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COWENTS:
I OBJECT to this planning application

I was born in and lived in Hurst for 35 years, having only just
recently nmoved fromHurst to Wargrave, but | still regularly visit
my parents in Hurst.

This devel opnent is contrary to so nany |ocal policies and nationa
policies it is difficult to know where to begin: The presunption
shoul d be in favour of sustainable devel opnent.

Hurst is not a sustainable |ocation. | know because | had to rely on
my parents to drive ne everywhere: To school, after schoo
vities, to Reading/Bracknell in the evenings. | had ny first car at

the age of 18, not everyone can afford that, but it was necessary
for me to work in the afternoons and evenings in Bracknell and
Woki ngham It will be the sane scenario for the existing and any
future

resi dents.

The indicative proposal for a 16 seater mnibus for the entire
community of Hurst village and the additional new residents, only at
peak tines, to nake up for an unreliable and poor bus service is
totally unfeasible. It is a poorly thought out short term schene
and wll not reduce the residents over reliance on the notor car.

This proposal doesn't pronote genuine, safe, alternative nethods of
transport and cannot be nade nore sustainable, due to the
constraints of being a rural location, with narrow country | anes and
roads. It is not feasible to introduce nore pavenents, w den
pavenents, narrow the already narrow roads, for a few netres here
and there, you still end up using a poor footway network which |acks
continuous footways to the Church, Broadcommon Road, Wbki ngham
Road, Davies Street etc and the introduction of a few advisory cycle
| anes won't nmake it any safer for cyclists as they are unenforceable
and again do not extend the w der network towards Wki ngham

W nnersh and Bracknel | .

Nei t her have they properly considered the needs of people with
disabilities and reduced nobility to all nodes of transport once you
| eave the proposed housing estate, everyone shares with other road
users on the road or on very narrow pavenents on the w der network
which force you on to the busy roads, which will becone all the nore
busier with the introduction of a further 250 cars and service
vehicles to the 99 dwellings proposed.

WBC has substantially over delivered for the last 5 years on their
Housing Delivery Test and there is no need for these hones in this
unsust ai nabl e I ocation. The WBC Local plan is still valid and
enforceabl e until 2026

Pl anning law requires that applications for planning perm ssion be
determ ned in accordance with the devel opnent plan, unless nmaterial



consi derations indicate otherw se. The previous application

(220458) was taken to appeal and even after applying the 'tilted

bal ance' was disnissed only last year - 99 dwellings conpared to 200
dwel I i ngs does not 'halve the harmi, the harmis still just as
significant and the location remai ns as unsustai nable for 99
dwellings as it did for 200

househol ds.

Hurst is a rural location, these fields are agricultural G ade 3a
and 3b and not brown field. They are designated countryside and
outside the developnent Iimt. They were not allocated for housing
in the recent WBC HELAA assessnent as they were assessed as

"unsui table' (WBC CPl11). This proposed devel opnent is not the

right type of developnent in the right place (NPPF).

These tranquil fields have stood for centuries in their current form
and contribute to the wildlife and habitat so inportant to the UK
and locally; within a radius of 2 kmthere is an abundance of
protected and priority species, nmany of which visit and/or cal

these fields their hone. These fields act as a wildlife corridor
between two i nportant Biodiversity Opportunity Areas, that have
Local Wldlife Sites and Local Nature Reserves. The WBC Bi odi versity
Action Plan and the NPPF state very clearly that proposals should
not cause

fragmentation of the wider ecol ogical areas (Environnment Act 2021
NPPF S15, WBC CP7).

There is nothing in this proposal that will mitigate the substantia
harm which will be caused to the existing biodiversity and habitat
by introducing 99 homes, 250 cars and 250 additional residents with
a road that bisects through the site together with the noise, close
board fencing, patios, lighting, donmestic aninals, etc.

This proposal is significantly insensitive and harnful to the
conmmunity, biodiversity, rural character and | andscape of Hurst.

Hurst is a Tier 3 devel opnent location with only basic services and
facilities and should have 'limted developnment', which it has so
far achieved in a sensitive and appropriate manner. Hurst is a
thriving village community and the introduction of another 99
hones, will upset the status quo of the community and its
facilities.

Pl ease refuse this application



