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pl
Re


Sevenoaks District Planning Department,

Argyle Road,

Sevenoaks, Kent.

Re:  Planning Application Fort Halstead Ref; 19/050000/HYB 

I note the contents of the above application.  

Once again, we see another application this time based upon 750 houses and multiple use.  Whereas the previous application 15/00628/OUT for the same site was for 450 homes this new application is substantially different to the former which was based upon an employment led proposal.

A disproportionate number of residential developments, nine in total are being proposed for this and other sites in the immediate environs. These will significantly change the character of the area(s) and this includes the Broke Hill farm proposals for 1000 homes on the county border in The London Borough of Bromley less than a couple of miles from Fort Halstead. 

 Whilst there is a sad inevitability given population growth the sprawl of the London conurbation will soon fill the area within the M25 ring and along its outer flanks some consideration must be given to the retention of existing villages and hamlets and the green belt surrounding them.  otherwise they will be swallowed up and lose their identity.  

Whilst I understand the Council takes a neutral stance, they must appreciate these developments and future applications will continually chip away at what little remains of these areas until they have either disappeared or lost their identity.  They are precious parts of our heritage to be enjoyed by all and once they are gone, they are not coming back!  They must be safeguarded.
Turning specifically to Fort Halstead, the proposals for 750 properties plus the existing 62 residences and the proposed commercial properties will far exceed the size of bordering villages which on average have 500 residences.  
The Knockholt Society make the following well founded comments: - Over half of these proposed houses have a density of 45 to 60 dwellings per hectare (dph), while roughly a quarter are at 50 to 60dph. Many are planned to be three storeys high. How does this cramming of properties fit in with a rural area?
The area is poorly served by public transport.  Recently, one of only two bus services via Knockholt was axed.
Knockholt and Dunton Green stations are about 2.5 miles equi- distant from Fort Halstead the station car parks are full as are those at Chelsfield and Sevenoaks stations.  At Knockholt the latter are overflowing onto the main carriageway I have counted over 130 parked vehicles. The Rail Travellers Association advise that services are already configured for a maximum of 10 coaches while the Kent Route Study shows there is no capacity for any extra trains on the congested local lines into London and can’t cope with a potential 750 or more new commuters plus in the case of Fort Halstead let alone the additional commuters who will reside in the 1000 home development of Broke Hill. 
The surrounding roads are narrow roads and little consideration given by motorists to the speed limit. Speeds in excess of 60 mph, confirmed by monitoring, are unfortunately not uncommon on the ‘rat run’ primary village routes speeds.

If 750 houses and the commercial units are approved at Fort Halstead, it is not unreasonable to see at least 2,000 or more traffic movements per day using rural lanes and thus an increase in the number of cars speeding.  It is interesting to note that traffic monitoring in the area seems to part coincide with half term or school holidays and therefore cannot provide a true over picture representative of traffic movements. 

Star Hill is a steep, narrow road without a footpath and used frequently by the cycling fraternity.  Access should be restricted to emergency services to reduce the amount of traffic through the village. 

SDC’s original excuse in its U-turn on approving 450 houses in 2015 was that the scheme would be ‘Employment Led.’ 
The Society also points out that this is a Green Belt site with large swathes of ancient woodland and grazing land. A development would allow considerable light pollution to over spill and I of the opinion that a major proportion of the development land is contaminated because of years of use by the military and their offices for storage of munitions and testing.  Totally unacceptable for residential use.    

In 2015 the Planning Inspector said the site was not in a sustainable location as its inhabitants would have to travel a considerable distance to access transport, shopping, and other facilities and that the development was not needed to meet the district's future development requirements.
“In practice,” SDC stated, “this means that large-scale housing development at the site is unlikely to be granted planning permission.”
Since then, nothing has really changed in terms of it being ‘a sustainable location’. It’s only assorted governments’ various targets for housing that have seen the Green Belt increasingly under threat. As a reminder, the Government National Planning Policy Framework regarding the Green Belt states:
•             It should check against unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
•             Prevent neighbouring areas merging into one another
•             Safeguard the countryside from encroachment.
Ho
I believe this matter should be referred to the Planning Inspectorate for a Public Inquiry. Please reject the application.

Yours sincerely,
B. Holloway
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