
Appendix 1
(Mr Gillett)

Ref 27202/033 5 affordable 1-storey dwellings on previously approved allotment gardens

Good evening.  I represent as OBJECTORS the West of Grayshott Conservation Group, the Grayshott 
Society and over 1000 signatories to our “Mind the Gap” petition.

I will mention only the most significant reasons for rejection from the 45 unanimous public 
objections.  More importantly, I want to make the Committee aware of the public frustration and 
exasperation at progressive loss of green spaces in and around the Gap.

So, Reason 1 for rejection …  we’re assured that Applegarth Vale fulfils our contribution to so-called 
“affordable housing”.  Grayshott is a rural village with NO HOUSING NEED identified in the draft 
Local Plan.  The Housing Officer’s support refers, surprisingly, to demand from East Hampshire (and 
even county-wide), not to people with a Grayshott village connection.  

Reason 2 -  Applegarth Vale, approved only after much debate, has destroyed a considerable part of 
the protected Local Gap.  WE MUST NOT LOSE ANY MORE.

Reason 3 –it is disingenuous and premature to assert that there is no demand for the promised 
allotments at Applegarth Vale when most homes are not yet occupied.  There is already frustrated 
demand and confusion.  Testing the situation will take considerable time.  Whatever the outcome, 
the GREEN SPACE APPROVED FOR ALLOTMENTS SHOULD BE RETAINED.  Historically, demand has 
exceeded supply but options would include the mooted orchard.

Moving on then to public opinion  … our petition illustrates the extent of public concern for green 
spaces and for Grayshott/Headley Down creeping towards a combined settlement.  

Firstly - Applegarth Vale was approved as an “exception site” in the gap.  Initial rejection led 
eventually to a divided decision to approve.  Affordable housing and a promise of jobs at the 
“enabling” Applegarth Farm development were deemed to justify <quote> “demonstrable harm” to 
the gap.  Our members now question whether the benefits – including18 jobs – are being realised.

Secondly – encroachment from the West, around Fairlands, has been unchecked with unapproved 
developments at existing sites and additional “Gypsy and Traveller” pitches at Bowleswood Farm - 
the latter approved despite the applicant’s admission of a now-settled lifestyle that should have 
disqualified them from special considerations. 

Thirdly – approval at the former Trigolf site was greatly influenced by Hampshire’s failure to 
acknowledge genuine road traffic safety worries.  The stretch of road is feared by many.  The 
additional entrance, on a bend and close to 4 others WILL increase risk.  The car park appearance is 
declared  <quote> “somewhat urban” in the applicant’s own submission.  Your welcome rejection 
was overruled at appeal despite representations from incredulous neighbours.

 
The public therefore see a trend to urbanisation of the Gap.  Where green space is concerned we 
feel let down at ALL levels of the planning process.  Policy interpretations and loopholes combined 
with subjective arguments appear to allow decision-makers to favour developer-orientated 
objectives over conservation.  

Our gap has provided a soft target.  Please consider public opinion and local knowledge to halt this 
trend and REJECT THIS APPLICATION

Thank you for your attention.


