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Amy Bray

From: Development Control (DMW)

Subject: FW: Planning application comments

From: Web Staff  

Sent: 02 December 2017 3:23 PM 
To: Development Control (DMW) 

Cc:  
Subject: Planning application comments 

 

Contact 

Title: Mr 
Name: Derek Eager 
Address1:  
Address2:  
Address3: 28 St Andrews Drive 
Address4:  
Town: Bishopstone 
County: East Sussex 
Postcode: BN25 2SG 
Phone:  
Email:  

Comments 

Reference: LW/799/CM(EIA) 
Description: The construction and use of plant, namely aggregate processing plant, aggregate bagging plant, 
concrete batching plant, concrete block-making plant and buildings, ancillary offices and stores for processing 
and utilising aggregates landed at Newhaven Port and distribution of the products by road and rail together with 
access to the public highway and the extension of an existing rail siding. 
Comments: This development to which I strongly object, would destroy a valuable and unique asset, worsen 
air and noise pollution and cause yet more traffic congestion. The unique asset being the wild area of Tidemills 
and east Beach, particularly the views of it, and from it. Previously approved plans for the beach area were for a 
low height work area, not a much more intrusive tall tower. Traffic like water finds the route of least resistance. 
Drivers from Fishers using the new port access road will not turn left at the B&Q Roundabout, but right, and 
use Avis Road to reach the A26, and thus avoid the regular holdups on the short stretch of road between the two 
Roundabouts. Even now Avis Road is dangerous enough for Pedestrians. At Brett's consultation presentation 
held in the Hillcrest Centre one of their 'experts' did not know where Exceat Bridge was, or that it was a cause 
of lengthy delays, but was adamant that their lorries could use the A259 to reach Eastbourne (via Seaford) and 
also Brighton (via Rottingdean), without any problem. Obviously he has not tried to drive into or through either 
Newhaven or Seaford from either direction during early morning or late afternoon, or he would know it 
requires great patience. Newhaven we are told is being 're-generated', this development would not contribute to 
this, but would negate it. The development would also add significantly to both air and noise pollution. It would 
certainly leave Cross-channel travellers with a poor impression of Newhaven, Sussex and England. My 
understanding is that Brett's project requires the completion of the port access road including the building of a 
Bridge over Mill Creek at PUBLIC EXPENSE. Surely this cannot be justified by the provision of 
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comparatively few jobs. It would almost certainly require further diversion of Public Footpaths and result in 
further loss of public access. A less expensive alternative route, linking the end of the existing unopened section 
of the port access road with the existing port entrance near the Harbour Station, not requiring a bridge might 
still be available, and would I believe encourage alternative new investment without the negative effect of 
Brett's development. 
Comment date: 02/12/2017 
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