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Objectors submission to planning committee on 10th May 2017

48 Kingswood Firs, Grayshott, GU26 6ES- 

Good evening Chairman and Members of the Committee and thank you for the 
opportunity to speak on behalf of the objectors.

Grayshott Parish Council, will be speaking after me who will present the overall 
reasons as to why we are objecting to this application. I will only address certain 
aspects of the Case Officer’s report relating to scale and amenity to the adjoining 
dwellings. 

1. In particular, reference is made to comparisons of the footprint of the 
proposed dwelling to those of it’s neighbours (under the heading Design 
and Visual impact upon the Area of Special Housing Character).  The 
dimensions used are the maximum widths and depths, which is very 
misleading.  The Case Officer was made aware of this on the 18th February 
after the applicant used the same comparisons.  If we, in fact, use the 
outlines of the adjoining dwellings to obtain a correct square meterage, 
the footprint of the proposed dwelling will be 82% larger than no. 49 
Kingswood Firs and 85% larger than no. 47.  It therefore is not reasonable 
to make the statement that “The footprint of the replacement dwelling is 
therefore considered to be acceptable in comparison to the size of the 
closest neighbouring properties”.

2. The increased height of the replacement dwelling is stated as being 2.78m 
higher than the existing property and would not result in an unacceptable 
impact.  However, as the replacement dwelling has a crown roof, the main 
ridge runs not only across the front and rear elevations, but also to the 
sides at 8.68m above ground level.  It will therefore be very bulky and 
clearly have a negative impact upon the area, where the adjoining 
dwellings not only have lower ridge heights, at 7.5m, but much shorter 
lengths of the main ridge.

3. Under the heading: Impact on the amenity of the neighbouring 
properties:
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Whilst efforts have been made to reduce the size of the proposed 
dwelling, it still has a negative impact, in particular it’s overbearing 
presence.  It will cut out the sunlight in the mornings to no. 47 and in the 
evenings to no. 49 which is not acceptable when the dwellings are 
designed in spacious settings in an Area of Special Housing Character.

We respectfully ask that you refuse this application which will enable the 
applicant to reflect on the excessive proposal and resubmit a design which 
would sit more comfortably in this cul de sac and not compromise the 
amenity of the neighbouring properties.


