To Arun District Council

Re Barratts' Revised Planning Application Reference No A/82/12
Mr N. Pope

49 Merryfield Crescent,
Angmering,
Littiehampton,
West Sussex,
BN16 4DA

ARUN DIsTRICT Counei,

24 MAR 2014

RECEIvED

20" March 2014

Dear Sir / Madam

| am writing to register my objection to Barratts' Revised Planning Application
Reference No A/82/12 as, although reduced from 150 to 139, it is still another large “tack
on” deveiopment to an already overstretched infrastructure.

Since 1970 there have been 4 such developments (Merryfield Crescent/Beech View,
Bewley Road, The Dell and recently Bramley Green) whilst the fundamental infrastructure
based on the original nucleus of the village remains unchanged and unsurprisingly, is
barely able to cope at times with the increased volume of traffic (local and external) and
Overstretches the capacity of the Sewer /drainage system.

Angmering's narrow roads have been more or less reduced to singie file in places as the
residents mostly park on road. Then of course there are the ridiculous/dangerous pinch
points whose function seems to be to bring about head on accidents.

The majority of residents traditionally commute daily in order to be able to afford to buy
their houses and afford to live in them. As there are no plans to improve jocal employment
opportunities, it is extremely unlikely that this will change. Particularly as there will also be
a massive house building programme north of Littlehampton adding to the iccal poputation.
The lack of public transport in the village, to support being able to commute to and fro
place of work, makes it essential to have your own transport.

The village has had a “bypass”, arguably on the wrong side of the village thus
adding to the congestion on the A259, as all the traffic has to funnel through east/west
befare being able to head north or return. This bypass has potentially created a strip of
land much desired by developers, as can be seen in other “villages” such as Billingshurst
and Ashington for example. As such this application is almost certainly a means to set a
precedence for building numerous house without any consideration of the ADC endorsed
Masterplan, and without any contribution to upgrading the creaking infrastructure.

Barratts are a professional, puposeful Developer who have skilled personnel to deal
with any proposals that will impact on their intentions. Only the most diligent of Councils
would be able to prevent their plans being steamroliered through. They will naturally iook
for places where they can build and make a healthy profit. Unfortunately this usually
means areas that are "virgin” land that do not require any clearance, even if it is prime
agricultural {and.

it is extremely unlikely that Barratts, or any other developer for that matter, would
willingly fund solutions to the village's current unsustainable infrastructure. In any case
trying to build in infrastructure in retrospect is an extremely expensive operation. It was
noticeable that when the consuitation was held in the village hall, the ADC representative
continually responded to questions about overcrowded schools and medical centre, traffic
solutions and village problems in general, that he constantly referred to a solution “if we
can find a benefactor” but “we want to build the houses anyway”.

Not very reassuring for planning the future of the village.




The Barratts' proposed development, when viewed in isolation, looks attractive.

It is only when it is considered in relation to all the current problems for the residents within
the village that it can be fairly assessed. For instance, the access is via Roundstone Lane,
which already gets jammed as people attempt to get out onto the bypass via the A259
bottleneck or through the village.

The schools are on the other side of the village and it is most likely that the journey

to and fro will add to the internal school traffic problems.

The village centre parking was designed for the much smaller population of the 50s-
60s and is unable to cater for those who want to stop off when passing through, so the
village traders are not able to fully benefit from the existing village expansion.

The Medical Centre has struggled to provide access to its medical staff since
Bramley Green was added. Just adding another row of chairs to the waiting room is not
the solution.

The village sewer/drainage system is prone to failure, resulting in flooding and
damage to the homes affected. There has been an increase in these incidents over the
last 14 years. There have also been coliapsed sewer systems in Greenacres Ring and the
Dell. Increasing the concreted area as a resuft of building wifl add to this existing problem.
The Parish Council now consider these problems to be serious enough to warrant setting
up an Emergency/Disaster Centre !!!

This is by no means a comprehensive list but an indication of why building more large
developments in the village would put residents at risk and destroy their quality of life...

Is there really a local need for this many houses when there are empty,derelict and “for
sale” places already available ? There is still room within the current building line to build
an extra 10-20 houses if required for local people. So it would seem not.

Please ensure the needs and concerns of the current village residents are not
ignored, and the Government’s Policy regarding sustainability and quality of family life are
not contravened, when assessing the Barratts' Planning Application Reference No A/82/12

Yours Sincerely

N.Pope



12 Ashleigh Close

ARUN DISTRICT COUNGIL Angmering
i,
L MAR 2014 BN16 4BX
RECEWED

20" March 2014
Objection to revised planning application A/82/12.

Barratts application 139 houses.

Dear Sir.

My concern about the above application is that the neighbourhood plan for Angmering is
not complete yet, therefore any further development should not be considered. Because of the
extra pressure on local services e.g. schools, medical services, inc, hospitals, surgeries, district care,
more traffic using local roads, poor public transport.

Why not reclaim derelict houses and make sure all other developments are sold before
starting any new ones.

Yours Sincerely

Brenda Wall



Wentworth

West Drive
Angmering
Littlehampton
BN16 4JE
Arun District Council
Civic Centre
Maltravers Road
Littlehampton
BN17 5LF
20 March 2014
Dear Sirs

Re Application A82/12 revised from 150 houses to 139 houses Roundstone
Lane :

1 am writing to object to the above revised application.

This and other applications fail to give any proper consideration to
infrastructure needs such as:

A Road improvement
B Schools

C Bus services

D Medical facilities
E Rail facilities

Amongst othef major objections to- this development are the following:

1 We have few new job prospects in the area which will mean increased
travelling on already crowded roads and trains

2 It does not conform with ADC master plan

3 Consideration should be given to possible drought and flooding hazards
4  Houses built are too expensive for local people

5  Many houses in the area are still unsold

6 Why are brown field sites not developed first 3

I wish 1o register my objection to this application in the strongest terms.
Yours faithfully . -

Patricia Grint.




Wentworth

West Drive
Angmering
Litdehampton
BN16 4JE
Arun District Council
Civic Centre
Maltravers Road
Littlehampton
BN17 5LF
20 March 2014
Dear Sirs

Re Application A82/12 revised from 150 houses to 139 houses Roundstone
Lane

1 am writing to object to the above revised application.
No application seems to give any consideration to infrastructure such as:

A Road improvement
B Schools

C Bus services

D Medical facilities
E Rail facilities

There are other major objections to this development as follows:

1 There are no local jobs meaning large scale commuting on already
congested roads |

Does not conform with ADC master plan

Consideration should be given to possible drought and flooding hazards
Houses built are too expensive for Angmering pecple

Many houses in the area remain unsold

Brown field sites should be developed first

O o W N

1 reiterate my objection to this application




30 Clarence Drive
East Preston
BN16 1E]

Arun District Council

Planning Department ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL.
Arun Civic Centre o
Maltravers Road 2 4 MAR 2014
Littlehampton
West Sussex

BN17 5LF 17t March 2014

RECEWED

To Arun District Council Planning Department,

This letter is an objection in the most strongest terms to planning application A/82/12 for 139 homes to be
built on the Greenfield land East of Roundstone Lane in Angmering.

It 1s extremely important that Arun respects our lovely Arun villages and beautiful Sussex countryside. If
this continues we will eventually just become one urban Sprawl. No one is against a few houses being added
here and there. As long as these houses are built in sympathy with the surroundings and for local people. I
strongly suspect that developments will be mainly inhabited by outside county residents. These residents if
working age will without doubt have to out commute (if they are not living on benefits, in low cost housing)
because work is limited in the Arun area, and what work there is will not provide the wages needed to afford
the mortgages. Continued housing development must be supported by the necessary employment and the
necessary infrastructure to be able to accommodate and sustain the increased population. Arun has neither
and T truly believe that due to its location with the South Downs and the sea, it is unlikely to achieve it.
Therefore our roads will become even more congested adding to the pollution and creating a very
unpleasant area to live and work in. The Southern rail service will not be able to cope with the numbers who
will need to commute. Two lines and a maximum of 12 coach trains will not be enough to cater for in influx
of commuter traffic. The Angmering station car park is too small to accommodate more cars. This will lead
to more residential streets like Downsway being used making more of this road a single lane which then has
a knock on effect to congestion and danger to other vehicles and to pedestrans.

There 15 no demonstrated need or requirement for this housing development in Angmering. I understand
that there ate plenty of unfinished and indeed un-started developments and unsold homes within Arun.
These should be looked at first.

To build on Greenfield sites goes against Arun’s policies and so does building outstde the built up area.

Sussex 1s a water stressed area without any further housing. Certain areas are prone to flooding, this will
only increase as we continue to concrete over our Greenfield spaces. Our schools, hospital and doctors
surgertes are already stretch trying to deal with the residents they already have.

We all have a right to a reasonable quality of life. Building on our green spaces. Increasing pollution and
congestion in the area only brings stress and misery.

Arun’s draft local plan s still not finalised. The Angmering neighbourhood plan is still being written. So
Arun District council should not even think of consideting any of these planning applications until after the
plans have been completed.

Yours faithfully
MR M G Franks.
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CARLTON COTTAGE
HIGH STREET : ANGMERING VILLAGE
WEST SUSSEX : BN16 4AW

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL
The Planning Department, N
Arun District Council, 2 & MAR 2014
The Arun Civic Centre, RECEIVED
Maltravers Road,
Littlehampton,

West Sussex BN17 5LF

21st March, 2014

Dear Sirs,
Ref: A/82/12 (revised)

I wish to object to Barratts’ planning application to build 139 houses on greenfield land to
the east of Roundstone Lane, Angmering. As it is the village infrastructure, particularly in
regards to education, medical facilities and traffic flow, is struggling to cope with the present
number of houses and residents; any further large scale development would almost certainly
be the straw that would break the camel’s back.

I also have serious concerns that to allow this applicatiom would open the door to other . ajor
house building projects in the area. So, please refuse permission for this application.

Yours faithfully.

Tom Aucott

/
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL
2& MAR 2014 8 Merryfield Crescent
RECEWED Angmering.
Dear Sir, i9 - OS-ZOI\-{—'

I wish to object to the revised planning application A/82/12 to build 139 houses east of
Roundstone Lane ir; Angmering.

This is a greenfield site situated outside of the built up boundary.

It is not sustainable. The road infrastructure is at breaking point. The schools are at
capacity and the medical facilities are inadequate for existing residents.

It is too close to the South Downs National Park and it is not needed. There are no local

Jobs and the public services are inadequate.

The quality of life for the villagers would be seriously affected if this development went

ahead and permission, therefore, must be refused.

Yours faithfi




Arun District Council,
Arun Civic Centre,
Planning Department,
Maltravers Road,

Littlehampton BN17 5LF

Dear Sir or Madam

Barratts revised planning application A/82/12 for 139 houses

N DISTRICT COUNGIL
Aﬁl‘%CHNICAL SUPPORT

24 MAR 20%

ACTION...

B

14, Qakwood Drive,
Angmering,

West Sussex.
BN16 4GB

22™ March 2014

i wish to object to the above proposed development on the following grounds-

1. Over the years Angmering village has been developed more and more. Current

residents enjoy all the facilities .Any increase in the size of the village population is

likely to disrupt their lifestyle and enjoyment. This must be avoided.

2. Angmering village already becomes congested with traffic, on a daily basis. Any

increase in the number of properties in the village, together with the resultant vehicle
increase {and noise) arising as a result of property development must be avoided.

3. The already overstretched infrastructure serving Angmering village does not need
any more pressures, and | feel that the application does not adequately address this

problem.

Please confirm safe receipt of this letter.

Yours faithfully

Alexandra E.S. Saunders.

Copy to Angmering Parish Council (The Corner House, The Square, Angmering. BN16 4EA)

Copy to SAV ( 3 Cumberiand Road. BN16 4BG)



e

14, Oakwood Drive,
Angmering,
West Sussex.
BN16 4GB
Arun District Council, 22" March 2014
Arun Civic Centre,
Planning Department,
Maltravers Road,

Littiehampton BN17 5LF

Dear Sir or Madam

Barratts revised planning application A/82/12 for 139 houses

I wish to object to the above proposed development on the following grounds-

1. Over the years Angmering village has been developed more and more. Current
residents enjoy all the facilities. Any increase in the size of the village population is
likely to disrupt their lifestyle and enjoyment. This must be avoided.

2. Angmering village already becomes congestéd with traffic on a daily basis. Any
increase in the number of properties in the village, together with the resultant vehicle
increase (and noise) arising as a result of property development, must be avoided.

3. The already overstretched infrastructure serving Angmering village does not need
any more pressures, and i feel that the application does not adequately address this
problem.

Please confirm safe receipt of this letter.
Yours faithfully

Robert Miller
Copy to Angmering Parish Council (The Corner House, The Square, Angmering. BN16 4EA)

Copy to SAV ( 3 Cumberiand Road. BN16 4BG)




“Holly Lodge”

41,Greenwood Drive,

Ai‘éﬁﬁé?éﬁtcéu"p%ﬁ?“ Angmering,
24 MAR 2014 West Sussex.
ACTION... BN16 4JW
Arun District Council, . 22" March 2014

Arun Civic Centre,
Planning Department,
Maitravers Road,

Littlehampton BN17 5LF

Dear Sir or Madam

Barratts revised planning application A/82/12 for 139 houses
| wish to object to the above proposed development on the foliowing grounds-

1. Over the years Angmering village has been developed more and more. Current
residents enjoy all the facilities .Any increase in the size of the village population is
likely to disrupt their lifestyle and enjoyment. This must be avoided.

2. Angmering village already becomes congested with traffic, on a daily basis. Any
increase in the number of properties in the village, together with the resultant vehicle
increase {and noise) arising as a result of property development must be avoided.

3. The already overstretched infrastructure serving Angmering village does not need
any more pressures, and | feel that the application does not adequately address this
problem.

Please confirm safe receipt of this letter.
Yours faithfully

Maureen S. Saunders.
Copy to Angmering Parish Council (The Corner House, The Square, Angmering. BN16 4EA)

Copy to SAV ( 3 Cumberiand Road. BN16 4BG)



“Holly Lodge”

41, Greenwood Drive,
Angmering,

West Sussex.

BN16 4JW

Arun District Council, 22" March 2014
Arun Civic Centre,

Planning Department,

Maltravers Road,

Littlehampton BN17 5LF

Dear Sir or Madam

Barratts revised planning application A/82/12 for 139 houses
| wish to object to the above proposed development on the following grounds-

1. Over the years Angmering village has been developed more and more. Current
residents enjoy all the facilities .Any increase in the size of the village population is
likely to disrupt their lifestyle and enjoyment. This must be avoided.

2. Angmering village already becomes congested with traffic, on a daily basis. Any
increase in the number of properties in the village, together with the resultant vehicle
increase (and noise) arising as a result of property development must be avoided.

+ 3. The already overstretched infrastructure serving Angmering village does not need
any more pressures, and | feel that the application does not adequately address this
problem.

Please confirm safe receipt of this letter.
Yours faithfully

Douglas. L. Saunders.

Copy to Angmering Parish Council (The Corner House, The Square, Angmering. BN16 4EA)

Copy to SAV ( 3 Cumberland Road. BN16 4BG)



11 Yoodlands Close,
AMEITRING, .
Hest Sussex.

THAE 4iTA.
19th larch 2014

The Flanring Derartment,
Arun Ristrict Council,
Arun Civic Centre,
Faltravers Toad,
LITTLEHAMPTCH,

WYest Sussex.

BNaY SLF.

Dear Sirs

Land To East of Roundstonz lene, Angrering,
26 LAL.  Applicstion o. 4782772
wow revises to 139 Dwellinrs.

I am in receipt of your letter of the 26th February 2014
advising that the shove arplication has bheszn revised from 150 dwellings

to 139,

My objections teo this revised apnlication are exactly as
set out in my letter to you dated 12th Septerber 2012 and when
considered with cther apmlicetions for pianniug permission on land
to the East of Roundstone Lans, these objections are now of even
greater concern. There is no doubt in my opinion that further
development on roundstons Lane will cause traffic chaos on the alresdy
overburdened AZ5Q which will NOT %e sclved by a duzl- carriageway
betwen the dAngrering Staticn roundabout and the one at the junction
with the A280 (Angmering Bye Pass). "his will merely provide rmore
spage for vehicles to wait side by side whilst congsestion clears at
Titnore Lane in the East and Windrill bridge/roundabout to the “est.

I note that the aprnlication description states 'including
305 affordable', but have never understood what constitutes 'affordsble'
and if it is a property »riced at a2 beneficial rate, who allocateg these
propertigs, is it Arun District Council or the Developer because surely
it is neccessary to ensure that their allocation has = beneficial effect
on the Council's housing waiting list.

Yours faithiully,

Mrs. G.V. Suttle.




ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL 17 Lansdowne Way
2‘ Angmering
d MAR 20]" Littlehampton
RECEIVED West Sussex
BN16 4LB
24" March 2014
Planning Department
Arun District Council
Littlehampton
BN17 S5LF
Dear Sirs,
Plannin lication A/82/12

I am writing to object to the application for the above proposed development of 139 homes
onland to the East of Roundstone Lane, Angmering. ‘ :

This proposed development, if permission were to be granted, would mean far more traffic
using Roundstone Lane itself which was never meant to become anything more than a country lane
linking the Village to the main A259. The extra traffic would cause substantial congestion at both the
south (A259) and north {Angmering Village) ends to the Lane. There is already heavy traffic using
this Lane as Station Road is often grid-locked especially at school times.

Angmering Village already has more than sufficient housing for the local community. The
proposed site is green field land which can be enjoyed by everyone. Please leave well alone! -

Yours faithfully,

(Mrs. P.D. Randall)



22nd March 2014

Meadows End
The Thatchway
Angmering
West Sussex
BN1& 4HJ

The Chief Planning Officer
Arun bDistrict Council
Civic Centre

Maltravers Road
Littlehampton

West Sussex

Dear Sir

We are writing to object to the proposals in the Barratts revised Planning
Application A/82/12 for 139 houses.

The grounds for our objection are:-

. This scale of development would convert the high quality amenity value
of Angmering Village and its surroundings into an urban sprawl.

2. The plans do not fully separate rain water run off from foul water
and do not ensure that this rain water is contained and processed within
the site.

3. The large areas of impermeable ground cover in such a dense development
51gn1f1cantly increases the flood risk not only for the site itself but
also increases the flood risk for existing dwellings in the area.

4. Iocal roads are already suffering grid lock and stop/start crawl for
- much of the day and not Jjust at peak times.

5. The local infrastructure for health, schooling, recreation, domestic
water supply and major trunk road links to the area is not coping with
current demand. The complete bio-degrading of sewage is not happening
and the current practice of shredding and sending cut to sea is not a 21ist
century solution.

6. Government 'bribes' should be ignored in deciding the long term future
of this part of Sussex.

Suggestion: Why not zone small scale developments by local builders for
local people rather than large housing estates that are gradually dominating
this beautiful Sussex coastal strip with consequent destruction of the
high quality environment.

We respectfully request that the revised Planning Appllcatlon A/82/12 for
139 houses be 1efused

ours faithfully

J.M. Shackleton and'B.A. Shackleton




e prieces i s < A

45 Chantryfieid Road

_ANGMERING
West Sussex
BN16 4LU
.21* March 2014
Assistant Directof Plénning & Economic Regeneration
Arun District Council — —
The Arun Civic Centre ARVH BISTRICT COUNCLL
Maltravers Road : ‘ 2 - ‘
Littlehampton _ : 3 MAR 2014
West Sussex. ‘ " RECENVED
BN17 S5LF ' . :
Dear Sir

Amended Planning Application A/82/12
Barratt / David Wilson Homes
150 Houses on Land East of Roundstone Lane Angmering

This is my personal objection to the above amended planning application. | have
lived in Angmering since 1975 and | have seen the impact that residential
development has had over that time. -

| wish my entire objection dated 19™ September 2012 to the original application to be
considered again with regard to this amendment. | attach a further copy of that
objection. - ;

| think the recent ﬂooding further reinforces the need for new development to be
safely and sequentially iocated with regard to all sources of flooding.

Additionally, earlier this month, Government published planning guidance.

It says; |

“The National Planning Policy Framework sets sltrict tests to protect people and
property from flooding which all local planning authorities are expected to follow,
Where these tests are not met, national pohcy is clear that new deveIOpment should
not be aflowed”

It also says that:

“In plan-making, local authorities apply a sequential approéch to site selection so that
development is, as far as reasonably pos’"s;'ble, focated where the risk of flooding

n

(from all sources) is lowest ..... . i

In the above it is the phrase “from all sources” that is significant and this site, in my
opinion, is not at the lowest overall risk.

* While the above extract refers to “plan making” it also abplies to decision taking.




T e — /

T ——

For the above reason along with those stated in my objection letter of 19" September
20121 beheve you should refuse this planning application.

Geoffrey M Gibbs 3403211
Chartered Civil Engineer

_—

' Cop_ies:

Angmering Pa_'r'ish",CounciI
Save Angmering Village
District Councillor Paul Bicknell




45 Chantryfield Road
ANGMERING .

West Sussex

BN16 4LU

_ 19th September 2012
Assistant Director, Planning & Economic Regenerétton

Arun District Council
" The Arun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road =~ ‘ N /7
Littlehampton - - o
West Sussex o
BN17 5LF . - ' B

Dear Sir

Planning Application A/82/12

Barratt / David Wilson Homes . -

150 Houses on Land East of Roundstone Lane Angmering

This is my personal objection to the above planning application. .| have lived in
Angmering since 1975 and | have seen the impact that reS|dentlaI development has

had over that time.

I do not believe it is in accordance with your current Local Plan.

With regatd to your Council’s new Draft Local Plan | believe you should-not assume
that-development of this site will be acceptable to the community.

" I do not believe there is a demonstrable need for this extent of residential
development in this location. It does not accord with the evidence produced within
the community including that of the emerging Neighbourhood Plan.

i object on the grounds that'the proposed development is on the green belt between
the developed area of Angmering and the South Downs National Park and will have
an adverse 'impact upon the area.

| object on the grounds that the proposed development will have the impact of
adversely affecting the landscape view from the South Downs National Park and
particularly from Highdown Hill (@ National Trust site).

| object on the grounds that without significant investment in highway infrastructure
-this proposed development will further increase traffic congestion and adversely
affect highway safety. As | understand it the proposed development will access
Roundstone Lane only which is a narrow road that already has to cope with the
vehicle movements associated with circa 600 new homes on the Bramley Green
development. Atits southern end Roundstone Lane has a junction with the A259
which is a single carriageWay road as far as the junctions to the east and the west. -
This is within an A259 that is dual carriageway further east and west. The single
carriageway A259 and the three junctions on it do not have the capacity for existing
traffic let alone traffic from a further 150 dwellings. At Roundstone Lane’s northern
_end traffic uses High Street and Weavers Hill both of which are narrow and
congested. In the last week or so on weekday evenings | have observed that, at




_~ around 6ph. traffic is continuous and very slow moving on the single carriageway

A259 south of the village and on Water Lane / Station Road through the village.

| object that there is no primary school provision in this part of Angmering. There
was community expectation that this would be a planning gain as a result of the -
Bramley Green development but it failed to materialise. If the development is
permitted and a further primary school is not built even more vehicles will fransport
children to distant schools adding to traffic congest[on chaos and danger.

| object on flood risk grounds and particularly that it had not been demonstrated to

my satisfaction that the proposed development will not increase flood risk to other
people contrary to the requirements contained in published planning guidance. The
basis of my objection is that | have looked at the flood risk assessment and drainage
development:strategy and | believe much more information and evidence is
necessary in order to demonstrate whether the proposal may be satisfactory:

The recently published Technical Guidance (TG) to the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) tells us that, as set out in the NPPF, the aim of the Sequential
Test is to steer new development to areas with the lowest probability of flooding. It
then says that Strategic Flood Risk Assessments (SFRAs) refine information on the
probability of flooding, taking other sources of flooding and the impacts of climate

. change into account and that these provide the basis for applying the Sequential

Test, on the basis of the flood zones in table 1. “Other sources” is clarified as
meaning from all sources of flooding - including from rivers and the sea, directly from
rainfall on the.ground surface and rising groundwater, overwhelmed sewers and
drainage systems, and from reservoirs, canals and lakes and other artificial sources.

Referring again to table 1 the site is stated as being Zone 1 and table 1 says that for @:

developmeént proposals on sites comprising one hectare or above the vulnerability to
flooding from other sources as well as from river and sea flooding, and the potential
fo increase flood risk elsewhere through the addition of hard surfaces and the effect
of the new development on surface water run-off, should be incorporated in a flood
risk assessment (FRA). it says that this need only be brief unless the factors above

or other local considerations require particular attention. This site is greater than 1
hectare in area and thus requires a FRA. Your Council's SFRA shows the site to be
at “medium to high” risk of flooding from the land {your Map L) and in a “groundwater
emergence zone” (your Map G1). Using your Council’s own published information -
the safest places for development from a flood risk perspective would be flood zone 1
along with a low to medium risk of flooding from the land and a medium groundwater
flood risk. This site is cIearIy not in that category and application of the sequential
test using flooding from all sources should have |dent|f ed safer alternative sites
elsewhere.

| believe therefore that, this development shlould hot be permitted here becaUse' it
could be located on a site with a lower overall probability of floeding.

‘The TG says that, as set out in'the NPPF, inappropriéte development in areas at risk

of flooding should be avoided by directing development away from areas at highest
risk, but where development is necessary, it should be made safe without increasing

- flood risk elsewhere. This is important because if, exceptionally, development is
" permitted here it needs to be demonstrated that it will not increase flood risk. to

others.

Thé TG also says that a site-specific flood risk assessment (FRA) should be carried

- out by, or on behalf of, a developer to assess the risk to the development site and




- others. This would be entirely unacceptable and it clearly for the applicant to

"demonstrate how flood risk from all sources of flooding to the development itself and
flood risk to others will be managed now, and taking climate change into account.

This means that besides showing that the development itself will be safe the
applicant must show,_that flood risk to others will not increase.

As lunderstand it the site extends to more than 6ha and the intention is to make half

-of this area impermeable and to dispose of runoff from impereable surfaces by

onsite infiltration including in curtilage soakaways. If the development is built it is

-likely that post completion urban creep of building conservatories, patios and the like

will mean that the impermeable proportion of the site will eventually well exceed 50%.
| expected to see detailed calculations to support the infiltration design which

included the results of infiltration tests and year round ground water table ,
observations. Your Council’ s own Map G1 in your SFRA shows the site to be a
groundwater emergence zone and | would think that this fact would make effective

-infiltration very challenging. Where infiltration arrangements serve more than a

single property it is not clear who will be responsible for ensuring the satisfactory
operation of these drainage features over the development's lifetime.

| believe that your Council's SFRA provides compelling evidence of the reasons why

this development should not be permitted. This is because of the evidence the SFRA
provides of the risk of flooding at the site from the land (“medium to high” which is
your highest risk category) and from groundwater (“groundwater emergence zone”
which again is your highest risk category). Recent flooding experience in the village
indicates that, if anything, these surface water and groundwater maps may '
understate the problems. We most recently experienced this problem to a serious -
extent in June 2012 and March 2002 with less severe flooding in between. -
Photographic evidence of this flooding is available. '

If the development is permitted and the i'nﬁltration measures are not effective the
consequence may be increased runoff from the site and thus increased flood risk to

demonstrate that this will not happen.

In conclusion, on flood risk, | believe that firstly theAapplicant must demonstrate that -
this site is an appropriate residential development site to consider bearing in mind the
Groundwater and Surface Water flood risk maps contained in your Council’s SFRA..

| believe this is not an appropriate site because there are clearly much safer sites
available. ‘ '

Secondly, if it is appropriate to consider this development at this location further, the
applicant must demonstrate that his proposed drainage arrangements will
satisfactorily manage the flood risk over the development iifetime and will not
increase flood risk to others. | do not believe this has been demonstrated.

. E. )y oL
For the above reasons | believe you should refuse this planning application.

Yours Faithfully

. Geoffrey M Gibbs 3209193 '

Y
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Market report

I

" Housebuilder shares surge as Osb

&) Ben Martin

. STy
( THE CHANCELLOR. George Osborne,

- was responsible for putting about £550_m\ R@Slllts round-up

1

<~ on to the value of Britain’s biggest .. ~ . J
housebuilders yesterday by revealing the | SOMPANY TURNOVER(E)  PRETAX(E) - EPS(P) DIV (P} PAY DAY
[+~ Government’s Help to Buy scheme | Brady Fin29.4m@B.tm) 926K {B04__ 138061) 1700015000 May 20 E
| _would be extended to 2020. ~| Forbidden Technotogies Fin 772 @130 803k (270K 0.74(0Z5)  0.000 (0000 -
" ;- . Shares across the sector surged after K3 Business Technology Growp_Int 34.5m (315m) __ B7SK(I850 290 (0B0)  Q.000 (0000 -

*Mr Osborne disclosed that a further Mytrah Energy $ FinS09m (309m} __ 84m(132m} 004 007 0.000 (0000 -
- £6bn would be invested in the first part,, | Regenerss N99IMB02m)  16m(32m)  296(588) 132006707 Jun (3
~ of the programme, which had been due | Shore Capital Growp Fin-t) __Sami25m)  1410@200 40006000 Apr 10 M
.~lo end in 2016, The extension of the Smart Metering Systems Fin27.9m(210m)  7Sm{52m)  7.86(5.18) 1.610(1.150) tba ﬂ‘
. equity loan scheme iSexpected to lead®, | Steriing Energy $ Fin 184m (225m) __ 7.3m(S5m) 232 (251) _ 0.000 (000) -
{ to the construction of an additional - Tefit Communic ations § tnt 243.2m (2074m)  12.0m (49m) __ 10.50(380) _ 0.000 (3000 -
Y 120,000 homes. Tracsls INt98m@7m  23m{(l.7m) 672(528) OGIS0MIN Apr it Ma

Persimmon climbed 48p to £13.61,
Bovis Homes gained 40 to 895p, Crest-
-Nicholson rose 15.8 to 381p and Barratt .
Developments closed up 12.6 at 424.8p.
* Galliford Try advanced 36pto £13.15, |
while Beltway gained 33p to £15.80;
Redrow put on 61 lo 323.8p, Taylor- |
{ Wimpey rose 2.4 to 118.2p and Berkeley
" added 10p to £26.52. o
~Analysts at UBS told clients that the
extension had eliminated “uncertainty™.
“We think the move removes
uncertainty for both the equity markets
and the management teams of the UK
housebuilders.” they said. “Given the
long-term nature of the programme,
end market visibility has improved
significantly, which should result in
providing corporates [with] the
confidence to continue to invest into
land.”
The FTSE 100, like other stock
markets, rallied yesterday despite

.

»
-

Crimea voting in favour of seceding

_from Ukraine to join Russia. While the

outcome of Sunday’s referendum led to
the West imposing sanctions, the result
had been widely expected by investors.
Furthermore, there was relief that the
vote had passed without any violence.

As a result, London’s benchmark
index, which fell heavily last week,
clawed back some ground and closed up
40.46 points, or 0.6pc, at 6,568.35.

In the US, the Dow Jones Industrial
Average had climbed 1.1pc by the time
trading in London had finished. lifted by
better than expected American
manufacturing data.

Giencore Xstrata, 9.6 better at 306.6p.
was one of the biggest risers in the FTSE
100 following reports it is nearing a deal
to sell its Las Bambas copper project in
Peru to a Chinese consortium.

wwew it eractivedsta,

Supermarkets were again weak in th
wake of Wm Morrison’s grim results la
Thursday, in which the group soundec
profit warning and effectively declare(ﬂ
price war with its rivals by revealing it
would invest E1bn in price cuts amf
product improvement.

Analysts at Bank of America Merrill
Lynch said that the implications were
*substantial” for Tesco, and the
supermarket group may need to
respond by investing approximately
£300m in prices. They cut their target
price on Tesco shares to 270p, from
350p. and downgraded their
recommendation to “underperform”,
sending the supermarket group down
t0 299.7p.

Ahead of its fourth-quarter trading
update today, J Salnsbury slid 2.2 to
311.4p. The company is expected to poq

- -
Market data Unit trusts & open-ended ir
WORLD MARKET INDICES iara et 0 oy o | o o oy O
INDEX CHANGE ' ... 19 EA
¥ AUSTRALIA ANl Ordinaries 533520 1190 022 M . el } 8 ’ |
* BRAZIL Bovespa 4511780 +i52.14 034 | EuAdF ramlington |weses..... . i
# CHINA Shanghai Composite 2023.67  +19.33  +0.96pc | An AXA Invertment Managers Company — Mmm:::
# FRANCE CAC General 4271.96 +5559 +1.32pc “‘f;;’::;“;ﬁ”‘;;‘;m reetOwn I . an I .
+ GERMANY DAX 9180.89 +12448 +137pc s ot S GBS 77511 Ceomr®h Funds
4 HONG KONG Hang Seng 21473.95 6554  0.300C | aomiwon.......| 53 | ms s am | A, FRL| ny
» INDIA S&P CNXS500 5011.55 closed RIEN BT TR T o 3 Lt
& JAPAN Nikkel 1427767 -4999 -0.35pc W om)] o = e
4 RUSSIA RTS 111466 +52.19 +491pc =1 @s| aw | EEREE. s B2
+ SINGAPORE Straits Times 309214  +1842 +060pc R0 ame | gt | GMSTH.....| 19 m'
1 SPAIN Madrid SE 102052 +1604  +160pc mal W m | e—
# SWITZERLAND  SMiindex 816178 +47.76 +059x :;: ::: :: amttots | 1% | 12
+ UsA | Dow Jones 16247.22 +181.55 +1.13pc mrl sus] aw | otk | 1= 1
+ usa Nasdaq 4279.95 +3455 +08Ipc 8] szl am | vmwem ] - 1250 9
mmo | e am i || 9 L
COMMODITIES SUMMARY Ko Bl B oo™
wi| wael @ 10 nzs k
PRICE CHANGE qws| wes| am [vsme o damd au .
# GOLD per troy oz $1378.50 650 -04pc ] maf oap Tocget Funds
& SILVER per oz EI1277 009 070pc | wenne. |35 | sl iz am | e i“" an |
# KRUGERRAND £620.12 259 03Zc [Mowihr...|ss| e | mz| aw W o000 se |
4 NEW SOVEREIGN £189.86 <189  -072pc | Wowmam. . fsx | mz| @] ae ! ’




