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Deputation to Council 9th September 2020 
 
We elect councillors in the belief that they will safeguard our environs and us 
and when they leave office they will have made things better than when they 
arrived. 
 
At their induction, members will be advised of their powers and duties. 
Amongst these is the duty to have special regard to the desirability of 
preserving listed buildings or their setting. Old Bedhampton is the location of a 
cluster of listed buildings. One of them, “The Elms”, is uniquely the only 
domestic Grade II* building within the Borough.  
 
Together with the adjacent Care Home, “The Lodge”, its setting is on the blind 
corners of Lower Road where, over time, increased numbers of vehicles, 
ramblers, joggers, dog walkers and cyclists have created a black spot for all 
users. Fortunately, the two recent personal injury accidents arose from 
cyclists being on top rather than under the cars. There are no possible 
highway measures to remedy these safety concerns.  
 
Councillors also have a duty to pay special attention to the desirability of 
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of Conservation Areas. 
A Conservation Area Review took place after the Lower Road site (H20) was 
included in the draft Plan. This identified non-designated heritage assets and 
buildings of local interest south of Lower Road. Findings suggest Bedhampton 
may predate Havant. It is founded on good water at the meeting point of 
ancient pre settlement strategic east west and north south routes. The 
remnants of the latter can be seen crossing H20 and leading out into 
Langstone Harbour at Broadmarsh.  
 
Council drew a new conservation area boundary. It places H20 within its 
immediate setting. Officers then used their delegated powers to refuse 
consent for commercial use immediately west of this boundary and they 
included the detrimental impact upon the setting in the reasons for refusal.  
 
In March, Development Management Committee (DMC) considered an 
application by Bargate for 50 dwellings on H20. H20 sits immediately east of 
the new boundary and a few metres from the retained boundary on the Lower 
Road bends. DMC unanimously refused consent. They paid ‘special attention’ 
and their reasons included the detrimental impact on the setting. They also 
judged, in accordance with the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), 
that the harm would not be outweighed by the public benefits. The last EiP 
Inspector reached this same conclusion in relation to just 15 dwellings.  
 
Bargate said they spent two years preparing their proposal. It seems most 
unlikely that any proposal here would ever overcome the safety and 
sustainability obstacles and not inflict irreparable harm to the ancient heritage 
assets here. It would be morally wrong to raise false hope and to distort 
forecasts of housing delivery. 
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Over 1,700 people petitioned the Council in 2018 to remove site UE30 (now 
H20). Although receipt of the petition was reported it has yet to be debated in 
accordance with Council regulations. It said… 
 
“We, the undersigned, petition Havant Borough Council to remove site UE30  
(Land south of Lower Road) from any future consideration as a housing site in 
their Local Plan for one, some or all of the following overriding reasons:- 
 

 The damage it will cause to the historic and landscape setting of the Old 
Bedhampton Conservation Area 

 The irreparable harm it will cause to the ancient heritage of this part of the 
Borough 

 The detrimental change that development will bring to the amenity and 
character of the area 

 The added dangers that will arise on the blind corners and shared 
roadway of Lower Road and at the mini roundabout junction on 
Bedhampton Road as a result of significant additional traffic using the 
bends and making right turns into Brookside Road 

 The failure to comply with government guidance and the core principle of 
protecting heritage assets contained in Paragraph 132 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework and Section 66(1) of the Planning (Listed 
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 

 The ability to provide 50 houses on other less sensitive sites 

 The precedent that would be set for future further development in this area 

 Any public good that might be generated would not outweigh the harm and 
danger that would arise from the development “ 

 
 
As custodians, your heritage duties are not optional, pay special attention 
and regard to these assets and remove H20 from the Plan. 
 
Safeguarding this heritage will provide more long-term public benefits for the 
future physical and mental well being of all citizens than 50 non-descript 
houses.  
 
 
R Jones 
 


