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caused. In the context of the biodiversity crisis and the requirements for measurable 
biodiversity net gain, the proposal does not provide confidence that the environmental impacts 
have been properly assessed or addressed. 
 
Secondly, the scale and density of the development are wholly inappropriate for this location. 
The proposal represents a substantial urban expansion that is out of keeping with the existing 
character of the area and would place unacceptable pressure on local infrastructure and 
services. The cumulative impacts on roads, schools, healthcare services, and community 
facilities appear to have been underestimated.In particular, there are major concerns regarding 
highway safety and pedestrian access. The development would generate a significant increase 
in vehicle traffic, yet there is insufficient infrastructure to safely support this increase. Existing 
roads are already under pressure, and the proposal lacks credible solutions to address 
congestion and road safety issues.There is also a serious lack of safe and appropriate walking 
routes for children travelling to school. Additional families would inevitably increase the number 
of children needing to walk or cycle, yet the surrounding routes are inadequate, unsafe, and in 
some cases unsuitable for increased pedestrian use. The absence of properly designed, 
continuous, and protected walking infrastructure places children and families at unnecessary 
risk and undermines any claims that the development promotes sustainable transport. 
 
There is also concern regarding water supply and also the risk of flooding. Our recent house 
survey has highlighed the risk from the Hornbook is significant in the 5 year and 30 year plans. 
Building in this area will exasperate it even with the very best SUDS scheme. Only last week 
we saw the pollution into local rivers after the wet weather, which is wholly unacceptable and 
will only get worse. Conversely, the area faces severe water shortages, leading to hosepipe 
bans and supply issues during the summer, so adding more housing is not going to help 
this.The proposal therefore conflicts with key planning principles relating to sustainable 
development, protection of the natural environment, highway safety, and the provision of 
adequate infrastructure before development takes place. There are significant other housing 
developments already approved that are nowhere near completion - these must be prioritised 
for completion before another development even begins 
 
For these reasons, I urge Horsham District Council to refuse planning permission for this 
application. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 

 

 
Kind regards  

  

Telephone:  
 

 

Email: planning@horsham.gov.uk
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