COWENTS:
Land Adj acent to School Road and Orchard Road, Hurst - 253074

I OBJECT to this planning application

There are 3 nmamin reasons for rejecting the details provided in the
pl ans for devel opi ng this neadow.

Desi gn

Whil e summarising the details of inportant village design el enents,
the proposed plans then sinply ignore all them The suggested

| ayout, density, proximty to the busy School Road and style of the
houses are all out of keeping with the i mediate area and the
village as a whole. Hurst is not Twyford (which is for sone reason
referenced), the

bl anket use of dark weat her boardi ng, w ndow franes, garages and
doors does not reflect the variety of building styles along the road
or elsewhere in the village.

Par ki ng

The proposed car park details are all too vague and shoul d not be
allowed to slip until the mpjority of the houses are already
occupi ed. There needs to be proper commitnent as to who is

responsi ble for

managi ng and maintaining it, as well as who can use it. As with the
rest of the devel opnent, there should not be any street lighting, to
match the najority of the village which is a 'Dark Skies' area

Dr ai nage/ Fl oodi ng

Over the last few years this neadow has regularly flooded and held
wat er that woul d otherw se build up on Orchard Road, School Road,
Sawpit Road and the bottom of Church Hill. The four houses recently
built on Sawpit Road have al ready shown that sinple SUDS options do
not work in this area. The renmedial work required to nove rainwater
fromtheminto a nearby ditch puts even nore pressure on the
existing properties along Sawpit Road whi ch have regul ar winter

fl oodi ng probl ens including sewage overflow. The Broadwat er Road
punpi ng

station that handles the village foul water has been insufficient
for years and in 2024 was described as 'woefully inadequate' in a
council flood investigation report. Addi ng another 23 properties
upstream woul d be di sastrous.

The applicant does not seemto be using the correct current
i nformati on fromeither the Environment Agency or Woki ngham Counci
whi ch shows that there is nowa 1 in 3-year risk of severe
fl oodi ng.
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