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COWENTS:

As residents of A d Wki ngham Road (OAR) which sits to the south
of the proposed site for urban expansion of the South Wki ngham
Strategi ¢ Devel opnent Location (SWBDL) and Sout hern Distributor
Road (SDR) we feel we will be inpacted by the planning application
(241933) and wish to raise our objection

Appreciating that there is a great demand for additional housing in
the area and WBC have specific governnent targets to neet, we
recogni se that appropriate devel opnent needs to happen. However this
shoul d not cone to the detrinment of the |ocal environnent, ecol ogy,
history, and character of the existing | andscape

W have day-to-day experience of the OAR and East hanpstead Road
(ER) infrastructure, | do not believe that the changes proposed
are for the better considering the ongoing issues we currently
experience living in the immedi ate area;

1. Position of closure of Easthanpstead Road (ER)

a. the majority of our journeys are to Wki ngham (as are our

nei ghbours & visitors) turning left out of o ur properties and then
right domm ER If the road is closed as suggested, we would be
forced to turn right out of our properties for alnost all of our
journeys. This is already a hairy experience due to the blind bend
and | ack of adherence to the advised 30nph speed linit by road
users.

b. The roundabout addition for entry into the new devel opnent

al though a logical addition, will not reduce the inpact of traffic
traversing further up ER and the currently notoriously dangerous
bl i nd bend/staggered crossroads/blind hill/conceal ed entrances of
the ER/ OAR/ West Road junction. As promi sed by councillors this
proposal is not considering this junction appropriately.

c. Traffic will still be using the existing junction, and with no
considered changes to it as part of these proposals, the safety
issues at this junction, the traffic incidents and injuries wll
remai n.

Traffic will still use ER to access existing businesses and the new
car park for the SANG (see separate note for concerns with this and
| ear ni ngs needed from Bucklers Park). Volunme of the ER is
irrelevant to the incidents that occur. Speed and volunme of traffic
on O/AR

causes the issues for any vehicle trying to exit ER (whether that
is 1 or 100). The topology and | ocation of the junction with |ack
of wvisibility in both directions for those exiting ER - 3000+
peopl e sharing their concern online recently can't be w ong.

Devel opers, Planners and Councillors (WBC and BFC), please do not
believe this proposal is your magi c wand. This still needs to be
resol ved.

d. Cosure of the road will create a potential black spot for fly
ti pping (as al ready happens on a regular basis at the "l ay-by"
created on the LHS of northbound ER). It could also create a "dead
end"/road to nowhere all owing for unsoci abl e behavi our (see



Buckl ers Park |earnings point).

2. Proposed Car Park by Priors Farm

a. Request for nore information on the size of this car park and any
security to be included as part of its installation. This will be
the only space to accommpdat e non-residential parking at this part
of the site.

b. Buckers Park SANG Car Park has suffered from nmany issues since
it's inplenentation. Anti-Social Behaviour, Security issues and in
turn needs for closure/inproved gating. It has also had to be signed
and resurfaced. | would request that all |earnings be reviewed by
devel opers before finalising plans for parking at this nost rura
side of the SANG pl ease.

3. Proposed exits onto OAR

a. The proposed cycle path and SANG path to exit and cross the OAR
to link up with current PRoWtowards Park View Farm and

East hanpst ead Park - although a good idea to open up a wi der public
access to these pathways has been ill thought through. No-one has
taken into account how dangerous a position that crossing is

| ocated. Even with a new roundabout, traffic will still
approach/exit at speeds with linmted visibility for pedestrians and
cycles to allow themsafe crossing. | would like to see the

nodel ling of traffic flow to appreciate the di splacenent of vehicles
fromthe "not yet built" SDR for Wki ngham and the proposed I|ink
road fromthat down to OAR (and repl acenent of ER which is proposed
to be cl osed).

b. Currently this road is used by extensive traffic, (since the

i ntroduction of the Jennetts Park A329m junction) using this route
as a cut through rather than using nore suitable roads via
Bracknell e.g. Heavy Plant, articulated lorries etc. There are no
addi ti onal proposals to slow down or discourage this kind of
traffic. One roundabout will not suffice. Current recent (last 5
years) signage

changes have nade little inpact, as ancient trees were felled to

i nprove sightlines - this has only given drivers a fal se sense of
security and mninal changes to behaviours. WBC and BFC are nore
than aware, but as this junction falls between both, nothing has
been resolved to date.

4. Water Courses - concern on adequacy

a. |l would like to be reassured that the considered watercourses to
be added to the devel opnent area are adequate for the additional run
off water in an already saturated green agricultural area.

b. The nei ghbouring part of the Golf Course is constantly battling
both standing and flooding water. | fear that as the Enm Brook is

| ocated here, water run-off fromthis new devel opnent will
inevitably end up here also and increase flooding risk

c. Have these cal cul ati ons taken into account that the new SDR and
addi ti onal houses built in prior phases to this proposed

devel opnent ? There will be displacenent of water fromthat phase too
towards this area

5. Maturity of Planting

a. It is good to see considered planting and replacement of trees in
the area. This is currently an extensive greenfield site, and

al though agricultural in nature it has nmany anci ent speci nens which
need to be protected for future generations and local wildlife.

b. I have concern over the maturity of planting included in the
"woodl and mi x" - these trees are only 60-200cmin height. This does
not feel anywhere near nmature enough for this space and to offset
the additional inpact of the buildings and additional vehicle

em ssions that will cone with them | would hope this would be



re-assessed and nore mature specinens included to better blend in
with the surrounding naturity at the boundari es.
6. Green Bridges - safer travel for wildlife in the area

a. The di splacenent of existing wildlife concerns ne in this area.
We have herds of deer, sone of which are sadly involved in RTAs
along with other wildlife on OAR and ER Al |l phases of the proposed
developnent in this area will displace wildlife further - having

al ready been di srupted by Jennetts Park, Bucklers Park etc over the
| ast decade - nothing has been given a chance to re-establish
itself. b. Have green bridges or green |inks been considered for
anywhere in this area - things built across roads and railways to
al | ow

wildlife novenent to stop our |ocal species frombeconing isolated
and reduce the nunber of traffic accidents? Stories of deer cornered
by

dogs at Bucklers Park need to be avoided. Only this norning | saw a
herd of 8 deer on the field where the new 850 houses will be built.
Where can they now go? W are reducing the spaces they have left -
can we not create new corridors for themin this proposal ?

c. As referenced on the Gov.uk website these things should be taken
into account - especially as our green areas separating Crowt horne,
Woki ngham and Bracknell are rapidly shrinking;

- creating a safe crossing point for wildlife novenent

- joining up habitats and connecting col onies, as they are al so used
by wildlife as a hone in their own right

- creating a crossing point for people and benefit pollinators
-integrating roads and railways into the surroundi ng | andscape

d. | think an opportunity has been m ssed by the first few phases
of SDR devel opnent by WBC - these should be included for al

devel opnents now - once our wildlife has gone our |ocal ecology &
envi ronnent is dead

7. Traffic Volune increases

a. 850 houses added to this particular area will need to
acconmpdate at | east 2000 additional vehicles. Mst househol ds now
have at |l east 2 cars. Pick any developnent in the area in the |ast
15 years and you can see i nadequate planning for these vehicles.
Jennetts Park has parking i ssues and Montague Park shows signs of

| ack of parking already.

b. This area has no dedicated public transport links. No buses stop
on ERor OARin this area. It is equidistant from Wki ngham

Crowt horne and Bracknell Train Stations - this is 2 niles, which
cannot be wal ked/ cycled safely. | amnot convinced a few pat hways
add wthin the boundaries of this devel opnment will change attitudes
and peopl e not owning cars here.

c. Parking for residents and visitors (to houses and the SANG has
to be fully considered plus the additional volune of through traffic
fromthe new SDR, that is an unknown quantity until it is built and
used. Wiere is the nodelling data for traffic from SDR, especially
if ERis closed - the traffic has to go sonewhere?

8. Green space between Wki ngham Bracknell & Crowt horne

a. Wthout the green corridors between these 3 towns, we will be
merged into one big soulless netropolis. W need to keep nore green
areas safe from devel opnent and | ook to unused and ugly brown field
sites first.

b. This is further reducing our beautiful Berkshire countryside in
the i medi ate area, reducing what is left of unspoilt and rew | ded
areas. Wiy does everything have to be nmanufactured and forced

devel oped by hunmans?

9. Typos/inaccurate infornmation



a. Sone of the attached reports contain errors, typos, inaccurate
i nformati on. This can be consi dered unprofessional and carel ess,

| eaving the question "What else is potentially

m ssi ng/ m srepresent ed?".



