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Data 

• The appeal is made under Regulation 15 of the Town and Country Planning (Corifrol of 
Advertisements) Regulations 1992 against a refusal to grant express consent. 

• The appeal is made by Mills & Alien Ltd against the decision ofHavant Borough Council. 
• The application (Ref. 00/60233/003) is dated 18 September 2000. 
• The advertisements proposed are three non illuminated poster panels. 

Summary ofDecision_.~~iSs.d: 

The Main Issue 

1. I consider the main issue in this appeal to be the impact of the proposed poster panel on the 
visual amenity of the appeal site and its surroundings. 

Planning Policy 

2. The Council have drawn attention to Policy EIO of the Havant Borough Local Plan and to 
Policy DI5 of the emerging Havant Borough District Wide Local Plan. The Regulations 
require that decisions be made only in the interests of amenity and public safety. Therefore 
the Council's policies alone cannot be decisive. But I have taken them into account as a 
material consideration. 

Reasons 

3. The appeal site is a plot of vacant land between New Road and a railway line. Beyond the 
railway line, to the south, is an area of mixed uses, including a car dealership and significant 
residential elements. However, on the north side of the railway line the appeal site is within 
an overwhelmingly residential setting. At the. time of my site inspection, the three 48 sheet 
poster panels were already displayed along the New Road frontage of the appeal site. These 
were fitted with overhead lighting troughs, although I note that the current proposal is for 
the display of non illuminated panels. 

4. It seems to me that, sited along one frontage of the otherwise vacant plot, the roughly 6 
metre by 3 metre poster panels appear as isolated and exposed structures in the street scene. 
And it is my view that, because of their areas of some 18 square metres (each), their overall 
height of roughly 4 metres above street level and their two-dimensional format, these free 
standing structures stand out from this predominantly residential setting as arbitrary and 
unduly conspicuous commercial features. 

5. Moreover, the overall height of the panels appears comparable to that of the eaves of the 
neighbouring residential properties to the east, with which the panels are readily visually 
associated. In my opinion the scale of the poster panels looks over large and starkly at odds 



Appeal Decision APP/Xl 735/H/O 1198 __________________________________ e 
with that of the residential properties. I consider that consequently the panels ap~ as 
discordant and unduly dominant features in this street scene. 

6. Furthermore, because there are houses nearby from where the proposed poster panels are 
clearly visible, I believe that the display of these substantial commercial structures would 
impair the amenity of outlook that the residents of these properties could reasonably be 
expected to enjoy. 

Other Matters 

7. The Council have referred to previous appeal decisions. They have been noted, but those 
decisions would have been taken in light of the individual merits of each particular case. 
They cannot therefore be regarded as precedents for this appeal. 

Conclusions 

8. For the reasons given above and having regard to all other matters raised, I conclude that 
the continued display of the three 48 sheet poster panels, albeit in non illuminated fonn, 
would be detrimental to the interests of amenity. 

Formal Decision 

9. In exercise of the powers transferred to me, I dismiss the appeal. 

Information 

10. A separate note is attached setting out the circumstances in which the validity of this 
decision may be challenged by making an application to the High Court within 6 weeks 
from the date of this decision. 
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Dale 

• The appeal is made under Regulation 15 of the Town and CountIy Planning (Control of 
Advertisements) Regulations 1992 agajnst a refusal to grant express consent. 

• The appeal is made by Mills & Alien Ltd against the decision ofHavant Borough Council. 
• The application (Ref. 00160233/003) is dated 18 September 2000. 
• The advertisements proposed are three non illuminated poster panels. 

Summary of Decision: The appeal is dismissed. 

The Main Issue 

1. I consider the main issue in this appeal to be the impact of the proposed poster panel on the 
visual amenity of the appeal site and its surroundings. 

Planning Policy 

2. The Council have drawn attention to Policy ElO of the Havant Borough Local Plan and to 
Policy Dl5 of the emerging Havant Borough District Wide Local Plan. The Regulations 
require that decisions be made only in the interests of amenity and public safety. Therefore 
the Council' 5 policies alone cannot be decisive. But I have taken them into account as a 
material consideration. . 

Reasons 

3. The appeal site is a plot of vacant land between New Road and a railway line. Beyond the 
railway line, to the south, is an area of mixed uses, including a car dealership and significant 
residential elements. However, on the north side of the railway line the appeal site is within 
an overwhelmingly residential setting. At the, time of my site inspection, the three 48 sheet 
poster panels were already displayed along the New Road frontage of the appeal site. These 
were fitted with overhead lighting troughs, although I note that the current proposal is for 
the display of non iIIuminated panels. 

4. it seems to me that, sited along one frontage of the otherwise vacant plot, the roughly 6 
metre by 3 metre poster panels appear as isolated and exposed structures in the street scene. 
And it is my view that, because of their areas of some 18 square metres ( each), their overall 
height of roughly 4 metres above street level and their two-dimensional format, these free 
standing structures stand out from this predominantly residential setting as arbitrary and 
unduly conspicuous commercial features. 

5. Moreover, the overall height of the panels appears comparable to that of the eaves of the 
neighbouring residential properties to the east, with which the panels are readily visually 
associated. In my opinion the scale of the poster paneis looks over large and starkly at odds 
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with that of the residential properties. I consider that consequently the panels appear as 
discordant and unduly dominant features in this street scene. 

6. Fm1hermore, because there are houses nearby from where the proposed poster panels are 
clearly visible, I believe that the display of these substantial commercial structures would 
impair the amenity of outlook that the residents of these properties could reasonably be 
expected to enjoy. 

Other Matters 

7. The Council have referred to previous appeal decisions. They have been noted, but those 
decisions would have been taken in light of the individual merits of each particular case. 
They cannot therefore be regarded as precedents for this appeal. 

Conclusions 

8. For the reasons given above and having regard to all other matters raised, I conclude that 
the continued display of the three 48 sheet poster panels, albeit in non iIluwinated form, 
would be detrimental to the interests of amenity. 

Formal Decision 

9. . In exercise of the powers transferred to me, I dismiss the appeal. 

Information 

10. A separate note is attached setting out the circumstances in which the validity of this 
decision may be challenged by making an application to the High Court within 6 weeks 
from the date of this decision. 
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