


This is because there are no cycle paths, and the roads accessing the proposed 
development are highly unsuitable for cycling.  

• The report states cycling to and from the development is appropriate for 
proficient cyclists. This is not a policy-compliant standard because it omits 
children and the elderly in its assessment.  

 
 
Train: 

• It is a 50+ minute walk from the proposed development to Horsham Station. 
The train service from Horsham to other stations is not relevant in assessing 
transport options from Warnham, and highlights a lack of credibility in the 
report. 
 

• There are no train services from Warnham after 18.57 on Saturdays and none 
on Sundays. It is misleading to state there is an average of one train per hour 
from Warnham.  
 

 
Walking: 

• In order to access Horsham on foot, pedestrians would still be required to either 
cross the dangerous A24 to access  Warnham village, or the 70mph section of the A24. 
• There are no pavements on Mercer Road and Langhurst Road, meaning   

pedestrians must walk on the road, sharing it with a large number of heavy goods 
vehicles, to reach Horsham (again, via the A24 dual carriageway which has no 
underpass) 
• The proposed development does not reduce the need to travel by car (as required 

by the HDPF) it does the opposite. The Mode Transport report relies heavily on 
another development on Mercer Road, in which future highway improvements and 
upgrades are proposed, but none of which have been approved. This is weak evidence. 

 
 
 

3. Sustainability  
 
In the EcoSurv report, there are areas where conclusions appear overly optimistic or biased 
toward enabling development. Several sections also contain factual errors, missing data, and 
potential compliance issues. 
 
Bat Surveys 

The report only includes a Preliminary Roost Assessment, but no dusk/dawn surveys. But the 
site contains: 

• Mature oak trees with PRFs 
• Adjacent woodland 
• Good foraging habitat 





5. Impact on neighbouring properties and privacy 
 
• It is unclear from the proposed plans at what elevation the new properties will be 

built at, but currently the land lies at a higher level than the existing properties on 
Station Road, whose owners would all be overlooked by the new proposed houses.  

 
 
 

6. Existing Access Rights 
• The existing properties on Station Road have access rights to the rear of their 

properties, including some garages. The proposed narrowing of the gravel access 
road appears to make it impossible to turn a vehicle into said garages. 

 
 
 
Kind regards 

 




