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COWENTS:

Li ke many other residents in the area, we would like to raise ny
concerns and objection to the proposed devel opnent on Land North O
Sun Lane in Riseley, Application #260774

Al though | amnot totally against the proposal, (indeed | can think
of areas surrounding Ri sel ey where devel opnent woul d be visually
worse and nore detrinental to the character of the village) | do
however feel that | nust raise concerns over the linmted facilities
and infrastructure which prospective future residents on the

devel opnent woul d be subjected to being nenbers of the Riseley
Communi ty.

| also believe that many of the concerns raised by the Riseley
community are nostly the sane as those raised by other villages in
the area, such as Swallowfield, where recently devel opers were
granted pernission for up to 94 new hones on the edge of the

vill age, despite objections by the local Parish Council, Wkingham
Borough Council, and a | arge nunber |ocal residents about
sustainability and the inpact upon the current support
infrastructure

The majority of these concerns and objections agai nst that

devel opnent would also, in ny opinion, only add to and further raise
the I evel of concern of the inpact this proposed devel opnent in

Ri sel ey woul d have. Nanely:

Local Services and Infrastructure.

It is well docunented in previous applications, and also fromthe
feedback by | ocal Councils, support groups, and (perhaps nost

i mportantly) the personal experience of |ocal residents - that

| ocal services and infrastructure are already at, or near, nmaxinum
capacity.

| believe the 4 main areas of need/concern in this aspect are:

a) Health Services

Local residents will already know how difficult it can be to get an
appoi ntnment with a GP, even for those with life limting illnesses.
Though the staff at the Surgery in Swallowfield are excellent, and
highly professional in performng their roles, (often above and
beyond expectations it has to be said) then there nust be
accountability by local and national governnent to ensure that
residents (both existing, and "new') have health services

available to fulfil their needs i mediately, and not "at sone
future tine".

b) Educati on servi ces.

It should be noted that Iike the Swallowfield planning application
Lanbs Lane Primary School is once again cited in the R seley
application as able to provide educational services for |ocal schoo



children. This is not the case | understand, nor is it still for
Swal | owfield children

Li ke the provision of Health support services above, provision for
children's education nust be denonstrated, with all appropriate
support services shown to be in place, before any potential further
demands are nade by new devel opnent.

c) Rain Water retention/drai nage nmanagenent.

It is also well docunented that the area has been subjected to

| ocal i sed and wi despread flooding in past years. Indeed a | oca

Fl ood Resilience Group has been established to nonitor and assist in
related issues following major flooding in the area in 2007. The
group,

together with various environnental agencies and | and owners have
only recently concluded preventative actions in the area intended
to

hopefully reduce the risk of flooding in the area. Bull Lane to the
North East, and the Devils H ghway to the South West of the proposed
devel opnent are water drainage paths that are part of a controlled
di scharge of surface water that feeds nuch further downstreaminto
Swal | owfi el d and Heckfield water courses. Further hardstanding

drai nage run-off fromthe devel opnent could significantly inpact the
exi sting surface water course calculations for the area if
consultation with the appropriate agencies and | ocal action groups
is not undertaken with required preventative flood risk actions

i npl ement ed and nmi nt ai ned.

d) Foul Water drai nage/ managenent.

Again, it is well docunented that Swall owfield, which lies
downstream from Ri sel ey has suffered major flooding in the past when
excessi ve, and "higher than predicted" rainwater volunes fed into
the foul water system | understand that this was also a nmjor
concern raised by

| ocal Parish Council nmenbers and residents when the application for
94 new hones was nade in Swallowfield, and | can only assune a
further 44 new honmes in Riseley is only going to add to the vol une
of future foul water nmanagenent feeding into Swall owfield.

Local residents in Swallowfield have nost recently had to endure
many days and ni ghts of Thanmes Water tankers punping foul water out
of the area when the current system (put in place follow ng the
flood in 2007) failed. This only highlights the single dependency
failure point in place by Thames Water at present and which will
only becone nore critical if further denmand is placed upon a limted
servi ce.

I would also further raise sone concern for traffic fl ow managenent
in the village which an additional devel opnent could also bring. At
present, traffic flow during peak travel tines accessing the A33 at
either the Wellington Roundabout or further up towards the M4 at
Mereoak can be significantly backed-up with vehicles throughout the
area using these points to access the M4, M3, A30, A33, Basingstoke
and Readi ng.

Rout es East towards Arborfiel d Wki ngham can al so be highly

i npacted, as was recently the case when the bridge at Swallowfield
Church was denolished by an HGY truck - closing the road for severa
weeks.

It should be noted, that previous planning applications el sewhere in
the region have listed Arborfield as a maj or nearby shopping



facility, yet the local roads fromRiseley to Arborfield is, to be
frank, quite dangerous in places. Any further traffic in this
direction to

Arborfield and beyond w thout a significant inprovenent in road
safety is a najor accident waiting to happen in ny opinion, as
traffic volune is only increasing in the region, road naintenance
and upgradin g is linmted, and nodern cars only seemto be getting
bi gger and

heavi er!

Finally, the fact that there is only one Bus service serving

Ri sel ey, (which only travels North) makes residents pretty nuch
entirely

reliant on owning a car. (or two/three cars if both parents are
wor ki ng and have a grown fanily)

In the past, the Bus service to Riseley has been withdrawmn - so

unl ess there is a recorded conmmtnent to continue, or ideally expand
the service, it should not be seen as a long term public transport

[ ution.

| have tried to be honest and fair in nmy comments above, and do hope
that the feedback of a local resident, (who is not entirely against
new housi ng and the benefit to everyone that it could bring) is
consi dered an honest and realistic view of the challenges of |iving
in a location where the |l ocal support infrastructure has not kept up
wi th continued housi ng devel opnent.



