


Borstal Hill roundabout: Existing injury record and acknowledged lack of safe pedestrian
crossings, yet significant traffic increases are proposed.
M2 Junction 7 (Brenley Corner): No clear evidence that the severe existing congestion has
been properly modelled with proposed growth.

Without robust modelling and mitigation strategies, infrastructure cannot be considered deliverable,
meaning the Plan is not effective.

4. Unresolved Public Health Risks – Water Quality (Not Consistent with National Policy)

The proposed Broad Oak reservoir and River Stour abstraction raise serious unresolved issues,
including:

treatment of pollutants such as PFAS (“forever chemicals”),
lack of evidence on long‑term water quality safety.

No detailed, evidence‑based assessment has been provided to demonstrate compliance with public
health or environmental protection requirements.

5. Increased Sewage Discharge and Coastal Impacts (Not Justified / Not Consistent with NPPF)

The Plan would significantly increase sewage discharges at Swalecliffe, without a clear environmental
impact assessment, public health risk analysis, or mitigation strategy. This creates risks for bathing
water quality, marine ecosystems and local fisheries.

The absence of clear evidence means the Plan fails both the “justified” and “consistent with national
policy” tests.

6. Risk of Unlocking Further Unsustainable Development (Not Positively Prepared)

The Plan enables future infrastructure (including a potential A299 junction) that would open large
areas of greenfield land for further development beyond what is currently assessed.

This creates long‑term environmental risk, loss of countryside, and incremental development not
fully assessed in the Plan.

Such an approach is not positively prepared and fails to provide a clear, controlled, and sustainable
strategy for growth.

For the reasons outlined above, the Local Plan is not justified by evidence, not effective in ensuring
infrastructure delivery, not consistent with national policy, particularly the NPPF and therefore
unsound.

I respectfully urge the Planning Inspector to reject the Plan in its current form and require significant
revision so that development is properly evidenced, infrastructure-led, and environmentally safe.

Yours faithfully,
Lucy Stevenson




