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- B.J and J.E. Reeve
P/é’ l \_7 / o : -} Eton Close
o }rzg } \"’] /Q oSN Bognor Regis

SUSSEX PO215QS |

to Arun District Council Planning Dept,

['m very concerned about the impact on the local Commumty if this planning application is accepted
the Pagham Road into/from Chichester is already buckling under the weight of rush hour traffic at each
end of the day, it certainly doesn't need anymore traffic to add to the congestion, I start work at 7.30am
and I make a point of leaving extra early to try and beat the main bulk of the congestion, the main
Bognor road is equally as bad so there isn't really any feasible alternative, before this application
reaches the acceptance stage I would strongly recommend, in fact I insist that this planning department
travel along this road over the course of several days and at varying times between 7am and 9am and
then 4.30pm to 6pm to see how this road struggles with.the current weight of traffic before it's
considered acceptable to increase the amount of cars even more

‘yours angrily

Monday, March 20, 2017
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to Arun District Council Planning Dept,

I'm very concerned about the impact on the local Community if this planning application is accepted,
the Pagham Road into/from Chichester is already buckling under the weight of rush hour traffic at each
end of the day, it certainly doesn't need anymore traffic to add to the congestion, I start work at 7.30am
and I make a point of leaving extra early to try and beat the main bulk of the congestion, the main
Bognor road is equally as bad so there isn't really any feasible alternative, before this application
reaches the acceptance stage [ would strongly recommend, in fact I insist that this planning department
travel along this road over the course of several days and at varying times between 7am and 9am and
then 4.30pm to 6pm to see how this road struggles with the current weight of traffic before it's
considered acceptable to increase the amount of cars even more ‘

-

_yours angrily

Monday, March 20, 2017
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“Sea Breeze”

ARUN DISTRICT o
31 The Causeway OuNCIL
Pagham ~ 7 APR 2017
Bognor Regis RECENED
W Sussex PO21 4PG

5% April 2017

The Director of Planning and Economic Regeneration.
Arun Civic Centre,

Maltravers Road,

Littlehampton BN17 5LF

Dear Sir,

Re: P/134//16/OUT Sefter Road, Pagham
P/140/16/0UT Pagham Road, Pagham
P/6/7/0UT Hook Lane, Pagham
P/25/17/0UT Church Barton House, Horn Lane

I have known the above named area and its surroundings from childhood and have lived in
Pagham since 1984. Examining the plans raises concerns for the future quality of life of the
population, both young and old whether active or infirm.

Recent years has shown the wisdom of :

1 Avoiding building on flood plains and flood prone land

2 The need to utilise brownfield sites in preference to green fields.
3 The need to protect and encourage economic regeneration.

The plans show a complete disregard to common sense planning and | suggest is based on
the wrong criteria. Consider the following:

1 Flooding Issues: Historically Areas of Pagham are known to be prone to Flooding and
water saturation - Sefter Road is a case in point along with the known overload which
already exists on Sewage disposal.

2 Sewage: Any back up of sewage is a threat to the whole district - and the development
proposals increases this risk substantially in Pagham and Aldwyck

3 Traffic: In 1984 traffic jams or queues leading to the A27 were virtually unknown. Today
they are common and the inevitable increase in car ownership, given the scale of the
proposals, will increase this to grid lock levels. The importance of this road network cannot
be overstated given the economic importance of market gardening to the region and the
need for swift transportation of produce.



4 Given the economic importance of farming and market gardening in the area the loss of
Grade Two Farm Land is itself a negative effect.

The threat of flooding; the increased heavy traffic and potential damage to the economic
welibeing of the area likely to be caused by these building developments is quite
unsustainable.

5 The ability of local hospitals, doctors surgeries, dentists and local schools to cope with
an increase of the scale proposed is questionable and unsustainable.

6 Finally the scale of the proposals will have a negative effect to the special natural

environment for which the area is famous and cause unsustainable damage for generations
to come.

cc. Nick Gibb, M.P.,
House of Commons, London, SW1A
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/6 Pfimy (lose,

Aldwick Bay Estate,
Pagham.

West Sussex. PO2I 4HH

5 Apnl, 2017

Arun District Council,

Associate Director P[amMg x Economic /Qegmeration,
Aun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road

Ltttle/mnyaton. BNI7 51LF

Dear Sir,

sz/ectwn to the fdlawmq pmno:s‘ed a[annmq a;mlzcatzons
P//34//6/0U7 Sgﬁ‘er Road P//lfO//tS/OUT Pagham Road
P/6/17/0UT Hook [ane P/25 /17 /OUT Church Barton House

/ have been a resident of the Pagham area since 1994 and have enjoyed

l ving (n the heautiful country side that makes Fagham Vc‘[[age such a special
and distinctive place to live and visit, bemg a /aopu[arhoﬂday destination
Jormany, thus bowa‘ng the local economy . Residents have time for each
other and a thriving communily spirit exists that / stmn‘gly Jeel benfits the
more vulnerable members of the community, young and old alike. / therefore
5@11’0115@ question the above unsustainable proposals as dzey do not appear
to- consider the detrimental ¢ffects such p[annmg will have on the quality of
life in Fagham, both for curent residents and certainly for future generations.

/ am therefore questioning the .su[tabi[l{y of mz‘mse{y demlopmg a rural area
that has alreaa/y heen identified as a [flood risk, bhoth ﬂovd[ng /u‘.ston‘cal{y
and cunmt{y under threat with the severe erosion of Paghwn heach.

/am also a commuter using the Pagham Road. U/y‘mwnate{l/ the /zeav]/
votume of troffic a[ready on the Pagham Road causes long dela‘ys and this



\ ﬁ&

is without the additional /zoiiday traffic durzng the season and the increased

- HGV movements due to the expansion gf the local nursery and Bajfoots.
How will this road cope with the increased volume of traffic generted by
new- residents, who will /Ueswnab{y have to- corvnute to- work due to- little
local mp[oymmt? Whilst conszdefmg the existing infrastructure has any
t/wug/u‘ heen given to the increased JrRSSWR MASSsive housabuildﬂzg will
place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and haspétals with St. Richard's
cm{z/ recently being saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, /feel it is extremely negligent,
imesponsible and cam,a[ete{y short-sighted to even consz’derbu[[dz'/g on grade
2 farmlond when there (s alrady a serious debate about the country s
a[zi[[{(/ to- feed future populations. / also feel it is tota[{y rearehensible to
desmy the country side for future generations without consz’deréng the

de m[opmmt of bmwrﬁela’ sites.

Jo close, [ think that it s too-easy to condemn residents who ohject as
hL'mbf/s' . | strongly feel that mass housing in an area that is prone to
Jlovding, has limited infrastructure and little local employment is totally
unsustainable. Buildmg on Grade 2 farmland should never he sanctioned
and by agreeing to- this the council is, in my view, peforming a dereliction

of a’uty that will de.sw}/ the rural /zexz‘tage of the area.

Yours fa[ﬂgﬁll{y,

Jonathon all
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16 Priory (ose,

Aldwick bay Lstate,
Pagham,

West Sussex. PO2I 4LHH

5 Aaril, 2017

Aun District Council,

Associate Director P/annmg x Fconomic Regeneration,
Aun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road

L(ttle/lanyaton. BNI7 5LF

Dear Sir;

Oéject[m o t/zefoi[owz’ng p/qnwed ’a[afmmg %a[{catfms.'
P/13L /16 /0UT Sefter Road P/ILO/I6/0UT Pag/tam Road
P/6/17 /OUT Hook Lane P/25/17 /OUT Church Barton House

/ have heen a resident of the Pagham area since 199% and have enjoyed
living in the heautiful cozmt/:z/s.zde that makes Fagham l/t[[age such a speaa[
and distinctive /alace to live and vist, [zemg a /aopu[arhoizday destination
Jormany, thus boo*stmg the local economy . Residents have time for each
other and a thriving communily split exists that / 500719{9 Jeel henefits the
more vulnerable members of the community, young and old alike. / therefore
5erz'cru5{y question the ahove unsustainahle /aropa:sals as mey do not appear
to- consider the detrimental effects such plcuming will have on the quality of
life in Paghwn, hoth for cument residents and ceftam{y Jor future generations.

/ am therefore questioning the suitabflfgy of mtense{y developc’ng a rwal area
that has almadf/ been identified as a flovd risk, hoth ﬂovdmg /u’staﬂca[ly
and cwrmt{g under threat with the severe erosion of Pagham heach.

[ am also-a commuter using the Paghwn Road. U@fortunate{g the /zeavy
votume of traffic a[ready on the Pagham KRoad causes long delays and this



(s without the additional /zo{c’day troffic dwmg the season and the increased
HGV movements due to the expansion of the local nursery and Basfoots.
How will this road cope with the increased volume of traffic generated by
new- residents, who will /afeswnab{y have to- commute to- work due to little
local employment? Whilst consz‘defmg the existing infrastructure has any
t/wught been given to- the increased pressure massive /zousebuildmg will
place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and hospitals with St. Richard s
on{y recent{y being saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned (s, / feel it is exz‘reme{y negl igent,
imesponsible and com,alete[y slzoﬁ-sgllted o even conszderbucldmy on gmde
2 farmland when there is alrady a serious debate ahout the cowwys
ability to feed future /aopu[aaon.s [ alsofeel it is total{y rearehensible to
destmy the cawzbystde Jor future generations without conszdefmg the

de Velopment of brownfield sites.

Jo- close, | think that it is too- easy to condemn residents who aiyect as
nunbys . strong { fee[ that mass housing in an area that is prone to
ﬁovdm g, has Zanfted infrastructure and littte local employment (s tofa[{y
unsustainable. Buz‘[dixg on Grade 2 farmland should never be sanctioned
and by agreeing to this the council is, in my view, peforming a dereliction
of duty that will a/e.stmy the rural heritage of the area.

Jows faz‘ﬂ}ﬁzl{y,

Sarah hall
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/6 Friory (lose,
Aldwick Bay Estate,
| Pagham.
West Sussex. POZI LHH

5 Aosl, 2017

Arun District Council,

Associate Director P[anm’ng x Fconomic /Qegenerat(on,
Arun Civic Centre

Maliravers Road

Litlehampton.  BNI7 5LF

Dear Sir,

Ob/ecaon to- the fof[orwmq am;ao*sed a[afmmq aaalzcaaons
P//34//6/OUT Sgﬁ‘er Road P/ﬂf()//é/OUT Pagham Road
P/6/17 /OUT Houk Lane P/25/17 /OUT Church Barton House

/ have been a resident of the Fagham area since 1994 and have bmuf]/at up
my children to both appreciate ana’ respect the beautiful countryside that
makes Pagham Wlage such a special and distinctive place tolive and vistt,
[zemy a popu[arho{zday destination Jormany, thus bou:stmg the local
economy. Residents have time for each other and a thri ving community spirt
exists that / sﬁong{y Jeel bengfits the more vulnerable members of the
communily, young and otd alike. / therefore serz'aus{(/ question the above
unsustainable /aroptrsals as t/zey do not appear to- consider the detrimental
gfects such planning will have on the quality of life in Fagham, both for

cument residents and ceftam{y Jor future generations.

/ am therefore questioning the 5u£tab£l£{y of mtense{l/ devulapc’ng a rwal ara
that has a[mady been identified as a flood risk, hoth ﬂovd[ng hz'ston'ca[{y
and cwrmt[y under threat with the severe erosion of Pagham heach.




[am also-a commuter using the Pag/zam Road, /zavz‘ng given up tying to
use the A259/A27 following the opening of the link road with Felpham.
This has caused extensive queues es,aeaa[{y c[wmg the rush hour.
U@foﬁmate{g the /zeavy volume of traffic already on the Pagham Road
causes long a’elays and this is without the additional hoitday traffic a’unng
the season and the increased HGV movements due to- the expansion df the
local nursery and Basfoots. How will this road cape with the increased
votume df traffic 3mwated by new residents, who will pnzswnab{y have to
commute to- work due to little local employment? Whilst considering the
existing infrastructure has any t/wught heen given to the increased pressure
massive housebuf[dc‘ng will place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and

ha's/aitals with St. Richard's an{g fv_cent{l/ beéng saved from closwe?

As concemning as the aforementioned is, / feel it is extremely negligent,
imesponsible and com’a[ete{y short-sighted to-even conscdofbualdmg on grade
2 farmland when there is already a serious debate about the cowwy

ahility tofeed future populations. / also feel it is totally reprehensible tor ‘
a’estmy the countryside for future generations without cons[deﬂng the

development of brownfield sites.

Jo close, / think that it is too-easy to- condemn residents who oiyect as
furnbys . [ strongly feel that mass housing in an area that is prone o
ﬁovdm q, has lz’mitea’ infrastructure and little local eﬂep[o‘yment (s tota[{y
unsustainable. BuildMg on Grade 2 farmland should never he sanctioned
and by agreeing lo- this the council is, in my view, pefforming a dereliction
of a’u{y that will destmy the rural hedtage of the area.
{

Yours fai
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16 sz'my (lose,

Aldwick Bay Lstate,
Pagham,

West Sussex. PO21 LHH

5t /}a/z‘l, 2017

Arun District Counc,

Associate Director P[armmg x Fconomic /Qegenexat[on,
Aun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road

L[tt[eflam,aton. BNI7 5LF

Dear Sir,

Ob/ecaan lo the fo{[crwmq amno*sed ,a[annuzq aaa&catzons
P//34//6/0U7 Sgﬁfer Road P/ﬂfO//é/OUT Pagham Koad
P/6/17/0UT Hook lane P/25/17 /0UT Church Barton House

/ have heen a resident of the Fagham area since 1994 and have enjoyed

li ving in the beautiful country side that makes Fagham I/il{age such a special
and distinctive place tolive and vistt, bemg a popular /zo{z'day destination
Jor many, thus bav'stmg the local economy. Residents have time for each
other and a thri ving communily spirt exists that / 300713{(/ Jeel henefits the
more vulnerable members of the community, young and old alike. / therefore
ser(ous{z/ question the above unsustainable proposals as r/uzy do not appear
to- consider the detrimental effects such plafmmy will have on the gua[z{y of
lfe in Pagham both for curent residents and ccm‘am{y Jor future generations.

! am therefore questioning the suitability of intensely developing a rural area
that has abeaa’y been ldentified as a flovd risk, hoth ﬂovding /u‘ston’cal[y
and cwrmt{t/ under threat with the severe erosion of Pagho:m heach.

[ am also a commuter using the Pag/zam Road . U/y’brtunate{y the /zeavy
volume of trq,ﬁ'ic alraaa@/ on the Pag/zam Road causes long de[ays and this




is without the additional holiday traffic dw(ng the season and the increased
HGVY movements due to the expansion of the local nursery and Bafoots.
How will this roud cope with the increased volume of traffic generuted bf/
new- residents, who will pfesumab{c/ have to commute to- work due to little
local employment? Whilst consideﬁng the existing infrastructure has any
dmug/u‘ heen given tor the increased Jressure massive housaéu([déng will
place on existing dottors, dentists, schools and hospitals with St. Richard's
an{y recent{(/ bemg saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, / feel it is e.xtmme{y neg[gmt
uresponszble and completely short-sighted to-even conszderbuz[dmg on 3rac{e
2 farmland when there (s alreaa’y a serious debate about the coun@s
abtlt{g to feed future popu[aaons [ also feel it is total{y re/lmftmscb[e to
destroy the countryside Jor future generations without cons(dermg the

de velapment of brownfield sites.

fo close, | think that it is too easy to condemn residents who a'{yect as
rumbys i strong ] feel that mass housmg in an area that is prone to
Jlovding, has lc'fm'tea’ infrastructure and little local mga!oymmt is totally
unsustainable. Building on Grade 2 farmland should never he sanctioned
and by agreeing to this the council is, in my view, pefforming a dereliction
of duz:y that will destmy the rural heritage of the area.

Yours faithfully,

Rotert hvall



% 16 Friory Close,
Aldwick Bay Lstate,
Pathn,
West Sussex. PO21 4HH

5 Apnl, 2017

Aun District Council,

Associate Director P[annmg . Economic Regeneration,
Arun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road

Littlehampton.  BM7 51F

Dear Sir,

0&/0_(:&071 to- the foﬂo-wmq nmno:?ed a[annmq a,aalzcaaons |
P//34//6/0U7 ngter Road P/ﬂfO//é/OUT Pag/lam Road
P/6/17 /OUT Hook Lane P/25 /17 /OUT Church Barton House

/ have been a resident of the Fagham area since 199% and have enjoyed
living in the beautiful coun tryside that makes Fagham %[!age such a special
and distinctive p[ace to lcvv. and visit, bemg a popularhoizday destination
Jormany, thus boo"stmg the local economy . Residents have time for each
other and a thriving community spirtt exists that / strongly feel bendfits the
more vulnerable memhers of the commundly, young and ofd alike. / therefore
seriously question the above unsustainahle proposals as they do not appear
to- consider the detrimental effects such /alannmg will have on the quality of
lfe in Pag/zam, both for cument residents and ceftam[y Jor future generations.

/ am therefore questioning the SU[fafl[[[l:l/ of [Htense{y developmg a rwal area
that has a&eady heen identified as a flovd risk, bhoth ﬂovdmg hlstoﬁcal{y
and cumznt{y under threat with the severe erosion of Pag/zam heach.

[ am also a commuter using the Pag/zam Road. U/}fortunate{y the /manfy
volume df troffic a[feady on the Pagham Road causes long de[ays and this




(3swithout the additional /zm’fday traffic dwz‘ng the season and the increased
HGV movements due to the expansion of the local nursery and Basfoots.
How will this road cope with the increased volume of traffic generted by
new residents, who will presumably have to commute to- work due to-little
local efrga[oym.mt? Whilst considedng the existing infrastructure has any
‘t/wu‘g/zt heen given to- the increased presswe massive housabuf[dﬂtg will
place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and /zo'spftals with St. Richard's
only mcmt{g bemg saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, /feel it is extreme[y neglz\gent
iresponsible and completely short-sighted to- even consider building on grade
2 farmland when there is alrady a serious dehate about the cowztys
abz[z{y to feed future populations. | also feel it is total{y reprehensible to
dest‘my the counz‘{yszde Jor future generations without conszdering the

development of brownfield sites.

Jo- close, [ think that it is too easy to condemn residents who o{yect as
mmbys i stmngl Jeel that mass housing in an area that (s prone o
ﬂovdm has limited infrastructure and little local employment is totally
unsustainable. budlding on Grade 2 farmland should never he sanctioned
and by agreeing to- this the council is, in my view, peforming a dereliction
of duty that will destmy the rural hwitage of the area.

Yours fac‘t/gﬁll{y,

Helena Nall




/6 sz'm:(/ (lose,

Aldwick Bay Estate,
Pag/zam,
West Sussex. PO2I LHH
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL
- 705 5% Ao, 2017
RECENED

Arun District Council,
Associate Director P[a/w‘ng . Fconomic /?egmefaa’on.
Arun Civic Centre
Maltravers Road
Littlehampton.  BNI7 5LF

Dear Sir,

Objecaon to the fo{[awmq amno-sed p[a/mmq aaalacaaons
P//3’4//5/0UT Sgﬁ‘er Road P//40/76/0U7 Pagham Road
P/6/17 /OUT Hoot lane P/25/17 /OUT Church Barton House

/ have heen a resident of the Fagham area since 199 and have brought up
my children to hoth appreciate and respect the beautiful country side that
makes Paghwn l/z‘[lage such a special and distinctive place tolive and visit,
beUzg a popu[arhaifday destination Jor many, thus bov:stmy the local
economy. Kesidents have time for each other and a t/uivz‘ng community spirit
exists that / strongly feel henefits the more vulnerable members of the
community, young and old alike. / therefore seriously question the above
unsustainable propozsals as t/zey do not appear to consider the detrimental
effects such plafmmg will have on the gualay of lfe in Paghwn, bath for
curent residents and certainly for future genertions.

/am therefore questioning the 5uc‘tab£lay of mtense{g deve[opmg a rwal area
that has a[nzaa’y heen ldentified as a flovd risk, hoth ﬁoodmg /listoﬂca[{y
and cummt{y under threat with the severe erusion of Pag/zam heach.



[ am also-a commuter using the Pagham Road, /lavmg given up Vymg o
use the A259/A27 [following the opening of the link road with felpham

This has caused extensive queues espeaal{y dwmg the rush hour,
U/yFMMate{y the /zeavy volume of traffic a[ready on the Paghm Road
causes long delays and this (s without the additional /zoit’day traffic dwzhg
the season and the increased HGV movements due to the expansion of the
local nursery and bafoots. How will this rad cope with the increased
volume df traffic 9enefatea’ by new- residents, who will /ofeswnab{(/ have tor
commute to- work due to- little local enyalayment? Whilst cons(defmg the
existing infrastructure has any dzoug/u‘ heen given to the increased pressure
massive housabu(ldmg will place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and

hospitals with St. Kichard 5 only recently heing saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, /feel it is extmme{y ne\glgmt
imesponsible and com,alete{y short- sghted to- even conszderbutldmg on grade
2 farmland when there (s alrady a serious debate ahout the countg/.s
abdity to-feed futwre populations. / alsofeel it is totally reprehensible to
destroy the countryside for future geneations without considering the

development of brownfield sites.

lo- close, | think that it is too easy to- condemn residents who object as
rwnbys . | strongly feel that mass hausmg in an area that is prone to-
ﬁovdm g, has limited infrastructure and little local aflyaloymmt is tm‘a[{(/
unsustainable. Bu[ldéng on Grade 2 farmland should never be sanctioned
and by agreeing to- this the council is, in my view, peforming a dereliction

of du{(/ that will desb'oy the rwal hm‘tage of the area.

Yours faz’ﬂyﬂl{g.

Paul A. vall




