


Disturbance - years of heavy building with attendant traffic 
Smells - aircraft pollution will be increased and money better spent on technical 
innovation to reduce emissions  
Design - the recent ongoing developments (e.g. Kilnwood), again in very close proximity, 
are ugly, badly thought out and disruptive. A higher quota of social housing would 
enable a more settled, confident workforce 
  
Irrelevant Considerations 
Why not? These have an impact on existing residents if not for interested parties for 
example, but not exclusively “Effect on value of property”, “Personal and financial 
circumstances”, “Loss of view” and especially “Moral” which includes “Values” 
  
Other factors to be taken into consideration 
The letter is dated 4 September with a closing date of 25 September - is this an arbitrary 
or agreed closing date for consultation 
Take lessons from other overly ambitious projects e.g. HS2. A better approach would be 
to scale back and deliver small changes incrementally overseen by qualified local 
planning starting with social rather than private housing, rather a big bang approach 
  
“No brainer for growth” 
This quote from “a government source” is presumably an unintended ironic, 
description of both the Gatwick and Horsham proposals 
  
In short, please take this as an objection to the proposed expansion in the Western part 
of Horsham and request an alternative location(s) be considered 
  
Additionally please take into account all of the feedback being co-ordinated by“Save 
West of Ifield” and Crawley’s own Planning department 
  
 




