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Pl anni ng application 242665 - Wst of Kingfisher Gove

The devel opnent was passed by the Planning |Inspectorate on 31st
January 2023, and therefore any objections to the principle of the
devel opnent e.g. schools, traffic volune, doctors etc. are in
essence ineffectual

## HONEVER, AS A RESI DENT OF THREE M LE CROSS, | OBJECT TO THE
RESERVED MATTERS APPLI CATION IN ITS CURRENT FORM AS IT IS W
CONTENTI ON THAT | T MJUST CONFORM TO THE SPIRI T AND LETTER OF THE
PLANNI NG | NSPECTORS DECI SI ON AND CONDI TI ONS.

## TO THAT END, | | DENTIFY THE FCOLLOW NG KEY PO NTS THAT THI S
CURRENT APPLI CATI ON FAI LS TO ADDRESS, AND WH CH ANY DECI SI ON TO
APPROVE THE DEVELOPMENT GO NG FORWARD MUST | NCLUDE AS CONDI TI ONS
This objection covers the foll ow ng:

The Pl anning I nspector’'s Conditions

The junction of G azel ey Road and Basi ngst oke Road
Pl anni ng i nspector's proposal for woodcock | ane
Pl anni ng | nspector's Deci sion Regardi ng the AVE DEPZ

## FI RSTLY, THE PLANNI NG | NSPECTOR S CONDI TI ONS

There were 20 conditions identified by the Planning | nspector
APPENDI X A of the COVER LETTER, which, although it shows sone
adherence notes, onits others that have no full explanation here or
el sewhere

In the PLANNI NG STATEMENT Kl NG-I SHER GROVE, the section on Pl anning
Hi story onmits Conditions 3, 4, 6, 8, 10, 14, 17 and 18 of the

Pl anni ng Appeal approval and in SECTION 6 CONCLUSION it states:
6.1 This planning statenent for the reserved matters application at
Land West of Kingfisher Gove, has set out relevant matters for
consi derati on of the Proposed Devel opnent.

6.2 This application subm ssion sets out how the reserved matters
schene is conpliant with the Devel opnent Pl an and conditions
established by the outline planning application in nmatters of

| ayout, scal e, appearance and | andscaping, as well as acconpanying
matters of ecology, drainage and ot her rel evant operationa
matters

6.3 It is concluded therefore that these proposals are in ful
conformance with the Devel opnment Plan, and that "the reserved
matters application should therefore be positively determ ned

wi t hout del ay".

## THE ABOVE | GNORES BOTH THE SPIRIT AND LETTER OF THE PLANNI NG
I NSPECTOR S DECI SI ON AND MUST BE CONDI TI ONED ACCORDI NGLY

## SECONDLY, THE JUNCTI ON OF GRAZELEY ROAD AND BASI NGSTOKE ROAD

I n TRANSPORTTECHNI CAL NOTE t he Pl anning | nspector includes the note
that "2.3.2 During the Appeal, the Inspector stated that the

i mprovenents to the junction of Grazel ey Road and Basi ngst oke Road
will provide for increased traffic |levels and woul d address al
matters raised regarding congestion". This is expanded on in the
following fromthe Planning | nspector's decision
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51. Wiilst the Council initially presented a putative reason for
refusal relating to access to the site and its potential effects on
hi ghway safety, discussions between the appellant and Council prior
to the Inquiry resolved matters of difference. A thene within the
objections frominterested parties was the potential effects of
traffic congestion on the local road network resulting fromthe
additional vehicle trips generated by the devel opnent. The junction
of grazeley road and basi ngstoke road was identified as a
particularly congested spot. forthcom ng i nprovenents to the
junction have al ready been resourced and fromthe evidence provided
it appears that this junction will provide for increased traffic

| evel s resulting fromthe vari ous devel opnents in and around three
mle cross

## AT THE CURRENT STATE OF PLAY, THE PROPOSED S| GNALI SATI ON OF THE
CHURCH LANE/ BASI NGSTOKE ROAD JUNCTI ON DOES NOT | NCLUDE ANY

| MPROVEMENT TO THE ' T- JUNCTI ON' OF GRAZELEY ROAD/ BASI NGSTCKE RQOAD
VWH CH REMAI NS AS AN UNCONTROLLED KEEP CLEAR BOX.

TWO SCLUTIONS TO TH S ARE AVAI LABLE AS CONDI TI ONS BEFORE THE
OCCUPATI ON OF ANY DWELLI NG

El THER:

THI'S JUNCTI ON MUST BE SUPPCORTED BY A YELLOW HATCHI NG BOX W TH CCTV
MONI TORI NG OF BREACHES OF STOPPI NG W THI N SUCH A YELLOW HATCHED BOX.
THI S WOULD ENSURE THAT TRAFFI C ENTERI NG LEAVI NG GRAZELEY ROAD, BE I T
NORTHBOUND (LEFT TURN) OR SOUTHBOUND (RI GHT TURN) IS UNI MPEDED.
OTHERW SE

THE GRAZELEY ROAD/ BASI NGSTCKE ROAD JUNCTI ON MJUST BE BROUGHT | NTO THE
S| GNALI SED OPERATI ON OF THE WHOLE BASI NGSTOKE ROAD/ CHURCH

LANE/ GRAZELEY ROAD ARRANGEMENT, (WHI CH HAS CONSI STENTLY BEEN
EXCLUDED FROM THE JUNCTI ON | MPROVEMENTS) .

## TH RDLY, PLANNI NG | NSPECTOR S PROPOSAL FOR WOCODCOCK LANE

S106 Agreenent

55. The proposed transport-related contributions of a 'M Journey
travel plan paynent and a contribution for upgrading the surface of
Wyodcock Lane woul d pronote sustainable travel choices and inprove
| ocal access. | amsatisfied that these are required to nmake the
devel opnent accept abl e.

The Pl anning I nspector referred to the Wodcock Lane BOAT as in need
of upgrading to allow full use by vehicles fromthe devel opnent.
The drawing in the application 200102 Appeal Transport Appendix is
| TB15490- GA- 016 and the devel oper cost contribution proposed is
65k.

## 1T 1S MY CONTENTI ON THAT WOODCOCK LANE WAS DES|I GNATED A BOAT I N
ERROR, AND THAT ANY | MPROVEMENT OF THE SURFACE (I N | TSELF, VERY
DESI RABLE) MUST BE TIED TO | TS REDESI GNATI ON AS A BYEWAY FOR
HORSES, PEDESTRI ANS AND CYCLI STS BUT NOT MOTORI SED VEH CLES OTHER
THAN THOSE PERM TTED FOR MAI NTENANCE. THI S MUST | NCLUDE ACCESS
RESTRI CTI ONS

THROUGH APPROPRI ATE GATES ETC.

## FOURTHLY, PLANNI NG | NSPECTOR S DECI SI ON REGARDI NG THE AVWE DEPZ
The PLANNI NG STATEMENT i ncl udes the follow ng, quoting the Planning
I nspector's decision (points 8 to 22 on AWE Burghfield):

4.3 The Devel opnent Pl an additionally includes policy TB04 relating
to Devel opnent in vicinity of AWE Burghfield. In the outline
deci si on ( APP/ X0360/ W 22/ 3304042), the inspector noted at DL21 &



22: The evidence presented to ne in this appeal has been exani ned
and tested. Gven its bespoke circunstances, | do not consider that
it would result in the creation of a pre cedent for allow ng other
devel opnent in the DEPZ that in any case nust be assessed on its own
merit. |

t herefore conclude that the proposal would not present a barrier to
the ability of blue light services to safely carry out their duties,
and nor would it affect the Council's ability to execute and nanage
its obligations under the REPPIR plan. Furthernore, people living in
or using the appeal site could be safely accomobdated. Toget her

t hese considerations formthe thrust of MDD Policy TB04 and, as
such, | find no conflict with this policy. Additionally, the

devel opnent woul d not adversely affect the continued operation of
the AVE site, and there would be no conflict with the NPPF.

4.4 This matter has therefore been addressed as part of the outline
de cision in establishing the principle of devel opnent and is not

rel evant to the determ nation of the reserved matters application

## THI S | S CATEGORI CALLY | NCORRECT AND MUST BE ADDRESSED AS SET QUT
I N THE CURRENT WBC LPU DOCUMENT ' DUTY TO COOPERATE: | NTERI M
STATEMENT OF COWPLI ANCE DOCUMENT' :

At omi ¢ Weapons Establishnent consultation zones

- 5.103 AVEE Burghfield is a nuclear licenced site, |ocated within
West Berkshire District but in proxinmty to Wki ngham Bor ough
Various consultation and energency zones around 1317 32 AVWE
Burghfield extend into the borough. These include the Detail ed
Energency Pl anni ng Zone (DEPZ) - the zone for which energency

pl ans nust be in place in case of a radiological incident.

- 5.104 The council works on an ongoing basis with a range of

organi sations relevant to the function of AWE Burghfield and an
energency response in the event of a radiological incident. This

i ncludes the Ofice for Nuclear Regul ati on, West Berkshire District
Council as the authority responsible for the Of Site Emergency Plan
and a range of energency services. Activity includes nonitoring the
potential cunul ative change in popul ation surroundi ng AVWE Bur ghfield
and under st andi ng the consequences for energency planning.

## THE RESERVED MATTERS APPLI CATI ON MUST | NCLUDE A FULL AND
COVPREHENSI VELY DOCUMENTED SI TE " SHELTERI NG AND EVACUATI ON
PROCEDURE" THAT CONFORMS TO THE SPIRIT AND LETTER OF THE PLANNI NG

| NSPECTOR' S DECI SI ON AND COVERS THE ESTABLI SHVENT, CONSTRUCTI ON, AND
RESI DENTI AL OCCUPATI ON OF THE SI TE.

THAT ENDS THI S OBJECTI ON TO THE RESERVED MATTERS APPLI CATION IN I TS
CURRENT FORM WH CH OTHERW SE WOULD BE ACCEPTABLE W TH THE
APPROPRI ATE AMVENDIVENTS AND CONDI TI ONS



