
 
 
Brief Summary of the discussion on the LMTH RM application at the EHDC Planning Committee 
Meeting on 26th June :  

- The application went through virtually unopposed with only two against, namely Paula 
Langley and Steve Hunt. 

- Considerable discussion: 

o  on the ecological effect and an opinion was divided (not equally) between the 
inevitability of a negative ecological effect and the more likely probability of 
beneficial ecological effect due to the current poor husbandry of the site (horse 
grazing etc).  

o on the absence of any serious follow up or concerns expressed by the statutory 
bodies including Natural England.  

o on the Gallery. These are three-storey buildings and several councillors 
considered the three storeys too much of an imposition on the appearance of the 
development as a whole and requested that the design be reviewed. The 
planning officer thought this is very unlikely to take place but noted it.  

- The buffer zone discussed and some confusion amongst the speakers as to whether it 
was in perpetuity or just during the development and of course it is in perpetuity. The 
management of it will fall upon the company that owns or manages the areas of the 
development that are not adopted. 

- The planning officers emphasised that the outline planning application had been 
successful and that matters directly relating to that were not before the committee. 
However, there was some flexibility and the inevitable Section 106 agreement was 
discussed. 

- The officers made it clear that it was there will be considerable negotiation on the 
Section 106 and that there followed discussion on the adoption or not of the highways. I 
feel there was a lack of familiarity with a Section 38 agreement and eventually it was 
concluded which highways would be adopted and which would not. Those not adopted 
will be under the control of whichever company managed the “common areas and 
highways”. 

- Parking was discussed and the planning officer indicated that parking on verges in such 
a way as would narrow the passage to and fro vehicles was very much under 
consideration.  

- It was noted that any reference to non-compliance with the neighbourhood plan was 
difficult because in the outline consent of 2015 the neighbourhood plan was not in 
existence.  

- The affordable housing deficit again was according to the planning officers not a 
significant deficit if at all in accordance with the provisions relevant to this development 
and prior to the current neighbourhood plan.  



- As mentioned above the Gallery came up for criticism in design again and that was 
noted.  

- The Leap provoked discussion and there was significant disagreement. The planning 
officer made it quite clear that all the options had been weighed up carefully and taking 
into account the risk of vandalism and lack of security which would impact upon those 
legitimately going about their right to play and enjoy and it was felt that the proximity of 
the residential homes, the lighting and location would not justify any changes for location 
for it.  

- The Skyline was discussed. Steve Hunt had clearly concentrated on this and questioned 
the validity of some photographs that were introduced and which appeared to be taken 
with a long distance lens and were not particularly clear. From the Greenfields 
playground the development would be visible as it would as you approached Alton from 
Selbourne. The officers disagreed and as did other council members and whilst 
recognising its existence would have an impact the level of it would be acceptable in the 
context most importantly according to many of the councillors that Alton desperately 
needed the energising and uplift effect of more families and that would help but by no 
means cure the problems of the High Street. Everyone recognised the problems of 
online purchasing but nonetheless there was significant agreement amongst the 
committee of the desirability of the development and many councillors saying that it 
would be the ambition of many aspiring owners who would like to purchase a property 
there whilst recognising that not all parties could agree on all aspects because that is 
unachievable. It was very much a project in the best interest of Alton on balance for the 
foreseeable future.  

- There was discussion about having a shop but the planning officer advised that together 
with the community centre had been considered but given that there had been no takers 
for such amenities in other developments, that was not to be included.  

All main points in our objection were mentioned by other objectors, except for the road access 
which point was not pressed by others. 
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