
Ref 19 Resident (Part II) 
 
Subject: Pulborough Neighbourhood Plan Reg 16.  Objection 
 
I was unable to print off your form again so my Objection is set out below: 
 
PART A 
Full Name:       Rachel Goodhall 
Address:            94 Glebelands, Pulborough, RH20 2JJ 
Telephone:       07799868957 
Email:                 
Date:                 9 January 2021 
 
PART B 
To which part in the plan does your representation relate? 
Paragraph number – ALL  
Policy Reference – Policy 2, Policy 3 
 
Do you support, oppose or wish to comment on this plan? 
OBJECT 
 
Please give details of your reasons for support/opposition, or make comments here: 
 
I strongly object to your including Land at New Place Farm (Policy 2) and Land off Glebelands (Policy 
3) in the Neighbourhood Plan.  My original objections to building on this land are set out attached 
and below in my objection letter in relation to the attempt to build on this land (Planning Application 
DC/16/0731).  There were over 40 objections and the Council decided if I recall from attending and 
talking at the hearing 14/1 to object to the planning application.   
 
I cannot see that anything has changed since then in addressing the Community’s concerns.   
 
I cannot see how “primary access will be delivered off Glebelands” for 200 houses is going to safely 
be delivered.  Where exactly and specifically on Glebelands is it planned for the entrance to these 
sites and what are you going to change/knock-down/build to achieve this.  How can homes for over 
200 people access the site from Glebelands? You would effectively be putting a main road backed up 
with traffic outside the front doors of everyone that lives on this quiet residential and surrounding 
streets – totally unacceptable and not safe and we don’t want roundabouts with cars stopping and 
starting 24 hours a day and/or traffic lights pinging all day and night.  The issue of access has NOT 
been addressed and you cannot leave this up to developers to decide.  You have provided no details 
whatsoever of how you will achieve access.  There has been no assessment whatsoever on the 
impact on the health and wellbeing of people affected by car fumes and noise whilst building and 
once any development is completed.  This cannot be ignored. In the throngs of paperwork it is 
already highlighted the devastating impact due to previous building of houses “greater risk from 
exhaust fumes” “safer crossings needed” – this is what has happened from building other 
developments in the village and no consideration has been taken for these new developments it’s 
just left to be a problem once it’s all approved and the houses are up – that is too late. 
 
Your Basic Conditions Statement states the NP has regard to and complies with the Human Rights 
Act – I have not seen any details how that assessment has been made, what data was used and who 
was the qualified person to comment on this. My property will be severally affected by fumes noise 
and invasion of privacy and I am seriously concerned about my health if this goes ahead. 
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Appendix 29 of Consultation Statement states Savills (so they are ready in waiting) responded on 
behalf of the landowners with an assessment of road access with West Sussex Highways who have 
shown roads in the area have ample capacity to take Phase 1.  This is completely contradictory to 
statements made in various other documents submitted about issues with traffic and the A29 and 
fumes.  No assessment has been made how you will get cars for 200 houses down the Spinney or up 
and down Glebelands and the impact that will have on a large amount of residents some of whom 
have lived here and supported this beautiful country village all their lives. 
 
The Environmental Report identifies negative effects on water quality, road traffic noise above 
certain decibels, issues surrounding access to the existing road networks and the archaeologic 
significance of these sites.  It also highlights there is no low capacity within the Landscape Capacity 
Assessment. 
 
Habitats Regulations Assessment – likely significant effect on habitats and wildlife identified and a 
further assessment should take place.  Then goes on to say additional wording in the NP added so 
now all ok and no need for further assessment.  The wildlife will be affected by this. What is actually 
being done to protect the wildlife as it is not clear how destroying their habitat is protecting any 
wildlife including the bats, owls, red kites to name a few that we see on a daily basis. 
 
Pulborough Sewage and Drainage – A Tilbrook states “it leaves me with no confidence that the 
integrated and connected drainage and sewage system are being managed sensibly.”  Building 
another 200 houses is only going to make matters worse when the current problems are seemingly 
unfixable. 
 
Finally, I do not believe you have followed the correct consultation process, there will be less 
objections because it has been totally impossible for us to have conversations and meetings as a 
community.  Two Zoom meetings at the Parish Council really is not sufficient.  People are not all 
aware of what is going on, we have NOT been able to pop round the neighbours, knock on people’s 
doors or meet up as a community to discuss, we have not been able to do a leaflet drop to raise 
awareness and as your documents highlight there are a significant number of elderly residents in this 
village who do not have access to computers and printers and the internet to know what is going 
on.   Trying to make out a consultation process has taken place by referring to focus groups that took 
place in 2014, an appendix with flyers from 2014, invites to planning workshops from 2014, you 
raised awareness of the PPNP and invited volunteers to join focus groups and a household survey – 
this was all done in 2014 and a pic of a meeting from 2014.  Following all this in 2014 a planning 
application was put in anyway and it was rejected because people did not want it.   
 
You state a copy of the proposal was posted on a window of an empty shop on Lower Street and it 
received much attention.  I am not sure how because not many people would have walked past it 
and seen it because we have been in lockdown for most of a year and elderly persons have not been 
getting out and documents have not been made available at deposit locations due to COVID. 
 
 


