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COWENTS:

| object to this planning application, which proposes further
equestrian devel opnent in our rural locality. My objections are
outlined bel ow

1. Cunul ative Inpact on Rural Character

The proposed devel opnent contributes to the increnental urbanisation
of our countryside, which is contrary to the objectives of the

Woki ngham Bor ough Local Pl an Update 2023-2040. The Local Pl an
enphasi ses the preservation of rural character and the prevention of
i nappropriate devel opnment in designated countryside areas. The
cunul ative effect of successive equestrian devel opnents erodes the
intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, as recognised in
the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). ?

2. Inconsistency with Previous Pl anni ng Deci sions

A simlar application was previously refused on grounds that renmain
pertinent. The reasons for refusal included concerns about the scale
of devel opnment and its inconpatibility with the surrounding rura
envi ronnent. These concerns have not been adequately addressed in
the current application, and approving it would set an unwel cone

pr ecedent.

3. Environnental and Ecol ogi cal Concerns

The intensification of equestrian use can |lead to overgrazing, soi
conpaction, and nutrient runoff, which negatively inpact |oca

bi odi versity. The proposed devel opnent | acks a conprehensive
ecol ogi cal assessnent to nitigate these potential harns, conflicting
with policies ained at protecting and enhancing the natura

envi ronnment. ?

4, Traffic and H ghway Safety

I ncreased equestrian activity often results in higher volunmes of

hor sebox and service vehicle traffic on rural roads not designed for
such use. This raises concerns about highway safety and t he adequacy
of existing infrastructure to support additional traffic, contrary
to policies that prioritise safe and sustainable transport.

5. Lack of Denonstrated Need

The application does not provide sufficient evidence of unnet denand
for additional equestrian facilities in the area. Wthout a cl ear
justification, the devel opnent appears specul ati ve and unnecessary,
failing to neet the criteria for sustai nabl e devel opnent.

The proposed devel opnent poses significant risks to the rura
character, environnental quality, and infrastructure of the area.
urge the council to consider these factors and reject the
application in line with established planning policies and previous
deci si ons.



