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COWENTS:
Application 260577 - Caravan Site, Land South of Valois
Fi nchanpst ead RG40 3NR

| amwiting to formally and strongly object to the planning
application for a Caravan Site, Land South of Val oi s Fi nchanpstead,
RA0 3NR My family and | have lived at 304 NNne Mle Ride for the
past six years, and we are deeply concerned about the severe and
negative inpact this inappropriate devel opnent woul d have on our

| ocal conmmunity, environnent, and road safety.

My primary objections, which are all material planning
consi derations, are as follows:

1. Severe Inpact on H ghway and Public Safety

Range Road is a narrow, single-track rural lane with no footpaths
and is fundanentally unsuitable for the |arge vehicles associ ated
with this devel opnent.

Unsuitability for Caravans and HGVs: The road is already used by
residents, wal kers, and horse riders. Its narrowness neans it is
conpl etely inappropriate for the manoeuvring of |arge vehicles such
as nobile hones or touring caravans. This would create a significant
and unacceptable risk to all road users. The applicant's own recent
attenpts to scrape the verges to widen the road access denonstrate
its existing inadequacy.

| nadequat e Access and Visibility: The creation of a new vehicul ar
access onto this narrow lane is unlikely to neet the required
"visibility splay" standards for safe entry and exit, creating a
cl ear and present danger

Energency Vehicle Access: | have serious concerns about whether
energency service vehicles could reliably access the site,
particularly if other vehicles are parked on the |ane. This poses a
direct risk to the safety of any future residents as well as

exi sting

ones.

2. Fundanental | y Unsustai nabl e Location

This proposal is in direct contradiction to the principles of
sust ai nabl e devel opnent outlined in both | ocal and national planning

policy.

I ncreased Car Dependency: The site is isolated fromall essentia
| ocal services, including shops, schools, and doctors' surgeries.
Wth no public transport links, no footpaths, and no safe cycling
routes, any occupants would be entirely dependent on private cars
for every journey. This pronotes unsustainable travel patterns and
increases traffic on already busy local roads |like Nine Mle Ride.



Conflict with National Traveller Site Policy: The governnent's
"Planning policy for traveller sites" explicitly states that new
sites shoul d be sustainable. This location is the antithesis of a
sustainable site due to its isolation fromservices and facilities.
Approving it would go agai nst the core principles of national

policy.

3. Direct Conflict with Local and Nei ghbourhood Pl anni ng Policy

This specul ative application is in clear violation of the statutory
devel opnent pl an

Qutside Settlenent Boundaries: The site lies outside the defined
settl enent boundary and is designated as countryside in the

Woki ngham Local Plan (2010), the energing draft Local Plan

(2024), and, nost inportantly, the made Fi nchanpstead

Nei ghbour hood Devel opnent Plan. This | and has not been identified or
al l ocated for any form of

devel opnent.

Harmto the Green Gap: Range Road is identified as a key "green gap"
in the Finchanpstead Nei ghbourhood Devel opnent Pl an. This proposa
woul d erode that gap, leading to "urban creep"” and having an

ur bani sing effect on the countryside, which the plan specifically
seeks to prevent.

Qut of Character: The Local Plan states that all devel opnent shoul d
add value to the character of the streetscape. A traveller pitch
with its associ ated nobil e honme, caravan, and hardstanding, is
conpl etely out of character with the surrounding rural, wooded

| andscape and would detract from not add to, its val ue.

4. Irreparable Harmto Biodiversity and the Natural Environnent

The devel opnent woul d cause significant and | asting danage to the
| ocal ecosystem

Loss of Habitat and Wldlife: The felling of trees, which has

al ready occurred w thout any apparent consent, and the renoval of
woodl and to accommpdat e hardst andi ng and buildings will have a
severely

detrimental effect on local wildlife. This | and serves as a habitat
and corridor for nunerous species.

Lack of Ecol ogical Assessnent: Gven the nature of the site, a ful
Ecol ogi cal | npact Assessnent and a Biodiversity Net Gain statenent
shoul d have been subnitted with this application. To ny know edge,
this has not been done. The developnent is in direct contravention
of Policies IRS5 (biodiversity) and IRS6 (trees) of the

Fi nchanpst ead Nei ghbour hood Pl an.

Drai nage and Utilities: The addition of significant hardstandi ng
will alter the natural drainage properties of the area, potentially
leading to flooding and other harnful effects. Furthernore, the
site lacks connection to mains utilities such as sewerage and

drai nage, which is a fundanental requirenent for new residential
devel opnent.

5. Detrinental Inpact on Residential Anenity



The proposal woul d unacceptably harmthe quality of life for
exi sting
resi dents.

Noi se and Di sturbance: The introduction of residential activity into
this quiet, rural lane will inevitably lead to an increase in noise
and di sturbance, from vehicle novenents to donestic activity, at
hours that are uncharacteristic for the area.

Li ght Pollution: The addition of external donestic lighting into
what is currently a dark, unlit lane will destroy the rural
dar k- sky

character of the area, constituting a formof |ight pollution that
harns residential anenity.

6. The Precedent and Five-Year Land Supply

While | understand the council has a duty to provide sites, this
nmust not be at the expense of proper, plan-led devel opnent.

Setting a Dangerous Precedent: Approval of this application on an
unsuitabl e, unallocated site would set a dangerous precedent,
inviting further specul ative applications in other parts of the |ane
and the wi der countryside, |leading to the pieceneal erosion of our

I ocal environnent.

Site Suitability: The council should focus on identifying and

al l ocating suitable and sustainable sites through its Local Plan
process, rather than approving an ad-hoc application on a site that
is so clearly inappropriate and contrary to nultiple local and

nati onal policies.

For all of the robust planning reasons outlined above, | trust that
the council will refuse this inappropriate and danmagi ng
application.



