
 
 
 

 
 APPLICATION NO. 19/01116/FULLS 
 APPLICATION TYPE FULL APPLICATION - SOUTH 
 REGISTERED 09.05.2019 
 APPLICANT Bracken Place Day Nursery Ltd 
 SITE 3 Bracken Place, Chilworth, SO16 3NG, CHILWORTH  
 PROPOSAL Erection of a purpose built nursery building in the 

southeast corner of the site 
 AMENDMENTS Additional information received 10.07.2019 
 CASE OFFICER Mr Mark Staincliffe 
  

Background paper (Local Government Act 1972 Section 100D) 
 

 

1.0 INTRODUCTION  
1.1 The application is presented to Southern Area Planning Committee at the 

request of a Member due to the significant level of representations received 
from local residents. 

 

2.0 SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION 
2.1 The application site is approximately 0.66ha in size and comprises a 2 storey 

property currently used as a nursery. Surrounding the site are large areas of 
hardstanding and outdoor amenity apace and parking used in association with 
the nursery. 
 

2.2 The site is located within land designated as open countryside and is largely 
contained by a dense assortment of mature woodland. To the North and West 
of the site are the M3 & M27 motorways, to the South of the site is a vacant 
residential care facility and Stoneham golf club. 
 

2.3 The nursery is currently served by an adopted access in the form of Bracken 
Place Road which is a single track road with passing places and links to the 
A27, which is approximately 0.5 miles from the site. 

 

3.0 PROPOSAL 
3.1 The application seeks planning permission for the erection of a purpose built 

nursery building. Were planning permission to be granted for the new building, 
the number of children in the current building on site would be slowly reduced 
and would no longer be used as a Nursery Facility. 
 

3.2 The planning application is seeking planning permission for the use of the site 
to care for up to 96 children. This is the current maximum number of children 
that the nursery is registered to care for on-site.  

 

4.0 HISTORY 
4.1 18/01731/FULLS- Conversion of the existing nursery building to 8 residential 

dwellings and the erection of a purpose-built nursery- Planning application 
REFUSED for 5 reasons: 



 1. The proposal represents unjustified development in the countryside 
for which there is no overriding need has been provided. The 
proposed development would result in the introduction of 
development inappropriately located on a rural site within a Local 
Gap away from existing settlement boundaries, adversely affecting 
the character and appearance of the area. The proposal is therefore 
contrary to Policies COM2, E3 and E2(a) of the Test Valley Borough 
Revised Local Plan 2016 and the National Planning Policy Framework 
(2018). 

 2. The conversion of the existing building into residential 
accommodation would result in the requirement for another building 
to fulfil the function of the building being converted and would 
therefore conflict with policy LE16 b) of the Test Valley Borough 
Revised Local Plan 2016. Furthermore the proposal has failed to 
demonstrate compliance with Policies COM 2 a) & b) as the proposal 
is not essential to be located in the countryside or compliant with the 
policies listed in a) of that policy and  LE16 e) - f) as the applicant has 
failed to provide evidence that the proposal is accommodation for a 
rural worker or for commercial purposes 

 3. The layout of tandem parking for a nursery use for pick up and drop 
off is not considered acceptable.  The nature of tandem parking could 
lead to vehicles being blocked in by other vehicles and as such lead 
to in-efficient and potentially unsafe traffic manoeuvres internally to 
the site and therefore conflicts with Policy T1 c) of the Test Valley 
Borough Revised Local Plan 2016. 

 4. The proposed nursery would fail to provide a sufficient and 
convenient level of parking and would therefore fail to accord with 
Policy T2 and Annex G of the Test Valley Borough Revised Local Plan 
2016. 

 5. The proposed development is contrary to policy E5 of the Test Valley 
Borough Local Plan, the New Forest Special protection area (SPA) 
interim mitigation framework, Solent Recreation Mitigation Strategy 
and The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 in 
that no contribution is provided in order to address the impact of the 
development on the New Forest SPA  and Solent and Southampton 
Water Special Protection Area resulting in the development having an 
unmitigated additional burden. Furthermore, the proposed 
development fails to provide and/or secure adequate provision for 
necessary contributions for the provision of affordable housing. The 
application is therefore contrary to Policy COM7 & Policy E5 of the 
Test Valley Borough Revised Local Plan 2016. 
 

4.2 TVS.04727/7- Erection of single storey extension and conversion of existing 
outbuilding to provide 3 classrooms, entrance hall, dining area/wet playroom 
and toilet facilities (Increase maximum number of children on site to 100). 
Planning Permission Granted.  

 
5.0 CONSULTATIONS 
5.1 Trees- No objection subject to conditions. 

 



 
5.2 Environmental Protection- No objection subject to planning condition relating 

to noise mitigation. 
 

5.3 Highways- No objection. 
 
6.0 REPRESENTATIONS Expired 19.06.2019 
6.1 Bracken Hall 2, 3, 5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 14, 16 & 2 The Coach 

House(summarised)- Object: 

 Increased traffic movements 

 Insufficient parking 

 Access road inadequate 

 Existing bridge not wide enough and is an accident hotspot 

 Increasing capacity from 60 to 96 

 Conflict with policy T1 

 Constricted access via main roads to the site 
 

6.2 Stoneham Golf Club (summarised)- Object: 

 Conflict with Policy E3 

 Urbanising impact of the development 

 Removal of trees harms the character and appearance of the area 

 Over development of the site 

 Loss of spacious nature of the site 

 Insufficient landscaping details 

 No discussion on the use of the existing building 
 

6.3 Chilworth Parish Council: No objection. 
 
7.0 POLICY 
7.1 Government Guidance 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 

National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) 
 

7.2 Test Valley Borough Revised Local Plan (2016)(TVBRLP) 
Policy SD1: Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development 
Policy COM2: Settlement Hierarchy 
Policy COM14: Community Services and Facilities 
Policy LE17: Employment Sites in the Countryside 
Policy E1: High Quality Development in the Borough  
Policy E2: Protect, Conserve and Enhance the Landscape Character of the 
Borough 
Policy E3: Local Gaps 
Policy E5: Biodiversity 
Policy T1: Managing Movement 
Policy T2: Parking Standards 
 

7.3 Supplementary Planning Documents (SPD) 
Landscape Character Area LCA2B- North Baddesley to Chilworth Woodland 
Mosaic. 



 
8.0 PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 
8.1 The main planning considerations are: 

 Principle of development 

 Impact on the character and appearance of the area 

 Impact on amenity of neighbouring property 

 Impact on ecology 

 Loss of Local Gap 

 Sustainability 
 

8.2 Section 38 (6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires 
that the determination of planning applications must be made in accordance 
with the development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. 
 

8.3 COM2 presents the way the settlements, classified in the settlement hierarchy, 
will develop in the future. COM2 seeks to promote a sustainable pattern of 
development and sets out how the site identification process for strategic sites 
was undertaken. As a matter of fact the site is not an allocation within the 
TVBRLP and is within an area classified as open countryside and a Local Gap. 
 

8.4 The policy creates a presumption in favour of sustainable development within 
the defined limits of development, with education facilities outside these limits 
of development only being brought forward subject to a number of exceptions. 
Of particular reliance to this application are COM2 & LE17, these are 
considered below.  
 

8.5 There is an existing nursery facility on site, and though the existing facility is 
operating and is rated as outstanding by OFSTED, the characteristics of the 
existing building are not conducive to a modern and practical nursery facility. 
The existing building still operates as a nursery, but is dated with regards to 
the provision of child care and far from a modern facility. The layout and design 
of the building over two floors creates difficulties to the operation of the nursery 
in accordance with current regulations and best practice, such as maintaining 
levels of supervision, caring for children and moving children around the 
building for activities such as meal times and outdoor play/activities. 
 

8.6 To ensure that the facility is capable of operating cost effectively and 
competitively into the future a new single-storey nursery is proposed that would 
enhance the children’s experience in a number of ways and would provide a 
far more efficient and comprehensive nursery service and also ensure that 
such a valuable local facility would be retained in this location long term.  
 

8.7 The facility is well used and its location is some way from other nursery 
facilities and thus serving an identified demand for nursery places in the 
locality.  To locate this facility in an alternative location, within a defined 
settlement boundary is unlikely to be practical due to the cost of purchasing 
land which could otherwise be used for residential or B1/B2 use, furthermore 
an alternative location may not meet the demand identified by the current 
location and thereby creating a deficiency of nursery places within this locality. 
 



8.8 Other alternatives such as re-arranging the existing building or extending the 
existing building have been considered. However, these options would result in 
significant disturbance for the existing facility, would be a more costly option to 
that being proposed and in many circumstances not possible due to the two 
storey nature of the existing building and the change in levels over the existing 
site. 
  

8.9 The existing facility is also an employment generating use, currently employing 
21 full time staff and 5 part time staff. The proposal would see the new building 
located within the existing lawful site boundary, being well related to the 
existing building and no outdoor storage would be provided within the scheme.  
 

8.10 For the reasons set out above it is therefore not only essential for the new 
building at the existing facility to be located in this countryside location and 
thus compliant with COM2 of the TVBRLP, but also policy compliant with 
regards to LE17 of the TVBRLP. Locating it on an alternative site would not be 
practical and could result in the loss of this important childcare facility and 
employment generating use. 
 

8.11 Impact on the character and appearance of the area 
Policy E2 of the TVBRLP seeks to protect, conserve and enhance the 
landscape character of the Borough. The site is set within the Landscape 
Character Area LCA2B- North Baddesley to Chilworth Woodland Mosaic..  The 
valuable features that characterise this landscape area are rows of trees and 
wood pasture separated by green fields. 
 

8.12 The proposed new nursery would be located within the rear portion of the site 
and would ultimately result in the loss of some trees within this area and would 
add built development into an area not previously developed and therefore 
would diminish the spacious nature of the site and the landscape immediately 
within the application site would become more urban in character. 
 

8.13 Since the determination of the previous planning application the proposal to 
convert the existing building into residential units and the construction of a new 
car park and access are no longer proposed. This amendment has resulted in 
far less harm to the character and appearance of the area as fewer trees 
would be removed and there would be a significant decrease in hard surfacing 
within the site and the volume of residential paraphernalia associated with so 
many units would not be present. These factors address the reason for refusal 
relating to landscape impact under the previously refused application. The 
proposal is now considered acceptable. 
  

8.14 The proposed new building is relatively modest and located at a lower level 
than the existing nursery building and road. As such, only limited and glimpsed 
views will be possible from the golf course and the road above the site due to 
the existing extensive planting on and around the site, furthermore with the 
requirement to provide additional landscaping on site this harm can be largely 
mitigated. On balance the proposed development is considered to accord with 
policy E2 of the TVBRLP. 
  



8.15 Impact on amenity of neighbouring properties 
As with the previously refused application, it is considered that there would be 
sufficient separation between the proposed nursery and neighbouring 
properties which would prevent adverse impacts on the amenities of 
neighbouring dwellings in terms of overshadowing and loss of light.  
 

8.16 With regards to overlooking, the proposed nursery is single storey and located 
a significant distance from the nearest residential property. Taking into 
consideration the intervening distance and the single storey nature of the 
development proposed it is considered that the development will not result in 
any adverse impact in terms of loss of privacy or outlook to adjoining 
properties. 
 

8.17 As a result of the above, it is considered that the proposals are in accordance 
with policy LHW4 of the TVBRLP. 
 

8.18 Impact on ecology 
The application is supported by Ecological Impact Assessment. The 
assessment has identified a bat roost present within a small loft space in the 
existing property and potential for crevice dwelling bats within the roof.  A 
number of trees that will be removed were also surveyed, one of which with 
low potential to support bats that found no bats present. As the proposal no 
longer involves any works to the existing building this is a matter that does not 
need to be considered. 
 

8.19 The survey has also outlined the potential for badger, reptiles, nesting birds 
and hedgehogs to be impacted by the works and has set out measures to 
avoid impacts to these species. Subject to the submission of a lighting strategy 
prior to the first occupation of the development and compliance with the 
recommendations set out in section 6.19 of the ACD EIA (June 2018) for 
ecological planning approval no objection is raised and the development would 
accord with Policy E5 of the TVBRLP. 
 

8.20 Design 
The design of the new building is considered to be appropriate in the context of 
the area. The proposed unit is of simple proportions with a rectangular footprint 
and a traditional roof form. However, it also has sufficient detailing to add 
interest to the design and thereby not look out of place within the immediate 
street scene. It is considered that the design and appearance of the building is 
attractive and relates well to the existing property and street scene. As such 
the proposed design is considered to meet the requirements of Policy E1 of the 
TVBRLP. 
 

8.21 Local Gap 
Policy E3 allows development within Local Gaps provided that it complies with 
a) & b) of the policy.  
 
With regards to a) - It is considered that the size and scale of the building will 
fill an area of land within the existing site which is largely used as a carpark.  
However, the background text to the policy, at paragraph 7.28, states- ‘The 
purpose of the policy is not to prevent all development within the Local Gap.  



 
 
8.22 Taking into consideration the relatively small scale nature of the development, 

its location being within the curtilage of the existing property and the limited 
public and private views of the proposal it is considered that the proposal does 
not compromise the integrity of the gap as thee would be no physical or visual 
separation of this land as the use would remain largely unchanged. The 
continued use of the land as a nursey is not considered to compromise the 
integrity of the gap.   
 

8.23 With regards to b)- the proposal would not individually or cumulatively with 
other existing or proposed development compromise the integrity of the gap. 
Taking into consideration the above analysis it is considered that the proposal 
would not conflict with policy E3 of the TVBRLP. 
 

8.24 Sustainability 
The site is currently used as a nursery and the proposed nursery building, on 
the face of the evidence, is not going to result in vehicle movements greater 
than those resulting from the existing use of the site. Though the geographical 
location of the nursery will result in people accessing the nursey largely by 
private car, Overall it is concluded that the proposal would not result in an 
increased demand for travel to access the nursery services being provided.  
 

8.25 The application and accompanying evidence clearly state that though an 
additional building will be provided on site the total number of staff and children 
will not increase above the current 96 children. As the submitted evidence 
relates to this maximum number of children a condition will be required to limit 
the number to 96. Subject to this condition it is considered that there is no 
conflict with policies COM2 & T1 of the TVBRLP. 
 

8.26 Children 
There appears to be confusion with regards to maximum number of children 
that could be accommodated on site at any one time. The supporting 
statement accompanying the planning application states that the nursery is 
registered to accommodate up to 96 children, whereas representations state 
that the maximum number permitted by previous applications is 60.  
 

8.27 The figure quoted by the applicant is the license for the site and this falls 
outside of the remit of planning legislation. The 60 quoted by local residents 
was the maximum number originally granted by application TVS.04727/7. The 
maximum number was subsequently increased to 100 when planning 
application TVS.04727/8 was granted planning permission. 
 

8.28 The current application has been considered on the basis of a maximum 
number of 96 children on site at any one time. As such, a condition limiting the 
total number will be required as an increase in these numbers could result in 
the need for additional parking or wider impacts on the local highway network. 
 

 
 



8.29 Parking 
Concerns were raised in relation to the parking provision on the previously 
refused planning application. As such, the parking layout and provision has 
been altered to overcome the reason for refusal. The car parking as proposed 
is unlikely to have a detrimental impact on the wider highway network and will 
also provide a safe and satisfactory internal arrangement for both staff and 
users of the site. 
 

8.30 The application seeks to limit the total number of children to 96, which is 4 less 
than permitted by earlier consents. Furthermore, 1 additional formal parking 
space will be provided. Taking into consideration the above it is considered 
that the development will be an improvement on the existing situation and 
accord with Policy T1, T2 and Annex G of the TVBRLP. 
 

8.31 Highways 
Concerns have been expressed with regards to highway safety and the 
intensive use of the site for nursery accommodation. The licence for the 
current facility (not issued by the Local Planning Authority) is for 96 children. 
This is 4 children less than can lawfully be accommodated on site as approved 
by planning application TVS.04727/7. 
  

8.32 It is accepted that the previous planning application sought permission for 
fewer children to be accommodated on site and the current proposal is likely to 
result in a greater number of traffic movements in comparison to that 
application. However, the site operator has a lawful fall-back position to use 
the current site for accommodating 100 children, this fall-back position is 
therefore a material planning consideration in the determination of the planning 
application and must be afforded significant weight. 
  

8.33 Policy T1, amongst other things, states that ‘development will be permitted 
provided that planning permission does not have an adverse impact on the 
function, safety and character of and accessibility of the local or strategic road 
network.’ In this case the vehicle movements to and from the site will be no 
worse than the existing fall-back position and would therefore be compliant 
with the adopted policy.  
 

8.34 The comments and observations submitted by local residents are noted, 
however, taking into consideration the nature of the road and the use of the 
existing site it is concluded that the development will not result in harm to the 
highway network and therefore accords with policy T1 of the TVBRLP. 
 

8.35 Noise 
Additional information has been submitted to overcome concerns expressed 
relating to noise from the adjacent highway network. This information proposes 
to install various acoustic measures within and around the site. The installation 
of these measures will need to be completed prior to the first use or occupation 
of the extension to ensure that noise levels within the new building and the 
external areas as an acceptable level. Subject to the implementation and 
retention of these in perpetuity, the development is considered to accord with 
Policy LHW4 of the TVBRLP.  



 
 
9.0 CONCLUSION 
9.1 Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 and section 

70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 states that “determination 
must be made in accordance with the plan unless material considerations 
indicate otherwise”. 
 

9.2 It is agreed that the settlement boundaries are not out of date and nor are the 
associated policies. As relevant policies in the plan are not absent, silent or out 
of date an ordinary, straight planning balance can be undertaken. 
 

9.3 In undertaking the balance it is necessary to first identify the development plan 
position. In particular the conclusion that there would not be a conflict with 
COM2 as the proposal is considered to be both essential and compliant with 
Policy LE17. 
 

9.4 The scheme would, due to its size/scale and limited public views, have a 
neutral impact on the landscape character of the area and thus conforms with 
Policy E2 of the local plan it would also conform with the Council’s parking 
standards and there is no objection raised with regards to highway safety. 
 

9.5 The appellant has advanced benefits in support of the appeal scheme. In 
social terms, it would update an existing child care facility and secure its 
operation long term with a facility fit for current guidance and best practice. It 
also delivers said benefit in an area that has been shown to have a demand for 
childcare places. This is a matter that should be afforded moderate weight in 
the planning balance.  
 

9.6 In environmental terms, it is suggested that the scheme offers opportunities for 
enhancement through landscaping. However, additional landscaping is 
required to mitigate the removal of existing trees within the site. This should be 
afforded no weight. 
 

9.7 In economic terms, the scheme would provide construction jobs and some 
local investment during its build out. Albeit that these jobs and investment 
would be transitory and limited due to the level of development proposed. 
Furthermore, it would secure employment within the site for the staff required 
to operate the facility.  This a matter to which moderate weight in the planning 
balance. 
 

9.8 With regards to Policy E3- The proposal would diminish physical separation 
within the local gap but this would be limited to the immediate site rather than 
the wider area. The purpose and integrity of the gap would be maintained in 
this instance and there would be no conflict with policy.   The benefits outlined 
above are considered to be sufficient to outweigh the very limited harm that 
has been identified above.  

 
 
 



 
 
10.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 PERMISSION subject to: 
 1. The development hereby permitted shall be begun within three 

years from the date of this permission. 
Reason:  To comply with the provision of Section 91 of the Town 
and Country Planning Act 1990 as amended by Section 51 of the 
Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. 

 2. The development hereby permitted shall not be carried out except in 
complete accordance with the details shown on the submitted 
plans, numbers: 
NURS.CPE REV A 
CSL.101A 
SLP-01 
Tree Protection Plan Revision B 
Reason:  For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper 
planning. 

 3. No development shall take place above DPC level of the 
development hereby permitted until samples and details of the 
materials to be used in the construction of all external surfaces 
hereby permitted have been submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority. Development shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved details. 
Reason:  To ensure the development has a satisfactory external 
appearance in the interest of visual amenities in accordance with 
Test Valley Borough Revised Local Plan (2016) Policy E1. 

 4. Details of any external lighting shall be submitted to and approved 
in writing by the local planning authority prior to first installing any 
such lighting before the building(s) is/are occupied.  Development 
shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details. 
Reason:  To safeguard the amenities of the area and/or in the 
interests of road safety in accordance with Test Valley Borough 
Revised Local Plan (2016) Policy E8.  

 5. Prior to the commencement of the use or first occupation of the 
building hereby permitted, the car parking spaces, shall be 
constructed, surfaced and laid out in accordance with the approved 
plans. The area of land so provided shall be maintained at all times 
for this purpose. 
Reason:  To ensure sufficient off-street parking has been provided 
in accordance with the Test Valley Borough Revised Local Plan 
(2016) Policy T2 and in the interest of highway safety in accordance 
with Test Valley Borough Local Plan 2006 policy TRA02. 

 6. No development shall take place above DPC level of the 
development hereby permitted until full details of hard and soft 
landscape works have been submitted and approved. Details shall 
include-where appropriate: means of enclosure; hard surfacing 
materials; minor artefacts and structures (e.g. furniture, play 
equipment, refuse or other storage units,); 
 



Soft landscape works shall include: planting plans; written 
specifications (including cultivation and other operations 
associated with plant and grass establishment); schedules of 
plants, noting species, plant sizes and proposed numbers/densities. 
The landscape works shall be carried out in accordance with the 
approved details and shall be provided before the end of the first 
planting season after the first occupation or use of the building.  
The planting shall be maintained to encourage its establishment for 
a minimum period of five years following completion of the 
development.  Any trees or  planting that are removed, die or 
become, in the opinion of the Local Planning Authority, seriously 
damaged or defective within this period, shall be replaced before the 
end of the current or first available planting season following the 
failure, removal or damage of the planting. 
Reason:  To improve the appearance of the site and enhance the 
character of the development in the interest of visual amenity and 
contribute to the character of the local area in accordance with Test 
Valley Borough Revised Local Plan (2016) Policy E1 and E2. 

 7. No development shall take place above DPC level of the 
development hereby permitted until details of the screen planting in 
the area between ABC and ADC as marked on the approved plan, 
including positions or density, species, and planting size, have been 
submitted to and agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  
The planting shall be carried out before the end of the current or 
first available planting season following completion of the 
development. The planting shall be maintained to encourage its 
establishment for a minimum period of five years following 
completion of the development.  Any trees or  planting that are 
removed, die or become, in the opinion of the Local Planning 
Authority, seriously damaged or defective within this period, shall 
be replaced before the end of the current or first available planting 
season following the failure, removal or damage of the planting. 
Reason:  To improve the appearance of the site and enhance the 
character of the development in the interest of visual amenity and 
contribute to the character of the local area in accordance with Test 
Valley Borough Revised Local Plan (2016) Policy T1. 

 8. The development hereby permitted shall be undertaken in full 
accordance with the provisions set out within the AJ Monk 
Consulting unreferenced  Method Statement dated May 2019 and 
Tree Protection Plan Rev B dated May 2019 
Reason: To ensure the enhancement of the development by the 
retention of existing trees and natural features during the 
construction phase in accordance with Test Valley Borough Revised 
Local Plan (2016) policy E2. 

 9. Tree protective measures installed (in accordance with the tree 
protection condition) shall be maintained and retained for the full 
duration of works or until such time as agreed in writing with the 
Local Planning Authority. No activities, nor material storage, nor 
placement of site huts or other equipment what-so-ever shall take 
place within the barrier. 



Reason: To ensure the avoidance of damage to existing trees and 
natural features during the construction phase in accordance with 
Test Valley Borough Revised Local Plan (2016) policy E2. 

 10. All service routes, drain runs, soakaways or excavations in 
connection with the development hereby permitted shall remain 
wholly outside the tree protective barrier. 
Reason: To ensure the avoidance of damage to existing trees and 
natural features during the construction phase in accordance with 
Test Valley Borough Revised Local Plan (2016) policy E2. 

 11. Prior to the first occupation or first use of the building hereby 
permitted, the noise mitigation scheme as set out in the Venta 
Acoustics letter of 16th July shall be installed and thereafter 
retained in accordance with the approved details. 
Reason: To ensure that the development results in satisfactory 
amenity for the occupiers and users of the site and compliance with 
Policy LHW4 of the TVRLP. 

 12. No more than 91 children shall be on site at any one time. 
Reason: for the avoidance of doubt and to ensure compliance with 
Test Valley Borough Revised Local Plan (2016) policy T1 & T2. 

 13. Development shall be carried out in full compliance with the 
recommendations set out in section 6.19 of the ACD EIA (June 2018) 
for ecological planning approval 
Reason: To ensure compliance with Test Valley Borough Revised 
Local Plan (2016) Policy E5. 
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