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- B.J and J.E. Reeve
P/C: l \—] /O - -1 Eton Close
« }?_g ] \"] /C) < Bognor Regis

SUSSEX PO215QS

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 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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Cles T ]os
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 Chichestér 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 [ make a point of leaving extra early to try and beat the main bulk of the congestion, the main
Bognor road 1s 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 o0
31 The Causeway UNCIL
Pagham -7 APR 2017
Bognor Regis RECEWED
W Sussex PO21 4PG

5t Aprit 2017

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

Maltravers Road,

Littlehampton BN17 SLF

Dear Sir,

Re: P/134//16/0OUT Sefter Road, Pagham
P/140/16/OUT Pagham Road, Pagham
P/6/7/OUT 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 Fooding 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.




P

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
wellbeing 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,

House of Commons, London, SW1A
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16 Friory (lose,

Aldwick Bay Estate,
Pagham,

West Sussex. PO2I 4HH

5 Aprtl, 2017

Arun District Council,

Associate Director P[a/mmg ax Fconomic /Qegmwt[m,
Aun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road

Littlhampton.  BM7 5Lf

Dear Sir,

ObJecaon to the foi[awmq aronosec{ alannmq a,aa&caaons
P//34//6/OU7 Sgﬁer )?oaa’ P//#O//é/OUT Pag/zam Rood
P/6/17 /0UT Hoot Lane P/25/17 /OUT Church Barton House

/ have heen a resident of the Pag/zo:m area since 1994 and have wy’oyea’
living in the beautiful combysfde that makes Fagham Wllage such a special
and distinctive place to-live and visit, heing a popular hm’fdaf/ destination
Jfor many, thus 1100'31’019 the local economy . Residents have time for each
other and a thri ving communily spirit exists that / 500713{(/ feel henefits the
more vulnerable memhers of the communily, young and old alike. / therefore
serz'ous{y question the ahove unsustainahle proposals as dwy do not appear
to- consider the detrimental effects such planning will have on the quality of
life in Pagham, hoth for curent residents and certaz‘nly Jor future generations.

! am therefore questioning the suc‘tabt‘lz‘zy of mmnse{y developing a rwal area
that has a&eaa’y heen identified as a flood risk, hoth ﬂovdmg h[stoﬂcally
and cwmnt{y under threat with the severe erosion of Paghwn heach.

[ am also a commuter using the Pagham Road. U@foﬁunate{y the heary
votume of traffic almaa’y on the Pagham Road causes long de{ays and this



¥ < |
is without the additional haiida‘g traffic dwz‘ng the season and the increased

- HGV movements due to- the expansion of the local nursery and Bajfoots.
How will this road cope with the increased volume of trajfic gmefated by
new residents, who will /Qmsumab{y have to- commute to- work due to little
local enyaloyment? Whilst considering the existing infrastructure has any
ﬂwught heen given tor the increased pressure massive housebuilding will
/alace on existing doctors, dentists, schools and ho-spitals with St. Richard's
on{y mcent{g heing saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, / feel it is extremely negligent,
m,vpons[ble and cam;alete{g shaft-s{ghted {o- even considw*buildﬂg on gmde
2 farmland when there is already a serious debate about the countgis
abflay tor feed future Fopulations. ! also feel it is tafally re,ara/tenséb[e to
destmy the count(yside for future generations without considering the

de w.[opmmt of bjo'mﬁeld sites.

Jo close, / think that it (s tov easy to- condemn residents who object as
hc‘rmbys’ . strongly feel that mass housing in an area that is prone to-
ﬂmdmg, has limited infrastructure and little local efn]a[oymmt (s tatally
unsustainable. Building on Grade 2 farmland should never be sanctioned
and by agreeing to- this the council is, in my view:, peforming a dereliction

of a’uty that will desa'oy the rural hm{age of the area.

Yours faidyﬁz[{g.

Jonathon hall
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/6 Pfiozz/ Close,

Aldwick Bay Estate,
Pagham,

West Sussex. PO2I 4HH

5 Aorl, 2017

Aun District Counc,

Associate Director Plaxméng x Economic /?egenemtion.
Aun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road

Litdlehampton.  BNI7 5LF

Dear Sir,

Oéject[m o t/lefoﬂowz‘ng ’qua:sed p[annMg qp;alications:
P/I34 /16 /O0UT Sefter Roud P/140/16/0UT Pagham Road
P/6/17/0UT Hook Lane P/25/17 /0UT Church Barton House

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

li ving in the heautiful country side that makes Fagham %[!age such a special
and distinctive place tolive and vistt, being a papularho{z'day destination
Jor many, thus bov"stmg the local economy . Residents have time for each
other and a thri ving commundly spisrit exists that / sﬁong{y Jeel benefits the
more vulnerable members of the communily, young and old alike. / therefore
sefz'crus{y question the ahove unsustainable proposals as dw_y do not appear
to- consider the detrimental effects such /a[annmg will have on the guali{y of
life in Pagham. both for current residents and ceftam{y Jor future generations.

[ am therefore questioning the suitabc'[a:l/ of mtense{y devaloping a rwal area
that has already heen identified as a flood risk, both ﬂovdmg /u‘stoﬂcal{g
and cwrmt{y under threat with the severe erosion of Pagham heach.

{am also-a commuter using the Pagham Road . U@foﬁmate{y the heavy
volume of troffic already on the Pagham Road causes long delays and this




(s without the additional /wz’z‘day traffic deg the season and the increased
HGV movements due to the expansion df the local nursery and Bayfouts.
How will this road cope with the increased volume of traffic generated by
new- residents, who will /aresumab{y have to- commute to- work due to little
local efnfaloymmt? Whilst considering the existing infrastructure has any
thought been given to- the increased pressure massive /zousebu[la’z’qg will
/alace on existing doctors, dentists, schools and ho-spftals with . Richard'’s
on{y recmz‘{y bez‘ng saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, / feel it is extremely neg({gmt,
imesponsible and com,a[ete{(/ 5/10#—5{9/1&6{ {o- even considerbui[dzhy on grade
2 famland when there (s alrady a serious debate ahout the country s
alzzlay to~ feed future populations. / also feel it is totally reprehensible to-
de.stmy the country side for future generations without consz‘dexzhg the

de vzz[opment of brownfield sites. '

o close, | think that it is too easy to- condemn residents who ohject as
himlzys’ . 1 strongly feel that mass housing in an area that is jprone to
ﬂovdmg, has limited infrastructure and little local em)aloyment is totally
unsustainable. Bu[ldmg on Grade 2 farmland should never he sanctioned
and by agreeing o this the council is, in my view, peforming a dereliction

of duty that will des&oy the rural /Lefz‘tage of the area.

Yours fa[t/sﬁll{y,

Sarah hall
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/6 FPriory (lose,

Aldwick Bay Lstate,
Pag/zam,

West Sussex. PO21 LHH

5% Aprl, 2007

Arun District Councd,

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

Maltravers Road

Littlehampton.  BNI7 5LF

Dear Sir,

Ob/ectzon o the foilcrwmq pmno*sea’ ala/mmq app[zcaaons
P//S’lf//é/OUT Sg?er Road P//#O//é/OUT Pagham Road
P/6/17/OUT Hook Lane P/25/17/0UT Church Barton House

[ have heen a resident of the Pagham area since 199% and have bmug/zt up
my children to- both appreciate and respect the heautiful country side that
makes Pagham Wlage such a special and distinctive place tolive and visit,
bemg a popular holiday destination Jormany, thus hoosting the local
economy . Residents have time for each other and a thr ving community spirit
exists that / sbvng{y Jeel bengfits the more vulnerable members of the
communily, young and old alike. | therefore seriously question the above
unsustainahle FIOP_O'.S‘CI[S as tfw.y do not appear o consider the detrimental
offects such planning will have on the quality of life in Fagham, both for

current residents and ceftam{y Jor future generutions.

[ am therefore questioning the suz‘tabilay of z’ntense{y dem[opmg a rwal area
that has a[ready been identified as a flood risk, hoth ﬂovdmg histon’ca[{g
and cwmnt{y under threat with the severe erosion of Pag/zam heach.



[em also-a commuter using the Pagham Road, having given up trying to
use the A259/A27 [following the apening of the link roud with Felpham
This has caused extensive queues es,aecza[{t/ during the rush hour.
Unfortunately the heavy votume of traffic a&eaa’y on the Pagham Road
causes long a’elays and this is without the additional /w'[tday traffic a’wmg
the season and the increased HGV movements due to- the expansion of the
local nursery and Bafoots. How will this road cope with the increased
volume of traffic gmwted by new residents, who will /aresumab{t/ have to
commute to- work due to little local employment? Whilst considexﬂzg the
existing infrastructure has any dzoug/zt heen given to the increased pressure
massive hausabuc’ldmg will place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and

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

As conceming as the aforementioned is, / feel it is extremely negl{qent
.f_mzsponsmle and conyalete!y shm-sghted toeven consider building on grade
2 famland when there (s alrady a serious debate about the cowwy

abz[dy to- feed future populations. [ also feel it is total{y re,ardlenscb{e to
destroy the cauntgside Jor future generations without considering the

development of brownfield sites.

loclose, | think that it is tov-easy to condemn residents who ohject as
hifnbys' . 1 strongly feel that mass housing in an area that is prone to
ﬂovdMg, has limited infrastructure and little local em’alayment (s tm‘a[{y
unsustainable. Building on Grade 2 farmland should never he sanctioned
and by agreeing to this the council (s, in my view, pejforming a dereliction
of duz:y that will destroy the rural heritage of the area.
it

Yours fai
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16 Pfloy (lose,

Aldwick Bay Lstate,
Pag/zam,

West Sussex. PO2I 4HH

5 forl, 2017

Arun District Council,

Associate Director P[arming x Fconomic Regmwatim.
Aun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road

Litdehampton.  BMI7 5LF

Dear Sir,

Ob/ecaon to the fo{[crwmq amno*sed pla/mmq a,anlzcaaons
P//34//6/0U7 Sgﬁer Road P//40//6/0U7 Pag/lam Koad
P/6/17/0UT Hook Lane P/25/17 /0UT Church Barton House

/ have heen a resident of the Pagham area since 1994 and have e/y'oyed
[ing in the beautiful countryside that makes Fagham Vc‘llage such a special
and distinctive p[ace to- live and visit, bemg a populw'/w{[day destination
Jor many, thus bav'stmg the local economy. Residents have time for each
other and a thrz‘vzhg community spiit exists that / svong{q Jeel bengfits the
more vulnerable memhers of the community, young and old alike. / therefore
5eriou5{g question the ahove unsustainahle proposals as dzey do not appear
to- consider the detrimental effects such planning will have on the quality of
life in Pagham, both for curent residents and ceftam{y Jor future generations.

[ am therefore questioning the suz‘tabz‘l[{y of mtmse{(/ deve[apmg a rual area
that has abaaa’y heen identified as a flood risk, hoth ﬁovdmg h[storica[[y
and cwrmt{(/ under threat with the severe erosion of Pagham heach.

[ am also-a commuter using the Pagham Road. U/fmtunate{y the /zeavy
votume of traffic alfeaa’y on the Payham Road causes [ang delays and this



LY

zsﬁmt/zout the additional /zoﬁday traffic a’wz'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 3ene/'ated by

new- residents, who will pfeswnab{(/ have to- comunute to- work due to little
local em,a[oymmt? Whilst considering the existing infrastructure has any
t/wug/zt heen given to the increased pressure massive housebudding will
place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and hospitals with St. Richard 5
only recently being saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, / feel it (s exvvme{y neg(gmt
mspons&le and cam,alete{y shoﬂ-sghted toeven conszderbuz[dmg on gm:de
2 farmland when there is alfzaa’y a serious dehate ahout the cowlt(g

a[u[a:y to feed future /ar)pu[aaons [ alsofeel it is tata({y relarehmscéle to
a’estroy the count(yside Jor future generations without considering the

de vv.[opmmt of hrownfield sites.

lo close, / think that it is too easy to- condemn residents who object as
mmbys ! 5tmn9{y feel that mass housmg in an area that is prone to
ﬂovdm has limited infrastructure and little local m:,aloyment (s toz‘a[{y
unsustamab[e. &u'ldmg on Grade 2 farmland should never he sanctioned
and by agreeing o~ this the council is, in my view, peforming a dereliction
of du{y that will a’estmy the rural AMIage of the area.

Yours fai(/y‘izl{y,

Rotert fall
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16 P/imy (lose,

Aldwick Bay Lstate,
Payham.

West Sussex. PO2I 4HH

5 Apsl, 2017

Arun District Councid,

Associate Director Planning nc Economic /?egmerat[on,
Aun Civic Centre

Maltravers Road

L[ttlehaﬂyzton. BMI7 5LF

Dear Sir,

Objection to the following proposed planning applications ; |
P/134 /16 /OUT Sefter Road P/ILO/I6/0UT Pagﬁam Road
P/6/17 /0UT Hook Lane P/25/17 JOUT Church Barton House

/ have heen a resident of the Pagham area since 199% and have enjoyed
living in the beautiful countryside that makes Fagham W[lage such a special
and distinctive place to live and visit, being a popu[af/w{c‘day destination
Jor many, thus bousting the local economy. Residents have time for each
other and a thiiving commundy spirit exists that | strongly feel benefits the
more vulnerable members of the community, young and old alike. / therefore
sertously question the above unsustainable proposals as they do~not appear
to- consider the detrimental effects such planning will have on the gualay of
lfe in Pa__qham, hath for cwrent residents and certainly for future generations.

! am therefore questioning the suz'tabf[({y of mtmse{y dewzlopmg a rwal area
that has a&eady been identified as a flovd risk, hoth ﬂovdmg /lf,stan‘ca[{y
and cwmt{y under threat with the severe erosion of Pag/tam heach.

/am alsoa commuter using the Pagham Road. U/y‘mMate{y the heavy
votume dof troffic a[m.aa’y on the Pagham Road causes long a’e[ays and this




(s:without the additional hoi[day traffic during the season and the increased
HGV movements due to the expansion of the local nursery and baifoots.
How will this road cope with the increased volume of traffic generated by
new- residents, who will /afasumab{:/ have to- commute to- work due to little
local am,a[oyment? Whilst considering the existing infrastructure has any
'dlought heen given o the increased pressure massive housebuilding will
place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and has/aitals with St. Richard's
on{y recent{y beény saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, /feel it is extrv_me{y neg[gmt
‘imesponsthle and completely short-sighted to-even consider building on grade
2 farmland when there is a[feady a serious dehate ahout the cawwy

abiity to feed future populations. | also feel it is total{g rearehensible to-
desmy the cowztzysade Jor future generations without conszdefmg the

development of brownfield sites.

Jo close, | think that it is too easy to- condemn residents who object as
nunbys . [ stongly feel that mass housmg in an area that is prone to
flooding, has [Unfted infrastructure and little local enyaloymmt s totally
unsustainable. Baf[dmg on Grade 2 farmland should never be sanctioned
and by agreeing to~ this the cauncil (s, in my view, peforming a dereliction
of duty that will destmy the rural /zeritage of the area.

Yours fac‘tfyﬂl{y.

Helena hall
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16 FPriory Close,

Aldwick Bay Estate,
Pagham,

West Sussex. PO2T 4HH

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL

-7 5P o Aorl, 2017

RECENVED

Aun District Councdl,
Assotiate Director P[armmg . Economic /Qegmexatidn,
Arun Civic Centre

Maliravers Road

Littlhamaton.  BMI7 5LF

Dear Sir,
Objection to the following proposed planning applications

P/I34/16/OUT Sefter Rrad~ P/140/16/OUT Pagham Road
P/6/17/0UT Hook Lane P/25/17/0UT Church Barton House

/ have been a resident of the Fagham area since 1994 and have bmught up
my children to- both appreciate and respect the beautiful country side that
makes Pagham V[l[age such a specia[ and distinctive place to live and visit,
being a /aapu[arho“liday destination Jormany, thus bovstMg the local
economy. Residents have time for each other and a duivz‘ng communily spirit
exists that / stmng[y Jeel bengfits the more vulnerable members of the
community, young and old alike. / therefore seriously question the ahove
unsustainable proposals as tﬁey do- not appear to- consider the detrimental
offects such planning will have on the quality of life in Fagham, both for

cwment residents and cwfaz’n{y Jor future generations.

/-am therefore questioning the suz'tafli[ay of mtmse{y dem[opmg a rwal area
that has a[ready heen identified as a flovd risk, both ﬂovdmg histoﬂca[{y
and cuﬂmt{y under threat with the severe erosion of Pag/zam heach.




[ am also- a commuter using the Paghwn Roud, havmg given up trying to
use the A259/A27 following the apening of the link roud with Felpham.
This has caused extensive queues espeaal{(/ a/wmg the rush hour.

| U/}fmtanately the /Leavy volume of traffic a[reaa’y on the Pagham Road
causes long de{ays and this is without the additional hoiiday traffic dun‘ng
the season and the increased HGV movements due to the expansion df the
local nursery and basfoots. How will this road cope with the increased
votume of traffic genexated by new residents, who will /aresumab{(/ have to
commute to- work due to little local eﬂealaymmt? Whilst consz’deng the
existing infrastructure has any #wug/zt heen given to-the increased pressure
massive housebui[dmg will place on existing doctors, dentists, schools and

hospitals with $t. Richard 5 only recently heing saved from closure?

As conceming as the aforementioned is, /feel it is eﬂ‘mme{y neglgmt
imesponsible and com,a[ete{y 5hort—5{9rhted to-even conszderbucldmg on gmde
Z farmland when there is a[raady a serious dehate ahout the cowu‘g

abdity tofeed future populations. / also feel it is totally reprehensible to
destroy the counﬁys(de Jor future generations without cansz’dering the

development of brownfield sites.

Jo- close, / think that it is too easy to- condemn residents who obfect as
fwnbys o strongly feel that mass hau.mg in an area that is prone o
Jlovding, has limited infrastructure and little local employment (s L‘ofa[{(/
unsustainable. Buz'[dmg on Grade 2 farmland should never he sanctioned
and by agreeing tor this the council is, in my view, peforming a dereliction

of duty that will destroy the rural hen’tage of the area.

Yowrs faithfully,

FPaul A. vall



