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January 10™ 2008

Dear Ms Bay

£
' RE: South Downs National Park Inquiry
Objection to Deletion 13

(specifically the land registered under land registry title no. ESX 81166
bordering Falmer Avenue and Bishopstone Drive, Saltdean)

We are writing in response to your request to Mrs Ann Hayes at the meeting on December 1 i
for a written summary of objections raised to Deletion 13 in the Inspector’s Report.

Our submission is based on:

1. the amendments to the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949
made by the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006, sections 59

and 99

2. technicalities which we believe have led to the Inspector erroneously identifying
the land in question.

In respect of Item 1, we enclose a copy of our original submission outlining the specific issues
which we believe counter the Inspector’s recommendation for deletion (Annexe 1)

In respect of Item 2, there are two issues which we believe have seemingly led to an error of
identification of the land in question. Briefly, these are:

a) the fact that there are two separate parcels of land, in close proximity, which have both
been notarised as Deletion 13. One is situated at the end of Gorham Avenue,
Rottingdean, and the other (the land which is the subject of this submission) borders
Falmer Avenue and Bishopstone Drive, Saltdean We believe that there may have been
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considerable confusion in the Inspector’s report over this duplication (see Annexe 2,
map 31 showing two parcels of land in question)

b) The description of the subject land given on Page 211 of the Boundary Report,
paragraph 7554, (see Annexe 3) bears no resemblance to the land in question, but
coincidentally it accurately .describes the land which is designated as Addition 14 on

Telscombe Tye (Annexe 4, Map 30).

We believe that the Inspector was inadvertently misled by an appeal made by DMH in
document 3502 (Annexe 5). In possibly accepting this document at face value, he may
unwittingly have become party to a potential miscarriage of justice. There was no opportunity
for consultation with local residents and other effected parties who could have clarified the
inaccuracies in this document and thereby affected the Inspector’s recommendation.

This submission is a summary of the considerable documentation gathered in respect of this
particular deletion, of which you will be aware. In particular, the objection has been supported
by Rottingdean Parish Council, the Saltdean Residents’ Association, Brighton City Council,
CPRE and a number of local councillors, as well as individual residents.

We sincerely hope that you will give this your due consideration, but would value your further

' expert advice should you feel that we have omitted any relevant information.

Yours sincerely

Anne Hayes
Mr Robert Thomas
Mr Graham Whatley
Mr and Mrs Albery
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