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COWENTS:
I wite to formally object to the above pl anni ng application, which
relates to the proposed use of land off Range Road, Fi nchanpstead,

as a Gypsy and Traveller pitch. | have reviewed the application
carefully and set out bel ow nmy grounds for objection. These are
substantial and, in ny view, should |lead to refusal

1. Conflict with Local Devel opnent Pl ans

This site is not identified for devel opnment in any of the rel evant
pl anni ng docunents. It does not appear in the 2010 Wki ngham Loca
Pl an, the 2024 draft Local Plan, or the Finchanpstead Nei ghbourhood
Devel opnent Pl an. Each of these docunents has been prepared

foll owi ng extensive work and neani ngful |ocal consultation. The
proposed site lies outside the defined settlenent boundaries and is
not an allocated site under any of these plans. The application
therefore conflicts fundanentally with the adopted and energi ng

pl anning framework for this area. Agreed and nore suitable
alternative sites for devel opnent already exist within Wki ngham
Bor ough, and approval here would be contrary to the careful and
consi dered spatial strategy that

under pi ns these plans. Qtherwi se, why bother to go to all the effort
of producing the plans?

2. Hi ghway Safety and Access

Range Road is a narrow, single-track, unmade rural byway that is
whol Iy unsuitable for the additional vehicle novenents and the type
of traffic that this devel opnent woul d generate. My concerns are as
fol | ows:

- The road is far too narrow to accommodate the novenent of |arge
vehi cl es, including caravans.

- The junction of Range Road with the B3430 Nine Mle Ride is a

wel | -establ i shed and docunented road safety hazard. Visibility is
severely restricted, particularly for drivers looking right, and
vehicles on NNne Mle Ride cannot see energing traffic from Range
Road until it has already committed to the junction. This routinely
results in vehicles having to reverse back towards the main road - a
danger ous nmanoeuvre at any tine, but especially so given the vol une
and speed of traffic on Nine Mle Ride.

- The dangers posed by this junction were a key materia
consideration in the refusal of planning application F/ 2006/ 8196.
Traffic volumes on Nine Mle Ride have increased substantially since
that refusal, yet the conditions of the junction have not inproved.
The sane concern therefore applies with even greater force today.

- Range Road is regularly used by wal kers and cyclists. There are no
safe refuge points along the |lane, and the renoval of verges,
apparently carried out wthout pernission, has reduced these
further. Any increase in traffic would naterially worsen the danger
to these vul nerabl e users.

- The proposed devel opnent is hardly served at all by public



transport and would therefore be entirely dependent on private
vehicl e use. There are no shops, schools or nedical facilities

wi t hi n wal ki ng

di stance. This would inevitably lead to a significant increase in
car novenents, including those by |large vehicles tow ng caravans, on
a road and junction that cannot safely acconmpbdate them

3. Inpact on the Rural Character and Appearance of the Area

Range Road and its surroundi ng woodl and forma quiet, rural setting
that is characteristic of this part of Finchanpstead and contri butes
positively to the established appearance of the area. The proposed
devel opnment woul d i ntroduce built form hardstanding, artificia
lighting and the associ ated noi se and di sturbance of regular site
activity into what is currently a dark, tranquil and unspoilt rura
| ocation. This would represent an unacceptabl e urbanisation of the
countrysi de and woul d cause severe and irreversible harmto the
intrinsic character and visual quality of the rural |andscape. The
installation of caravans woul d fundanentally and pernanently alter
the | ook and character of Range Road and its wooded setting in a
manner that could not be nitigated.

4. Inpact on Wldlife and Bi odi versity

The ecol ogical inpact of this proposal is a matter of serious
concern. The site and surroundi ng woodl and support a range of
species including bats (a protected species), deer, badgers, ows,
hedgehogs and nesting birds. Devel opnent of this kind would result
in:

- Loss of trees and habitat fragnentation, directly threatening the
speci es that depend upon them Danage to the site has already had a
visible inpact on local wildlife.

- The introduction of artificial lighting into a currently dark

rural area. The evidence fromthe adjacent unauthorised site
(application 260577) already denpbnstrates extrene |ight pollution
that is visible froma considerabl e distance. Such '"urban glow is
wel | docunented as being harnful to nocturnal species, particularly
protected bats and

ow s.

- No indication has been provided as to how the applicant intends to
achi eve the nandatory Biodiversity Net Gain requirenents. Wthout an
ecol ogi cal assessnent, baseline biodiversity data and a defined plan
to deliver neasurable inprovenents, the application fails to
denonstrate conpliance with BNG obligations. This is a significant
deficiency that cannot be overl ooked.

5. Tree Preservation Orders and Utilities Infrastructure

A nunber of trees on and i mediately around the site are protected
by Tree Preservation Orders. These trees provide inportant
environnental screening and contribute significantly to the
character of the area. The application proposes a 'no-dig" solution
in order to protect these trees, but the installation of essential
utilities - water, power and sewage, none of which currently serve
the site - will inevitably

require trenching through protected root zones. This would lead to
the progressive decline and eventual |oss of the very trees the
approach purports to protect. The application provides no convincing
or credible explanation of how this can be avoi ded.



6. Existing Enforcenment O der

An enforcenent order relating to this site remains in force,

prohi biting the stationing of caravans on the |and. Any pl anning
permi ssion granted for use involving caravans or residential
occupation would therefore conflict directly with the terns of that
exi sting enforcenment order, and the application should be refused on
t hat basis.

7. Prior Unauthorised Wrks and Notification Concerns

Wrks to clear and alter the site appear to have been carried out
wi t hout the benefit of planning pernission, including significant
renoval of trees and vegetation and attenpts to widen the lane. This
has al ready caused harmto the site and the wi der environnent. The
fact that such works were undertaken before any perni ssion was
sought or granted underm nes confidence in the applicant's
intentions and approach. It is also a matter of concern that
residents were not

formally notified by the Council of this application in the norma
way and only becane aware of it by chance as a result of the

unaut hori sed | and cl eari ng.

8. Lack of service infrastructure

The site does not have the infrastructure to connect to electricity,
gas, water or sewage systemns.

9. Precedent

Approval of this application would be likely to set an unwel cone
precedent for further applications of a simlar nature al ong Range
Road and el sewhere in the lane. This could lead to a significant
cunul ative increase in vehicle novenments and further erosion of the
rural character of the area, the harm from which woul d be very
difficult to reverse

Concl usi on

While | recognise that there is a need to nmake provision for Gypsy
and Travel | er accommodati on wit hi n Whki ngham Bor ough, and t hat

nati onal planning policy requires this to be addressed, such

devel opnent nust nonethel ess be sited in locations that are
appropriate and sustainable , and nust be designed so as to minimse
harmto the surrounding environnent. This site neets neither of

t hose requirenents.

The proposed devel opnent conflicts with the | ocal devel opnent plan
framewor k, woul d cause serious harmto highway safety, would
urbani se and danmage an unspoilt rural |andscape, would harm | oca
wildlife and biodiversity, and is not sustainably |ocated. There are
other sites within the borough that are better suited to devel opnent
of this

ki nd.

For all of the reasons set out above, | respectfully but firmy urge
the Local Planning Authority to refuse this application



