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COMMVENTS:

I would Iike to object to this planning application which in a
simlar formhas previously already been deni ed/wi t hdrawn. Reasoni ng
for the original rejection or application withdrawal remain valid
and since we have now lost all |ocal post offices, shops and |oca
services as well as finalising the Finchanpstead Nei ghbourhood pl an
whi ch was adopted both by the community, Parish Council and WBC in
Sept enber 2023 and i ncl udes desi gnated | and use maps/zones for the
future which this application conpletely ignores.

| object on the grounds:

1. The included building of house /housing estate of 40 dwellings is
| ocated on the northern edge of the flood plain of the Bl ackwater

Ri ver and on the edge of the recogni sed and officially designated by
the Environnental Agency as "Zones 2 to 3 "flood plain". The site as
presented is problenmatical to naturally support adequate surface
water run off as well as having the potential for flooding. The
docunent ati on acknowl edges there are issues in this respect by
keepi ng the housing devel opnent "to the north" of the application
site on slightly higher elevations but, as we who live in the area
are well versed, the actuality is for totally sodden ground and
extrenely

hi gh-water tables well beyond this EA theoretical boundary for nany
nont hs each year.

The EA Flood Alert Maps issued for this acreage, when needed,

i ndi cate the chances of flooding right up to the southern field
boundary, e.g., the flood warning and associ ated naps issued for the
area in February 2020. This line is drawn as a straight |line along
the southern side of the application field boundary whi ch does not
t ake cogni sance of the present-day topography and the underlying
geol ogy.

Exani ni ng el evations of the Blackwater and the el evation of the
roposed devel opnent site on available @S mapping (satellite

i magery apparently taken during the end period of extraction) it
indicates little or no increases in elevation over the southern part
of the

devel opnent site, at circa 5Imwhich is the sane as the land at the
adj acent Bl ackwater River. Were there is a differential, it is only
in the far north of the site where it reaches a differential of 3.5
- 4 netres. This substrate going north over the site
stratigraphically is overlying day and Sandy C ay-based Quaternary
Ri ver Terrace

Deposits overlying the Upper Eocene Bagshot Beds.

This substrate covers the proposed devel opnent site and the actua
and relative positioning of the proposed properties in the plans.
Water will naturally be absorbed into this substrate, saturate and

t hen

dependi ng on the severity of the event saturate the subsurface and



surface levels as well as ultinmately resulting in flooding the |and
and any incl uded properties.

In the sanme context the land is |located within a short distance from
a river and its flood plain and | akes which will require applicant
decl aration and resultant declined insurance quotations or higher
rated premuns including, if quoted, policy conditions that wll

excl ude fl ood cover

The geol ogi cal studies thenselves, partly desk studies and trial
pits/shall ow borehole point to the stratigraphic CLAYEY nature of
the substrate over part of the site whether in the formof d ay,
Sandy

G ay, or Cayey Sand and groundwater runoff problens as highlighted
inthe third-party report where the trial pit groundwater soakaway
tests FAILED to reach the 75%criteria level in all test sites with
one pit failing to reach 25% ef fecti veness showi ng this nethod of

di sposi ng of surface water to be unacceptable. Surface run off risk
is designated as High

The report indicates also approxinmately 2/3rds or nore of the site
to be HGH risk for Groundwater Vulnerability (the ease w th which
hydr o- geol ogi cal factors at the site deternine the ease of
cont am nati on of groundwater and near substrate waters) and the

rest nediumrisk. As all groundwater is hydro-geologically
connected and the risk designated as high this neans there is a high
vulnerability to contam nation over the site and the pathways
limted to attenuating any contam nants.

The general very high nature of the water table over the whole area
is also noted in the report with risk for flooding over the site.
The general nature of the substrate points to its potential for

| ateral and through | ayer water take up which could induce snal
substrate

t hi ckness/ novenent changes, repeatedly over time, according to
seasonal changes in substrate saturation and concomtant drying.
This can affect longer termany housing stability. Existing
properties in the adjacent Moorfield enclave have been reported to
have cracking and other problens by other objectors.

In summary, considering the site and adjacent |land as a 3D

hydr o- geol ogi cal bl ock and conbi ning the natural high water table,
hydr o- geol ogi cal conditional interaction and all that entails wth
limted el evation change, potential flood risk, geologica
groundwat er vul nerability, potential surface run off and soakaway
limtations all linked integrally together within a repeated
seasonal change environnment, long termfoundation stability
considerations, including alternating "wet and dry", the foul water
di scharge and di sposal issues and then all considered together over
the longer termthis site is not at all a sensible/suitable

| ocation for

devel opnent.

2. Encroachnent into designated buffer zone between Fi nchanpstead and
Eversl ey which will significantly contribute to changing the

sem -rural and rural nature of the Finchanpstead Vill age and

adj acent Eversley area

3. Located right next to the proposed/ desi gnated and devel opi ng



wildlife/ nature site viz. the proposed Mor Lane/Longwater Nature
Reserve/ Bird sanctuary which is being established since Cenex
extraction finished. This devel opnent would thus significantly
reduce any buffer between housing and the wildlife/nature sanctuary
with housing right to its border conplete with lighting. The

pl anni ng application does not properly acknow edge any effects on
this

i mportant reserve and any affect a nearby devel opnent woul d make on
all types of habitats and overall animal popul ations/ecol ogy and at
one point notes there is little of ecological interest in this
general area

4. Increased road traffic with likely 60-80 plus autonobiles.
Traffic volume, noise, and safety concern

Local pavenents in the area are inconplete and of those avail able
many are narrow and dangerous in the autunm and wi nter due to |ack
of clearance with autum leaf fall. It is inpossible to walk to the
north to both Crowthorne and California w thout having to wal k al ong
narrow pavenents whi ch are dangerously narrow and close to the road
and in wnter covered with | eaves and there are significantly |ong
stretches with no pavenents at all.

Simlarly, to the South the existing pavenent is generally narrow,
poorly upkept and road traffic very close to pedestrians.

5. Modification to public footpaths/right of way, specifically 13,
and the views | andscape attached to it will be lost and effectively
with it a corridor between housing and no view and effects on
wildlife. It will also change the character from countryside to sem
ur ban.

6. Sustainability- Total lack of any public transport to serve the
community within 1.5-3 mles in ANY direction possibly save for one
bus once a week. Nearest public transport being California
Roundabout or Yatel ey Waitrose/ G eggs Roundabout. Nearest rail is
Crowt horne sone 2.5-3 mles away with relatively early last train
tinmes.

Local prinmary and secondary school limtation to take potentia
increase in pupil nunbers and the sane for secondary education

wi t hout significant travel distances which would need vehicul ar
transportation. Secondary school capacity for Finchanpstead is

al ready taken. Children are travelling to Enbrook and t he Forest due
to lack of any local option.

7. Sustainability- Since the previous rejected planning application,
the post offices and shop in Finchanpstead Vill age and Eversl ey have
both closed as well as the fuel filling station in Finchanpstead
village. There are now no | ocal shops, post offices,retail outlets
etc apart froma very small facility on the side of the G eyhound
public house selling a very restricted range of higher priced
mai nl y

speci al i st goods.

8. Exit directly onto 60 nmph limt which if extended to 30nph stil
results in increased safety risk. The exiting entrance to the
allotnme nt opposite is already a safety concern. Personally, | have
had to break very hard nore than once with vehicles exiting this
allotnent track exit. The devel opnent woul d invol ve addi ng street



lighting with an extended 30nph limt and in doing so again add
anot her detrinental effect to wildlife and the general community,
further changing the character fromrural to sem -urban

9. Inability of the existing local foul water infrastructure to
support this developnment and its actual "hub" and main
infrastructure location is outwith WBC and wi t hi n anot her Borough
Its capacity is at Iimt and allegedly not in the best state of
repair. Foul Water escape is noted by residents and very recently an
associated E. coli infection has been noted fromfishing /fishernan
in the Blackwater exactly south of this site.

It is not unusual to see tankers taking excess waste to avoid

over fl ow.

10. At variance to the agreed and adopted Fi nchanpstead

Nei ghbour hood Devel opnent Pl an produced and approved and adopted by
both the parish and Wki ngham Borough Councils Septenber 2023 and
within it the

desi gnated zones for |and use and housi ng devel opnment and use for
this particular parcel of land. This conprehensive docunent was
devel oped and produced to formthe backbone for planning for the

Fi nchanpstead area going forward

11. Local NHS Prinmary Care: The NHS primary care network which

i ncl udes Finchanpstead, Aborfield and Swallowfield is currently
full. This is without the 1000 plus houses still to cone at
Aborfi el d.

12. Does not fit /agree/conply with existing CORE Wki ngham Loca
Plan Policies including, but not limted to, Sustainable

Devel oprment, General Principles, Managi ng Travel Denand, and
Infrastructure requirenents as a m ni num



