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COWENTS:

Bar kham Pari sh Council (BPC) understands from Section 1.8 of this
El A Scopi ng Opi nion Report that Crest Ni cholson (CN) are seeking
to

i nfl uence Wbki ngham Bor ough Council (WBC) as to the scope of

Envi ronnmental | npact Assessnent (EIA) in advance of any such plan
bei ng required.

BPC has nany concerns about the devel opnent of

Bar kham Square and has al ready voiced these in its response to the
Local Plan Update (LPU) consultations submitted on Tue 12 Nov

2024. These will be expanded upon in response to any fornal planning
application that nay follow for the devel opnent of this |ocation
BPC woul d hi ghlight — but not exclusively:

1) There is variance in the nunber of dwellings proposed in the
scopi ng docunent subnitted (660) vs that included in the LPU
(600). It is also not clear whether the 50 Elderly Care Oass C2
dwel lings are included or are additional to these nunbers.

2) The LPU does not confirmthe sustainability of the proposed
devel opnent at Bar kham Square with particul ar enphasis on public
transport, nedical facilities and proximty to other popul ation
centres where crucial services nay be available. This suggests a
hi gh use of private cars will be required that would be detrinental
to the overall environnent. This draft scoping exercise does not
give confidence that these will be fully addressed.

3) CN have a poor record of delivering social infrastructure across
the Arborfield Green Devel opnent, nost of which lies within the
pari sh of Barkham This exacerbates the points made under section
2) above and will underm ne any good intentions to nitigate the
negative i npact on the

envi ronnent .

4) The performance of the Arborfield Sewerage Treatnent plant has
deteriorated over nmany years with respect to pollution and that is
bef ore many pl anned residential and comerci al devel opnents have
been conpl eted or even approved. There needs to be a clear and
enforceable plan to correct this before commenci ng the devel opnent
of Bar kham Squar e.

5) Athird-party assessnment of the inpact of

additional traffic fromany future devel opment of Barkham Square
and, indeed, other devel opnents in the i medi ate area highlighted
the woeful lack of specific traffic assessnents using rel evant data
relating to Barkhanis recently updated road | ayout and junctions.
This does not only raise the question of congestion but also the
associ ated noise, pollution and stress of travelling through the
pari sh.

6) The Landscape and Vi sual |npact Assessnent is not
conplete. For exanple, the viewoint fromthe el evated section of



the B3349 from ' Greenacres’ to Barkham Bri dge has not been

di scussed. 1t should also be noted that the screening from BA7
(PROW from Bar kham Street to junction of Barkham Road/ School

Road/ Langl ey Commobn Road) conprises an artificial frieze attached

to an existing fence which is not attractive nor a viable long-term
solution. Any other om ssions should be identified by reference to
the Joint Arborfield and Bar kham Nei ghbour hood Pl an.

7) The ElI A asserts that the majority of the Barkham Square site is
not agricultural |and of productive value although the source of
this finding is not apparent. This statenent does not reflect the
reported historical use of the land - the Local Planning Authority
should require CN to substantiate conmission a third party report to
support this statenent.

Hopeful ly any future revision of the EIA scope will seek to address
t hese concerns.



