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Dear Linda Smart

Compulsory Purchase Orders for Planning Application RR/2474/CC (EIA)

I am writing to object to the Compulsory Purchase Orders (CPOs) made in connection with the above planning application.

I strongly believe that the undisputed environmental damage that will result from construction and use of the Bexhill to Hastings Link Road (BHLR) is a sufficient reason for the scheme not to go ahead. In my view the disruption to the wildlife and habitats of the Combe Haven valley, the impact on the landscape and tranquillity, and the inevitable damage to archaeological sites are unacceptable. The valley is at present an outstanding asset.
Alternative transport solutions and development plans that would not wreck one of the south east’s precious resources have never been fully investigated. Since this road scheme was first suggested eight years ago, there have been many developments in alternative transport in other parts of the UK that would be effective in reducing traffic in Bexhill and Hastings. For that reason alone, the scheme should be re-examined.
It is not at all certain that the BHLR would create jobs. It could just as easily lead to local businesses closing down, especially in the town and district centres that would have to compete with out of town developments. These rely on everyone having a car and would create more traffic and with it, more climate change gases; 6,000 tonnes of carbon dioxide per year are predicted by East Sussex County Council.
Instead of this scheme, Hastings and Bexhill should build on their strengths and assets which include a very high quality and beautiful environment with a rich history and nationally renowned arts scene. Local authorities should bid for funds that support this aspect of Hastings and Bexhill, not a destructive road. 

As well as threatening local jobs and businesses, the cost of the road has increased four times since it was suggested in 2002 (£24m) and doubled since the government gave its approval in 2004: the cost is now £98m. A range of non-polluting alternatives is likely to be far cheaper and effective, but this approach has been ignored.

I believe that the case for the road has not been made, and consequently that there was no case for issuing the CPOs. I would welcome a public inquiry into the need for the CPOs.

Yours Sincerely
Linda Smart

Local Authority Orders Section

Government Office for the North East

Citygate

Gallowgate

Newcastle upon Tyne. NE1 4WH

E – mail: Linda.SMART@gone.gsi.gov.uk
PAGE  

