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COWENTS:

My objection to this proposal is based on a nunber of materia

pl anni ng consi derations, including public safety concerns associ ated
with the AWE Burghfield Energency Planning Zone, the inpact on |oca

hi ghways and transport infrastructure, harmto wildlife and

bi odi versity, and the cunul ative effects of overdevel opnent in this

part of Woki ngham Bor ough.

My specific grounds of objection are set out bel ow.

1. AVWE Burghfield Energency Planning Zone (EPZ) - Conflict with

Nati onal Safety Gui dance

The proposed devel opnent lies within, or in close proximty to, the
Det ai | ed Energency Pl anni ng Zone (DEPZ) for AWE Burghfield, where
strict controls apply to residential devel opnent.

Rel evant gui dance i ncl udes:

Radi ati on ( Emergency Preparedness and Public I nformation)

Regul ations 2019 (REPPIR)

O fice for Nuclear Regulation (ONR) Land Use Pl anning Consultation
Zones

Nati onal Pl anning Policy Framework provisions relating to public
saf ety and hazardous installations

The ONR routinely advises local authorities to limt popul ation
growth within the EPZ to ensure that effective evacuation is
possible in the event of an energency. Increasing residentia
density in this location is therefore inconsistent with both ONR
gui dance and the NPPF's requirenent to nminimse risks to public
safety.

Under REPPIR 2019, the Council has a legal duty to consider:

The inpact of increased population within the DEPZ

The ability to evacuate residents safely

Whet her the devel opnent woul d conproni se of f-site enmergency pl anni ng
arrangenents for AVE

The application fails to denonstrate that evacuation routes, road
capacity, or energency procedures could safely acconmodate

addi ti ona

resi dents.

2. Transport, Road Safety and H ghway Capacity

The proposed devel opnent would result in additional traffic on
al ready constrained |local roads, including Basingstoke Road and
surroundi ng routes. These roads al ready experience:

Significant peak-tinme congestion

Limted junction capacity

Narrow carri ageways

Heavy school and conmmuter traffic

Under Paragraph 115 of the NPPF (2023), devel opnent shoul d be
refused where it would result in an unacceptabl e i npact on hi ghway
safety or severe cunulative inpacts on the road network

The application provides insufficient evidence that:

Local junctions can safely accomobdate the additional traffic
novenent s

Pedestrian safety, particularly for school children, will not be



conpr om sed

Sust ai nabl e transport options have the capacity or frequency to
of fset increased car use

Furt hernmore, the Transport Statenment appears to underestimate
traffic generation when conpared with standard nethodol ogi es set
out in Departnent for Transport transport assessnent gui dance.

3. Harmto Wldlife, Biodiversity and Priority Habitats
The site and surroundi ng | andscape support inportant |oca

ecosystens, including:
Habitats for protected species such as bats, birds, badgers and
anphi bi ans

Mat ure hedgerows and trees

Wldlife corridors used for species novenent and foraging

Under the Environnent Act 2021, devel opnents nust deliver neasurable
Bi odi versity Net Gain. In addition, Wldlife and Countrysi de Act
1981 and Section 15 of the NPPF require the conservation and
enhancenent of the natural environnent.

The ecological information submtted is inadequate and appears to

| ack:

Conpr ehensi ve seasonal surveys

Robust mitigation and habitat nanagenent plans

Consi deration of cunul ative ecol ogi cal inpacts al ongsi de near by
devel opnent s

Wthout this evidence, the application fails to denobnstrate
conpliance with biodiversity legislation and policy.

4. Overdevel opnent and Pressure on Local Infrastructure

This area of Wki ngham Bor ough has al ready experienced substantia
housing growh in recent years. Additional devel opnment woul d pl ace
further strain on local services and infrastructure, including:
Primary and secondary school s

GP surgeries and heal thcare services

Local roads and transport networks

Fl ood managenent and drai nage systens

Ener gency services

Par agraph 2 of the NPPF requires devel opnent to be sustai nabl e.
However, the scale of growh proposed here would contribute to
unsust ai nabl e popul ati on pressure and conflicts with the Council's
own strategic planning franmework, including its Local Plan Core
Strategy, Infrastructure Delivery Plan, and settl enment hierarchy
policies. Local infrastructure is not currently capable of
acconmmodat i ng

addi tional residents w thout significant investnent, and the
application does not denonstrate how such inpacts would be
mtigated

5. Character, Density and Residential Anenity

The scal e and density of the proposed devel opnent are out of
character with the surrounding sem -rural environnent.

The proposal would |ikely:

I ncrease noise and |ight pollution

Reduce privacy and residential amenity for nei ghbouring properties
Result in the | oss of open green space that contributes to |oca
character and comunity wel |l bei ng.

This conflicts with Chapter 12 of the NPPF, which requires

devel opnent to be synpathetic to | ocal character and to create



high-quality living environnments.

For the reasons outlined above, particularly the public safety

i mplications associated with the AWE Energency Pl anni ng Zone, the
i npact on hi ghway safety, ecological harm and the cumul ative

ef fects of overdevel opnent, | respectfully urge Wki ngham Bor ough
Council to refuse Planning Application 250517.



