
Calshot Field Licensing Application

Summary of Objection Raised by 
(see Key)

Comment

Site does not have planning NFNPA The representation does not raise any 
licensing objective and should be 
disregarded.

Object to a site licence for 
“this glamming 
site”/opposed to allowing 
glamping.

1, 3 This is not an application for a 
camping/glamping site.

Only one vehicular 
access/egress

1 There is in fact an emergency egress but 
yes, only one entrance point.

There could be an influx of 
several hundred happy 
campers

1 The site capacity is a maximum of 250 
campers.  All tents are pre-booked.

Risk of petty crime is 
inevitable

1 The site has already been in operation 
for some time with no reports of petty or 
any other crime.  

The restaurant/bar would be 
open to the public

1, 3, 6 The application is subject to conditions 
such that non-residents cannot simply 
come on site to drink.  Further, there 
have to date been virtually no restaurant 
bookings by non-residents.

Risk of drowning 1, 7 The sale of alcohol is strictly controlled.  
If the premises had no licence, campers 
would be permitted to bring their own 
alcohol onto the site and it would be far 
more difficult to control and monitor 
consumption.

Surrounded by residential 
accommodation and beach 
huts.

1, 6 The restaurant/bar is some distance 
away from residential properties and is 
not a noisy place. (See further below)

Effect on Luttrell’s Tower – 
steps used for illicit drinking 
etc.

2 Granting the licence would allow the 
control of alcohol sales rather than allow 
campers to bring their own. It should also 
be noted that the sale of alcohol is 
restricted to “on-sales” – alcohol 
purchased on-site cannot be consumed 
off-site. The objection seems to be more 
related to the use as a camp site rather 
than the grant of a premises licence.

Parking/traffic issues and 
emergency access.

2, 4 Again, this really relates to the use of the 
site for camping and not the grant of a 
licence.  There is a full fire risk 
assessment as required by the 
Regulatory Reform (Fire Safety) Control 
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Order 2005 which applied to all premises 
regardless of whether they are licensed 
to sell alcohol.  Although not a statutory 
consultee, the Highway Authority is 
entitled to make representations but has 
not done so.

Potential bad behaviour 1 No such behaviour has been reported 
(but see additional points below).  See 
also the letter to neighbours regarding 
unacceptable behaviour. 

Financial impact on the 
Landmark Trust

1 Not a relevant matter (and, in any event, 
would be because of the use of the land 
as a campsite and not because of the 
grant of the licence).

Not seen blue notices 1 Far more notices were displayed (and 
were still in place on 16th July) than is 
required.  The Licensing Authority also 
checked that the regulations had been 
complied with.

Hours should be limited to 
11:00 to 21:00 (are too 
long)

3, 6 Restaurant hours are generally until 
midnight with 30 minutes “drinking up 
time”.  The application is until 11 p.m., as 
have been the TEN’s (see below). See 
also the letter to neighbours regarding 
unacceptable behaviour.

Fire hazard from restaurant 
cooking facilities.

4 See parking/traffic issues above.

Noise from generators 4 This is not related to the licence 
application.  However, steps have 
already been taken to relocate 
generators and to dampen the noise they 
create.

Who has duty of care to 
children/screen contractor 
personnel?

5 No safeguarding issues have been 
raised by the relevant authority and 
again, this is more relevant to the 
campsite use rather than the licence 
application.

Issues raised about TEN’s 5 All TEN’s were properly given and did 
not attract any objections.

Noise nuisance generally 
but specifically:
From the bar/restaurant and 
other hospitality areas – not 
sound proofed.

Amplified music noise.

The restaurant and dining areas can 
operate until 11 p.m. without a licence.  
Experience of actual operation has 
demonstrated that there is no noise 
nuisance from these areas.
The application does not include live or 
recorded music.  Whilst this might be 
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permitted under the provisions of the 
Live Music Act, no such entertainment 
will be provided.

Public safety (lifeboat 
concerns) – people under 
the influence blocking 
access and increased water 
sports activities whilst under 
the influence of alcohol.

7 Again, the principal concern seems to be 
the use of the site for camping.  All water 
sports activities will be carefully 
supervised and monitored and by 
granting a licence (and preventing 
campers from brining their own alcohol 
on site) the consumption of alcohol will 
be more controlled than would otherwise 
be the case.

Key

NFNPA – New Forest National Park Authority
1 – Cllr Alexis McEvoy
2 – Simon Verdon – Landmark Trust
3 – James Bryant
4 – Jan Ward
5 – Robert Gray (also adopts issues raised by Landmark Trust)
6 – Margaret and Nicholas Hunt
7 – Jane Banting – Calshot Lifeboat Station

Other relevant matters:

The Law:

There is a presumption in favour of grant of a licence in accordance with the 
operating schedule proposed in the application form.

Any decision made by the Licensing sub-committee must be based on evidence and 
not on speculation as to what might happen.

In this case, the fact that the premises has been operating under a series of 
Temporary Event Notices is highly relevant as it gives the sub-committee an 
opportunity to assess whether the worst fears of those who have made 
representations have been realised and/or whether the grant of a premises licence 
would in fact undermine any of the licensing objectives.

Representations must relate to the application and not to the use of the premises as 
a camp site.

Representations must also relate to one or more of the licensing objectives.

That none of the Responsible Authorities have seen it appropriate to raise ANY 
representations at all is highly relevant and persuasive in favour of grant. 
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Note – if necessary, authorities can be cited to support each of the above 
submissions but this is an experienced Licensing Committee and it is not intended to 
burden all concerned with legal authorities.

Conclusion

It is clear that the majority of those who have objected to this application are 
principally motivated by their concerns about the use of the site as whole as a 
camping/glamping site.  That however, is not a matter than should or indeed could 
influence members in their decision making.

The sole issue is whether to grant the licence would undermine one or more of the 
licensing objectives and in this case, it is submitted that the opposite would be true.

The concept of using the site for camping came about largely as a result of the Covid 
pandemic, restrictions on international travel and the desire for “staycations”.

The site has attracted mainly families – a significant majority of those who have 
booked (and the site is sold out) are families with young children.

This is not a “festival site” or anything similar – frankly, there is little to do on site but 
to enjoy the wonderful scenery, relax, “chill out” and use the site as a base to enjoy 
all that the New Forest has to offer or simply to stay on site or on the beach.  

It is not exactly the cheapest place to stay and that in turn has also served to ensure 
that those attending have been well behaved and have not caused any issues. 

Unfortunately, the applicants were not well advised regarding licensing matters and 
the writer only came into this matter late in the day which is why this application was 
submitted rather late and why the site has had to operate under a series of TEN’s.

The regulations relating to TEN’s are such that every Monday has had to be a “dry 
day” in the sense that no alcohol sales have been made.  However, campers have 
been permitted to bring their own alcohol onto the site on those days, something that 
the applicants would prefer not to happen, not only for their own commercial reasons 
but also to ensure that appropriate controls are in place.  

The sub-committee is therefore invited to grant the application as applied for.

Philip Day, Partner, Laceys Solicitors LLP
9 Poole Road, Bournemouth BH2 5QR  
01202 377867
p.day@laceyssolicitors.co.uk
20th July 2021


