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Comments I would like to register my objection to this application, for the reasons, set out below. The application
seems to rely on the premise that the Waste Plan allocation is some sort of mitigation for the far
reaching impact of the proposed development. The protected strategic allocations of the Landings
residential scheme and the Ford waste allocation both require significant investment, and despite the
obvious differences between the proposals, the most significant is that one has spent the last 6-8 years
consulting with the community and wider strategic bodies (including West Sussex County Council who
raised no objection, and is currently the largest neighbourhood community led development in the
country), whilst Grundons and Viridor chose to conclude their consultation during a national pandemic,
when people had far more imminent and pressing concerns to contend with. When pressed to extend
their consultation period prior to the application during local liaison meetings, they failed to give a
satisfactory answer and it appears that similar requests to WSCC to provide an extension to the
consultation process have also been sadly ignored. At a time when central government are
encouraging local councils to be flexible and for example extend planning permission expiry timescales,
I do not think it is too much to ask of the County Council to ensure that the community are properly
consulted. Anything short of this would look incredibly bad on the County Council, especially if the
application were approved. When this is considered alongside what appears to be incorrectly
interpreted transport data and a LVIA that highlights the impact but relies solely on the waste plan as
mitigation, it suggests an application that has been hastily put together to frustrate and delay a
strategic residential allocation for the applicant's own benefit. The visual impact of a community hub
and 1500 homes may be significant in isolation, however if this waste application is approved, the
viability of 1500 homes would be questionable and whilst land could become available, building 1500
homes around a waste station and a southern water waste treatment plant would not be good master
planning and it is unlikely to meet many of the principles of the national design guide. Arun District
Council already has one strategic allocation for 1000 homes, which is highly unlikely to be delivered.
The effect of either delay or even the possibility of not delivering a further 1500 homes on ADC's
objectively assessed housing figure will not just mean delivering these dwellings elsewhere at a later
date, but a possible doubling of this figure as it has done over the last five years, or even an
exponential increase. A significant increase would be required to make up for the ongoing under supply
and delivery as well as the lengthy delay caused by having to rigorously re consult on an alternative
location for delivery of at the very least 2500 homes. The damage to the county and district, and the
visual impact of this dramatic increase in building would be far greater than any standard methodology
could quantify in a LVIA. I believe West Sussex County Council has a significant duty of care to
consider the wider implications of this application being approved, and I hope it realises this at both
officer and councilor level. The Rampion Offshore Wind Farm sits between 8 and 13km off the coast
between East Worthing in the west and Brighton in the east, and comprises of 80 meter high masts/
hubs to which the blades are fixed. These hubs, which are 5 meters shorter than the stack proposed by
this application, can be seen from the top of the Trundle Hill, above Goodwood Racecourse, some
35km away. It may be possible to see the proposed scheme from further a field, but if we take a 35km
radius from the centre of the proposed application site, this would make the site theoretically visible
from the following settlements both within and outside the county; Brighton, Burgess Hill, Horsham,
Warnham, Dunsfold, Chiddingfold, Hindhead, Liphook, Petersfield, Waterloovile and Portsmouth. This
would make the chimney, in theory visible from approximately 80% of the entire county of West
Sussex. In reality landforms prevent this, however the proposed scheme will still impact the entire
coastal plain between Brighton and Portsmouth, as well as the entirety of the south side of the South
Downs National Park within West Sussex. This will be the tallest building between the Spinnaker Tower
in Portsmouth and the i360 in Brighton and the impact of this, should be fully and robustly considered
in more detail than the applicant has currently proposed, it simply can not be mitigated by a Local
Waste Plan allocation for 250,000 tonnes, which the current application seeks to exceed in any case. In
summary then, I request that the community be given a chance to be fully consulted, either by WSCC
or the applicant, rather than during a pandemic and national lockdown. I object to the significant
impact of this size of building, visible from one side of the county to the other and needs to be more
thoroughly appraised than the applicants current LVIA. This impact can not be mitigated by a Waste
Plan allocation, let alone by an allocation for a smaller volume of waste than the applicant is proposing.
The councilors and officers of WSCC should have a duty of care to consider the wider impact of
approving this application in view of the housing land supply in the district. The transport data appears
to have been interpreted for the benefit of the applicant's proposal and requires further scrutiny.
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