




My objections to this proposed development fall into two 
categories. 

 

Firstly road safety.   
 

a)The small roundabout at the junction of Bedhampton Hill, 
Maylands Road and Brookside Road is already difficult to 
navigate , especially for those drivers who need to go from Lower 

Bedhampton towards the east, aiming for Havant, Leigh Park and 
Warblington . It cannot accommodate the extra traffic from the proposed 

development of 50 family houses which would be boosted  not only by 
school runs but also inevitably by deliveries, especially given those increasingly 
generated by online shopping.  The consequences for traffic emerging from 
Maylands Road and Portsdown Hill are obvious, while the resulting gridlock would 
encourage motorists to turn Lower Road and Kingscroft Lane into a ‘rat run’. 
 

b)  Pedestrians are already at risk at the blind bends in  Lower Road. This is a 
popular route for dog-walkers and cyclists who would be competing with the 
extra cars. 
 

Secondly erosion of the conservation area. 
 

Lower Road and Kingscroft Lane are the remnants of a sunken lane and together 
with Narrowmarsh Lane must have formed part of an ancient communication 
network.  The latter must at least be the subject of an archaeological investigation 
before the development is taken any further. Given that St Thomas’s Church is of 
at least Norman if not Anglo-Saxon foundation and that there is a scheduled 
monument west of  Belmont Castle, namely  Bevis’s Grave and the adjacent 
Anglo-Saxon and early mediaeval cemetery, there may be evidence in 
Narrowmarsh Lane of life in the original settlement in this area. 
 

In the period since 1960 when I moved here there have been changes which have 
taken away some of the character of Bedhampton, such as the demise of local 
businesses (grocer, butchers, greengrocer), the planting and house building on 
the western edge of Bidbury Mead and the enormous increase in road traffic. One 
of the delights of living in Bedhampton remains  the possibility of escaping so 
quickly from the constant traffic of the main road to a rural area. The proposed 
development will go a long way to destroy that. 
 



We're writing this letter to express how unhappy we are with the proposed development of the 

fields to the south of Lower Road, Bedhampton (APP/19/00427). Whilst we understand that nobody 

wants housing development in their local area, it seems to us that this particular plan is unsuitable 

for a number of reasons. 

 

One of the main issues is that the road, as it comes past The Elms, is narrow and has little or in some 

places no pavement. It's already incredibly dangerous, and we narrowly avoid collisions with cars, 

cyclists and pedestrians on a daily basis - just recently my son narrowly avoided hitting a jogger. The 

significant increase in traffic is going to make the entire route even more dangerous. Make no 

mistake, the lack of pavement and winding nature of the Lower Road make it haphazardly dangerous 

as it stands. Adding more traffic would be neglectful and would invite tragedy. There are no other 

ways to access this site - opening up either end of the road, were it even possible, will create a rat 

run through a residential area that absolutely is not suited to taking heavy traffic. It will be even 

more detrimental to human life. 

 

Another objection to this development is that this small area is a great refuge for wildlife. I've lived 

in this area since 1956, and it was then very rural. Obviously, since then there have been many 

changes, but this small space still feels quite rural and has a great selection of wildflowers, 

pollinators, birds and animals. With housing development filling in every local green space, it seems 

important that at least a few small areas are left. As the vehicular access to this site is so difficult, 

would it not be a good idea to leave it as a small "green lung"? 

 

The entire area to the south of the main road is relatively small, but it is part of a conservation area. 

Because of the safety issues with the main road and the access roads, and with it being a small, 

semi-rural spot in an area that is already being intensely developed, we feel that building on these 

fields would be a great mistake and dangerous to pedestrians, cyclists and other drivers. 



Further to my previous submission I still feel that my objections to this development have not been 
addressed. The proposed development offers no positive advantages that will enhance this area of 
natural beauty and conservation. In my opinion Old Bedhampton has got a Village feel with its mix of 
mature houses ,cottages and historic buildings and the proposed development in my opinion is a 
bland design that is completely out of character with the local area.  
The residents were told that if any development was to be considered the advantages of such 
development should outweigh the disadvantages and to date we have not received such 
information.  
I strongly disagree with this development being approved and in my opinion the site should be 
removed from the list as being a site for potential future development 



































My objections are based on the following points - 

 
 

General Issues. 
· Benefits of development v Harm to Conservation Area (CA) and its 
setting. 
· Erosion of the amenity of the CA as a whole, impact on semi-rural 
ambiance of the setting, increased safety concerns, erosion of the 
tranquility of the whole area 
· Intrusion on setting will make it easier to build on land to the east and 
west of the site 
· Build infrastructure before planning consent is implemented. 
Issues offsite. 
· Traffic movements “vanishingly small impact”, “impeccable safety record”. 
Bargate's words. 
· Mini roundabout right turn into Brookside, evening peak could gridlock 
and or cause a hazard on the roundabout. 
· Possible Plan for traffic light controlled junction instead of the mini 
roundabout, thus no right turn out of Brookside toward Havant, making 
Bidbury and Kingscroft Lanes into a rat run, resulting in increased vehicle 
movement through the heart of the CA along single track lanes. 
· Portsdown Hill Road already near or at capacity and will worsen. 
· Highways England should sign off regarding any impact on the Rusty 
Cutter and Tear drop roundabouts as well as A3M and A27. 
· Lower Road, blind bends, shared space with walkers and cyclists, safety 
issues already already exist despite an "impeccable" police record. Speak 
to the locals! Pedestrians have priority over vehicles. 
· Summation effects on infrastructure, roads, schools medical and dental 
facilities of 40 Acres, Site 180, Chalk Pit, Scratchface Lane, Little Park 
House, Campdown, all built or in the pipeline. Approximately 1,400 extra 
dwellings in a very small area. Loss of grade 1/2 farm land, significant loss 
of green spaces affecting wildlife with increased pollution. Developing 
Lower Road should be a last resort not an early release site. 
· Mis-interpretation of ‘Manual for Streets’ (MfS), blind bends not a ‘shared 
surface street’. 
On site issues. 
· Removal of shelter belt conifers as a condition to be met by the developer 
not new occupiers and replanting with native species closer to 
development. 
· Why does the farmer require a farm access to the west when he already 
has one to all 3 remaining fields? 
· Full archaeological assessment of Narrow Marsh Lane as a condition 
prior to determination of consent for any layout that destroys it. 



· Narrow Marsh Lane to be preserved in entirety with Public Right Of Way 
and extension south of bridge eastward to Mill Lane. 
· Poor housing layout, not tight along Lower Road, possible permitted 
development rights mostly facing south and west, observable from railway, 
A27, A3M etc. 
· Bog standard dated design, not place making. 
· Stagnant ponds acting as a reservoir for insect borne diseases resulting 
from global warming. 
· Designing for the future, electric vehicle charging points, solar PV tiles on 
appropriate roofs. 
· Farm buildings setting related to adjacent fields lost, surrounded by 
buildings and non- authorised  activity in Barn at west end of Lower Road. 
A farm without fields! 
· Erosion of sunken lane character of Lower Road by loss of hedgerow for 
accesses and extended sight lines and with widened access of the junction 
to assist turning ability of large vehicles contrary to MfS. 
· Lodge Road footpath 107 too narrow and not securely overlooked. Not 
suitable as alternative route. The pavement along the south side of Bidbury 
Lane is not wide enough for a push chair or mobility aids. 
· Walking/cycling distances are too far and routes not safe for unsupervised 
(e.g. Warblington School) and thus site (unsustainable) in the wrong 
location, only a One Stop shop, residents will still use cars for supermarket 
etc 
· Car parking on site / numerous swales (very few verges), 102 bays for 50 
dwellings, is it enough? Will visitors, spill over into Lower Road. 
· Nitrate issues? No firm guidance as yet. 
· Drainage issues suds, Southern Water discharges into Chichester and 
Langstone harbours are already a problem. 
· Management Company concerns around future quality and financial 
burden burden on residents. 
· There is no hedge on the southern border of Old manor Farm to be 
preserved 
 
 
 



Further to my previous submission I still feel that my objections to this development have not been 

addressed. The proposed development offers no positive advantages that will enhance this area of 

natural beauty and conservation. In my opinion Old Bedhampton has got a Village feel with its mix of 

mature houses ,cottages and historic buildings and the proposed development in my opinion is a 

bland design that is completely out of character with the local area.  

The residents were told that if any development was to be considered the advantages of such 

development should outweigh the disadvantages and to date we have not received such 

information.  

I strongly disagree with this development being approved and in my opinion the site should 

be removed from the list as being a site for potential future development. 
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