
From:  
Sent: 27 July 2020 12:45 
To: Charles Judson 
Subject: PA 20200469 amended plan for road-widening of Broomhill Lane Reepham, required for 
access to 141+ dwellings on two adjoining fields PA 20200847  
  
Dear Mr Judson, 
 
We object to the amended proposal to widen Broomhill Lane, just as to the original proposal, and its related 
proposal PA 20200847, and for much the same reasons:  this proposal has no greater merit than its 
predecessor and retains all the safety risks to the local and school population, and the degradation of the 
existing Broomhill Lane and surrounding area previously envisaged. 
 
In fact, this proposal is worse than its predecessor, since the ‘footpath’ between Broomhill Lane and Park Lane 
is now to be tarmac'd which means that it will be a carbon-producing, rather than carbon-absorbing, surface 
and it will have to deal with flood runoff which is not the case at the moment.    There are no measures 
proposed to deal with flood runoff for this footpath.   The footpath, as it is referred to, is in fact a byway which 
means that it can take vehicles and in fact just a fortnight ago we encountered 7 motorcycles on the byways 
leading from Broomhill Lane where they are legitimately entitled to be, in negotiation with other traffic like 
the two horses and riders we also met.   This is not a sensible plan, for reasons that appear to be self-
contradictory:  on the one hand, it contravenes rights of way, while on the other hand making it more not less 
likely that the byway will be used inappropriately and dangerously. 
 
Since there has been so little feedback from you as the BDC case officer on the proposals connected to 
Broomhill Lane and the two fields proposed for development, we need to reiterate our opposition to the 
housing development PA 20200847 for the reasons set out in our earlier correspondence. 
 
We should also mention that, whilst not being opposed in principle to the redevelopment of the sports 
facilities at Reepham High School and College - it is, after all, their business to do that if they want to raise the 
money through their own efforts - they should not do so on the back of housing development and road 
restructuring which is entirely to the detriment of the locality, of the community, of the landscape and 
environment, and of Reepham in general.   If the School and College had shown the slightest inclination in the 
past to offer their facilities and spaces to local people, their claim that the sports facilities would be of benefit 
to the community would stand some chance of being believed.   Some time ago I offered to run a reading 
group there for the joint benefit of local people and students, and the Governors of the School and College 
applauded the idea at their next meeting, and it was passed to management - by whom it was ignored. 
 
Finally, we wish to record again just how offensive it is to be dealing with what is a crucial, historically 
important set of planning applications for Reepham at this very protracted time of covid-19 restrictions.   It is 
completely undemocratic.   It is for Councillors and the District Council to uphold the principles of local 
democracy, not to flout them. 
 
We look forward to seeing our objections IN FULL on the Broadland DC Planning Application site. 
 
Thank you, and best wishes 
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