOLVED: That a decision be taken on each application for planning permission as 
detailed below. 
21/00294/FULL 
RETENTION OF AND FURTHER WORKS FOR THE ERECTION OF REAR DORMER WINDOW (CONSERVATION 
AREA) (as amplified by letter dated 29.06.21 and plans received 01.07.21) 
20 Atkinson Close Gosport Hampshire PO12 2BZ 
 
Consideration was given to a report of the Development Manager detailing planning application 
21/00294/FULL 
 
Officers provided an update to this application advising Members that an amended plan had been received 
to correctly show the as-built situation. This amends two key dimensions referred to in paragraph 3 of the 
site and proposals section of the report. These are: the width of the dormer window  reduced from 7.1m to 
6.3m and, as a result the separation to the side elevations is increased to approximately 1.8m. The 
recommendation remains unchanged. 
 
Mr. Quinn was invited to address the Board. Mr Quinn provided a pictorial handout as part of his deputation. 
 
 
 Firstly, I am sorry that I am here speaking to you today because it was never my intention to breach 
planning rules. That is why I hired a professional architect who told me that the work did not require a 
planning application as it fell within permitted development rights. The first time I found out that we needed 
planning permission was when Mr Flynn, the planning enforcement officer knocked on my door. This is also 
the first time that I even became aware of the Conservation Area. By this time, most of the building work 
had been completed and the outer shape of the dormer was already in place. The moment I found out, I 
halted all the work and had a planning application submitted.  
 
During the build our house suffered considerable internal damage while the roof was open due to the heavy 
winds and rain in late May. All of our upstairs ceilings have severe water damage, a bedroom and bathroom 
ceiling collapsed, floors and carpets have been damaged, all the insulation was water logged and has been 
removed and our electrics are still not fully working, and there was even water damage to the ceilings 
downstairs.  
 
We are disappointed that the recommendation is to refuse the planning application. Whilst our dormer will 
look a little different from the others, such variations are common in similar developments; and identical 
style dormers to ours can be found all over the Conservation Area. I went out of my way to insist our 
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building firm used materials that are sympathetic to the rest of the modern housing estate. This is not 
heritage architecture, but a 1990s housing estate.  
 
I serve in the Armed Forces, my wife is a teacher at a Gosport school and my children attend a Gosport 
school. My current posting which is permanently based away from here, holds me at very high readiness to 
deploy anywhere in the world for crisis response. All the time. I have had to drive a 5-hour round trip to talk 
to you this evening.  
 
The internal space that this dormer was meant to provide was to allow my parents-in-law or my parents to 
stay with my family when I’m away, to help us manage the demands that my Service role places on our 
family. The space that would be created in the roof without the dormer as suggested in the report is too 
small inside and we wouldn’t have undertaken the work if that was the only option and I had known about 
this in advance.  
 
If you refuse the planning permission today, the personal consequences for my family are huge. Making 
changes to the building work will ruin us financially. But it’s not just the money, dealing with this while I have 
been away from home has been truly awful for my family. I don’t want that to continue.  
This is just another flat roof dormer in the Conservation Area.  
Please grant planning permission. 
 
Following a Members question, Mr. Quinn advised that the current state of the works was; the steels were in 
place, the timber frame of the dormer had been completed with a rubber roof, no flashing, insulation or 
tiles. 
 
Mr. Quinn advised that he did not believe the builders were at fault as the plans mentioned the phrase 
Permitted Development, but he felt that the architect had failed to carry our due diligence, but was unsure if 
there was any comeback. 
 
Officers advised that a dormer window of this size, outside of a Conservation Area, could be constructed 
without planning permission in some circumstances. But if the property had not been located within a 
Conservation Area and the works did require planning permission it was unlikely that a favourable 
recommendation would have been forthcoming for a dormer window of this size on grounds of design. 
 
Members were advised that permitted development was based on cubic volume limits dependent on 
whether the property was terraced or detached etc, but these rights did not apply to properties in a 
Conservation Area. 
 
Officers explained that the current construction could not be easily converted to something acceptable as it 
would have to be of a significantly reduced scale, but agreed to continue to work with the applicant to see if 
an acceptable solution could be found. 
 
RESOLVED: That the application was refused. 
 
21/00204/VOC 
VARIATION OF CONDITION 4 OF PLANNING PERMISSION K15962 (01/00188/FULL) TO ALLOW ADDITIONAL 
VEHICLE SALES AND DISPLAY AREA. 
Fleetlands Motoring Centre Fareham Road Gosport Hampshire PO13 0AT 
 
Consideration was a given to a report of the Development Manager detailing planning application 
21/00204/VOC 
 
There was no update 
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The deputee did not attend 
 
RESOLVED: That the application was approved subject to the conditions in the report of the Development 
Manager. 
 
21/00290/FULL 
INSTALLATION OF INFRASTRUCTURE TO OPERATE GIGABIT FIBRE NETWORK,INCLUDING ERECTRION OF 
FRESSTANDING CABIN, 3M HIGH FENCING AND GATES AND CREATION OF NEW VEHICULAR ACCESS 
(DEPARTURE FROM THE LOCAL PLAN) (as amplified by information received 01.06.21,30.06.21 and 
02.07.21 and amended by plans received 30.06.21 and 01.07.21) 
Land at HMS Sultan Grange Road Gosport PO12 3BY 
 
Consideration was given to a report of the Development manager detailing planning application 
21/00290/FULL 
 
There was no update. 
 
A member commented that the area in question was very small and they had never seen it used. 
 
RESOLVED: That the application was approved subject to the conditions in the report of the Development 
Manager 
 
21/00093/FULL 
ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY COMMUNITY BUILDING (as supplemented by plans and information 
submitted 11 March 2021, 30 March 2021 and 23 June 2021) 
Brune Park Community School Military Road Gosport Hampshire PO12 3BU 
 
Consideration was given to a report of the Development Manager detailing planning application 
21/00093/FULL 
 
There were no updates. 
 
RESOLVED: That the application was approved subject to the conditions in the report of the Development 
Manager 
 
21/00269/VOC 
VARIATION OF CONDITION 2 (APPROVED PLANS) FOR THE INSTALLATION OF ADDITIONAL WINDOWS OF 
PLANNING PERMISSION 21/00092/FULL- DEMOLITION OF FIVE CLASSROOMS IN SOUTH-WEST CORNER OF 
THE SITE AND ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REPLACEMENT BUILDING WITH ASSOCIATED LANDSCAPING 
TO PROVIDE TEACHING SPACE AND MARINE AND MARITIME CAREERS CENTRE (as amended by plans 
received 30.03.2021 
Bay House School Gomer Lane Gosport Hampshire PO12 2QP 
 
Consideration was given to a report of the Development Manager detailing planning application 
21/00269/VOC 
 
Officers provided the following update. 
 
The Board were advised that the applicant had submitted details of soft and hard landscaping associated 
with the proposal and that the submitted soft and hard landscaping details are considered acceptable. The 
implementation of the submitted landscaping could be secured by the updating the wording of Conditions 2 
and 4 to refer to the submitted details. 
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Recommendation: Officer recommendation to Grant Planning Permission unchanged, subject to the 
following changes to conditions: 
 
Condition 2: amend to include reference to Drawing No. 2027-MEB-XX-DR-A-3-110 REV P2- Proposed Hard 
and Soft Landscaping Plan 
 
Condition 4: delete reference to submission of details to require implementation of approved details.  
 
RESOLVED: That the application was approved subject to the conditions in the report of the Development 
Manager. 
 
 
 

 
69. ANY OTHER ITEMS  
 
There was none 
 
 

CHAIRMAN 
 

 
Concluded at 6.27 pm 

 
 


	Minutes

