2 The Chantrelles
Angmering
West Sussen
BN16 4GR

247 March 2013

FAQ Mr P Caveland

The Planning Department
Arvurn District Councll
Civic Cantre

Baltravers Road
Littlehampton

BN17 BLF

Dear Sirs,
Planning Application A/82/12 {139 houses east of Roundstone Lane)

'. wi‘*;h %‘{3 ﬂb}‘ect -m ih@ ’Pﬁannin f-\;‘};ﬂacai‘l@ﬂ MEZIZIQ as d@tm ad E}E!aw a _-d% w: h the planning committee to

pr:mary concerns app ear m imvet mm ;uidrusad, and assumptvmg mmjm in the pi&rmmg appheatmn in

refation to the "draft masterplan * [whizh is DRAFT, net approved], which is not just subject to "some Jocal
opposition”, it is almast unique In its total rejection by local r‘midmm am*i grwe cancerns and unaddressed
qu‘se‘ﬁﬁ from ﬁngmeriﬂg- ﬂ*yr‘i*ﬁ f:mz‘nt'ii Ihert appeara m hre m ,;% : Ar :

me tnm& pprmd fm* mmmemﬁ from the mnsuitatmm have m*ws (ﬁmrred

The people of Angmermg are ot opposed to, progortional and sustainable development. The site saon to
he vacetad at ‘Chandlers! is generally welvomead for housing dwﬂimpmen tomest the needs of
ﬁmﬂm{frm and is in keeping with the local character. This proposed wwmpment off Roundstone Lane
still offers ne benefits to the resi dLrit\ of Angmering and as a result would deliver irreversible damage to
aur comimunities and surrounding area.

Policy

hat w;ii mwt

‘ﬂm are man»g aitemama Bmwn Faud MEES :n Angmu _
the local need, and many slternative sites in the area that will meeat the
district need {e.g. Ford Aerodrome)
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2 f;as)uth. [}gwns
| National Park
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Trees

{rassland Housing
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Grassland

Heﬁgﬁ-mw

3 Precodent

‘;slm beef‘; s;u.b;eat.m

hsa bwn suggut‘&d thmugh 8 "Maatt—zrp an” that i“iﬂﬁ
significant concerns from locat residents. All the concerns raised in this

| phjection are only heighted by the prospect of further non-sustainable

4 District
Housing
- Targets

Arun area over the 1ast 30 vears, and m'ﬁr"'tht
wntnhui?{i Mauﬂd Pt hmh«es _

las ii}‘
Enthehst mw' '

5 | Viewsofthe
residents

&we An m&rmg ‘uailage {SA‘J} gmug c:fu. ]
Angroering have made it abundantly. d eat tha‘t th :
or see the need for, more than 100 new dwel img,ﬁ i tm F'dft
between now and 2028.

Frans the 38V referenduny, the response from 89.6
was that they did not want to see any further larg:
developments in Angmering. .

Similar r&sp’ans&s:ham hergn théi‘ﬂe& 'ﬁﬁraugh mﬁér* méﬂié énd

6  Need for

Thers is no Jocal nead for} nmmng nAngmering,

Angmering's current need formally results from 7 cases whuﬁ mai!sf
- yrgent housing is currently required by Angmenng ¢ reside
Bri tatumm A} and only 3 togal m‘ 21 £ases w the wider ‘Categmes
CARE




Hisdear

This need \,:m be dth*&veﬁ by bullding on exist
within the current building development area.

at a single new development of 150 or more houses is
not nesded in Angmering.

ﬁﬂmmumty
Lead Plan =
Principles and
Alms

- Quite clearly through the surveys and référeradum the
HﬂngYiﬂa\ ha\:e isasd that thﬁ"s{ donot want ar need to

vﬁ*‘iﬁ miiuwk
vwer mp msm 1‘% yeaﬁ orso. The mmmumw @f &ngmurmg is vew

Iy danuary 2012 year the Prime Minister clearly stated:

“Cher vision is one where we give communitiss much more
say, much mare control. The fé’ﬂfﬁf’ﬂﬂf& have in villages is
the great hig housing estate being plonked down from
above, Qur reforms will make it easier for conmunities to say
‘we gre not going to hove o big plonking housing estate
fanding next to the villags, but we would ke 10.20,30 extra
houses and we would like them built in this fuc:ry, to he built
for locol people’

commy Jmty of

bm thw hw& said they would ske LE,B s 1{}{} hﬁuse*

C:Jmmumiy Lead; Plam should ihl’: pmpmaﬁ émp, .at;tm m aiinwed
toprocesd further,

Alignment

with Guidance
{issued
6/3/14)

ued additi

e

I’a«fi;mstu'i‘ur Planmng Nick Boles P, s

anal planning

uidance on 5" Match 2014, which Fe~enft3rte””‘ number of points

that neads to be sssessed as part of this application:
"We are afso committed to ensuring that countryside ond environmental
protections continue to e safeguarded, ond devalving power down not just
to focel councils, but giso down t¢ neighborhoods ond local sesidents.” -

On what basis can this application be accepted in hight of the
Graanfield nature of this proposal and the overwhelming public
spposition?

..and 3 key points made in the statement [to guote]:

s recaffieming grees Belt protection, noting that tnmet "TGJss"r?g need
is unitkely to outweigh harrm to the green Belt ond other harm to
Sonshitute very speciol pircumstonoes Justifving N’N‘:P{) s;;‘;.nme
deafnoment

s stressing the importonee of bringing brownfield tond into use and

made clear that quthorities do not hove to allacate sites on the
WHErS On g

basis of providing the maximunt possibie retira for fon
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Al three of these
- underling @ number of

developers

s clorfying when mum:‘ifsr i gnsrder *"efu__nq Ermission on the
grounds of premaieity in i x

points are refevant to this proposed spplication, angd
bisctions  refer 1o in this docament,

9 | Alignment ta
the

: Community
* Lead Plan

ADC need to listen to the residents of Angmerin

. The UK Government, through the introduction of the Community

Lead Local Plan initiative, have made it clear that iocal communities

shoultd decide on their housing nesds.

| While it is recopnised the Local Plans are still i consultation stage,
| given tha scale of this application; ;and the resulting precedent, s
{vital that ADC take 5 responsible po ition in how tl his application

| aligns with the jikely Plan for Angmering Parish,

| The local community have spoken, They wish housing development

in Angmering to continue, ona small, sustainable scale to meet the
needs of Angmering,

a5 a fatlure to do
ative of 3

s0, can only demonstrate that the Government I

‘community lead plan has falled to deliver change.

. 10 | Roads {main)

- probiem
‘acceptable to put further pressure on the A258,

The AZ59 through the parish of ;\ngmermg i widely recognised asa
s inconceivable that ADC watid consider tta be

Much has been talked a'b:aut iecatiyaiﬁm;t dualing fheﬁ;&S‘E through
the area covered in this proposal

This will not serve the community of Angmﬂrm& only those passing
through it. | beliove it will have a n&gatsue effect on Angmering
residents, as large volumes of fast flowing traffic {at maittpie points
of the day and weekends {not just rush hour]), will make it very
difficult for residents to leave Angmering by the A255 roundabouts.

I request that any part of this application must includs a fu'i'i
feasibility, with public consultation on the impact on the AJSG
conngctions to the entire parish,

11 Roads focal)

- This proposal will have a negative impact on locatl rmds in the
 village,

High Street Hill is a bus route, and currently difficult to navigate. This
| application will increase the impact in that ares. | request that a full
- feasibility must be carried out to lock at alternative bus routes. or
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- traffic restrictions for Station Road, Htgh
| prior to progressing this ag};};sea\:;mn fm*hu

reet and Weavers Hill

12

 Roads
| {Roundstane

| The application proposes an mtrame an Ef\uﬁdst-@ &

- not detail how the junction will work, and still Jeaves it open for
- discussion. The srea concerned is currently a “Build Out” traffic
| palming measure,

The road at this point up to Weavers Hill is narrow, and i mfﬁw it far
i g lar and Bus to pass side-by-sige. This app!watmn makes ne
| recommendation or commitment on how they seek to address this
| issue,

Additionally the road is 30 narrow, that cyclists often use thej
footpath, impacting pedestrian safety and potentially collisio
: r&s:ﬁsnte ent@rmwexatsrg The Chantrelles, This pmgmai wdi

| inverease pedestrian and cyclists through this narcow area, ‘yet makes
| no recommendation or commitment on how they seek to address

ane, hut does

this issue,

Uemly by definition, the traffic calming me
cantrol traffic, and this proposal segks to
road.

BSUTE Was mﬂ: in i
incregse tr ﬁw.m this

The only sensible recommendation for access for this proposal would
be sccess framy the Angrmering By-Pass,

13

Archazology

' nmédwg of thﬁ Ang}menm Symss; pmvéd

avchaeological report submitted by the Ap;:rhe:am States that t

rmering Vil

1t s therefore highly unlikely that thers would be no aro
information containad within the site and this | Is recognis

arclogical
sed as, the
hare is likely

e

to be Roman remains on the site.

the Applicant appears to be in breach of policy as it appears to have made
ne proposals for archaeological investigations. ADC Palicy Area 17 clearly
states: “ ‘
“Where the presence of archaeologival remains is known or
suspected:
(i} the applicant must arrange for archoeclogical
assessment of thesite to b e carried our before stonning
'apphmsmﬂ a* termined;”

{me:ismne
Lang}

threat to the safety of the Bus routs.

Often thers i Hlegal parking in the North part of Rmmr_ﬁstwe Lane.
This application will increase the likelihood of further increases in
this problem, and also with greater traffic lovels waill be 3 hsightened

15

Pedestrian

d LL

ml%



Arccess o
Village

Pedestrians at the “top of the hill”

| venturing inta the road.
| the primary raute tt} the primary school, with ﬂmung children often
- on "push scooters”,

5 ’%tatmn Road is egually dangﬁmm with w&w NRTOwW p ;E‘t&

m’m_the V;E.age centre.

are reqmr&d to zig/zag through
parked cars and agross the road at an elongated angle put‘fmg
themselves at considerable risks as vehicles and buses powerup a
steep kil and round 3 partially biind corner.

Pavements along High Street are exmg}iimnaﬂg narrow, and thoss
with pushchairs are not able to pass side by side, at times without
This is especially dawgemue as the routs, is

3

Attemnpts by ADC planners to suggest a route through Bramisy Green
is flawed, as naturally, people will walk the High Street route, no

| matter how you seek to enmumge them, as Bramley Greenis

£F use af
along the

considered the "long way around”. Encouraging gre

‘main road ihmugh the village.

- Roundstone

. Lane and

‘Nursery Road
Junction

Northbound Tum ing. Bumea tumm\ thmugh t:}ﬁen na
. darger and distraction to other road users. An increase of tratfic
. from the proposed 139 homes woulkd likely increase this risk further.

_3&% awng

Bf wu mswme 1  cars ;:ns*r %‘mu n: incﬂ: unre&aanshiu r:ﬁ::nmdesmg ﬂ

adﬁmg 2 wmﬁcant risk m ainmr« ;}é\destmns amf people on public

transpont,

17

Roundstone
Lane and 259
junction

- Traffic mraad\; queves up Roundstone Lape at all thmes of the day. |

- request that significant consideration as part of this nmpmai is ma_{ieﬁ
{0 w:denmg th@ access ontothe roundabout to enable Westboundd
teaffic to enter the roundabout in parallel to those wishing to go

- East

Impacgt on
Local Services

' Ti'm gcoupanoy rates referen \ the proposal, while vajidated, do not
feel credible in the real world, This may be as they could be “national
averages” or some other measure, | would respectiully request that the
occupancy rates for the proposed house types, be validated a&asr\wt the
average vceppancy for the Bramibey Green development. ?his is the only
way to deliver a realistic and credible occupancy proposal mr.dn;a..:ﬁitg, that
all other Jocal services can effectively impact assess against. :

Failure to do this, in my view is disrespectful to the people of Angmering,
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away, have already ruled out building a
even when consulted by the applicant when th
fouses sarfierin 2012,

When asked about free places at The Ang
the headteacher confirmed to local resi

- Given the design of the proposed houses | would be antic

250 additional chitdren woul ing schooling. Mo

would have to find a school place many miles away ~ thatis ot adds wit
improving the standard of life which ADC states v its draft Local Plan that

w housing were to be built east of
: 2 1o obtain a place in one of

stablishing safer FOULes 10 o sTin
ow paths or non-existent paths,

Doctors f
Maedical

e to the
wat
have to

////////
.

.

)
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peup%ﬁ using that famiaty, there!w wom@nmg the semt‘e fm ex;;tmg
residents,

The ﬁugges‘t‘mn frcsm t“he NHS reﬁpm 2, ‘nf a wmribmi{:‘n fmm the

mai axpansmn; fa:is to understam ,the mpaﬁt on Lhﬁ ;:ms_:zpiu Qf Rngmm%,
oris lawed in the occopancy numbers being suggested, that bhas lead it to
make such a statement.

71 | Vegetation

far mat mmmatmmt ts:: thg, Eeve uf phntmg ﬂf trﬁes ge 3. He
matority} and other greensry that should be in place ta m‘%wk thas
development from the North end of Roundstane Lane, in asimilblar
manner to the Weavers Ring development in the 19700,

22 | Parking Whilst the application may be within \ug ested official
parking, the reality of requirements for residents is often mr remwed

ws;mid api}EaT that Eesn th‘m 5{}% s::t tne pmperttﬁs wuu!d haue & ;_;&ragee

RIS r.}f ma Cars g:mrkﬁd o Lhe narrow mad*a hhghtmg the area im
rlends, and proving a danger for road users and pedmmam alike.

Fag

The recent development in Littlehampton below, is 3 prime example of the
maisw of car use, and the impact it has onee dwempmmts move from the
“impression” into reality:
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Roecreational
‘Green’ space

2

1 space, it is too poor to be of a

1and a m el
-

fand vs concrete”

¢ pne ot O




s:mw.mmenfit Policy and planning _u,sci.ﬁm:e r.em.nth? tShULda

Yours faithiully,

Philip Rogers-Davis




