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EHDC Planning meeting 12th September Alton Town Council, Lynch Hill 
Objections

This development would cause significant harm to the verdant gateway to the town 
when cutting into the hillside causing an “urbanising” impact on the countryside. This 
is completely unnecessary when a less intrusive option has already gained consent.

Why are we still being challenged with the proposed access onto Montecchio Way? 

We are seriously concerned about this and the latest comments from Hampshire 
Highways do nothing to dispel these concerns. In my own experience trying to drive 
through the existing junctions is already a nightmare at rush hour. Since the 
submission of the last application, we now have a live application for Lidl at the Mill 
Lane junction for which highways have submitted an objection and this site is 
adjacent to the Lynch Hill development. There is no indication how vehicles exiting 
from Lynch Hill towards the A31 will navigate the counter flow of traffic coming from 
the right from the A31. With three busy junctions in such close proximity, we are 
facing an even greater impact on highway congestion and safety. The modelling 
provided in reference to the capacity of the Montecchio Way / Mill Lane junction 
illustrates only 0.9% reserve capacity in the junction if the Lynch Hill and the Lidl 
development are built out. New development should be seeking to create increased 
capacity at junctions with a minimum 10% reserve not reducing it. Additionally there 
is now a fully designed scheme to add a further set of traffic lights at the Anstey 
Road / Anstey Lane junction which would bring the total sets of lights within this 
approach to the town from the A31 to 4.

We strongly request that you defer any decision on this application until a new 
modelling study incorporating all these new junction modifications, is undertaken.

We also seek clarification as to the issue of due process…

An appeal has been lodged and EHDC have told the applicant ( as stated in their 
planning statement) that, and I quote.. “After a discussion with the Planning 
Development Manager at East Hampshire District Council on 27 June 2019, it was 
indicated that the Council would not be defending the highways reason for refusal at 
appeal, and therefore it was agreed between the applicant and the council that a 
new application should be submitted without delay for positive determination and to 
place the appeal in abeyance. The Planning Inspectorate confirmed on 8 July (2019) 
that the appeal would be placed on hold until 16 September (2019).  –  could this not 
be seen as pre-determination? 

Finally, given the recent comments in the press, can the committee deny 
categorically that EHDC has any interest in adding this site to its property portfolio?

Cllr Pam Jones
Leader, ATC


