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COWENTS:
I wish to register strong objection to this application on the
foll owi ng grounds:

1. Design and Character

The proposed devel opnent does not respect the unique character and
style of the area. The Rides area is characterised by largely

i ndi vidual |y desi gned properties. This developnent is nore akin to a
smal| 'estate' of largely identical properties set right at the
heart of Heath Ride

It may well be that only two houses will be visible fromHeath Ride,
but this will be a side view of these properties which will do
little for the existing conmunity and security of the Ride. Existing
properties with road frontage | ook out over the Ride. It is also
clear, with the nunber of properties proposed, that visibility and
privacy for neighbouring properties will be adversely affected.

El enents of the planning application still refer to a schene of
ei ght properties which is confusing.

That the proposed new access road extends well beyond the seventh
property, and beyond the rear building |ine appears excessive, and
gives rise to a risk that future permission will be sought to extend
this high density schene yet further

Poi nt 15 of the Design and Access Statenent appears to indicate that
roof voids for the new properties would be extension-ready w thout
the need for additional structural or design work. There are no 3
storey buildings on Heath R de, and indeed nbst two storey buil dings
on Heath Ride are chalet style or of restricted ridge height. The
proposed properties in this application are therefore not in keeping
with their surroundings, and have the potential to becone even nore
over bearing on nei ghbouring properties than currently concei ved.

2. H ghways and Traffic

Heath Ride is a Restricted Byway. It is unadopted. The Ride is
unlit, has no pavenents, and in the winter is prone to flooding,
significant leaf litter/nud and potholes. It is enjoyed by
cyclists, wal kers, runners, and horses, who share the road with
residential (and associated) traffic.

At a push, it nmay be possible to walk to sone, but not all
anenities. However, in reality, the vast majority of journeys wll
be nmade by car, particularly at night or in poor weather. It is
unrealistic to suggest otherwise. It is reasonable to calculate that
seven additional properties, each with two vehicles, wll
significantly increase

traffic on Heath Ri de, Hollybush Ri de, and potentially Roman Ri de
(which is fully unnade). These lanes are all Restricted Byways
whose upkeep is entirely funded at residents' expense.



There is no clarity over how the new properties will contribute to
the ongoi ng upkeep of Heath Ri de, beyond the proposed new access
road. There is also no outline of how the cost of additiona

mai ntenance to Heath Ride will be nmet by the devel opers to support
the vol une of heavy vehicles and construction traffic required
during site clearance and build.

The proposed devel opnent site is |ocated at the narrowest part of
Heath Ride. The entrance to the site, as conceived in the schene
plans, will remain poorly sighted even during daylight hours. In
particular if approaching fromthe east, the turning will be very
tight especially for large vehicles (e.g. refuse lorries). This
proposed new junction risks adversely inpacting existing users of
Heath Ride, with commensurate risks to congestion and safety.

3. Site issues

The devel opnent density for this schene is too high. Mdian plot
size figures referenced in the application take into account
properties along the full Iength of Heath Ride, and paint a picture
of these new plots as being larger than average. However, at this
end of Heath Ride, the existing property plot sizes are al nost

uni versal ly bigger than those proposed in this new devel opnent. In
the context of its imedi ate surroundings, this schene constitutes
over devel opnent .

The maxi mum depth of backl and devel opnent along Heath Ride is, in
general, two properties deep. This schene woul d constitute backl and
devel opnent four properties deep, setting an unwel cone precedent. As
outlined in the (refused) application at Broughton Farm this is a

| ayout inconsistent with Heath Ride, which is "incongruous within
the area, failing to maintain the |ow density pattern and strong

| inear character of the area and the high quality of the

envi ronnent. The

i ntroduction of residential developnent on to the site would fail to
preserve the sem -rural setting"

The (refused) application in respect of a nuch snaller schene at

Br ought on Farm found t hat adverse inpacts would "significantly and
denonstrably outwei gh the benefits when assessed against policies in
the [ NPPF] Franework when taken as a whole". This application should
be considered in a simlar light.

4. Environnent and Policy

The application is not located within the |ocal devel opnent area and
is contrary to the Finchanpstead Nei ghbourhood Plan. This

devel opnment woul d set an unwel cone precedent for inappropriate
devel opnent in countryside areas.

The access road proposal (Lighting Strategy) appears to include
lighting to the access road provided by directional bollards. There
is no lighting of that nature on Heath Ride or surrounding areas.

The application refers to high speed broadband provision as a
mtigation for transport inpacts. High speed (full fibre)
broadband is not available at this end of Heath Ride.

The Fl ood Ri sk Assessnent appears to have been conducted during the
driest part of the year (May). Even so, it is notable that the
bore hol es dug during the survey did not drain. In addition, there



is

constantly standing water at the bottom (Heath Ri de) end of the

site during wet weather and throughout the winter nonths. It would
be

advi sabl e to conduct a survey during the winter nonths to build an
accurate picture. Indeed, the Botanical Survey as part of the
application indicates that the site has a "high water table and poor
d rainage". The water run off fromthe site regularly flows onto
Heath Ride, contributing to the poor state of the carriageway. This
situation will not be inproved with an increased nunber of buil dings
on the site. The existing drainage ditch along Heath Ride is already
routinely at capacity, and will not cater for discharge from seven
addi tional properties. There is no mains sewer, nor any realistic
prospect of one being available in the near future.

5. "Public Consultation"

The private event - held incidentally on the Saturday of a May bank
hol i day weekend when nmany were away - cannot be reasonably
considered to be a public consultation

Support for regeneration of the site (which could undoubtedly be
i mproved) and/or interest in what a devel oper may be pl anni ng, does
not equate to full support for this schene.

Survey response from 11 properties is statistically insignificant,
and are not a representative sanple of local feeling. The questions
in the survey were at best constrained to particular subject areas,
and at worst deliberately seeded with | eadi ng questions designed to
support the devel opers' intent, providing "least worst" alternatives
from

which to select. The results of this survey have been presented as
"nei ghbour hood support" for this application. This is not the case.



