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ERECTION OF A WASTE RECEPTION BUILDING AND CHANGES
TO INTERNAL LAYOUT IN UNITS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 AND 8 AND
PERMANENT USE OF UNITS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 AND 8 FOR WASTE
RECYCLING AND TRANSFER ACTIVITIES, INCLUDING THE
RECYCLING AND TRANSFER OF NON PUTRESCIBLE
CONSTRUCTION, DEMOLITION, COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL AND
MUNICIPAL WASTE AND EVERSLEY HAULAGE PARK,
BRICKHOUSE HILL, EVERSLEY, HOOK, HAMPSHIRE RG27 0PZ
(APPLICATION NO: 10/02547/CMA) (SITE REF: HR085)
The Committee considered the report of the Head of Planning and
Development (Item 6 in the Minute Book) which detailed an application
for changes to the internal layout at Eversley Haulage Park, Eversley
and included the erection of a large building that would house waste
recycling and transfer activities.
The Development Control Manager introduced the proposals, which
were supported by recent photos of the site, current and proposed
plans of the layout, and the access into the site. It was confirmed that
the site was adjacent to Eversley Quarry. Although the proposed
building stood 15 metres high to eaves and 16.6 metres to ridge, on
balance it was felt that this was acceptable as there were no significant
adverse affects on the local environment or local amenity.
The Committee were informed that Natural England had no objections
as the application would not affect the neighbouring Special Protection
Area and also that since the publication of the report, the Environment
Agency had responded and stated that they had no objections to the
proposals. The Development Control Manager also confirmed that two
of the objections received from Eversley Parish Council had been
omitted from the report due to the risk of them being misleading. These
were:
a)
Objections on the grounds the haulage park has for
many years operated unpermitted uses and buildings
constructed without planning permission. It was
confirmed that the applicants use did have planning
permissions, which were temporary, and this was not a
retrospective application.
b)
Consideration should be given to exchange the site for
an alternative site in a better location and the existing
site returned to heath land – this was not felt relevant to
the consideration of the application. The site was
confirmed as being brown field site, with certificate of
lawful use for a haulage depot.
The Committee were told that although there had been no objections
from local neighbours, there were concerns over flooding and drainage
for the road. It was confirmed that a ditch clearance was programmed
for later in 2011.

The Committee received two deputations for this item. Cllr Philip Todd,
Chairman on Eversley Parish Council, told the Committee that he had
concerns over screening not being included as part of the conditions.
He also felt that the building was too large and intrusive. Mr David
Sandbrook spoke on behalf of the applicant, and reinforced that there
were no objections from Natural England. He also stated that the site
was close to Blackbushe Airport where there were large hangers, but
the applicant would be happy to reduce the building height by two
metres, reducing it to 14.5 metres at the ridge, if the Committee felt this
appropriate. The applicant was also happy to leave the colour of the
building for the planning authority to decide.
During questions of the deputees, Mr Sandbrook confirmed the
temporary permissions expired at the end of 2010 and explained that
‘non putrescible waste’ was anything that was not ‘inert’. Whilst the site
had no plans to process non putrescible waste, allowances needed to
be made in cases where some was brought accidentally into the site,
within waste loads.
Members asked why the landscape screening had not been
incorporated into the conditions and also why the original permissions
had been temporary. It was confirmed that the maintenance of the
existing screening be part of the conditions, and had been omitted by
mistake. The temporary permissions had originally been granted due to
some early planning and enforcement issues with Hart District Council,
and it also gave the opportunity for assessing the environmental and
amenity impacts. No complaints had been received about the site
during this period.
It was confirmed that Blackbushe airport had been consulted directly.
The maximum tonnage of 120,000 was part of the Environment Agency
permit, but this could be included as a condition if Members wished.
Finally it was confirmed that all current outside operations be move into
the building and be enclosed, with only the movement of materials and
skips/storage remaining out in the open.
During debate of the item, it was proposed that the item be deferred
pending a site visit, and also that the required height of the building be
investigated by officers, however these were put to the vote and lost.
Members agreed that the height was a primary concern and that the
building was a very large size compared to other recycling centres that
had been visited and that this should be reduced as much as possible.
The Chairman confirmed, with agreement from the Committee, that the
current conditions being added to the recommendations were as
follows:
1) The colour of the building to be agreed;
2) The height of the building would be reduced by at least two metres;

3) That there would be a limit of 120,000 tonnes per annum; and
4) The existing landscaped bund would be maintained to help screen
the building
The recommendations, with additional conditions were put to the
Committee:
i)

That permission for the erection of a Waste Reception Building
and changes to internal layout in Units 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 8 and
permanent use of Units 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 8 for waste recycling
and transfer activities, including the recycling and transfer of non
putrescible construction, demolition, commercial, industrial and
municipal waste at Eversley Haulage Park, Brickhouse Hill,
Eversley, Hook, Hampshire RG27 0PZ (Application No:
10/02547/CMA) be approved, subject to the conditions listed in
Integral Appendix B and additional conditions concerning:
a The colour of the building to be agreed;
b The height of the building to be reduced by at least
two metres;
c That there would be a limit of 120,000 tonnes per
annum; and
d The existing landscaped bund would be maintained.
e That the building be demolished if it is no longer
used for recycling purposes

Final Vote:
Favour: 12
Against: 5
Abstentions: 1

