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COWENTS:

As a resident nei ghbouring the proposed devel opnent, we have
previously and continue to object against the planning application
for residential devel opnent on |and north of Broadwater Lane and
west of Hognoor Lane, Hurst. This proposal represents an

i nappropriate

intrusion into a sensitive location and fails to address the
fundanmental flaws identified in previous planning decisions.

| npact on Heritage Assets.

The application site is immedi ately adjacent to nunerous Gade ||
listed buildings, including El der Cottage, Parker's Cottage,
Buttercups and Wards Cross House. These properties hold significant
value fromtheir open, rural and agricultural setting. The proposed
i ntroduction of nodern housing, vehicular novenents, and engi neered
roads would irreversibly eat into this historic bond. Furthernore,
the devel opnent would intrude into the Hurst Area of Speci al
Character (ACSC) and the surroundi ngs of non-designated assets

such as Long Barn and Munfin House. The proposed |linear frontage of
cl osely spaced ouses would i ntroduce a suburban environnent wholly
out of character with the dispersed historic settlenent pattern

Consi stent Flaws in Repeat Applications - all refused

This application does not overcone the outcone of the COctober 2025
appeal , which disnmissed a sinmlar proposal on this site. The

I nspector previously established that: 1. The site's attributes
contribute

positively to the settings of surrounding |isted buildings. 2.

Devel opment woul d cause harmtoward the higher end of "less than
subst antial". 3. Harmwould arise even if dwellings were set back
or

screened by | andscapi ng. The current proposal sinply relocates part
of the previously refused devel opnent footprint to Hognoor Lane,
thereby shifting the environnental and heritage inpacts rather than
mtigating them This previously confirned that these inpacts are
i nherent to the location and sinple | ayout changes will not change
any significant inpact a devel opnent woul d cuase. Additionally, the
proposal continues to threaten a significant historic settlenent
gap, risking the total renoval of the open rural distinction

bet ween Hurst and Wi stl ey

G een.

Fl ood Ri sk

The proposal continues to ignore known drai nage problens and fl ood
risks associated with the area. To mitigate this, the applicant
proposes raising finished floor levels. This would result in

dwel lings sitting conspi cuously above the |ane, dom nating and being
out of character with nei ghbouring historic properties and

i ntensi fying the suburbanizi ng i npact.

To sumari se; the schene sits beyond the established village

envel ope on land designated as inappropriate for devel opnent. |t
conflicts with National Planning Policy and Local Plan Policies
TB21, TB24, and TB26. | and our fellow nei ghbours continue to urge
the Council to nmai ntain consistency with previous refusals and



protect the historic environnent of Hurst by rejecting this
application.



