S South Road, Felpham
Want Sussex, BO23 BREF

Mr. D, Eason, Plamning Case Dfficer
Arun District Councll
1 Maltravers Rosd

Littiehampton ST s
West Sussex BN17 5LF TSNS

26™ July, 2022

Dear Mr. Eason,

housing on Bognor Regls Golf Cowse and MIB/22/PL propoesed
course north of Anclon Lane,

We have noted the amendments 1o the above proposal, but owr
objection still stands.

We five in South Road off Goodwood Avenue and we have always
had cars parking down our road during school drop off and pick up
timas. Singe both the Community College and Downviaw Primary
Schoot have extended their buildings to sccommodate more pupll
intake, the traffic has increased considerably. We now cannot exit
aur drive or South Road by car during these times due to the
congestion. The school traffic also causes huge queues the length
of Downview Road leading up to the Felphan traffic ighis. Speed
humps have been introduced in an altempt o slow the traffic down
but cars still speed over them. Creating housing on the Golf
Course site will result in even larger groups of children crossing
from Goodwood Avenue over {o the other side of Downview Road,
putting them at risk and increase traffic picking them up.

The roads in this area are full of potholes and s0 heavy
gonstruction traffic plus the increase of over 1,000 + mors vehicles
from owners of new houses on the Golf Course will contribule fo g
further deterioration of our roads and the AZSES.

To contemplate more new housing inthe Felpham area is
complete madness. The infrastructure is not theve to suppoert i€
The schools have already built extensions to cope with the extra



. o

homes in the Flansham area, owr surgeries are ovenoaded and we
have a shortags of denlists.

Since moving here thirtesn yvears ago we have walched s0 many
green fields being dug up and tumed info housing estates with the
loss of mature trees and wildlife, plus we now have new industrial
sites now containing Lidh and Al The proposed site north of
Ancton Lane is agricudtural land and in these difficult fimes when
food security is a concam, we would have thought that retaining
agriculiural land would be essential.

We often see on the news that developers have still continued {0
builld on areas noted for flooding and seen the misery i causes.
This will becomse worse in this area should planning go ahead, We
already have low watler pressure and owr sewsrage is often being
pumped info the sea when the system falls to cope.

There is the issus of the loss of recreational open space and
enjoyment of footpaths, which is essential for mental heailth.
Existing trees of 80 many variglies, some of which should remain
protected, once removed cannot be replaced with an apology. We
have a great deal of wildlife and biodiversity within this area which
will iose its habitat and scosystems.

The inhabilants of Feipham stand o lose a greatl deal, including
ceasing o remain a village. We have no wish to become a town
and part of a sprawling landscape. We are already over
developed.

Thers is not the infrastructure to support this development.

We appreciate the need to house a growing population, but thers
are ample Brownfield sites and emply houses in this country to fill
the quotas for housing, but then they do not produce huge enough
profits for the developers. s the usual case of profit before
paople,

Y OWwrs sinceraly,




