
Mr Chairman, members of the Committee -

My wife and I own Hollybank Cottage immediately adjacent to the site. We would like to object to 
the application for a number of reasons. 

Policy CS10 of the local plan says that “there must be no unacceptable adverse effect on the amenities 
of nearby residences”. However, there would be additional noise generated from the site. As well as 
the additional mobile home, the applicant is requesting an additional 2 parking spaces, making 4 in 
all. Additional vehicles would be coming and going through the gate to the site immediately adjacent 
to our house, not just during daytime but also late at night. Our patio is very close to their gravel 
drive. Currently there typically about 30 vehicles movements per day over the drive, and this would 
only increase. Our house would also look out to the East on more of a caravan site than there is now. 
The second mobile home would be clearly visible from our house, and is an alien structure. 

Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (PPTS) states that, when assessing the suitability of sites in rural or 
semi-rural settings, LPAs should ensure that the scale of such sites does not dominate the nearest 
settled community. Hollybank Cottage is an isolated house next to their site. If permission was 
granted, the site would consist of a large stable (recently extended), two mobile homes housing two 
families, a touring caravan, four cars, a horsebox and a field shelter.  All of this would dominate our 
one house.

The applicant doesn’t appear to have a very convincing need to live at the site. He currently owns a 
house in Portsmouth, but the Gypsy Liaison Officer says that he intends to sell this and move into the 
second mobile home. However note that if the Council gave permission simply on the basis of an 
intention, there would be no redress if for some reason the sale of the house did not take place. In this 
case, the Council would effectively have given permission for him to have a second home. 

There are five quarter- acre sites with planning permission for gypsies for sale in Westbourne, only 1 
mile away. Although this is in West Sussex, the PPTS rules say that neighbouring LPAs should 
collaborate to provide more flexibility in identifying sites. The applicant should purchase one of these 
rather than being allowed to do further harm to the Emsworth Gap by developing this site further. 
They are also not so close to settled population. He would be able to purchase a plot easily with the 
money from the sale of his house. 

The Planning Inspector gave permission for the first mobile home last February. One of the conditions 
he imposed was that there should be no more than one mobile home on the site. If HBC granted 
permission for a second mobile home, they would be breaking this condition.

The applicant is a horse breeder and dealer, and the GLO noted that this was evidenced by the stable 
being fully occupied during his visit.  However, another condition set by the Planning Inspector was 
that no commercial activities were to be allowed at the site. 

Finally, we would also criticise the GLO for classifying the applicant is a nomadic gypsy simply on 
the basis of a cosy chat, and without demanding a single scrap of written evidence to prove his 
travelling. This seems to us very unprofessional. A nomadic gypsy can buy land at agricultural prices 
and put a caravan on it, which is cheap housing. A non-gypsy generally can’t do this. 

D. Mason (Dr)

Hollybank Cottage


