PLANNI NG REF . 252498
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 37 \Weat sheaf C ose
: Si ndl esham

. R&AL1 5PT
SUBM TTED BY : Ms Lucy Young
DATE SUBM TTED : 16/01/2026

COWENTS:
Pl anni ng Application 252498 - Hall Farm/ Loddon Garden Vill age

I ncl udi ng proposed Traveller site at Mole Road / Betty G ove Lane

I ama local resident of Sindleshamand wish to object to this
application on planning grounds. My concerns relate both to the
proposed Traveller site at Mole Road / Betty Grove Lane and to the
wi der Hall Farm/ Loddon Garden Village devel opnent.

My objection is not to Traveller provision in principle, but to the
suitability, safety and scale of what is proposed in this specific
| ocation, and to the cunul ative inpacts of the w der schene.

1. Highway Safety and Access

The proposed Traveller site would be accessed via Betty Grove Lane,
a narrow, single-track rural lane with no pavenents or street
lighting, and via Mol e Road, which is already busy with commuter and
school traffic.

I am concerned that the application does not denonstrate that this
access arrangenent is safe or appropriate for regular caravan
novenents, refuse vehicles and energency services. In particular
there appears to be:

- No i ndependent Road Safety Audit

- No swept-path (vehicle tracking) analysis for caravans, refuse
vehicles or fire appliances

- No clear commitnent to physical road inprovenents

Wthout this evidence, it is not possible to conclude that the
access is safe, which conflicts with NPPF paragraph 111.

At a wider level, the Hall Farm devel opnent woul d generate a very
large increase in traffic, placing further pressure on an already
constrained | ocal road network. The schene appears heavily reliant
on maj or highway infrastructure being delivered on tine, yet funding
and delivery certainty for these works remains uncl ear.

2. Flood Ri sk and Safe Access

Per manent Traveller pitches are classed as a H ghly Vul nerabl e use
in national planning policy. This neans they should not be |ocated
where flooding could affect safety or access.

Local roads in the area, including MIIl Lane and routes within the
| ower Loddon valley, have flooded repeatedly in recent years. Even
if the pitches thenselves lie outside the highest flood zones, the
access routes may becone unsafe or inpassable during flood events,



particularly for caravans and energency vehicl es.

The application does not yet convincingly denonstrate safe, dry
access and egress for the lifetine of the devel opnent, including
under

climate change scenarios. This is a fundanmental requirenent under
NPPF fl ood risk policy.

Simlar concerns apply to the wider Hall Farmsite, where |arge
areas lie within or close to the floodplain and safe access during
extrene events has not been fully proven

3. Over-Concentration of Traveller Provision

There are already existing Traveller pitches at Bel vedere Park and
on Mol e Road. Adding a further 20 pitches at Betty G ove Lane woul d
result in a significant concentration of provision in a very snal

ar ea.

Thi s appears inconsistent with Wki ngham Borough Council's stated
approach of proportionate distribution and risks placing an undue
burden on one |l ocal comunity. Wile borough-w de need is accepted,
it does not follow that such a large proportion of that need nust
be net at one constrained and sensitive junction

4. Landscape and Residential Anmenity

The proposed Traveller site would introduce a relatively intensive
use at the rural edge of Sindlesham including hardstandi ng,
lighting, increased vehicle novenents and associated activity.

This would alter the character of the area, eroding the rura

setting of the village and affecting the anenity of nearby
residents. The site was not clearly presented in earlier nasterplans
or consultations, and its late inclusion raises concerns about
transparency and proper consideration of alternatives.

5. Infrastructure Capacity and Deliverability

Local infrastructure is already under pressure, particularly roads,
drai nage, schools and healthcare. | amconcerned that there are no
bi ndi ng mechani sns to ensure that necessary upgrades wll be
delivered before occupation of either the Traveller site or the

wi der

devel opnent.

Approvi ng devel opnent wi thout firm phasing and delivery guarantees

ri sks exposing future residents to safety issues and placing further
strain on existing comunities.

6. Prematurity and Policy Conpliance



The application is being considered while the Local Plan is stil
under exami nation. G ven the unresolved i ssues around transport,
flood risk and infrastructure delivery, granting permission at this
stage risks being premature and could undermne the integrity of the
pl an- maki ng process.

Concl usi on

For the reasons above, | do not believe the application, as
currently proposed, denonstrates that it is safe, sustainable or
appropriately located. It seenms very telling that at a recent
nmeeting with | oca

residents we were told the location had been chosen as placing it
el sewhere woul d ' deval ue' properties on the proposed new

devel opnent. It appears the |location has been chosen nore for
commercial gain than with any real consideration. | respectfully ask
the Council to refuse the application or require substantia

revi sions, supported by robust evidence, before any approval is
consi der ed.



