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COWENTS:
We object strongly to this application on the follow ng grounds:

The pl ans take no account of the inpact of the devel opnent on those
already living within the devel opnent area, which is very apparent
fromthe Site Appraisal docunent. W recognise the denand for
addi ti onal housing, are not opposed in-principle to appropriate
devel opnent however the stated objectives of the W.DCA strategy for
Hol me Green, "to enhance the existing character” and the
recomendation that "the open views and appearance of settlenents
being integrated within the rural |andscape context should be
conserved and enhanced" are followed. This requires the nature,
history, and character of the existing | andscape, including the

di sposition of all existing dwellings is retained; the anenity to
current residents is preserved; and any inpact to inhabitants is

m ni m sed. This proposal does not neet these objectives.

The traffic nodelling is not based on current figures. The road

pl anning is frankly dangerous with the rat run being created just

bel ow t he al ready dangerous blind bend on East hanpstead Road, near
Redl ake Lane, south of the byway. The sight |ines nodelling does not
take into account the speed on onconing vehicles and there have been
many acci dents on that corner without adding in the additiona

j eopardy and a new junction

C osing the top of Easthanpstead Road does not solve the probl em of
t he dangerous junction with O d Wki ngham Road where there are
collisions on a regular basis. It cuts residents in Wki ngham
Wthout and Crowm horne off fromthe town centre thus depressing it
further (economc inpact). It does not appear to take into

account the views of thousands of people who have protested agai nst
the closure. It seens that because the junction falls across the
boundary with

Bracknel | Forest Council it has fallen into the "too conplicated to
sort out" category and just keeps being ignored. Traffic along this
road, with the further Buckler's Park devel opnents as well as the
Prior's Farm devel opment, will continue to increase dramatically. It
is just not safe.

The proposal will create a large car dependent urban extension to
Woki ngham with nassive loss of wildlife and green space, as nany
others have said. This will conpletely change the nature and
character of the area, irreversibly. To give an exanple the |ack of
care for wldlife is apparent both in the om ssion of deer (of
which there are nmany) fromthe ecological site appraisal and in the
plan to include lighting along the byway (in the ditch which
regularly floods every wnter) inposing yet nore |ight pollution
into an area full of

wildlife.

There is no nention of secondary school provision. Provision of
medi cal facilities to support such a large population is vital given
how difficult it is to get doctors' appointnents or an NHS denti st



locally. W lack sufficient infrastructure already w thout the

i ncreases planned and current in the |local population

As nentioned above there has been no consideration for those |iving
in the Byway including ourselves. Not only is the secondary road
proposed south of the Byway dangerous because of oncoming traffic
and this will becone a significant rat run particularly at Hol ne

Grange School drop off and pick up times. Also it will have a
significant inpact on the privacy of our hones. Also depending on
the street light set up it will cause light pollution

The | and i medi ately south of the properties has been designated as
allotnments. Although preferable to having housi ng backing up to the
properties, having it as SANG as it was in previous proposals would
be nuch nore appropriate.

We currently require access to parts of the land included in the
plan. W have only limted access fromthe front of our property to
the back as our house and garage stretch across the entire width of
the plot. W have always had access through our neighbours field
for building work, repairs and tree surgery. W also have a septic
tank that drains off into the devel opnent area and we have access to
that as stated in the house deeds.

To conclude this plan in its current formis not sustainable and
doesn't take into account the environment of the area, the

i nhabitants that live inits imediate vicinity, nor the services
and the traffic infrastructure required.

We understand that additional housing is required and the targets
can be achieved if nore thought is given to holistic needs of the
area. W therefore strongly object to the proposal as it is stated
here.

We request that Planning Application 241933 be rejected.



