PLANNI NG REF . 241567
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 53 Longwater Road
. Finchanpstead, Berkshire

: R0 3TS
SUBM TTED BY : M Philip Alan Lewi s
DATE SUBM TTED : 30/12/2024

COWENTS:

The renewed pl an has done nothing to change ny view, in fact it is
probably worse - noving the new houses nearer to the existing
houses. | think it is a cheap, cynical ploy to have the subm ssion
over Xmas and close on the 28th - and | hope this comment will still
be

consi dered. This application has been ongoing for years now, and
guess the applicants feel the noise conming fromWstn nster adds
weight to their case - it does not. The governnent have been very
clear as to the sort of applications they want to encourage - and
this is not one of them Destroying villages is not their intent -
there's no case for redefining this application as 'grey-belt'. |
get that people would want to |ive here, but wecking the very thing
you desire is not the way forward.

The new pl an does nothing to address the traffic concerns, nothing
to address the huge negative inpact on local wildlife, nothing to
address lighting up the area with a vast array of street lights -
the road currently has a single street light, and (for ne, at

| east) that's one too nany. Wth the already extensive building in
the area, local services including doctors, dentist and sewerage are
al ready beyond naxi mum capacity.

Selling this application as 'affordable housing', is a cynical joke.
Anyway, please see ny conmments fromthe last application - nothing's
changed, and | suspect previous comments on a revised plan woul d

ot herwi se be ignored:

SUBM TTED BY : M Philip Alan Lew s
DATE SUBM TTED : 29/07/2024

COWENTS:
| wite to you to express ny strong objection to the planning
application reference 241567. | feel any devel opnent of this site

will be detrinental to the village as a whole, but particularly
damaging for the wildlife we share the area with. Wth the aggregate
extraction, there has been significant reduction of |ocal open
grassl and areas, so inportant to support local wildlife. The field
in question is hone to deer and foxes, and doubtless countless other
smal | er ani mals not obvious to the passerby. This is a sem -rura
location and with the loss of this field there will be no connection
bet ween the areas on either side of Longwater Road, with the village
to the north, and the huge extraction site to the south which itself
has renoved 100s of acres of grassland.

Longwat er Road itself is already very busy, with cars speedi ng down
the road all day. Traffic is often queueing all the way down the
road during peak hours, an additional 40 houses will likely add at

| east another 40 cars to this problem- probably nmany nore than
that. There is little or no public transport access to the village
and new residents will have no option other than to add to the



problem This seens wholly at odds with the stated intention for
pl anni ng to be sustai nabl e.

The site would be conpletely out of character for the village, and
remain to be convinced it is even inside the devel opnent boundary of
the village at all. I'mfairly sure the footpath to the north of the
site represents the Iimt of the village. The site is al so not

i ncluded in either the Wkingham Local Plan or the recently adopted
Fi nchanpst ead Nei ghbour hood Devel opnent Pl an.

The village itself has al nost no street lighting, and the plan

i ncludes extensive lighting in a high density housi ng devel opnent -
both conpletely at odds with the village. It's just absurd, this
site wll change the character of the village for ever, sucking it
into the spraw ing devel opnent that has been going on in the area
for years. Wth the huge devel opnent in Arborfield |oca
infrastructure and anenities are already being pushed to the linmt.
The | ocal Doctor's surgery is already at full capacity - and
getting a dentist in the area is next to inpossible. On a nore
"earthy' point, the sewage works that serve the area are al so at
capacity.

The need for affordable housing in the area is already well served,
with the above nentioned Arborfield devel opnent and redevel opnent in
the California area of Finchanpstead.

We live on the edge of this devel opnent and would suffer a
significant anount of the noise pollution, loss of Iight and privacy
we have, with any building surely overlooking our garden

On a personal note, the wonderful view fromour kitchen w ndow was
one of the reasons we noved to the house in the first place,
although | realise this is unfortunately of no concern of any

pl anni ng

considerations. | walk nost of the various paths in the village
daily, and the path here is al nbst uni que anbngst themwith its open
view of wildlife, I would be very sad to lose it. | would also be

absolutely nortified to live next to a field of street lights after
spendi ng the last 20 odd years in splendid (al nost) darkness. At
risk of repeating nyself, | think the inpact would be felt beyond
the imediate field itself as countryside either side of Longwater
Road becone conpl etely separated



