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Access to Fairhaven from Fontley Road




Proposed Floor Plans
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Proposed Elevations
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- view towards Fontley Road
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Photo 2 -view towards Carp fishing lake




Photo 3 — boundary with the adjoining property Ruhamah




Officers recommendation Refuse

Reasons for refusal

1. The proposed development would represent undesirable additional dwelling for which there is no overriding justificationinan
area of countryside contrary to Policy MTRA4 of the Winchester District Local Plan Part 1 - Joint Core Strategy.

2. The proposed development is contrary to Policy CP15 and CP16 of the Winchester District Local Plan Part 1 - Joint Core
Strategy, in that it fails to protect and enhance biodiversity across the District by failingto make appropriate provision for the
Solent Disturbance and Mitigation Charge Zone. As a result, it is considered that the proposed development would result in
significant harm to the Special Protection Area (SPA) and the species that it supports, therefore contravening the legal
requirements of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, the Habitat Regulations. The proposal is also contrary to Regulations 63
and 64 of The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 and Policy CP16 of Local Plan Part 1 as it is considered

that the proposal will have a likely significant effect on a National protected site though an increase in nitrate input which has
not been addressed.

3. Insufficient information has been submitted with the application to ensure a safe access and egress to the site contrary to
Policy CP13 of the Local Plan Part 1 and Policy DM17 and DM18 of the Local Plan Part 2.

4, The application fails to accord with policies CP15 and CP16 of the Local Plan Part 1 in that the site as insufficient ecological
information has been submitted. Therefore, impact on the local ecology cannot be assessed.



