
 

Online Comment

Application RR/2015/2260/P
Location Land North of Sidley between A269 and the Bexhill Hastings Link Road,

Bexhill
Proposal North Bexhill Access Road - Comprising roundabout junction with the

A269 (Ninfield Road) and two direction 2.4km single carriageway road
with shared footway/cycleway connecting to the newly constructed
roundabout on the Bexhill Hastings Link Road and including stopping-up
of Watermill Lane to South and provision of roundabout to provide access
to Watermill Lane North, stopping-up of Buckholt Lane to South and
provision of roundabout to provide access to allocated employment land
and Buckholt Lane North, accesses to adjacent farm land and associated
utility, landscape and
drainage works.

Name Andrea Needham
Address 57A Milward Road Hastings

Date Submitted 03-12-15
For/Against Object



I object to this application for the following reasons:

1.  There appears to be no data on air pollution at ecological receptors, only on residential
receptors. The developer is required to provide data for both kinds of receptor.  Planning
committee members should look closely at the recent case of the Queensway Gateway road
in Hastings, where permission had to be quashed because the planning committee had
ignored unlawful levels of air pollution.

The road will pass through an area which currently must have extremely low levels of air
pollution.  It passes within 3m of a stand of ancient woodland, and it would seem impossible
that the 12,313 vehicles predicted to use the road every day could not cause a huge - and
possibly unlawful - increase in air pollution.

Committee members should insist on SeaChange providing data for air pollution at
ecological receptors.

2.  It would cause huge loss of habitat.  The environmental summary states that ''Habitat loss
impacts associated with the construction of the Scheme would result in the direct loss of
three outlying badger setts, as well as the loss and fragmentation of habitats of value to
foraging, commuting and potentially tree roosting bats, breeding birds, reptiles and
potentially dormice.'

It will also result in the loss of '1,815 m species-rich hedgerows and hedgerow with trees'.
This is a staggering loss, and one which simply cannot be justified at a time when we are
facing huge loss of species and biodiversity.

3.  It breaches policy DX1 of the Rother Local Plan: proposals should 'protect ancient
woodland from development that would prejudice its ecological and landscape value'.
Building a road which will channel over 12,000 vehicles a day within 3m of ancient woodland
cannot possibly be said to be protecting that woodland.

4.  SeaChange Sussex has neither a business plan, nor guaranteed funding
(http://www.bexhillobserver.net/news/local/no-guaranteed-funding-for-new-bexhill-road-say-
campaigners-1-7034061) I appreciate this is not a material consideration, but committee
members should be aware that if they grant planning permission now, SeaChange is likely to
start work immediately on felling trees on the route.  If later they find that their business plan
doesn't stack up, or funding is refused, the countryside will already have been destroyed.

5.  The planned development is massively over scale, and far too big for a town the size of
Bexhill to accommodate.  The developer claims it could create over 2,000 jobs, but similar
projects by SeaChange in Hastings have consistently failed to deliver the promised jobs.

6.  There appear to be no plans relating to public transport.  If buses are not available on day
one, then people become locked into car-based travel.  Rother District Council must consider
the impact of this proposed road on carbon emissions.


