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COWENTS:
Here's a rewritten version of the objection, keeping the sane
structure and argunents but expressed in different wording:

**Formal Objection to Planning Application**

I wish to register nmy objection to the above planning application on
the grounds of environnental harm public safety, and adverse
community inpact. After reviewing the proposal, | am convinced it
woul d bring serious detrinent to the local area w thout offering any
tangi bl e benefit to residents. My principal concerns are outlined
bel o w

### 1. Road safety and access concerns

The proposed access point is wholly inappropriate for the

antici pated nunber and size of heavy goods vehicles (HGVs). The
connecting road is a narrow route between vill ages, already heavily
used by residents an d school traffic.

Large HGVs attenpting to enter or exit the site would inevitably
obstruct both directions of traffic, forcing vehicles to stop or

sl ow abruptly. This creates unacceptable risks of accidents and
congestion. Such conditions are inconsistent with **NPPF Section 9 -
Pronoting Sustainable Transport**, which requires devel opnents to
provi de safe and suitable access for all road users.

### 2. Flood plain |location and environnental risk

The site sits within a recogni sed flood plain. Housing vast
quantities of fuel in an area prone to fl oodi ng poses a severe
pollution hazard. In the event of flooding, oils or chenicals could
escape into:

- Charvil Country Park |akes

- The River Loddon

- The River Thanes

This woul d cause | ong-term damage to fish, birds, invertebrates, and
pl ant ecosystens. Such risks directly conflict with **NPPF Section
14 - Meeting the chall enge of climte change, flooding, and coasta
change**, which requires devel opnents in flood-prone areas to avoid
unaccept abl e pollution consequences.

### 3. Loss of anenity and harmto conmunity recreation

Charvil Country Park and its surrounding rivers and | akes are vita
community assets, used daily for wal king, cycling, fishing,

bi rdwat chi ng, and recreation. Any decline in water quality,
increased pollution, or industrialisation of the | andscape woul d

di m ni sh residents' wellbeing and enjoynent of these spaces. This
runs counter to **NPPF Section 8 - Pronoting healthy and safe
conmmuni ti es**, which recogni ses the inportance of natural spaces for
public health.



### 4. Fire and mgjor incident hazard

The proposal involves storing approxi mately 800,000 litres of fue

in close proximty to hones and sensitive habitats. Should a fire or
acci dent occur, the consequences would be catastrophic for |oca
residents, park visitors, and wildlife. Concentrating such hazardous
material so near to residential and ecol ogical areas is neither
proportionate nor responsible risk managenent.

### 5. Absence of comunity benefit

The devel opnent provides no clear benefit to Charvil or nei ghbouring
communities. Instead, it:

- Increases traffic and congestion

- Introduces industrial hazards into a rural setting

- Degrades environnmental quality

- Reduces enjoynent of val ued public green spaces

On bal ance, the harns far outwei gh any supposed benefits, and the
application fails the planning test of delivering public good.

** Concl usi on**

For the reasons set out above road safety risks, flood-rel ated
hazards, environnental damage, |oss of conmmunity anenity, najor

i nci dent dangers, and lack of public benefit | respectfully urge
that this planning application be refused in full



