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Appeal Statement

On behalf of

Winchester City Council

(“the Council”)

Land at Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester, Hampshire, SO21

3BW

EN1 (a, b, d, e, f, g).

APP/L1765/C/22/3296767; 3296771; 3296773; 3296776; 3296778; 3296781; 3296783

Appeal by: Mr Freddie Loveridge, Mr Anthony O’Donnell, Mr Patrick Flynn, Mr Hughie Stokes,

Mr Danny Carter, Mr Patrick Stokes, Mr Oliver Crumlish.

EN2 (a, b, c, d, e, f, g).

APP/L1765/C/22/3296768; 3296772; 3296774; 3296777; 3296779; 3296782; 3296784

Appeal by: Mr Freddie Loveridge, Mr Anthony O’Donnell, Mr Patrick Flynn, Mr Hughie Stokes,

Mr Danny Carter, Mr Patrick Stokes, Mr Oliver Crumlish.

EN4 (a, c, f, g).

APP/L1765/C/22/3296503; 3296504

Appeal by: Mr Patrick Stokes, Mr Bernie Stokes.
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INTRODUCTION

1. This statement is produced on behalf of Winchester City Council (“the Council”) in

response to appeals under s174 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (“the

Act”) against 3 Enforcement Notices issued by the Council under s171A(1) of the Act

on 01 March 2022 at land at Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever,

Winchester, Hampshire, SO21 3BW (“the appeal site”).

2. The appeal site lies in countryside approximately 150 meters West of the A33 and is

outside of any settlement boundary. It is accessed by a shared track from the A33 and

covers approximately 5 acres.

3. The western boundary of the appeal site is Woodland known as the Black Wood Site

of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC). To the north are agricultural buildings

and a dwellinghouse, and to the east and south is agricultural land.

4. On 01 March 2022 4 enforcement notices were issued at the appeal site which are

referred to respectively as EN1, EN2, EN3, and EN4. Attached to each enforcement

notice is a plan, which corresponds with the relevant area of the appeal site in the case

of each notice.

5. Appeals have been made against EN1, EN2 and EN4 but not EN3.

6. EN1 (LPA 2) was issued against the material change of use of the Land to a residential

caravan site, including the stationing of approximately 100 caravans for residential use

(“the Unauthorised Use”).

7. EN1 relates to the whole of Carousel Park excluding parts of former plots 3 and 7.

8. EN1 requires:

a) Cease the use of the Land as a residential caravan site;

b) Remove all caravans, park homes, mobile homes, hardstanding, hard

surfacing, fencing, walls, gates, services, storage containers, sheds, porta-

loos, animal enclosures, vehicles, machinery, trailers, waste, construction

materials, buildings, structures, lighting, and any other items associated with

the Unauthorised Use from the Land;

c) Restore the Land to its condition before the breach of planning control took

place.
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9. The compliance period is 6 months.

10. EN2 (LPA 3) was issued against the breach of conditions 10, 11, and 15 of planning

permission 02/01022/FUL of 2 October 2003 being:

10. There shall be a maximum of three caravans or mobile homers occupied for

residential purposes on each pitch. Any additional touring caravans used by the

travelling showpeople may be stored within the defined storage areas but may not be

occupied for residential purposes at any time.

11.There shall be no more than 9 family pitches on the site and the pitches may not

be sub-divided at any time.

15. No more than 50 people shall occupy the site at any time.

11. EN2 relates to the whole of the appeal site.

12. EN2 requires:

a) Cease the use of the Land for siting more than three caravans or mobile homes

per pitch occupied for residential purposes (condition 10);

b) Cease the use of the Land for occupation by more than 50 people (condition

15);

c) Restore the layout of the Land to comprise no more than 9 family pitches as

shown on the attached plan 02-44-01 of December 2002 (condition 11).

13. The compliance period is 6 months.

14. EN3 (LPA 4) was not appealed and came into effect 12 April 2022.

15. EN3 was issued against the material change of use of the Land to a residential caravan

site, including the stationing of approximately 10 caravans for residential use (“the

Unauthorised Use”).

16. EN3 relates to an area in the south western corner of the appeal site.

17. It requires:
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1 Cease the use of the Land as a residential caravan site;

2 Remove all caravans, park homes, mobile homes, hardstanding, hard

surfacing, fencing, walls, gates, services, storage containers, sheds, porta-

loos, animal enclosures, vehicles, machinery, trailers, waste, construction

materials, buildings, structures, lighting, and any other items associated with

the Unauthorised Use from the Land;

3 Restore the Land to its condition before the breach of planning control took

place.

18. The compliance period is 6 months (by 12 October 2022).

19. EN4 (LPA 5) was issued against the material change of use of the Land to a residential

caravan site, including the stationing of approximately 10 caravans for residential use

(“the Unauthorised Use”).

20. EN4 relates to an area in the south of the appeal site.

21. It requires:

a) Cease the use of the Land as a residential caravan site;

b) Remove all caravans, park homes, mobile homes, hardstanding, hard

surfacing, fencing, walls, gates, services, storage containers, sheds, porta-

loos, animal enclosures, vehicles, machinery, trailers, waste, construction

materials, buildings, structures, lighting, and any other items associated with

the Unauthorised Use from the Land;

c) Restore the Land to its condition before the breach of planning control took

place.

22. The compliance period is 6 months.

23. The Appellants in relation to EN1 and EN2 are:

a) Freddie Loveridge (Occupier plot 1) ref: 3296767 / 3296768

b) Anthony O’Donnell (Occupier plot 2c) ref: 3296771 / 3296772

c) Patrick Flynn (Occupier plot 3) ref: 3296773 / 3296774

d) Hughie Stokes (Occupier plot 6) ref: 3296776 / 3296777

e) Danny Carter (Owner plot 8) ref: 3296778 / 3296779

f) Patrick Stokes (Occupier plot 9) ref: 3296781 / 3296782
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g) Oliver Crumlish (Occupier plot 9B) ref: 3296783 / 3296784

24. The Appellants in relation to EN4 are:

a) Patrick Stokes (Owner) ref: 3296503

b) Bernie Stokes (Owner) ref: 3296504

25. The appeal site is owned, occupied, and controlled by different people and that

ownership, occupation, and control fluctuates, and is not reflected by land registry and

other information.

26. The registered proprietors of the appeal site are (LPA 6):

HP722336 Plot 1. Darren Loveridge of 18 Brunner Court, Ottershaw, Surrey, KT16

0RG. Paid £10,000 05 November 2009

HP655638 Land South West of Plot 1. Beverley Black of Plot 2. Paid £1,500 on 29

March 2011

HP648953 Plot 2. Linda Black of 2 Old Stocks Farm, Paices Hill, Aldermaston,

Reading. Paid £56,000 on 21 May 2004

HP648947 Plot 3. Suzanne Wall of 2 Old Stocks Farm, Paices Hill, Aldermaston,

Reading. Paid £45,000 on 21 May 2004

HP648948 4. Michael Stokes and Francis Anthony Casey of 4. Paid £10,000 on 21

October 2015.

HP648956 Plot 5. Maurice Cole of 19 Lawford Crescent, Yateley, Hants, GU46

6JX. Paid £45,000 on 21 May 2004.

HP665606 Plot 6. Anna Lee of Plot 6. Paid £40,000 on 30 March 2005.

HP655142 Plot 7. Derek George Birch, Derek William Birch, and Valerie Ann Birch

care of 1 Firgrove Lane, North Boarhunt, Wickham, Hants, PO17 6JS.

Paid £40,000 on 28 January 2005.
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HP654472 Plot 8. Danny Carter, Joe Ripley and Jimmy Ripley of Plot 8. Paid

£42,000 on 13 August 2007.

HP681655 Plot 9. Valerie Carter, Shannon Marie Mcdonagh and Caroline Stevens

of Plot 9. Paid £40,000 on 18 May 2016.

27. The Appellants in the EN4 appeal (Patrick and Bernie Stokes) state that they have

jointly owned the land referred to in EN4 (formally parts of plot 4/5) since 20 February

2022, despite the Land Register not reflecting this (LPA 20).

28. The appeals against EN1 proceed on grounds a), b), d), e), f), g).

29. The appeals against EN2 proceed on grounds a), b), c), d), e), f), g).

30. The appeals against EN4 proceed on grounds a), c), f), g).

31. By email 11 May 2022 PINs confirmed that all appeals will be dealt with by joint public

inquiry.

PLANNING HISTORY

32. On 02 October 2003 planning permission was granted (02/01022/FUL) subject to

conditions for the Change of use of the appeal site from agricultural land to a travelling

showpeoples’ site (LPA 1). The conditions restricted the number of family pitches to 9,

the number of caravans used for residential purposes to 3 per pitch, and occupation

to no more than 50 people.

33. It is common ground that the permission was implemented (LPA 15 para114).

34. On 10 October 2005 planning permission was granted (05/01605/FUL) for the erection

of fences (LPA 7).

35. On 10 April 2006 planning permission was granted (06/00441/FUL) for the construction

of a garage workshop for the servicing and repair of travelling showman vehicles and

equipment (LPA 8).

36. On 06 September 2010 the Council issued Enforcement Notices in relation to areas

within the appeal site known as Plots 1, 2, 3, 7, 8, and 9 alleging without planning

permission, the material change of use of the Land from use as a travelling
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showpersons site to use for siting of caravans/residential mobile homes for occupation

by persons who are not travelling showpersons and the storage of vehicles, equipment

and materials in association  with the operation of businesses unrelated to that of

travelling showpeople (LPA 9).

37. On 24 September 2010 a planning application was made for the use of land as a

travelling showmans site (LPA 10). It was not determined.

38. The notices at LPA 9 were appealed and an appeal decision issued 09 December

2011 (LPA 11). On 11 and 14 October 2011 the Inspector visited and recorded the

condition of the appeal site in plans attached to the appeal decision:

a) Plot 1 contained 1 mobile home / static caravan.

b) Plot 2 contained 2 mobile homes / static caravans.

c) Plot 3 contained 3 mobile homes / static caravans.

d) Plot 7 contained 2 mobile homes / static caravans.

e) Plot 8 contained no mobile homes / static caravans.

f) Plot 9 contained 3 mobile homes / static caravans.

39. The Appellants case was that firstly, the 02 October 2003 permission (LPA 1) had been

implemented (LPA 11 para 14) but was a permission for a residential caravan site not

restricted to travelling show people, and secondly, if it was so restricted, that at the

time the notices were issued 06 September 2010 the occupants fell within that

restriction in any event (LPA 11 para 12).

40. No further action was taken in relation to the appeal against the non-determination of

the planning application at LPA 10.

41. The appeal decision became the subject of a s289 appeal and s288 challenge. The

High Court allowed the appeal on 01 February 2013 (LPA 12) and the decision of 09

December 2011 was returned to SSCLG for redetermination. The s288 challenge was

dismissed.

42. An appeal to the Court of Appeal against the decision of the High Court was dismissed

on 17 March 2015 (LPA 13).

43. A breach of condition notice was issued 19 April 2019 (LPA 14).
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44. The remitted appeal decision was issued 22 November 2019 (LPA 15). The Inspector

found that at the time the notices were issued:

a) Plot 1 was not in use for the siting of caravans/residential mobile homes for

occupation by persons who were not travelling showpersons (para 52).

b) Plot 2 was not in use for the siting of caravans/residential mobile homes for

occupation by persons who were not travelling showpersons (para 66).

c) Plot 3 was not in use for the siting of caravans/residential mobile homes for

occupation by persons who were not travelling showpersons (para 72).

d) Plot 7 was occupied by persons who were not travelling showpeople and used

to store equipment and materials in association with a landscape gardening

and compost sales business (para 83) and that use was materially different use

to a travelling showpeoples’ site (para121).

e) Plot 8 was not in use for the siting of caravans/residential mobile homes for

occupation by persons who were not travelling showpersons (para 103).

f) Plot 9 was not in use for the siting of caravans/residential mobile homes for

occupation by persons who were not travelling showpersons (para 108).

45. The Inspector quashed the enforcement notices relating to Plot 1, 2, 3, 8, and 9, and

upheld the enforcement notice (with variation para 2) relating to Plot 7.

46. That decision was not challenged by the Appellants or the Council.

47. On 12 October 2021 the Council issued Planning Contravention Notices to all

registered proprietors of the appeal site (para 26 above) (LPA 22).

48. On 01 March 2022 the Enforcement Notices were issued.

49. On 20 April 2022 Council Housing Officers visited the appeal site (LPA 21).

50. The Appellants state that the appeal site is occupied by a mixture of gypsy and

travellers, travelling showpeople, and households requiring affordable housing (Appeal

Forms ground a).

THE CASE FOR THE COUNCIL

51. On 21 September 2021 the Council visited the appeal site. Officers walked around the

site, took photographs, and spoke to occupiers.
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52. The appeal site contained approximately 100 caravans and was divided into multiple

plots / pitches. Occupiers that officers spoke to were a mix of gypsy / travellers, non-

gypsy / travellers, and travelling showpeople. Some paid rent to a landlord and had

found the accommodation on Gum Tree (LPA 16) whilst others would not identify

themselves or speak to officers.

53. During the visit officers were approached by a man who told them to leave unless they

had a warrant. The officers explained their powers of entry and that they would not

leave. The man said he didn’t want to talk to them and left.

54. The appeal site was occupied by gypsy / travellers, non-gypsy / travellers, and

travelling showpeople. The use of the site was not as a travelling showpeoples’ site in

accordance with the 02 October 2003 planning permission but as a residential caravan

site.

55. Photographs taken during the Councils visit are at LPA 17.

56. Aerial photographs at LPA 18 show the development of the appeal site since 2000.

57. Private sector housing notes record events at the appeal site since 2016 (LPA 19).

58. There are overlaps in ownership, control, and occupation across the site which do not

match land registry information and fluctuate. Common parts of the site including the

roadway and bunding are in single ownership and the appeal site would be unusable

without common access and cooperation.

59. The number and occupation of caravans contained on the appeal site has fluctuated

from the 11 recorded by the inspector during site visits 11 and 14 October 2011, to

around 100 on the Councils visit 21 September 2021, and from only travelling

showpeople (except on plot 7), to a mix of gypsy and travellers, travelling showpeople,

and non-gypsy / travellers.

60. The use of the site as a travelling showpeoples site fulfils a planning purpose and that

purpose is safeguarded by development plan policies. The change of use in this case

would affect the capacity of the appeal site to contribute to that purpose and has

significant planning consequences.
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61. The use of the appeal site as a residential caravan site containing 100 caravans is a

materially different use.

62. The Council objects to that use for the reasons set out in the enforcement notice and

as addressed below in respect of the Appellant’s Ground (a) appeal.

63. As such the enforcement notices were issued on 01 March 2022.

64. The enforcement notices seek to restore the appeal site to its condition before that

breach of planning control took place.

65. Hardstanding, fencing, walls, and gates, shed, buildings, animal enclosures, and

lighting have been erected, and storage containers, porta-loos, vehicles, machinery,

trailers, waste, and construction materials, have been brought onto the appeal site, in

order to facilitate, or are ancillary to, that use.

66. The Council has attempted to engage with occupants of the appeal site in order to

address any hardship caused by the enforcement action (LPA 21) and will continue to

do so.

RESPONSE TO GROUNDS OF APPEAL

Ground e) – copies of the Notice were not served as required by s172

In relation to EN1 and EN2 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296767; 3296771; 3296773; 3296776;

3296778; 3296781; 3296783; and APP/L1765/C/22/3296768; 3296772; 3296774; 3296777;

3296779; 3296782; 3296784).

67. The Appellants state that because, on the Council’s case, there are over 100 caravans

on site, it is unlikely that the Council have served all individuals with an interest in the

land and have put the Council “to proof” that they have served all individuals with an

interest in the land.

68. This ground of appeal is misconceived. To make good an appeal pursuant to

s.174(2)(e) of the Act, the Appellants would need to demonstrate that copies of the

notice were not served as required by section 172 and that anyone not served with the

notice who should have been was substantially prejudiced by that failure. It is not for
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the Council to “prove” that notices were properly served. The Appellants have not

identified anyone who was not served with copies of the enforcement notices that

should have been and have not identified anyone that has been prejudiced by any

such failure.

69. In any event, the Council will present evidence to demonstrate that the Enforcement

Notice was sent to all registered proprietors of the Land by recorded delivery to their

registered address, delivered by hand to the Land to all registered proprietors and

owners and occupiers, and affixed conspicuously to objects on the land so as to

discharge the requirements of s.172 and s.329 of the Act.

70. The appeal forms confirm that Appellants, who are occupiers and not registered

proprietors, have received the enforcement notices.

71. On 12 October 2021 PCNs (LPA 22) were sent to the registered proprietors asking for

details of anyone with an interest in the land and of any occupiers of the land. On 26

October 2021 Green Planning Studio requested a 7-day extension to reply in relation

to Plot 1 to which the Council agreed. On 25 January 2022 Green Planning Studio

informed the Council that they had not been instructed to respond.

Ground b) – the matters have not occurred

In relation to EN1 and EN2 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296767; 3296771; 3296773; 3296776;

3296778; 3296781; 3296783; and APP/L1765/C/22/3296768; 3296772; 3296774; 3296777;

3296779; 3296782; 3296784).

72. This ground of appeal is again misconceived. To make good an appeal under

s.174(2)(b) of the Act, the Appellants would need to demonstrate that the breach of

planning control identified in the notice (i.e. the use of the site as a residential caravan

site) has not occurred as a matter of fact. However, the Appellants do not argue that

the appeal site has not been used as a residential caravan site nor have they identified

any other use that they suggest is being carried out on the appeal site. Indeed, the

Appellants accept that the appeal site is used as a residential caravan site for gypsy

and travellers, travelling showpeople, and households requiring affordable housing

(appeal forms, ground a), and that some breaches of condition have occurred on at

least parts of the site (appeal forms, ground b).
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73. The points made by the Appellants in their appeal forms under this ground relate to

the wording of the enforcement notice, not to whether the alleged breach of planning

control has occurred as a matter of fact.

74. The Appellants’ appeal under this ground must therefore fail for this reason alone.

75. However, addressing for completeness the Appellant’s points about the wording of the

notice, the Appellants state that:

a) the site is not one large planning unit but rather that each yard is owned and

used individually, and that the site comprises a series of smaller planning units.

b) the “yards” identified in EN3 and EN4 are no different to others on site which

have not been categorized as planning units.

c) the enforcement notices at LPA 9 identified smaller areas and that the SoS

Inspectors did not find that approach to be incorrect.

d) EN1 and EN2 are not capable of remedy, in that it would not be possible to

reduce the red line area to reflect what they consider to be the numerous

planning units on site without prejudice to potential Appellants of the notice.

76. The Appellants’ complaints about the wording of the enforcement notice are also

misconceived. So long as an enforcement notice identifies the land affected by the

notice, the notice does not need to identify the planning unit or relate to any specific

planning unit (Hawkey v Secretary of State [1971] 22 P&CR 610).

77. Thus, it does not matter whether the entirety of the appeal site is a single planning unit

or is divided into multiple planning units. The Council will demonstrate that the breach

of planning control identified in the enforcement notice is occurring throughout the land

affected by the enforcement notice in either case.

78. Merely because the Council has decided to serve separate enforcement notices in

respect of particular parts of the site (see EN3 and EN4) and has previously served

enforcement notices in respect of smaller areas of the site (see LPA 9) does not mean

that the enforcement notice is deficient.

79. For completeness, it should be noted that the Council’s position is that, having regard

to the tests in Burdle & Williams v SSE & New Forest RDC [1972] 1 WLR 1207, the
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appropriate planning unit against which to measure whether there has been a material

change in use is the entirety of the appeal site. Even where different parts of a site are

in separate ownership or occupation, the planning unit may encompass the site as a

whole, having regard to the nature of the use and the nature of the occupation of the

land (see Rawlins v Secretary of State for the Environment [1990] 1 P.L.R. 110).

80. As noted above, however, even if the appeal site is comprised of a number of smaller

planning units, the matters alleged in the enforcement notices to constitute a breach

of planning control have occurred and the ground b) appeal should fail.

Ground c) – the matters do not constitute a breach of planning control

In relation to EN2 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296768; 3296772; 3296774; 3296777; 3296779;

3296782; 3296784).

81. The Appellants state they will demonstrate that there has not been a breach of planning

control and that permitted development rights have not been removed.

82. Accordingly, the Appellants are of the view that the construction of fences and walls

did not constitute a breach of planning control because such works fell within extant

permitted development rights (although the Appellants have not identified which

permitted development rights they are relying on or which walls or fences they suggest

are lawful).

83. The basis of the Appellants’ appeal under this Ground is unclear. The matters stated

in EN2 relate to the breach of conditions 10, 11 and 15 of planning permission

02/01022/FUL of 2 October 2003, which restrict the number of caravans or mobile

homes occupied for residential purposes on each pitch (Condition 10), the number of

pitches on the site (Condition 11) and the number of occupants of the site (Condition

15).

84. The Council assumes that the Appellants will argue that it was open to them to

subdivide the site through the erection of walls and fences through permitted

development rights. However, Condition 11 expressly prohibits the subdivision of any

plot. To the extent that any walls or fences have the effect of sub-dividing any of the

plots, there has been a breach of Condition 11, irrespective of whether there are

otherwise permitted development rights to erect such structures.
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In relation to EN4 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296503; 3296504)

85. The Appellants do not set out the substance of a ground (c) appeal in the relevant part

of the appeal form, although the Inspector’s start letter refers to the appeal as

proceeding under ground (c) (in addition to grounds (a), (f) and (g).

86. Under ground (a) of the Appellants’ appeal form, the Appellants state that the site

benefits from planning permission, with reference to an enforcement notice (LPA 11)

which was quashed and remitted to the SoS for redetermination (LPA 15). The

Appellants make no reference to the intervening appeals and subsequent re-

determination of the 2011 enforcement appeal.

87. There is no planning permission for the use of the appeal site as a residential caravan

site.

Ground d) – at the date when the notice was issued, no enforcement action could be

taken in respect of any breach of planning control which may be constituted by those

matters

In relation to EN1 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296767; 3296771; 3296773; 3296776; 3296778;

3296781; 3296783)

88. The alleged breach of planning control in EN1 is the material change of use of the

Land to a residential caravan site, including the stationing of approximately 100

caravans for residential use (“the unauthorised use”).

89. It appears to be common ground that the relevant time limit for the relevant breach of

planning control is 10 years beginning with the date of the breach: s.171B(3) of the

Act.

90. The burden of proof falls upon the Appellants to demonstrate with sufficiently precise

and unambiguous evidence that the breach of planning control alleged in the Notice

occurred by 01 March 2012 and has been active and continuous since, such that the

Council could have taken enforcement action at any point during that period.
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91. The Appellants state that the material change in use occurred between 11 December

2011 and 01 March 2012, being the weeks following the issue of the appeal decision

at LPA 11 on 09 December 2011.

92. The Council will demonstrate that there is not any precise or unambiguous evidence

to demonstrate that this is the case such that the Ground (d) appeal must fail.

93. The Council will refer to evidence presented to the previous public inquiry.

94. The area covered by EN3 cannot be lawful as there is an effective enforcement notice

(LPA 4) covering that part of the appeal site.

In relation to EN2 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296768; 3296772; 3296774; 3296777; 3296779;

3296782; 3296784)

95. The Appellants state that the correct period within which the Council ought to have

taken was within 4 years of the breach of condition.

96. The Appellants’ view refers to unspecified case law which purportedly establishes that

the appropriate time period where the use of a dwelling house amounts to a breach of

condition, the relevant period for enforcement ought to be four years.

97. In addition, the Appellants assert that the subdivision of a site amounts to operational

development for which enforcement must take place within four years (presumably

under s.171B(1) of the Act ).

98. Alternatively, if the correct period is 10 years, the Appellants state that the breach of

conditions occurred more than 10 years before the issue of EN2.

99. Section 171B of the Act makes provision for time limits in the context of planning

enforcement.

100. Subsection (1) of that section provides that “where there has been a breach of

planning control consisting in the carrying out without planning permission of building,

engineering, mining or other operations… no enforcement action may be taken after

the end of the period of four years beginning with the date on which the operations

were substantially completed”. The four-year time limit in s.171B(1) applies to

operations carried on without planning permission.
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101. However, operational development carried out in breach of a planning condition

is subject to the ten-year period in s.171B(3).

102. Section 171B(2) provides for a four-year time limit in the context of a “breach

of planning control consisting in the change of use of any building to use as a single

dwellinghouse”.

103. Section 171B(3) provides “in the case of any other breach of planning control,

no enforcement action may be taken after the end of the period of ten years beginning

with the date of the breach”.

104. The breach of planning control alleged in EN2 does not consist of the change

of use of any building to use as a single dwellinghouse. The correct time period is 10

years.

105. The 2010 Enforcement Notices did not allege “some subdivision of the site”.

106. The erection of fencing or walls in itself do not constitute subdivision. It is a

matter of fact and degree based on the nature and purpose of any physical barrier and

the actual use on occupation of the enclosures created.

107. The burden of proof falls upon the Appellants to demonstrate with sufficiently

precise and unambiguous evidence that the breach of planning control alleged in EN2

occurred by 01 March 2012 and has been active and continuous since, such that the

Council could have taken enforcement action at any point during that period.

108. There is no suggestion in the (quashed) appeal decision 09 December 2011

(LPA 11) that any pitch was occupied by more than 3 caravans or mobile homes

occupied for residential purposes, that there were more than 9 family pitches on the

site, or that more than 50 people occupied the site.

109. A breach of condition notice was issued 18 April 2019 (LPA 14) in relation to

plot 9.

Ground a) - permission ought to be granted

In relation to EN1 and EN2 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296767; 3296771; 3296773; 3296776;

3296778; 3296781; 3296783; and APP/L1765/C/22/3296768; 3296772; 3296774; 3296777;

3296779; 3296782; 3296784).
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110. The Appellants seek planning permission for the material change in use of the

Land to a residential caravan site, including the stationing of approximately 100

caravans for residential use.

111. The Appellants do not dispute that the grant of planning permission would be

contrary to the Development Plan. However, the Appellants argue that the benefits of

the scheme would outweigh any harm and that the most relevant local plan policies

are out of date and therefore paragraph 11 of the NPPF is engaged.

112. The Appellants have not specified which policies they consider to be “out of

date” for the purpose of paragraph 11 of the NPPF. However, they have suggested

that paragraph 11 of the NPPF will be engaged because the Council cannot

demonstrate a five-year supply of gypsy and traveller pitches, a five-year supply of

travelling showpersons sites or a five-year housing supply.

113. A recent appeal decision 09 April 2021 at para 28 found Council policy to be

up to date (LPA 23).

114. The Appellants outline several material considerations which, in their view,

support the ground (a) appeal;

a) Need (national, regional and local);

b) Lack of available, suitable, acceptable, affordable alternative sites;

c) Lack of a five-year land supply;

d) Failure of policy; and

e) The personal circumstances of site occupants (human rights and article 8

considerations, personal need, health, education, and the best interests of the

child).

115. As set out in greater detail below, the Council can demonstrate a five-year

supply of housing and a five-year supply of gypsy and traveller pitches. The Council

cannot demonstrate a five-year supply of travelling showpersons sites but that is a

consideration which weighs against the grant of permission in this appeal, given that

the proposal would give rise to a loss in travelling showpersons accommodation.

116. The Council can demonstrate that paragraph 11 of the NPPF is not engaged.

The Council’s case
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117. The Council will refer in particular to the following policy documents:

o Winchester Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople DPD February 2019

(“the DPD”)

o Winchester District Local Plan Joint Core Strategy March 2013 (“the Local Plan

Part 1”)

o Winchester Local Plan Part 2 April 2017 (“the Local Plan Part 2”)

o DCLG Planning Policy for Traveller Sites August 2015 (“the PPTS”)

118. Policy TR1 of the Traveller DPD identifies Carousel Park (W020) as an existing

Travelling showpersons site and safeguards it from alternative development unless the

site in no longer required to meet any identified traveller need. Policy TR3 of the

Traveller DPD sets out the site-specific policy for Carousel Park.

119. The occupation of the appeal site by non-travelling showpeople reduces the

number of available acceptable sites for Travelling Showpeople in the context of an

existing shortfall contrary to policy TR1 of the DPD, CP5 of the Local Plan Part 1, and

DM4 of the Local Plan Part 2.

120. The Appellant has suggested that “The occupation of the site by those not fitting

the definition of travelling showpeople will not result in a loss of accommodation for

those who are travelling showpeople…. And travelling showpeople no longer require

storage space…. Occupation by others will be where that storage would have taken

place.”

121. The Council will demonstrate that the occupation of the site for residential

purposes does result in the loss of accommodation for travelling showpeople.

122. Due to the layout, density, and volume of caravans, mobile homes, enclosures,

and buildings, vehicles are unable to turn without significant reverse manoeuvring into

and around blind corners across shared space causing conflict between pedestrians

and vehicles on site contrary to Policy TR7 of the DPD, CP5 of the Local Plan Part 1

and DM18 of the Local Plan Part 2.

123. The boundary treatment of the site is inadequate and poorly maintained with a

lack of suitable planting and landscaping to reinforce the boundary and screen the site
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leading to waste deposits in the adjacent Blackwood Forest and the surrounding area

and a detrimental visual impact on the character of the site and locality contrary to

policy TR7 of the DPD, CP5 of the Local Plan Part 1 and Policy H of the PPTS.

124. There is no open space for safe children’s play and evidence of waste

processing and vehicle repairs, including the storage and sorting of materials other

than as necessary for the use as a travelling showpersons site contrary to policy TR7

of the DPD, CP5 of the Local Plan Part 1, DM17 of the Local Plan Part 2, and Policy

H of the PPTS.

125. Due to the layout and number of caravans, mobile homes, enclosures, and

buildings, there is inadequate space for the storage and maintenance of equipment for

travelling showpeople contrary to policy TR7 of the DPD and Policy F of the PPTS.

126. The Appeal site is within the countryside outside of a defined settlement, does

not fall within the examples set out in policy MTRA 4 – Development in the Countryside

of the Local Plan, and does cause harm to the character and landscape of the area for

the reasons above.

127. The number of caravans and other forms of accommodation results in an over-

concentration contrary to policy CP5 of the Local Plan Part 1.

128. There is inadequate provision for the safe storage of waste and recycling

contrary to policy TR7 of the DPD and DM17 of the Local Plan Part 2.

129. The Appellant has argued that “The existence of mobile homes etc is an

established characteristic of the area.” The Council will demonstrate that the character

of the Travelling showpersons site subject to the permission at LPA 1 is materially

different to the unauthorised use by virtue of the number caravans, layout, and

resulting intensity of domestic activity.

130. The Appellant has also argued that, because the existence of mobile homes is

an established characteristic of the area, “There is therefore no harm resulting from

the density of the site / Insufficient turning space”

131. The Council will demonstrate that the layout, density, and volume of caravans,

mobile homes, enclosures, and buildings on site, results in vehicles being unable to

turn without significant reverse manoeuvring across shared spaces into and around
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blind corners causing conflict between pedestrians and vehicles, and does not provide

safe play areas for children, or adequate private amenity space for occupiers.

The material considerations relied on by the Appellant

Housing Need and Supply

132. The Council can show that the 5-year supply of available housing sites is in

excess of the requirement.  Using a 5-year period of April 2022 – March 2027, there

are sites available to provide 6.1 years’ supply (including a 5% buffer).  The details are

reported in the Council’s Authorities’ Monitoring Report 2020-2021 (AMR) and its

accompanying Appendix.  The table below is based on the AMR and summarises the

position.

Table 1 - 5 Year Land Availability

133. The calculation behind the housing land supply position is set out below for the

2022-2027 period.

Table 2 - Full 5 Year Land Availability Calculations (2022 – 2027)

2022 - 2027 District Total

Requirement (including 5% buffer) 3,491

Supply 4,260

Years supply 6.1 Years
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134. Table 2 demonstrates that there has been no shortfall of provision in the period

up to 2022 (lines a to f), based on the requirements of the Local Plan trajectory and,

more recently, the local housing need (‘Standard Method’).  The annual requirement

from 2022 is based on the Standard Method figure at the time (line g) and the Council’s

evidence will update this as necessary.  A 5% buffer is applied to the 5-year

requirement (line i), as required by NPPF paragraph 74. There is no justification for a

higher buffer as there has not been a recently-adopted local plan (10% buffer) or

significant under-delivery over the last 3 years (20% buffer).

135. The resulting requirement is 698 dwellings in each of the next 5 years (line j)

and there is a supply of 4,260 dwellings (line k).  The supply of housing takes a

cautious estimate and reflects the requirements of the NPPF (paragraph 74 and

Annexe 2) to identify ‘a supply of specific deliverable sites’.  Appendix 3 of the AMR

sets out in detail how each of the components of supply is calculated and those

elements that have been discounted or disregarded if they would not meet the NPPF

definition of ‘deliverable’.  These sources are summarised below.

5 Year Period: 2022-2027

a 2011- 2022 requirement (Local Plan

trajectory & local housing need)

5,908

b Completions to Apr 2022 (projected,

incl. communal)

6,748

c Shortfall at 2022 (a - b) 0

d Remaining years of Plan 9 years

e Annual shortfall 2022-2031 (c / d) 0

f 5 Year shortfall (e x 5) 0

g 5-year requirement from 2022 (local

housing need)

(665 x 5) 3,325

h 5 Year requirement + shortfall (f + g) 3,325

i Total requirement with 5% buffer (h + 5%) 3,491

Therefore

j Annual requirement for 5 years (i / 5) 698

k Supply over 5-year period 4,260

l District 5-year land supply (k / j) 6.1  years
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Table 3 - Total 5 Year Land Supply

Sources of supply

2022 -2027

Monitoring

period

Commitments (large sites)

Commitments (small sites)

SHELAA Sites

Windfall

Communal accommodation

TOTAL

3524

390

43

210

93

4,260

136. The deliverable housing supply represents 6.1 years of the annual housing

requirement, so comfortably exceeds the requirement to demonstrate a 5-year supply

with a 5% buffer.  The Council’s evidence will update the housing land supply position

as necessary prior to the appeal inquiry.  The Council will also seek to establish and

agree which elements of the housing requirement or supply are challenged by the

appellant and will focus its detailed evidence on those matters.

137. Notwithstanding the Council’s confidence in the adequacy of its housing

supply, it will argue that, even if there were a land supply shortfall, the appeal site

would not be a suitable location for general housing provision.  The site is totally

separate from any settlement and in a relatively isolated location that would not serve

general housing needs.  The Council is in the process of producing a new local plan

which will cover the period to 2039, which is likely to be published in consultation draft

form before the appeal inquiry.  A very large number of sites are promoted by

landowners and developers through the Strategic Housing and Employment Land

Availability Assessment (SHELAA) and the Council will decide which of these may

need to be allocated to meet longer-term housing needs through the local plan

process.  It is right that this is undertaken in a plan-led way rather than through ad hoc

appeal decisions.

138. Even if NPPF paragraph 11(d) were triggered and Development Plan policies

relating to housing supply found to be ‘out of date’, case law is clear that policies cannot

be ignored and it is still necessary to consider the weight to be attached to them.  That

weight is a matter to be considered by the decision maker.  The evidence shows there
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is not a housing supply shortfall and that, even if there were, a local plan is already

being progressed which could address it.  There is, therefore, no need to allow the

appeal for land supply reasons, especially given the minor contribution to housing

supply that the site would make.  The Inspector should continue to give significant

weight to the Development Plan policies, even if paragraph 11(d) were engaged

Affordable Housing

139. The Appellant has argued that “The site is a form of affordable housing and

meets a need for affordable housing”

140. However, the Appellant has not provided evidence that the accommodation

provided meets the definition of Affordable Housing set out at Annex 2 of the NPPF by

meeting all of the following conditions:

• The rent is set in accordance with the Governments rent policy for Social Rent

or Affordable Rent, or is at least 20% below market rents; and

• The landlord is a registered provided; and

• It includes provisions to remain at an affordable price for future eligible

households, or for the subsidy to be recycled for alternative affordable housing

provision.

141. In any event, the proposal does not comply with policies 3, 4, 5, 7, 9, and 13,

of the Affordable Housing SPD 2008 or meet the criteria set out in Policy CP3 and CP4

of the Local Plan Part 1;

• It is not indiscernible from and well-integrated with market housing – there is

no market housing

• The scheme is not of a design and character appropriate to its location and

causes harm to the character of the area and to other planning objectives (see

above).

• There is no evidence it would not meet long-term needs or remain available in

perpetuity;

• The Appellant has not demonstrated that the proposal has community support.

142. Furthermore, whatever the position of the appeal proposals, the NPPF does

not require a separate housing land supply assessment to be carried out for affordable
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housing and the information on general housing requirements and land supply includes

affordable housing.    Evidence on affordable housing needs, viability, site availability,

etc was used to determine policies on affordable housing in the Local Plan.  Affordable

housing requirements have been determined through the Local Plan process and

applied in accordance with Government advice.  They will be updated as necessary

through the emerging new local plan.

143. Even if there were a land supply shortfall, the appeal site would not be a

suitable location for general housing provision.  The site is not well related to any

settlement and separate from facilities and services, which makes it even less well

suited to affordable housing provision than it is for general housing.  In any event, the

existing accommodation on the site does not fall within any of the categories of

‘affordable housing’ (as defined by NPPF Annexe 2) as it is not provided at least 20%

below market rents/prices, or controlled to secure ongoing affordability. While it may

be relatively low-cost accommodation, this is primarily because it is of poor quality and

unauthorised.  Such provision is not an appropriate solution to any problems of

affordable housing provision that may be alleged.

144. The Council reserves the right to adduce further evidence on affordable

housing issues when it has seen the appellant’s justification for claiming a shortfall in

provision.

Gypsy / Traveller Need and Supply

145. Policy TR5 of the DPD applies in cases where the intensification of existing

sites is proposed. The proposal should be passed on a case by case basis in

accordance with the provisions of Policy TR7 of the DPD. It will be necessary for the

application to demonstrate the need for additional provisions in relation to Policy DM4,

the lack of alternative provision, and specific circumstances of the Appellant.

146. The Council can demonstrate a 5-year supply of gypsy traveller

accommodation but a shortfall in travelling showpersons sites of -8.

147. The Appellants state that there are not alternative available sites for them to

move to but do not state what type of site they require. In any event the Council can

demonstrate adequate supply of Gypsy and Traveller sites but a shortfall of Travelling

Showpeople sites.
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148. The Council monitors traveller site provision annually over a period from 1

September to 31 August, to reflect the base date of the Gypsy and Traveller

Accommodation Assessment 2016 (GTAA).  The level of need for gypsy, traveller and

travelling showpersons accommodation is set in Local Plan Part 2 (policy DM4) and

the Winchester Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Development Plan

Document (‘Traveller DPD’), which sets out policies and site allocations to secure the

necessary provision.  The GTAA breaks pitch and plot needs down into 5-year periods.

149. Local Plan Part 2 (LPP2) policy DM4 requires the provision of ‘about 15

gypsy/traveller pitches and about 24 travelling showpeople’s plots between 2016 and

2031’.  The Traveller DPD made provision which it expected would result in a surplus

of 16 gypsy and traveller pitches but was unable to identify sufficient sites for travelling

showpeople.  It therefore expected a shortfall of 8 showpersons’ plots (Traveller DPD

paragraph 2.11).

150. The Council’s Authorities’ Monitoring Report 2020-2021 (AMR) summarises

the pitch/plot supply position at September 2021, reproduced in Table 4 below.  The

Appendix accompanying the AMR set out details of sites permitted since the base date

of the GTAAA and current supply.

Table 4 - Gypsy and Traveller 5-Year Pitch / Plot Availability 2021-2026

Calculation Gypsies &

Travellers

Travelling

Showpeople

a. 2016-2026 requirement + other

proven need

12 + 4 = 16 21

b. Completions 2016-2021 34 4

c. Remaining 5-Year requirement

2021 – 2026

(a – b)

-18 17

d. Buffer (5% / 20%)

(c x 5% or 20%)

0 0.9 / 3.4

e. Total 5 year requirement 2021

– 2025 with 5% / 20% buffer

(c + d)

-18 18 / 20

(rounded)

f. Supply 2021-2026 10 7
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g. Years pitch / plot supply N/A - negative

requirement

1.9 / 1.8

151. The pitch/plot requirement (Table 4, line a) is calculated by taking the

LPP2/GTAA requirement to 2026 (adding the 2016-2021 and 2021-2026

requirements) and adding an additional identified need of 4 pitches for gypsies and

travellers.  Sites ‘completed’ (authorised) since September 2016 are then subtracted

(line b) and a buffer is added (line d), calculated for 5% and 20% in the absence of

guidance in the Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (PPTS).  The total requirement is

set out (line e), this is a negative figure for gypsy and traveller sites in view of the large

number of sites permitted compared to the requirement.  The supply is then considered

(line f) and the details of this are provided at Appendix 6 of the AMR.

152. There is a negative requirement for gypsy and traveller pitches (-18) compared

to a 5-year supply of 10 pitches, so comparison of the 5-year requirement and supply

for gypsies and travellers produces an infinite supply (line g).  However, for travelling

showpeople it has not been possible to demonstrate a 5-year supply and only 1.8 –

1.9 years’ supply exists (depending on the buffer applied). Therefore, the evidence

shows the Council can demonstrate a substantial supply of gypsy and traveller sites

but not of travelling showpersons’ sites.  The assessment is based on the level of

‘needs’ established in the LPP2 and provided for through the Traveller DPD.  These

do not include any needs that may arise from Carousel Park itself, as it is not possible

to do this until the characteristics of the occupiers and the planning status/restrictions

on the site are clarified through this appeal.

153. Accordingly, the Council accepts that it is unable to demonstrate an adequate

supply of travelling showpersons’ sites which, according to the PPTS, ‘should be a

significant material consideration in any subsequent planning decision when

considering applications for the grant of temporary planning permission’ (PPTS

paragraph 27).  The advice is, therefore, very different to that for housing generally, as

set out in the NPPF, whereby relevant policies may be rendered out-of-date if an

adequate land supply is not demonstrated.  The NPPF confirms the different approach:

‘for the avoidance of doubt, a five-year supply of deliverable sites for travellers – as

defined in Annex 1 to Planning Policy for Traveller Sites – should be assessed

separately, in line with the policy in that document.’ (NPPF paragraph 74 / footnote

38).



28

154. Therefore, the lack of an adequate supply of sites for travelling showpeople is

a ‘significant material consideration’ in this appeal but does not render policies for the

supply of traveller sites or general housing out of date under NPPF paragraph 11(d).

Conversely, given the adequacy of supply of gypsy and traveller sites (and general

housing), the need for these sites is not ‘a significant material consideration’.  While

the PPTS refers to applications for temporary consent, the appeal site already has

consent for travelling showpersons use and the enforcement notices seek to ensure

that this is followed.  The lack of available sites for travelling showpeople, whether

temporary or permanent, is a significant material consideration, especially in view of

the lack of showpersons’ sites available to meet overall needs, not just those within

the immediate 5-year period.  Upholding the enforcement notices would enable several

showpersons plots to be used for their intended and permitted purpose.

155. In conclusion, the retention of a site that is allocated and authorised for

travelling showpersons’ use is a ‘significant material consideration’, given the lack of

an adequate supply of such sites and the difficulty the Council has experienced in

finding adequate sites through the Traveller DPD.  The replacement of the existing

authorised showpersons’ use by consent for other forms of accommodation, for which

there is an adequate 5-year supply, is unjustified and would exacerbate the shortfall of

showpersons’ accommodation and conflict with the policies of the Development Plan.

Failure of Policy

156. The Council have up-to-date and adequate polices for the provision of Gypsy

and Traveller pitches, Travelling Showperson sites, and housing supply (see above).

157. The proposal would conflict with policies designed to meet an identified need.

Personal Circumstances

158. The Appellants have not provided any details of any personal circumstances

or any children who are currently or would occupy the site in response to the

enforcement notices or PCN’s.
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Planning balance

159. The Council will demonstrate that the proposal would be contrary to the

Development Plan and that there are no material considerations which would outweigh

that conflict. Even if paragraph 11 of the NPPF is engaged (which the Council

disputes), the Council will demonstrate that the adverse impacts would significantly

and demonstrably outweigh the benefits when assessed against the policies in the

NPPF taken as a whole.

In relation to EN4 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296503; 3296504)

160. The Appellants state that the site will meet the needs of the Gypsy / Traveller

community, and states that there is “no plausible reason” not to grant planning

permission.

161. The Appellants refer to the decision of the Inspector in the 2011 enforcement

appeal, without reference to the subsequent appeals to the High Court and Court of

Appeal. Those subsequent appeals resulted in the Inspector’s 2011 decision being

quashed, with the matter being remitted to the Secretary of State for redetermination

(see above).

162. The appeal site is not occupied by members of the Gypsy and Traveller

community and does not meet that need.

163. The Council’s position regarding supply is set out above.

Ground f) – that the requirements of the notice exceed what is necessary to remedy the

breach of planning control

In relation to EN1 and EN2 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296767; 3296771; 3296773; 3296776;

3296778; 3296781; 3296783)

164. The Appellants take issue with requirement 3 of EN1, which requires “the

restoration of the land to its condition before the breach took place” and with

requirements 2 and 3 of EN2.
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165. Requirement 2 of EN2 states: “cease the use of the Land for occupation by

more than 50 people (condition 15)”. Requirement 3 of EN2 states: “restore the layout

of the land to comprise no more than 9 family pitches as shown on the attached plan

02-44-01 of December 2022 (condition 11)”.

166. The Appellants state that the requirements are excessive because different

parts of the appeal site were developed at different times and the breach could only

have occurred at one point in time.

167. This ground of appeal is based on a similar misconception noted above in

respect of Ground (b).

168. It does not matter when the change in use of the Land occurred or whether that

change of use occurred at different times in different parts of the site. The requirements

of the notice are simply to restore the land to the condition it was in prior to the

breaches specified in the notice in each case, whenever they occurred.

169. The requirements specified in the notice are commonplace and there is nothing

excessive in them.

170. Insofar as the Appellants argue that certain of the matters are immune from

enforcement, that is not relevant to Ground (f) but rather to Ground (d), and the

Council’s position is as set out above.

In relation to EN4 only (APP/L1765/C/22/3296503; 3296504)

171. The Appellants ground (f) case is based on the false assumption that the

appeal site benefits from planning permission through the quashed appeal decision at

LPA 11. In summary, it states that the authorized use of the appeal site is a residential

caravan site, and that no remedial steps need to be undertaken.

172. As set out above, this is incorrect.
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Ground g) – that the time given falls short of what should reasonably be allowed

In relation to all appeals.

173. The Appellant in EN1 and EN2 ask for 2 years and for EN4 12 months to

comply with the enforcement notice respectively.

174. The Council have attempted to engage with occupiers of the appeal site without

success (LPA 21).

175. If circumstances arise that justify an extension to the compliance period the

Council would exercise its powers to extend that period. However, the Council does

not accept that the Appellants have put forward circumstances which might justify

allowing the appeal under Ground (g).

CONCLUSION

176. The Inspector will be invited to dismiss the appeals.



LPA 1

32



33



34





36



37





39



40



41



42





44



IMPORTANT - THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

(As amended by the Planning and Compensation Act 1991)

ENFORCEMENT NOTICE
(EN1)

ISSUED BY: WINCHESTER CITY COUNCIL
(“the Council”)

1. THIS NOTICE is issued by the Council because it appears to them that there has
been a breach of planning control, within paragraph (a) of section 171A(1) of the
above Act, at the land described below. They consider that it is expedient to issue
this notice, having regard to the provisions of the development plan and to other
material planning considerations. The Annex at the end of the notice and the
enclosures to which it refers contain important additional information.

2. THE LAND TO WHICH THE NOTICE RELATES

Land at Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester, Hampshire,
SO21 3BW shown edged in bold black on the attached plan (“the Land”).

3. THE MATTERS WHICH APPEAR TO CONSTITUTE THE BREACH OF
PLANNING CONTROL

Without planning permission, the material change of use of the Land to a
residential caravan site, including the stationing of approximately 100 caravans
for residential use (“the Unauthorised Use”).

4. REASONS FOR ISSUING THIS NOTICE

The Council considers it expedient to issue this notice because:

The above breach of planning control occurred within the last 10 years.

The use of the Land as a residential caravan site is contrary to policy TR3 of the
Winchester Gypsy and Traveller DPD 2019 (“the DPD”) - the Land is allocated for
travelling showpersons’ use and should be occupied by people meeting the
definition of travelling showpeople in order to meet an identified need. (W020).

There are approximately 100 caravans, static caravans, or park homes on the
site, which is outside any defined settlement and subject to policy MTRA4 of the
Winchester District Local Plan Part 1 which resists residential development

LPA 2
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unless there is an operational need for a countryside location. The site is
safeguarded for travelling showpersons’ plots (policies TR1 and TR3) and it has
not been demonstrated that there is a need for additional provision in accordance
with the requirements of policy TR5.  The breach is detrimental to the protection
of the countryside and the amenities of occupiers of the site.

The visual impact of the site on the adjacent Black Wood SINC and its locality is
not contained through the provision and retention of a suitable bund and
landscaping around the whole site boundary contrary to policies TR3 and TR7 of
the  DPD  and policies DM1, DM16, and DM23 of the Local Plan Part 2.

Due to its layout and density the site does not provide sufficient vehicle turning
space or minimise conflict between pedestrians and vehicles contrary to policies
TR7 of the DPD and DM18 of the Local Plan Part 2.

The density of the site does not allow for mixed-use yards that would
accommodate space for the storage of equipment associated with the needs of
travelling showpeople contrary to policy TR7 of the DPD and Policy F paragraph
19 of DCLG Planning Policy for Traveller sites 2015.

The site lacks an adequate area of open space for safe children’s play contrary to
policies TR7 of the DPD and DM17 of the Local Plan Part 2.

Details of wastewater infrastructure, including a foul drainage assessment and
surface water drainage have not been provided contrary to policy TR7 of the
DPD.

Adequate and appropriate provision for the safe storage of waste and recycling is
not provided contrary to policies TR7 of the DPD and DM17 of the Local Plan
Part 2.

Commercial activities take place on the land contrary to policy TR7 of the DPD.

The site is away from existing settlements, is outside areas allocated in the
development plan, and is not well planned or soft landscaped in such a way that
positively enhances the environment, increases openness, and promotes healthy
lifestyles contrary to Policy H paragraph 25 and 26 of DCLG Planning Policy for
Traveller sites 2015.

5. WHAT YOU ARE REQUIRED TO DO TO REMEDY THE BREACH OF
PLANNING CONTROL

1. Cease the use of the Land as a residential caravan site;

2. Remove all caravans, park homes, mobile homes, hardstanding, hard
surfacing, fencing, walls, gates, services, storage containers, sheds, porta-
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PLAN

Land at Carousel Park shown edged in bold black below.
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ANNEX

YOUR RIGHT OF APPEAL

You can appeal against this notice, but any appeal must be received, or posted in
time to be received, by the Planning Inspectorate acting on behalf of the Secretary
of State before the date specified in paragraph 7 of the notice.

One copy of the enforcement notice is enclosed for your own records.

The enclosed information sheet published by the Planning Inspectorate gives details
of how to make an appeal. Please see the enclosed information sheet at the end
of the explanatory notes from The Planning Inspectorate which tells you how
to make an appeal (alternatively please follow the below link).

[link to http://www.planningportal.gov.uk/uploads/pins/enfinfosheet.pdf]

WHAT HAPPENS IF YOU DO NOT APPEAL

If you do not appeal against this enforcement notice, it will take effect on the date
specified in paragraph 7 of the notice and you must then ensure that the required
steps for complying with it, for which you may be held responsible, are taken within
the period[s] specified in paragraph 6 of the notice. Failure to comply with an
enforcement notice which has taken effect can result in prosecution and/or remedial
action by the Council.
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IMPORTANT - THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

(As amended by the Planning and Compensation Act 1991)

ENFORCEMENT NOTICE
(EN2)

ISSUED BY: WINCHESTER CITY COUNCIL
(“the Council”)

1. THIS NOTICE is issued by the Council because it appears to them that there has
been a breach of planning control, within paragraph (b) of section 171A(1) of the
above Act, at the land described below. They consider that it is expedient to issue
this notice, having regard to the provisions of the development plan and to other
material planning considerations. The Annex at the end of the notice and the
enclosures to which it refers contain important additional information.

2. THE LAND TO WHICH THE NOTICE RELATES

Land at Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester, Hampshire,
SO21 3BW shown edged in bold black on the attached plan (“the Land”).

3. THE MATTERS WHICH APPEAR TO CONSTITUTE THE BREACH OF
PLANNING CONTROL

Without planning permission, the breach of conditions 10, 11, and 15 of planning
permission 02/01022/FUL of 2 October 2003 being:

10. There shall be a maximum of three caravans or mobile homes occupied
for residential purposes on each pitch. Any additional touring caravans used
by the travelling showpeople may be stored within the defined storage areas
but may not be occupied for residential purposes at any time.

11. There shall be no more than 9 family pitches on the site and the pitches
may not be sub-divided at any time.

15. No more than 50 people shall occupy the site at any time.

4. REASONS FOR ISSUING THIS NOTICE

The Council considers it expedient to issue this notice because:

The above breach of planning control occurred within the last 10 years.
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The use of the Land as a residential caravan site is contrary to policy TR3 of the
Winchester Gypsy and Traveller DPD 2019 (“the DPD”) - the Land is allocated for
travelling showpersons’ use and should be occupied by people meeting the
definition of travelling showpeople in order to meet an identified need. (W020).

There are approximately 100 caravans, static caravans, or park homes on the
site, which is outside any defined settlement and subject to policy MTRA4 of the
Winchester District Local Plan Part 1 which resists residential development
unless there is an operational need for a countryside location. The site is
safeguarded for travelling showpersons’ plots (policies TR1 and TR3) and it has
not been demonstrated that there is a need for additional provision in accordance
with the requirements of policy TR5.  The breach is detrimental to the protection
of the countryside and the amenities of occupiers of the site.

The visual impact of the site on the adjacent Black Wood SINC and its locality is
not contained through the provision and retention of a suitable bund and
landscaping around the whole site boundary contrary to policies TR3 and TR7 of
the DPD and policies DM1, DM16, and DM23 of the Local Plan Part 2.

Due to its layout and density the site does not provide sufficient vehicle turning
space or minimise conflict between pedestrians and vehicles contrary to policies
TR7 of the DPD and DM18 of the Local Plan Part 2.

The density of the site does not allow for mixed-use yards that would
accommodate space for the storage of equipment associated with the needs of
travelling showpeople contrary to policy TR7 of the DPD and Policy F paragraph
19 of DCLG Planning Policy for Traveller sites 2015.

The site lacks an adequate area of open space for safe children’s play contrary to
policies TR7 of the DPD and DM17 of the Local Plan Part 2.

Details of wastewater infrastructure, including a foul drainage assessment and
surface water drainage have not been provided contrary to policy TR7 of the
DPD.

Adequate and appropriate provision for the safe storage of waste and recycling is
not provided contrary to policies TR7 of the DPD and DM17 of the Local Plan
Part 2.

Commercial activities take place on the land contrary to policy TR7 of the DPD.

The site is away from existing settlements, is outside areas allocated in the
development plan, and is not well planned or soft landscaped in such a way that
positively enhances the environment, increases openness, and promotes healthy
lifestyles contrary to Policy H paragraph 25 and 26 of DCLG Planning Policy for
Traveller sites 2015.
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PLAN

Land at Carousel Park shown edged in bold black below.
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02-44-01 PLAN
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ANNEX

YOUR RIGHT OF APPEAL

You can appeal against this notice, but any appeal must be received, or posted in
time to be received, by the Planning Inspectorate acting on behalf of the Secretary
of State before the date specified in paragraph 7 of the notice.

One copy of the enforcement notice is enclosed for your own records.

The enclosed information sheet published by the Planning Inspectorate gives details
of how to make an appeal. Please see the enclosed information sheet at the end
of the explanatory notes from The Planning Inspectorate which tells you how
to make an appeal (alternatively please follow the below link).

[link to http://www.planningportal.gov.uk/uploads/pins/enfinfosheet.pdf]

WHAT HAPPENS IF YOU DO NOT APPEAL

If you do not appeal against this enforcement notice, it will take effect on the date
specified in paragraph 7 of the notice and you must then ensure that the required
steps for complying with it, for which you may be held responsible, are taken within
the period[s] specified in paragraph 6 of the notice. Failure to comply with an
enforcement notice which has taken effect can result in prosecution and/or remedial
action by the Council.
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IMPORTANT - THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

(As amended by the Planning and Compensation Act 1991)

ENFORCEMENT NOTICE
(EN3)

ISSUED BY: WINCHESTER CITY COUNCIL
(“the Council”)

1. THIS NOTICE is issued by the Council because it appears to them that there has
been a breach of planning control, within paragraph (a) of section 171A(1) of the
above Act, at the land described below. They consider that it is expedient to issue
this notice, having regard to the provisions of the development plan and to other
material planning considerations. The Annex at the end of the notice and the
enclosures to which it refers contain important additional information.

2. THE LAND TO WHICH THE NOTICE RELATES

Land at Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester, Hampshire,
SO21 3BW shown edged in bold black on the attached plan (“the Land”).

3. THE MATTERS WHICH APPEAR TO CONSTITUTE THE BREACH OF
PLANNING CONTROL

Without planning permission, the material change of use of the Land to a
residential caravan site for 10 caravans (“the Unauthorised Use”).

4. REASONS FOR ISSUING THIS NOTICE

The Council considers it expedient to issue this notice because:

The above breach of planning control occurred within the last 10 years.

The use of the Land as a residential caravan site is contrary to policy MTRA4 of
the Local Plan part 1. The Land is allocated for travelling showpersons’ use and
should be occupied by people meeting the definition of travelling showpeople in
order to meet an identified need. (W020).

There are 10 caravans / static caravans on the Land. The number of caravans or
other forms of accommodation is overly intensive and results in a lack adequate
private outdoor amenity and recreational space, storage, or provision for parking

LPA 4
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and turning which is detrimental to the occupiers of the Land and contrary to
policy DM17 of the Local Plan Part 2 2017.

The development is outside of defined settlement boundaries and has an
unacceptable effect on the rural character of the area through visual intrusion and
incongruous features contrary to policy DM1 and DM23 of the Local Plan Part 2
2017.

The site does not provide boundary treatments that respond positively to the local
context contrary to policy DM16 of the Local Plan Part 2 2017.

The site does not make adequate provision for refuse and recycling, provide
amenity and recreational space for users, contrary to policy DM17 of the Local
Plan Part 2 2017.

There is no identified need for a residential caravan site in the countryside, the
site is not essential for operational reasons, and no landscape scheme has been
provided contrary to policy DM10 of the Local Plan Part 2 2017.

The site does not provide adequate parking, or allow adequate access and
movement within the site contrary to policy DM18 of the Local Plan Part 2 2017.

5. WHAT YOU ARE REQUIRED TO DO TO REMEDY THE BREACH OF
PLANNING CONTROL

1. Cease the use of the Land as a residential caravan site;

2. Remove all caravans, mobile homes, park homes, hardstanding / hard
surfacing, fencing, services, storage containers, sheds, porta-loos, animal
enclosures, vehicles, machinery, trailers, waste, construction materials,
buildings, structures, and any other items associated with the
Unauthorised Use from the Land;

3. Restore the Land to its condition before the breach of planning control took
place.

6. TIME FOR COMPLIANCE

6 Months after this Notice takes effect

7. WHEN THIS NOTICE TAKES EFFECT
This notice takes effect on 12 April 2022 unless an appeal is made against it
beforehand.

Dated: 1 March 2022
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PLAN

Land at Carousel Park shown edged in bold black.
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ANNEX

YOUR RIGHT OF APPEAL

You can appeal against this notice, but any appeal must be received, or posted in
time to be received, by the Planning Inspectorate acting on behalf of the Secretary
of State before the date specified in paragraph 7 of the notice.

One copy of the enforcement notice is enclosed for your own records.

The enclosed information sheet published by the Planning Inspectorate gives details
of how to make an appeal. Please see the enclosed information sheet at the end
of the explanatory notes from The Planning Inspectorate which tells you how
to make an appeal (alternatively please follow the below link).

[link to http://www.planningportal.gov.uk/uploads/pins/enfinfosheet.pdf]

WHAT HAPPENS IF YOU DO NOT APPEAL

If you do not appeal against this enforcement notice, it will take effect on the date
specified in paragraph 7 of the notice and you must then ensure that the required
steps for complying with it, for which you may be held responsible, are taken within
the period[s] specified in paragraph 6 of the notice. Failure to comply with an
enforcement notice which has taken effect can result in prosecution and/or remedial
action by the Council.
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IMPORTANT - THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

(As amended by the Planning and Compensation Act 1991)

ENFORCEMENT NOTICE
(EN4)

ISSUED BY: WINCHESTER CITY COUNCIL
(“the Council”)

1. THIS NOTICE is issued by the Council because it appears to them that there has
been a breach of planning control, within paragraph (a) of section 171A(1) of the
above Act, at the land described below. They consider that it is expedient to issue
this notice, having regard to the provisions of the development plan and to other
material planning considerations. The Annex at the end of the notice and the
enclosures to which it refers contain important additional information.

2. THE LAND TO WHICH THE NOTICE RELATES

Land at Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester, Hampshire,
SO21 3BW shown edged in bold black on the attached plan (“the Land”).

3. THE MATTERS WHICH APPEAR TO CONSTITUTE THE BREACH OF
PLANNING CONTROL

Without planning permission, the material change of use of the Land to a
residential caravan site for 10 caravans (“the Unauthorised Use”).

4. REASONS FOR ISSUING THIS NOTICE

The Council considers it expedient to issue this notice because:

The above breach of planning control occurred within the last 10 years.

The use of the Land as a residential caravan site is contrary to policy MTRA4 of
the Local Plan part 1. The Land is allocated for travelling showpersons’ use and
should be occupied by people meeting the definition of travelling showpeople in
order to meet an identified need. (W020).

There are 10 caravans / static caravans on the Land. The number of caravans or
other forms of accommodation is overly intensive and results in a lack adequate
private outdoor amenity and recreational space, storage, or provision for parking
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and turning which is detrimental to the occupiers of the Land and contrary to
policy DM17 of the Local Plan Part 2 2017.

The development is outside of defined settlement boundaries and has an
unacceptable effect on the rural character of the area through visual intrusion and
incongruous features contrary to policy DM1 and DM23 of the Local Plan Part 2
2017.

The site does not provide boundary treatments that respond positively to the local
context contrary to policy DM16 of the Local Plan Part 2 2017.

The site does not make adequate provision for refuse and recycling, provide
amenity and recreational space for users, contrary to policy DM17 of the Local
Plan Part 2 2017.

There is no identified need for a residential caravan site in the countryside, the
site is not essential for operational reasons, and no landscape scheme has been
provided contrary to policy DM10 of the Local Plan Part 2 2017.

The site does not provide adequate parking, or allow adequate access and
movement within the site contrary to policy DM18 of the Local Plan Part 2 2017.

5. WHAT YOU ARE REQUIRED TO DO TO REMEDY THE BREACH OF
PLANNING CONTROL

1. Cease the use of the Land as a residential caravan site;

2. Remove all caravans, mobile homes, park homes, hardstanding / hard
surfacing, fencing, services, storage containers, sheds, porta-loos, animal
enclosures, vehicles, machinery, trailers, waste, construction materials,
buildings, structures, and any other items associated with the
Unauthorised Use from the Land;

3. Restore the Land to its condition before the breach of planning control took
place.

6. TIME FOR COMPLIANCE

6 Months after this Notice takes effect

7. WHEN THIS NOTICE TAKES EFFECT
This notice takes effect on 12 April 2022 unless an appeal is made against it
beforehand.
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PLAN

Land at Carousel Park shown edged in bold black.
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ANNEX

YOUR RIGHT OF APPEAL

You can appeal against this notice, but any appeal must be received, or posted in
time to be received, by the Planning Inspectorate acting on behalf of the Secretary
of State before the date specified in paragraph 7 of the notice.

One copy of the enforcement notice is enclosed for your own records.

The enclosed information sheet published by the Planning Inspectorate gives details
of how to make an appeal. Please see the enclosed information sheet at the end
of the explanatory notes from The Planning Inspectorate which tells you how
to make an appeal (alternatively please follow the below link).

[link to http://www.planningportal.gov.uk/uploads/pins/enfinfosheet.pdf]

WHAT HAPPENS IF YOU DO NOT APPEAL

If you do not appeal against this enforcement notice, it will take effect on the date
specified in paragraph 7 of the notice and you must then ensure that the required
steps for complying with it, for which you may be held responsible, are taken within
the period[s] specified in paragraph 6 of the notice. Failure to comply with an
enforcement notice which has taken effect can result in prosecution and/or remedial
action by the Council.

66



Title Number : HP722336

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:00:50 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP722336

Address of Property : Plot 1, Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever,
Winchester (SO21 3BW)

Price Stated : £10,000

Registered Owner(s) : DARREN LOVERIDGE of 18 Brunner Court, Ottershaw, Surrey
KT16 0RG.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 2
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:00:50. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above title filed at the Registry and being Plot 1, Carousel Park,
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester (SO21 3BW).

2 (21.03.2005) The land has the benefit qualified as in the Note below of
the rights granted by but is subject to the rights reserved by a
Transfer dated 7 March 2005 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2) James
Patrick Burton.

NOTE 1: The right of way over the private driveway is excluded from
this registration in so far as it falls outside title number HP518980

NOTE 2: Copy filed under HP655638.

3 (21.03.2005) The Transfer dated 7 March 2005 referred to above contains
provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

4 (10.12.2009) The Transfer dated 5 November 2009 referred to in the
Charges Register contains a provision as to light or air.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (10.12.2009) PROPRIETOR: DARREN LOVERIDGE of 18 Brunner Court,

Ottershaw, Surrey KT16 0RG.

2 (10.12.2009) The price stated to have been paid on 5 November 2009 was
£10,000.

C: Charges Register
This register contains any charges and other matters
that affect the land.
1 (10.12.2009) The land is subject to the rights reserved by a Transfer

of the land in this title dated 5 November 2009 made between (1) James
Patrick Burton and (2) Darren Loveridge.

NOTE: Copy filed.

End of register

Title number HP722336

2 of 2
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:00:50. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP655638

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:02:40 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP655638

Address of Property : land on the South West side of Plot 1, Carousel Park,
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester (SO21 3BW)

Price Stated : £1,500

Registered Owner(s) : BEVERLEY BLACK of Plot 2, Carousel Park, Basingstoke
Road, Micheldever, Winchester, Hampshire SO21 3BW.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 2
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:02:40. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being land on the South West side
of Plot 1, Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester
(SO21 3BW).

2 (21.03.2005) The land has the benefit qualified as in the Note below of
the rights granted by but is subject to the rights reserved by a
Transfer dated 7 March 2005 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2) James
Patrick Burton.

NOTE 1: The right of way over the private driveway is excluded from
this registration in so far as it falls outside title number HP518980

NOTE 2: Copy filed.

3 (21.03.2005) The Transfer dated 7 March 2005 referred to above contains
provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

4 (10.12.2009) The land has the benefit of the rights granted by a
Transfer of the land edged and numbered HP722336 in green on the title
plan dated 5 November 2009 made between (1) James Patrick Burton and
(2) Darren Loveridge.

NOTE: Copy filed under HP722336.

5 (10.12.2009) The land edged and numbered in green on the title plan has
been removed from this title and registered under the title number or
numbers shown in green on the said plan.  The property description has
been altered to reflect the land remaining in the title.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (04.04.2011) PROPRIETOR: BEVERLEY BLACK of Plot 2, Carousel Park,

Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester, Hampshire SO21 3BW.

2 (04.04.2011) The price stated to have been paid on 29 March 2011 was
£1,500.

End of register

Title number HP655638

2 of 2
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:02:41. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP648953

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:05:29 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP648953

Address of Property : Plot 2 Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road, Micheldever

Price Stated : £56,000

Registered Owner(s) : LINDA BLACK of 2 Old Stocks Farm, Paices Hill,
Aldermaston, Reading.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 2
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:05:29. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (30.09.2004) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being Plot 2 Drivers Diner, Old
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever

2 (30.09.2004) The land has the benefit qualified as in the Note below of
the rights granted by but is subject to the rights reserved by a
Transfer dated 21 May 2004 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2) Linda
Black.

NOTE 1:-The right of way over the private driveway is excluded from
this registration in so far as it falls outside title number HP518980.

NOTE 2:-Copy filed.

3 (30.09.2004) The Transfer dated 21 May 2004 referred to above contains
provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (30.09.2004) PROPRIETOR: LINDA BLACK of 2 Old Stocks Farm, Paices Hill,

Aldermaston, Reading.

2 (30.09.2004) The price stated to have been paid on 21 May 2004 was
£56,000.

End of register

Title number HP648953

2 of 2
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:05:29. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP648947

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:09:11 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP648947

Address of Property : Plot 3 Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road, Micheldever

Price Stated : £45,000

Registered Owner(s) : SUZANNE WALL of 2 Old Stocks Farm, Paices Hill,
Aldermaston, Reading.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 2
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:09:11. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being Plot 3 Drivers Diner, Old
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever

2 (30.09.2004) The land has the benefit qualified as in the Note below of
the rights granted by but is subject to the rights reserved by a
Transfer dated 21 May 2004 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2) Suzanne
Wall.

NOTE 1:-The right of way over the private driveway is excluded from
this registration in so far as it falls outside title number HP518980.

NOTE 2:-Copy filed.

3 (30.09.2004) The Transfer dated 21 May 2004 referred to above contains
provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (30.09.2004) PROPRIETOR: SUZANNE WALL of 2 Old Stocks Farm, Paices

Hill, Aldermaston, Reading.

2 (30.09.2004) The price stated to have been paid on 21 May 2004 was
£45,000.

End of register

Title number HP648947
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:09:12. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP648948

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:10:59 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP648948

Address of Property : 4 Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever,
Winchester (SO21 3BW)

Price Stated : £10,000

Registered Owner(s) : MICHAEL STOKES and FRANCIS ANTHONY CASEY of 4 Carousel
Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester SO21
3BW.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 2
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:10:59. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being 4 Carousel Park,
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester (SO21 3BW).

2 (30.09.2004) The land has the benefit qualified as in the Note below of
the rights granted by but is subject to the rights reserved by a
Transfer dated 21 May 2004 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2) Johnny
Lee.

NOTE 1: The right of way over the private driveway is excluded from
this registration in so far as it falls outside title number HP518980

NOTE 2: Copy filed.

3 (30.09.2004) The Transfer dated 21 May 2004 referred to above contains
provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (10.11.2015) PROPRIETOR: MICHAEL STOKES and FRANCIS ANTHONY CASEY of 4

Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester SO21 3BW.

2 (10.11.2015) The price stated to have been paid on 21 October 2015 was
£10,000.

3 (10.11.2015) RESTRICTION: No disposition by a sole proprietor of the
registered estate (except a trust corporation) under which capital
money arises is to be registered unless authorised by an order of the
court.

End of register

Title number HP648948
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:10:59. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP648956

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:13:08 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP648956

Address of Property : Plot 5 Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road, Micheldever

Price Stated : £45,000

Registered Owner(s) : MAURICE COLE of 19 Lawford Crescent, Yateley, Hants GU46
6JX.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 2
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:13:08. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being Plot 5 Drivers Diner, Old
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever

2 (30.09.2004) The land has the benefit of the rights granted by but is
subject to the rights reserved by a Transfer dated 21 May 2004 made
between (1) Frenny Doe and (2) Maurice Cole.

NOTE :-Copy filed.

3 (30.09.2004) The Transfer dated 21 May 2004 referred to above contains
provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (30.09.2004) PROPRIETOR: MAURICE COLE of 19 Lawford Crescent, Yateley,

Hants GU46 6JX.

2 (30.09.2004) The price stated to have been paid on 21 May 2004 was
£45,000.

End of register

Title number HP648956

2 of 2

83



This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:13:08. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP665606

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:14:58 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP665606

Address of Property : Plot 6 Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road, Micheldever
(SO21 3BW)

Price Stated : £40,000

Registered Owner(s) : ANNA LEE of Plot 6 Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road,
Micheldever, Winchester, Hants SO21 3BW.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 2
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:14:58. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being Plot 6 Drivers Diner, Old
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever (SO21 3BW).

2 (02.12.2005) The land has the benefit (qualified as in the Note below)
of the rights granted by but is subject to the rights reserved by a
Transfer dated 30 March 2005 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2) Anna
Lee.

NOTE 1: The right of way over the private Driveway is excluded from
this registration in so far as it falls outside title number HP518980.

NOTE 2:-Copy filed.

3 (02.12.2005) The Transfer dated 30 March 2005 referred to above
contains provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (02.12.2005) PROPRIETOR: ANNA LEE of Plot 6 Drivers Diner, Old

Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester, Hants SO21 3BW.

2 (02.12.2005) The price stated to have been paid on 30 March 2005 was
£40,000.

End of register

Title number HP665606
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:14:58. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP655142

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:16:59 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP655142

Address of Property : Plot 7 Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road, Micheldever,
(SO21 3BW)

Price Stated : £40,000

Registered Owner(s) : DEREK GEORGE BIRCH, DEREK WILLIAM BIRCH and VALERIE ANN
BIRCH care of 1 Firgrove Lane, North Boarhunt, Wickham,
Hants PO17 6JS.

Lender(s) : None
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:16:59. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being Plot 7 Drivers Diner, Old
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, (SO21 3BW).

2 (04.03.2005) The land has the benefit qualified as in the Note below of
the rights granted by but is subject to the rights reserved by a
Transfer dated 28 January 2005 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2)
Derek George Birch, Derek William Birch and Valerie Ann Birch.

NOTE 1:-The right of way over the private driveway is excluded from
this registration in so far as it falls outside title number HP518980.

NOTE 2:-Copy filed.

3 (04.03.2005) The Transfer dated 28 January 2005 referred to above
contains provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (04.03.2005) PROPRIETOR: DEREK GEORGE BIRCH, DEREK WILLIAM BIRCH and

VALERIE ANN BIRCH care of 1 Firgrove Lane, North Boarhunt, Wickham,
Hants PO17 6JS.

2 (04.03.2005) The price stated to have been paid on 28 January 2005 was
£40,000.

End of register

Title number HP655142
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:16:59. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP654472

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:19:00 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP654472

Address of Property : Plot 8 Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road, Micheldever,
Hampshire (SO21 3BW)

Price Stated : £42,000

Registered Owner(s) : DANNY CARTER, JOE RIPLEY and JIMMY RIPLEY of Plot 8,
Drivers Diner, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever,
Winchester, Hampshire SO21 3BW.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 2
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:19:00. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being Plot 8 Drivers Diner, Old
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Hampshire (SO21 3BW).

2 (14.02.2005) The land has the benefit qualified as in the Note below of
the rights granted by but is subject to the rights reserved by a
Transfer dated 23 November 2004 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2)
Linda Lamb.

NOTE 1: The right of way over the private driveway is excluded from
this registration in so far as it falls outside title number HP518980

NOTE 2: Copy filed.

3 (14.02.2005) The Transfer dated 23 November 2004 referred to above
contains provisions as to light or air and boundary structures.

B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (25.10.2007) PROPRIETOR: DANNY CARTER, JOE RIPLEY and JIMMY RIPLEY of

Plot 8, Drivers Diner, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester,
Hampshire SO21 3BW.

2 (25.10.2007) The price stated to have been paid on 13 August 2007 was
£42,000.

3 (25.10.2007) RESTRICTION: No disposition by a sole proprietor of the
registered estate (except a trust corporation) under which capital
money arises is to be registered unless authorised by an order of the
court.

End of register

Title number HP654472
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:19:00. This copy does not take account of any application made after
that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to
the same extent as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason
of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry web site explains how to do
this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy
of any print will depend on your printer, your computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position,
not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may
not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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Title Number : HP681655

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.

The following extract contains information taken from the register of the above title
number. A full copy of the register accompanies this document and you should read that
in order to be sure that these brief details are complete.
Neither this extract nor the full copy is an 'Official Copy' of the register. An
official copy of the register is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent
as the original. A person is entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she
suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy.
This extract shows information current on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:22:18 and so does not take
account of any application made after that time even if pending in HM Land Registry
when this extract was issued.

REGISTER EXTRACT

Title Number : HP681655

Address of Property : Plot 9, Carousel Park, Basingstoke Road, Micheldever,
Winchester (SO21 3BW)

Price Stated : £40,000

Registered Owner(s) : VALERIE CARTER, SHANNON MARIE MCDONAGH and CAROLINE
STEVENS of Plot 9, Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road,
Micheldever, Hampshire SO21 3BW.

Lender(s) : None

1 of 3
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This is a copy of the register of the title number set out immediately below, showing
the entries in the register on  1 MAR 2022 at 09:22:18. This copy does not take account
of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land Registry when
this copy was issued.
This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the register. An official copy of the register
is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a
mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land
Registry web site explains how to do this.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in
the title.
HAMPSHIRE : WINCHESTER

1 (02.07.1996) The Freehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being Plot 9, Carousel Park,
Basingstoke Road, Micheldever, Winchester (SO21 3BW).

2 (15.01.1999) The land has the benefit of the following rights reserved
by but is subject to the following rights granted by a Transfer of the
land adjoining the northern boundary of the land in this title dated 18
December 1998 made between (1) Frenny Doe (Transferor) and (2) Waltet
Materials Limited (Transferee):-

"together with the benefits of the rights in the First Schedule and
subject to the rights in the Second Schedule

THE FIRST SCHEDULE

Rights granted to the Transferee

.......................................................................

..

2. The right to use the Service Channels now serving the Property or
any part of it and passing through or over the Retained Property of the
Transferor subject to the Transferee paying the joint and equal expense
of the repair maintenance and renewal of any of the Service Channels.

3. The right to enter with or without workmen on the Retained Property
for the purpose of inspecting renewing repairing and maintaining any of
the Service Channels subject to the person exercising such right making
good any damage occasioned thereby.

THE SECOND SCHEDULE

Rights reserved to the Transferor

The right for the Transferor and his successors in title at all times
and for all purposes to use all of the Service Channels now in or on
the Property or on any part of it and the right to enter on to the
Property at any time within 80 years from the date of this Transfer for
the purpose of laying repairing renewing or cleansing any of the
Service Channels on condition that all such Service Channels shall be
repaired and maintained at the joint and equal expense of the
respective  owners from time to time of the Properties entitled to use
them.

NOTE: Copy plan filed under HP564790.

3 (19.12.2006) The land has the benefit of the rights granted by but is
subject to the rights reserved by a Transfer of the land in this title
dated 20 September 2006 made between (1) Frenny Doe and (2) James
Ridgeley.

NOTE: Copy filed.

4 (19.12.2006) The Transfer dated 20 September 2006 referred to above
contains a provision as to light or air and boundary structures.

Title number HP681655
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B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and
identifies the owner. It contains any entries that
affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (02.10.2018) PROPRIETOR: VALERIE CARTER, SHANNON MARIE MCDONAGH and

CAROLINE STEVENS of Plot 9, Drivers Diner, Old Basingstoke Road,
Micheldever, Hampshire SO21 3BW.

2 (05.01.2017) The price stated to have been paid on 18 May 2016 was
£40,000.

3 (05.01.2017) RESTRICTION: No disposition by a sole proprietor of the
registered estate (except a trust corporation) under which capital
money arises is to be registered unless authorised by an order of the
court.

C: Charges Register
This register contains any charges and other matters
that affect the land.
1 (30.12.2004) The land in this title and other land is subject to the

rights granted by a Deed dated 13 December 2004 made between (1) Frenny
Doe and (2) Southern Electric Power Distribution Plc.

The said Deed also contains restrictive covenants by the grantor.

NOTE: Copy filed under HP518980.

End of register

Title number HP681655
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This is a copy of the title plan on 1 MAR 2022 at 09:22:19. This copy does not take account of any application made after that time even if still pending in HM Land
Registry when this copy was issued.

This copy is not an 'Official Copy' of the title plan. An official copy of the title plan is admissible in evidence in a court to the same extent as the original. A person is
entitled to be indemnified by the registrar if he or she suffers loss by reason of a mistake in an official copy. If you want to obtain an official copy, the HM Land Registry
web site explains how to do this.

HM Land Registry endeavours to maintain high quality and scale accuracy of title plan images.The quality and accuracy of any print will depend on your printer, your
computer and its print settings.This title plan shows the general position, not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions in scale. Measurements
scaled from this plan may not match measurements between the same points on the ground.

This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Weymouth Office.
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WINCHESTER CITY COUNCIL
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL DELEGATED OFFICER REPORT

DATE OF RECOMMENDATION  20 September 2005

A2DELREP

Winchester
City Council

Planning
Department

Development
Control

Delegated Decision
TEAM MANGER

SIGN OFF SHEET

Case No: 05/01605/FUL Valid Date 26 July 2005

W No: 05589/15 Recommendation Date 20 September 2005

Case Officer: Mr Simon Avery 8 Week Date 20 September 2005

Recommenda
tion:

Application Permitted Decision: Delegated Decision

Proposal: Erection of fences (RETROSPECTIVE)

Site: Carousel Park Basingstoke Road Micheldever Winchester Hampshire

Open
Space

Legal
Agreement

S.O.S Objections EIA
Development

Monitoring
Code

Previous
Developed

Land

N N N N N N Y

DELEGATED ITEM SIGN OFF

Approve
Subject to the

condition(s) listed

Signed & Date:

Site Factors: Site for Nature Conservation

Site Description
• The site is located to the northwest side of the A33 set back behind Drivers Diner
• It consists of two pitches out of 9 which have been provided for travelling showpeople
• The whole site is very well screened from wider views by tall planting
• The pitches are enclosed by timber fencing of 1.8 metre height
• Pitch 3 contains four caravans (one not allegedly for residential use) on a gravel hardstanding

and has a lower section of fencing dividing the pitch into two
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WINCHESTER CITY COUNCIL
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL DELEGATED OFFICER REPORT

DATE OF RECOMMENDATION  20 September 2005

A2DELREP

• Pitch 2 contains two mobile homes with grassed areas  and brick paving
• It also has a lower section of fencing sub-dividing the pitch
• The pitches also contain small outbuildings and domestic paraphernalia

Relevant Planning History
• W05589/12: Change of use of agricultural land to travelling showpeoples' site – Permitted -

02.10.2003

Proposal
• As per Proposal Description
• The proposal was worded as: ‘relief of a condition on the original permission which seeks to

ensure that the pitches will not be subdivided’
• However, this does not reflect the actually development which is not the subdivision of the

pitches in that one family unit still remains in each pitch
• Rather the development is the erection of fences
• These are for practical purposes to keep children and animals away from equipment

Consultations
Enforcement
• Application submitted following investigations by enforcement team

Representations:
Micheldever Parish Council
• No comments received 20/09/2005
Neighbour Representation
• No representations received

Relevant Planning Policy:
Hampshire County Structure Plan Review:
• C1, C2
Winchester District Local Plan
• C1, C2, C7, C16, C23, EN5
Winchester District Local Plan Review Deposit and Revised Deposit:
• DP3 DP6, C1, C6, C9, C26
National Planning Policy Guidance/Statements:
• PPS7 Sustainable Development in Rural Areas

Principle of development
• The application has arisen due to the erection by the owners of low timber fences
• These are to keep children and animals away from equipment
• They are NOT to sub-divide the two plots which both still contain one single family each
• The fences in themselves have no impact visually or upon residential amenity
• Therefore, having discussed the issue with the enforcement manager, it seems reasonable to

approve the application and apply a condition to restrict each pitch to the use of one family
• This is considered to be enforceable and reasonable

Recommendation

APPROVE – subject to the following refusal reason(s):

Conditions/Reasons
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A2DELREP

01   The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of five years from
the date of this permission.

01   Reason:  To comply with the provisions of Section 91 (1) of the Town and Country Planning
Act 1990 (as amended).

02   The two separate pitches which are the subject of this application shall only be occupied by
one family each.

02   Reason: To control the use of the site and to prevent the sub-division of pitches in the
interests of local amenity.

Informatives

01. This permission is granted for the following reasons:
The development is in accordance with the Policies and Proposals of the Development Plan set
out below, and other material considerations do not have sufficient weight to justify a refusal of
the application. In accordance with Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act
2004, planning permission should therefore be granted.

02. The Local Planning Authority has taken account of the following development plan
policies and proposals:-

Hampshire County Structure Plan Review: C1, C2
Winchester District Local Plan Proposals: C1, C2, C7, C16, C23, EN5
Emerging Development Plan- WDLP Review Deposit and Revised Deposit: DP3 DP6, C1, C6,
C9, C26
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