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COWENTS:
| amwiting to highly object to the proposed Speedy Fuels
devel opnent at the forner Prince Bros site on the Od Bath Road

Charvil. After reviewing the application docunents and considering
the existing characteristics of the area, | believe this proposal is
whol |y

unsuitable for this location and poses significant risks to public
safety, local residents, and the surroundi ng natural environnent.

1. I nadequate Road Infrastructure for HGY Movenents

Al t hough the A3032 is classified as an A-road, its width, alignnent,
and residential setting make it functionally inappropriate for
frequent heavy-goods vehicle traffic. The road network | eading to
the site is narrow, heavily used by local residents, and not
designed for the safe nanoeuvring of fuel tankers. Evidence already
exi sts of

tankers struggling to enter and exit the site, denonstrating the
inherent limtations of the current road | ayout. Increased HGV
novenents woul d present unacceptabl e risks, including congestion
reduced hi ghway safety, and noise and vibration inpacts on nearby
hones.

2. Severe Flood Ri sk and Environnmental Vulnerability

The site lies adjacent to the Charvil Country Park | akes,
floodpl ai ns of the River Loddon, and hydrol ogi cal pathways that
ultimately feed into the River Thanes. This area is w dely

recogni sed as a flood-prone zone. Storing approximately 800, 000
litres of fuel within netres of water bodies creates an unacceptable
ecol ogi cal hazard. In the event of flooding or accidental spillage,
there is a real possibility of w despread contam nation of protected
habitats, recreational |akes, and waterways. Renedi ation of fue
pollution in such an environnent is extrenely difficult and often

i nconplete, with long-terminpacts on biodiversity and water

quality.

3. Fire and Energency Response Linitations

A devel opnent storing such large volunes of fuel carries inherent
fire and expl osion risks. The surroundi ng road network, being

| argely

residential in scale, does not provide the access, turning space, or
response speed required for energency services to safely and

ef fectively nanage a nmajor incident. This raises serious concerns
regarding the safety of local residents and the potential escal ation
of any energency invol ving hazardous materi al s.

4. Inconpatibility Wth the Residential and Seni-Rural Setting

The proposed use represents an industrial-scale operation

i nconpatible with the character of Charvil and its surroundings. The
village is predomnantly residential and rural in nature, wth
significant

recreational and ecol ogical assets nearby. A fuel storage and



di stribution hub would introduce industrial noise, odour, lighting,
and risk, fundanmentally altering the character of the area and
di m ni shing the anenity of |ocal residents.

5. Concerns Regardi ng Conpliance and Operational Conduct

It has been observed that tanker operations took place on the site
earlier this year despite no planning pernission being in place for
such activities. This raises legitimte concerns about the
operator's willingness or ability to conply with planning controls
and safety regulations. For a facility handling hazardous materi al s,
robust conpliance is essential, and the evidence to date does not
inspire

confi dence.

6. Existence of More Suitable Alternative Locations

Facilities of this type are typically located w thin designated

i ndustrial zones, with purpose-built infrastructure, appropriate
separation distances, and direct access to major trunk roads capable
of accommodati ng HGVY novenents. This site neets none of these
criteria, making the proposed devel opnent inherently inappropriate.

Concl usi on

For the reasons outlined above, nanely the inadequate road
infrastructure, flood and environnental risk, energency access
limtations, inconpatibility with the local setting, and concerns
about operator conplianc, | strongly urge the Council to refuse this
application in full. The proposed devel opnent presents

di sproportionate risks and is fundanentally unsuited to this

| ocati on.



