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. RGA03NL
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COWENTS:
To the planning officer/s in charge of application 260439. | am

witing as a local resident to fornmally object to this planning
application of a gypsy/traveller pitch on Range Road, land to the
rear of 297 to 303 Nine MIle R de, Finchanpstead RA0 3NP. M

obj ections are based on the foll owi ng planning policy and safety
concerns:

Count rysi de Desi gnation

The site is within the area designated as countryside. It is listed
as countryside and outside the settlenent boundary in the Wkingham
pl an of 2010, the draft Local Plan of 2024 and the Fi nchanpstead

Nei ghbour hood Pl an. The fact that the site is within the
'countryside' supports the refusal of this planning application

Council's Core Strategy - Linited Devel opnent

Fi nchanpstead is classed as a settlenent where it is felt linted
devel opnent to support the vitality of existing local services is
appropriate. In areas of countryside priority should be given to
repur posi ng existing buildings. This application is not
appropriate, and no existing buildings are present.

CP1 - Sustai nabl e Devel opnent
It is not a sustainable devel opnent.

It does not nmintain or enhance the high quality of the environnent.
ET Pl anning states in paragraph 5.20 that the site "Conplies with
policies CP1 and CP3 and is acceptable to the character of the
area". This is the opinion of ET Planning only and cannot be used

i n any decision nmaking.

It will not mininse the em ssion of pollutants into the wi der
environnent. There appears to be no plan to limt any adverse
effects on water quality (including ground water). A soakaway is
pl anned which coul d cause groundwat er contam nation. There will be
atoilet on the site however, it is unknown how Foul Sewage wll be
dealt with as there is no nention of connecting foul water drains to
any existing drains if there are any present. Large Septic tank
enptyi ng vehicl es cannot access the | ane due to the width of the

| ane. ET pl anni ng

mentions a no-dig construction will be necessary. WII this be
enforced with all aspects of the devel opnent includi ng waste,

dr ai nage, hardstandi ng, fencing, new access etc?

It does not ensure the provision of adequate drai nage. The
alteration of the natural woodl and ground surface to accommpdate the
touring caravans (touring and static) wll change the natura

drai nage properties of the area having a harnful effect.
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It will not provide attractive, functional, accessible, safe, secure
and adapt abl e schenes.

It does not denonstrate how they support opportunities for reducing
the need to travel, particularly by private car in line with CP6.
There is no provision for alternative transport use.

It will not contribute in any way towards the goal of reaching

zer o-carbon devel opnents as soon as possible. There are no

provi sions of appropriate on-site renewabl e energy features or forns
of

m ni m sing energy and water consunption as required by other

pl anni ng applications.

CP2 - Inclusive Communities

According to Policy TB10: Travellers Sites, it states that planning
perni ssion nmay be granted to new gypsy and traveller pitches or
travel ling show people plots or extension to existing sites where it
can be denonstrated that the site is located in the Borough's
existing settlenments or is adjacent to an existing settlenment either
within or adjacent to the Borough. This is not supported in this
instance. The site is |located opposite an unauthorised traveller
settlenent with a retrospective planning application (Application
260577) which

currently has an injunction on it. A court appearance has already
taken place due to the unauthorised cl earance of the plot through

t he ni ght/weekend of the 6th March. Application 260577 cannot be
used as a reason to allow application 260439 to be permtted by
reason of

adj acency.

CP3 - Ceneral Principles for devel opnent

The applicant has submitted the statenent in support of his
application, but they do not address all the factors set out in CP3
especially ¢, d and e.

CP6 - Managi ng Travel Denand

This should sway the decision towards refusal. There will be no
provision for a sustainable formof transport. Cars, vans and 4WDs
will be used. Al points listed in CP6 provide good grounds for
opposi ng the application

Range Road is a narrow single-track road. It is conpletely
unsuitabl e for a devel opnent of this kind which would increase risks
to road

safety. The lane is currently in a very poor state and wider than it
was a few weeks ago due to the unauthorised activity by the

resi dents at application nunber 260577. The current width of the

| ane should not be taken into consideration when deciding on this
application. The lane's forner state should be taken into
consideration. A touring caravan can be up to 2.55mwi de, the | ane
is currently only just wi de enough at its narrowest point (2.8nm.

It is already evident that a static caravan is too wide to fit as
proved by the instigator of the adjacent unauthorised devel opment on
10th March 2026



A legacy application for stables was subnitted in 2006 by the
applicant's famly for the proposed site to the rear of 297 to 303
Nine Mle Ride. This was refused on the grounds that the proposed
devel opnent woul d result in the increased use of the substandard
road junction of Range Road with B4330 Nine Mle Ride, which would
adversely affect road safety and the flow of traffic. Contrary to
policies WOS3 and WI7 of the Wki ngham District Local Plan (WDLP)
and DP5 or the Berkshire Structure Plan (BSP). The proposal would
generate additional traffic on Range Road which is substandard in
respect of width and construction and this would result in the

i ncreased risk of accidents to road users. Contrary to policies
WOS3 and W7 of the WDLP and DP5 of the BSP.

The lane is still substandard in terns of the road junction with
Nine Mle Ride, the lane width and the |ane surface. This has not
changed since 2006. The visibility is poor when | ooking to the
right to pull onto Nine Mle Ride and the gradient is adverse too
which will cause issues for larger vehicles. There are no passing
pl aces on the lane apart fromresident's driveways. Movenent of

| arger vehicles and an increase in traffic will further nitigate
this problem The Northern end of Range Road joi ns Sandhurst Road
with a speed Iimt of 50 nph, so additional traffic pulling out onto
there coul d cause issues too.

Traffic volunes have increased considerably since the planning
application for stables in 2006 due to the housi ng devel opnents in
Arborfield, Buckler's Park etc. Further devel opnents are being built
on Nine Mle Ride so traffic volume will continue to increase. The
sight lines for exiting and entering Range Road are poor. Sonetines
traffic nmust reverse back out onto NNne Mle Ride if a vehicle is
approaching on the lane. The sight lines for exiting properties on
the lane itself nean that vehicles nust be in the |ane already to
see if something is comng. There are no safe passing places for
pedestrians, bikes or horses within the lane and this will becone
nore dangerous with increased traffic.

Due to the distance fromthe site to facilities such as school, GP
dentist, shops etc. residents would nore than likely drive. During
the winter nonths the lane is extrenely nuddy so vehicular trave
woul d be unavoi dabl e.

Approval of this application WLL cause hi ghway i ssues as the |ane
is not suitable for a heavy volune of traffic and heavy, |arge
vehi cl es.

Further Issues with the Details of the Application -

- The plans do not say how many bedroons there will be. How many
people will be living there?

- The large area of perneabl e hardstandi ng covers 35% of the site.
This would accommodate nultiple touring caravans. |f planning were
approved there would be no limt on the nunbers as they would be
classed as pernitted devel opnent.

- The proposed area is a green gap between the historic rides of
Nine MIle Ride and Sandhurst Road as nentioned in the Fi nchanpstead
Nei ghbour hood Devel opnent Plan. Allowing this application to be
permtted along with application 260577 would be detrinental to the
green gap.

- There is no provision for additional planting in the plan. The



plot was cleared in October 2025 and has been done periodically
through the years to prevent maturity of any trees. ET planning
mentions the retention of a nunber of trees and significant
screeni ng but nerely pushing the young trees that were destroyed
during the clearance to

the site boundaries does not constitute screening. |n the process,
a lot of waste from previous clearances was exposed i ncl udi ng

di scarded, tangled wire fencing and gas canisters etc.

- The ecol ogy survey submtted cannot be included as valid as it was
conpl eted AFTER the cl earance of nmany of the species on site and in
the Wnter of 2025 during natures dormant period of the year. The
woodl ands are hone to nunerous species including roe deer, tawny
owl s , badgers, hedgehogs and bats. W have not heard the tawny
ow s since the clearance of the site 260577 and have had a deer die
in our front garden just last week as it was displaced fromthe | ane
due to the disturbances caused by light pollution, |and cl earance
and high fencing.

- The proposed devel opnent would utilise a new access point from
Range Road, would nore trees be danaged in the process?

- The area is classed as a habitat of Principal |nportance
(priority woodl and) included in the England Bi odi versity List
(section 41 of the Natural Environnment and Rural Conmmunities Act
2006. This was grounds for planning application 230925 to be
refused in June 2023 at a nearby property.

- How will a static caravan be transported to the site? The

unaut hori sed settlenent (Application 260577) clearly denonstrated
on 2 occasions (7/3/26 and 10/3/26) that the | ane was not w de
enough to pernit the transportation of their static caravan. A
great deal of damage to the verges was done and in trying to w den
the lane with diggers they renoved the integral concrete supports
and piled everything high naking the verges no | onger accessible as
passi ng pl aces for pedestrians when a vehicle uses the |ane.

Whilst | amfully aware that there is a shortage of suitable pitches
for the travelling comunity in the wi der borough, | feel the harm
that woul d be caused by pernitting this planning application (and
the currently unauthorised application) would far outwei gh the
benefits. There would be inpacts on road safety, the environnent,

t he

countryside, the comunity and a precedent would be set that any
plot of land in any location is suitable for a traveller's pitch.

I would respectfully ask that WBC decline this application



