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COWENTS:
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| amwiting to object to the above planning application

| live on Nine Mle Ride, directly adjacent to the proposed site.
For many years | have used Range Road for recreational purposes -
dog

wal ki ng, running and nature explorations with ny young G andson. It
is in fact the only option for those residents on this section of
Nine Mle Ride to walk etc without crossing either the busy N ne
Mle R de or Sandhurst Road - neither of which have pedestrian
crossings nearby and are increasingly difficult to cross with
pushchairs and young children given the higher volune of traffic

| have serious concerns about the inpact this devel opnent woul d have
for the reasons set out bel ow.

1. Conflict with Planning Policy

The site is in open countryside and outside the defined devel opnent
limts. Because of this, the proposal goes against:

Core Strategy Policies CP1, CP3 and CPl1
These policies are there to protect the countryside from

i nappropriate devel opnent, and this proposal does not neet those
requirenents.

2. Conflict with Finchanpstead Nei ghbourhood Pl an

The proposal also conflicts with the Finchanpstead Nei ghbour hood
Devel opnent Pl an, in particul ar

FNDP1 (Spatial Strategy)
FNDP2 (Character and Design)

FNDP9 (Biodiversity and Green Infrastructure)

Overall, the devel opnent would harmthe rural character of the area
and have a negative inpact on wildlife.



3. Conflict with Traveller Site Policy

The proposal does not neet the requirenments of the Planning Policy
for Traveller Sites, which expects sites to be:

I n sustainable | ocations
Safely accessible
Not place pressure on local infrastructure

This site does not neet those expectations.

4. Unsustai nabl e Location

There are no | ocal shops, schools or services wthin wal king

di stance. Anyone living here would have to rely entirely on car
j our neys,

increasing traffic on the | ane.

This goes against policies ained at reducing car use, including CP1,
CP6 and FNDP1.

5. Unsafe Access

Range Road is a narrow, single-track |ane with no pavenents and no
proper passing places. It is not suitable for increased traffic,
especially larger vehicles.

The junction with Nine Mle Ride is already difficult and has been
descri bed as substandard in 2006 by the council. More traffic,
particularly vehicles turning right, would nake this even nore
danger ous gi ven the higher volune of traffic caused by the large
devel opnents in the locality such as Arborfield G een and Buckl ers
Park in recent years

6. Previous Refusal on site
A planning application for this site was refused in 2006 because of

unsafe access. Since then, traffic in the area has increased, naking
the situation worse

7. Rel evant Appeal Decision (Warren Road)

A simlar traveller site proposal at Warren Road (Appeal Ref:
APP/ X0360/ W 23/ 3364902) was recently refused on appeal

The I nspector raised concerns about:
Poor and unsafe access

Unsust ai nabl e countrysi de | ocation
Harmto the character of the area



These issues clearly apply to this proposal as well and if anything

shoul d rai se even nore concern given the unmade road status of Range
Road conpared to the considerably w der and Standard road surface

on Warren road.

8. Overdevel opnent

The amount of hardstandi ng (around 35% of the site) seens

excessive and raises concerns that the site could be used nore

i ntensively than stated. This would further harmthe character of the
area and increase

traffic.

9. Mssing Information

| nportant details are nmissing fromthe application, including:

Nunmber of pitches and |ikely nunber of occupants
How sewage will be dealt with

Dr ai nage arrangenents

Details of utilities

Wthout this information, it's not possible to properly assess the
inmpact and it is highly likely any drai nage works , sewage
arrangenents and connection of other utilities would be detrinental
to the remaining flora and fauna on site. Gven the linmted road
width it would prove very difficult for the vehicles needed for the
above to access the site safely and w t hout causing nore danage to
the | ane and proposed site.

10. Inpact on Widlife

Since trees were cleared in October 2025, there has already been a
noticeable drop in wildlife.

Previously the site supported bats, ows, deer, adders, grass snakes
and sl ow wor ns. These have now been di sturbed and di splaced, with

ani mal s increasingly appearing in nearby gardens and roads resulting
in the recent death of a distressed deer trying to return to its
previ ous habitat.

The application does not properly address this inpact . | note the
applicants report from GHA Trees undertaken on January 7th 2026
states a no dig policy will be required however this seens a highly
unlikely option given the amount of hard standi ng proposed as well
as the work needed to carry out sewage , water drai nage and
utilities connections. | would also like it be noted that their
assessnent stating no trees would need to be cleared is irrel evant
gi ven the extensive clearance of nany mature trees and shrubs that
took place in Cctober 2025 with no concern being given to the state
the land was left in - gas



cani sters, scrap netal and general detritus can clearly be seen on
the cleared area of land nearly 6 nonths |ater !

11. Inpact on Character of the Area

The site is nowclearly visible following tree renoval. Devel opnent
here woul d change the rural, wooded character of the area and nake
it feel nore urban. The felling of mature trees and shrubs has
hugely inpacted the wildlife already before any proposed works have
begun.

12. Infrastructure Concerns

There is no clear plan for how essential services |ike water,
sewage, and electricity will be provided.Installing these would
likely involve significant groundworks, which could danage tree
roots and further harmthe site.

13. Priority Wodl and (DEFRA Magi ¢ Map)

According to the DEFRA Magic Map, the site is within or next to
priority deci duous woodl and habitat. This type of habitat is

i mportant and sensitive. Devel opnent |like this would cause further
damage especially with hardstandi ng and i ncreased activity.

This adds to the concerns about the inpact on wildlife and the
envi ronnent .

14. Overall Pl anning Bal ance

Taki ng everything into account, the negative inpacts of this
devel opnent clearly outweigh any benefits.

The proposal woul d:

Be in the wong | ocation

Create highway safety issues

Harmwi I dlife and the environnent

Change the character of the area

Proceed without enough information to properly assess it

There are no strong reasons given that would justify these inpacts
and there are already far better suited areas in the borough where
t hese concerns woul d not ari se.

15. Concl usi on



For all of the many reasons above, | strongly urge the Council to
refuse this application.



