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TRESSIDERS, BILLINGSHURST, RH14 0QP
Objection

My original objection to this proposed development stands and I would now like to object to the
additional information the LCP has submitted.

Before disrupting and destroying the locality, the environment and lives of the people, and the ancient
woodland, the LCP must be able to prove absolutely and without doubt there is a genuine need for
their product through submitting accurate and relevant proof of need. I don't believe this has been
done and I believe it is because they can not justify it. It appears they are including out of date and
irrelevant facts to support their application. My understanding of a policy is that it is a 'course or
principle of action adopted or proposed by an organisation or individual to state what is expected in
terms of behaviour and action in order to guide future actions'. In other words they provide a
safeguarding function, which in this case is for our local community and environment against
inappropriate development. The LCP's proposal is such a development. LCP can not be allowed to get
away with complaining about the WSCC waste and mineral policy, presumably because complying with
it doesn't suit their proposed development. The apparent lack of safety considerations put forward for
users of the area concerns me hugely - not only the physical safety but how other negative impacts
such as loss of tranquillity, reduced outdoor 'space’, increased 'man-made/vehicular' noise levels,
increased dust and air borne pollutant levels, HGV movements and detrimental effect on wildlife. They
offer no solutions as to how these issues will be minimised. Regarding Ecology and Water neutrality,
LCP have provided only very scant details on how they will overcome these issues. Any studies and
surveys they have undertaken seem to be insufficient in terms of the species looked at and very
insular in as much as they looked at only a select few trees in only a very small area. Wildlife does not
live in compact areas and needs safe and unthreatening corridors in and through which to travel. The
Biodiversity emergency declared in 2019 can not be overlooked and no more wildlife habitats should
be lost, or even threatened, to money making schemes, particularly when a need for the end product
has not, and can not, be justified. Regarding the number of HGV movements, whether the LCP's
original estimated number or the more realistic vastly increased numbers suggested by the transport
experts, they are unsustainable. The roads around the site will not support a steady flow of HGV's -
they are not wide enough, certainly not for two HGV's to pass; they are very twisty, offering poor
visibility on many of the bends; the sides are full of potholes. A mix for an increasing numbers of
RTA's. Finally, I feel everyone who has a love of nature and an interest in the countryside and how it is
being treated has a right to object to this application regardless of where they live. The countryside is
natures natural balm to everyday strains and stresses and should be enjoyed and protected by all. LCP
should not be told the location of objectors. Their actions will have far reaching consequences, way
beyond their chosen consultation area.

In conclusion, I strongly feel the Loxwood Claypits Ltd Planning Application should be turned down. It
appears the LCP are choosing to ignore the issues that they can not provide satisfactory answers too,
they are offering two products that are not required, they are ignoring a local policy and showing little
regard to the effects of their development on the wider woodland. The development must not go
ahead and can not be justified on the Biodiversity emergency alone.
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