PLANNI NG REF : 260774
PROPERTY ADDRESS : Gdi ham Road

Ri sel ey
. RG7 1SB
SUBM TTED BY . Ms Hayl ey Diggens
DATE SUBM TTED : 16/05/2026
COWENTS:
As a resident of over six years in the village, | strongly object to

this application. The proposal represents unsustai nabl e
overdevel opnent that our village infrastructure and rura
envi ronnent cannot support.

My specific objections are:

1. Infrastructure, Services & Education: Wki ngham Borough school s
are at nmaxi mum capacity. Having been rejected fromall of our
choices within the borough in 2025, ny famly is forced to comute
over 12 mles daily for school and nursery. New residents will fac e
t he exact sane barrier

Local GPs are already severely overstretched, and there are no
supermarkets or shops within the village. Adding 44 hones wi thout
significant upgrades to local services is entirely unsustainable.

2. Highways & Traffic : The developnment sits next to an already
congested route leading to the A33. Furthernore, the proposal sits
on a narrow | ane heavily used by residents for wal king, cycling, and
horse riding, making it fundanentally unsuitable for this scale of
devel opnent.

H ghway Safety: Exiting Sun Lane onto Basi ngstoke Road is already
hazardous due to a conbination of existing traffic queues and high
vehi cl e speeds.

Car Dependency: A total l|lack of |ocal shops, enploynent
opportunities, and adequate public transport (limted bus
services) guarantees total car dependency, drastically increasing
traffic volunes out of the village.

3. Floodi ng & Drainage

Sewage System Riseley and Swal |l owfield suffer froman overl oaded
foul sewage systemthat regularly fails during he avy rain.

Surface Water: Surface water runoff fromthe A33 already causes Bul
Lane to flood in winter. Replacing soft, natural drainage ground
with hardstanding will severely exacerbate this runoff, creating
dangerous freezing conditions at the Basingstoke Road junction

4. Rural Character & Wldlife

A devel opnent of this scale is entirely disproportionate. It wll
erode the countryside setting and introduce visual intrusion, noise,
and activity levels conpletely inconsistent with a small rural v
illage.

The project directly threatens established local wildlife, including
deer, badgers, foxes, ows, and red kites.

In summary, this proposal will drastically reduce hi ghway safety,
destroy the identity of our community, and overwhel m non-exi stent
infrastructure. | strongly urge it to he refused based on the above
reasons.



