




ensure it performs it primary highway purpose. Another house and more cars is only going to 
exacerbate this problem even more. 
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Figure 6 shows what happens when people are trying to turn in the road when there are cars 
parked opposite. The car reversing has clearly straddled the path and is very close to one of 
my cars parked on my drive. Again, this will only get worse if another house is built. 
We have also experienced people reversing onto our drive in order to turn round, in one 
case this almost led to my nephew being run over as he was on the drive, the car driver did 
not see him, had it not been for my wife to pull him away he would have been hit. Again, 
caused by lack of space within this area due to too many cars already! 
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2. The proposed home is very close to the tree lined boundary to the north eastern boundary 
of the plot, it has to be that the development during construction and post construction will 
have an impact on the health of these and their root protection area.  Especially, given that 
tress are rightly identified as contributing amenity.  Therefore, it is considered that the 
development will directly contradict policy 33.6 of the Horsham Local Plan, has a clear 
presumption in favour of tree retention. Furthermore, I understand that the trees removed 
were not under a preservation order however the removal of these has also caused us to be 
exposed to the back of the houses in Hamilton Road. It is a shame that this was never 
communicated to us earlier and has clearly impacted the wildlife that was there before the 
trees were removed. 
 

3. It is clear the proposed home is over development.  The plot is insuƯicient to accommodate 
a dwelling and is unsympathetic both in terms of impact on the street scene and character, 
which would be contrary to Horsham Local Plan policy 33.3 – Development principles.   

 




