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 Response to WBC Local Plan Update Consultation January 2022 
 
Introduction 
This response is on behalf of Finchampstead Future, an independent group of residents 
working with Finchampstead Parish Council, to produce the Finchampstead Neighbourhood 
Development Plan for the period up to 2036. This group has been in existence for 3 years 
and has undertaken a considerable amount of research and analysis and has undertaken 
two rounds of consultation with the people of Finchampstead and with stakeholders. The 
group are in the final stages of producing a draft neighbourhood development plan and will 
be submitting this to Wokingham Borough Council under Regulation 15 of the 
Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012 within the next few weeks. 
 
More information about the Finchampstead Neighbourhood Development Plan can be 
accessed on our website at www.finchampsteadfuture.com  
 

Spatial Strategy 
 
Q1a Spatial Strategy To what extent do you agree with the proposed changes to the spatial 
strategy policy?  
 

 The primary focus of new growth through the identification of a new Strategic 
Development Location at Hall Farm / Loddon Valley. Somewhat agree 

 The identification of additional growth within and adjacent to existing Strategic 
Development Locations when consistent with their original vision Agree 

 The identification of modest development across the borough, consistent with the 
character and accessibility of places Somewhat disagree 

 The extension of the plan period to 2018/19-2037/38, and an associated update to 
the development needs Neutral 

 
Q1b Spatial Strategy: Please set out your comments, including your reasons for agreeing or 
disagreeing with the proposed changes. If you would like to suggest any changes, please 
explain the change you would like to see. 
 
We somewhat agree with the broad principle of Strategic Development Locations as the 
best means of delivering cohesive new settlements with appropriate design and the 
required infrastructure, services and amenities. We accept that options for major SDLs in 
the borough are now limited but are concerned that the Hall Farm location is de facto 
spreading the footprint of the Reading Conurbation into Wokingham. We are also 
concerned that this continues to heavily weight development to the southern part of the 
borough in the vicinity of the M4.  Some of this development could better take place 
towards Twyford and Hurst, which is closer to the M4 and is considerably closer to rail links 
and all the environmental advantages that ensue. 
 
We agree with (and strongly support) the principle of additional growth within and adjacent 
to existing Strategic Development Locations, including the reassessment of their original 
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vison if required. In particular, a move to higher density housing would make the best use of 
infrastructure investment already associated with these developments while reducing the 
need for expanding settlements into the Countryside elsewhere in the borough.   
 
We somewhat disagree with the identification of modest development across the borough, 
consistent with the character and accessibility of places. Whilst there is scope for small 
developments within or being attached to some existing settlements, these can easily 
become of such a size as to distort the nature of the original settlement and to close the 
gaps between settlements, resulting in a coalescence of settlements contrary to existing 
core policy.  
 
A good example of this is Finchampstead, where the LPU proposes 500 houses, in addition 
to the 1,500 already being delivered at Finchwood Park. This will mean that the number of 
dwellings in the settlement will have increased by over 40% since 2018, with the semi-rural 
nature of the area instead becoming part of a larger area of continuous development 
stretching from Crowthorne to Arborfield. Indeed, under current proposals, Finchampstead 
will become a ‘mini-SDL’ in its own right and such ‘add-on’ developments to existing 
settlements cannot be said to be ‘consistent with the character’ of the original settlement.  
  
We are neutral to the extension of the plan period to 2018/19-2037/38, and an associated 
update to the development needs. The bigger issue is that current plans already make a 
housing provision that exceeds any objective measure of local needs. The LPU proposals will 
simply exacerbate this and as the Lead Member for Planning admitted the complete failure 
of market dynamics in his preamble to the LPU by regarding the continued upward trend of 
houses prices in the area as a measure of success. 
 
It seems more likely that if a local need was being met, then the current housing numbers 
would at the least see a levelling-off of local house prices and that current housing targets 
are simply drawing more people into the borough from other areas, notably London.  
 
We believe that the strongest possible political pressure should be exerted on central 
government to reduce mandatory housing targets and that any extension of the period of 
the LPU should include a provision to review housing numbers downwards and to remove 
allocated sites from the LPU accordingly.  
 

Strategic Development Locations 
 
Q2a Arborfield SDL To what extent do you agree with the proposed changes to the Arborfield 
SDL policy: Somewhat agree  
 
Q2b Identification of Westward Cottage, Sheerlands Road for 10 dwellings? Somewhat 
agree  
 
Given the pressure on housing numbers, the number of dwellings should be reassessed and 
increased to accommodate as many as feasible, thus making best use of the land available.  
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Q2c Development guidelines for Arborfield SDL: Please set out your comments on the 
development guidelines.  
 
Development guidelines for this SDL should be amended to ensure the most productive use 
of space to deliver increased housing numbers. Numbers on Hogwood Park should be 
reviewed towards a target of nearer 200 units. Options to increase the area of the SDL 
towards Arborfield Cross should also be examined and densities should generally be 
increased. 
 
Q3a South of the M4 SDL: To what extent do you agree with the proposed changes to the 
South of the M4 SDL policy? 
 

 Identification of Land north of Arborfield Road, Shinfield, for 191 dwellings Agree 

 Identification of land east and west of Hyde End Road for 175 dwellings Agree 

 Support local enhancements to Basingstoke Road/Beech Hill Road local shops Agree 
 
Q3b South of the M4 SDL: Please set out your comments, including your reasons for agreeing 
or disagreeing with the proposed changes. 
 
This is already an extensive development area, with appropriate infrastructure either in 
place or being delivered. It has excellent communication links, especially to the M4. Better 
rail links should be considered.  
 
Improved density should be considered. 
 
Q3c Development guidelines for South of the M4 SDL: Please set out your comments, 
including your reasons for agreeing or disagreeing with the proposed changes 
 
No comments to make. 
 
Q4a North Wokingham SDL: To what extent do you agree with the proposed changes to the 
North Wokingham SDL policy?  
 

 Identification of Ashridge Farm for 153 dwellings (an increase of 3 dwellings) 
Somewhat agree 

 Identification of land east of Toutley Depot for 130 dwellings plus a care home (an 
increase of 30 dwellings) Somewhat agree 
 

Q4b North Wokingham SDL Please set out your comments, including your reasons for 
agreeing or disagreeing with the proposed changes.  
 
This is already an extensive development area, with appropriate infrastructure either in 
place or being delivered. The additions to the current proposals seem modest and an 
increased allocation of dwellings at these locations should be considered. Improved density 
should be considered across the SDL. 
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Q4c Development guidelines for North Wokingham SDL: Please set out your comments on 
the development guidelines for the identified new areas. If you would like to propose an 
amendment, please explain the change you would like to see and why.  
 
Increased density should be considered.  
 
Q5a South Wokingham SDL: To what extent do you agree with the proposed changes to the 
South Wokingham SDL policy?  
 

 The identification of land south of Waterloo Road for 835 dwellings Agree 

 The identification of Land to the west of St Anne’s Drive and south of London Road 
for 54 dwellings Agree 

 The identification of Gray’s Farm for both outdoor and indoor sports and community 
uses Agree 

 
Q5b South Wokingham SDL Please set out your comments, including your reasons for 
agreeing or disagreeing with the proposed changes. If you would like to suggest any 
changes, please explain the change you would like to see.  
 
This is already an extensive development area, with appropriate infrastructure either in 
place or being delivered and with excellent links to the M4 and main roads through to 
Bracknell. Improved cycling options to both Wokingham and Bracknell stations should be 
considered. 
 
Increased density should be considered across the SDL. 
 
Q5c Development guidelines for South Wokingham SDL Please set out your comments on the 
development guidelines for the identified new areas. If you would like to propose an 
amendment, please explain the change you would like to see and why. 
 
Increased density should be considered. 
 
Q6a Hall Farm / Loddon Valley SDL: To what extent do you agree with the proposed 
allocation of Hall Farm / Loddon Valley as a new SDL?  
 

 The identification of a new Strategic Development Location at Hall Farm / Loddon 
Valley Somewhat agree 

 
Q6b Hall Farm / Loddon Valley SDL: Please set out your comments, including your reasons 
for agreeing or disagreeing with the proposed allocation. If you would like to suggest any 
changes, please explain the change you would like to see. 
 
We accept that options for major SDLs in the borough are now limited but are concerned 
that the Hall Farm location is de facto spreading the footprint of the Reading Conurbation 
into Wokingham. We are also concerned that this continues to heavily weight development 
to the south of the M4 and certainly to the south of the borough, where coalescence with 
the surrounds of Bracknell and Reading are starting to happen.  



Finchampstead Future response to Local Plan Update January 2022 

Page 5 of 14 

 
Some of this development could better take place towards Twyford and Hurst, which is 
closer to the M4 and is considerably closer to rail links and all the environmental advantages 
that ensue. 
 
If this location is to go ahead and the associated farmland and countryside lost, it should be 
developed to a high density to preserve countryside elsewhere in the borough.  
 

Additional Housing / Mixed Use Allocations 
 
Q7a Draft Local Plan (2020) Sites proposed for allocation for residential / mixed 
development: To what extent do you agree with the proposed change in the indicative 
capacity for site identified in the Draft Local Plan (2020) for residential / mixed use 
development?  
 
No comments to make on the 2020 sites. 
 
Q8a New sites proposed for allocation for residential/mixed development: To what extent do 
you agree with the new proposed allocation of land for residential/mixed use development?  
 

 Rooks Nest Farm and 24 Barkham Ride, Finchampstead Disagree 

 31-33 Barkham Ride, Finchampstead Somewhat agree 

 Greenacres Farm, Nine Mile Ride, Finchampstead Somewhat agree 
 
Q8b New sites proposed for allocation for residential/mixed development: Please set out 
your comments on the new proposed allocations. If you would like to propose an 
amendment, please explain the change you would like to see and why.  
 
Rooks Nest Farm and 24 Barkham Ride: 
 
We strongly disagree with the proposal to build 270 dwellings on this site.  
 
We believe that a site of this size at this location is unsustainable: 
 

 The site is on the extremity of both Barkham and Finchampstead parishes and is too 
far from local shops and facilities. The Borough Design Guide advocates that 
sustainable locations should be within ten minutes walking distance of local facilities 
to discourage car travel. National guidance (Manual for Streets) suggests that 
‘walkable neighbourhoods’ have a range of facilities within 10 minutes walking time 
which is specified as 800 metres. The Chartered Institution of Highways and 
Transportation also define ‘walking distance’ to shops and facilities as between 800 
and 1200 metres. 

 Examining the proposed Rooks Nest Farm/24 Barkham Ride site, which is extensive, 
it does not conform to this guidance. The only local amenity is the One Stop 
Convenience Store on the Barkham Ride near the junction with Nashgrove Lane and 
for most of the site, this will be more than 800 metres away. In fact, only one third of 
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the proposed site is within 800 metres, with the northwest corner being 940 metres 
and the southwest corner 1300 metres as the crow flies.  

 The Barkham Ride is a narrow country lane without footpaths. It is unsafe for 
pedestrians and cyclists. We do not believe that it is feasible to upgrade the road 
from Finchampstead to the Bull PH Barkham to the extent needed to overcome the 
substantial structural problems that exist. 

 The bus service along the Barkham Ride is infrequent and inadequate. 

 The Finchampstead Surgery does not have the capacity to cope with this additional 
growth in population. 

 
We believe the site will lead to an unacceptable increase in traffic volumes and congestion 
at peak times on the Barkham Ride: 
 

 Barkham Ride is small, winding and narrow in places. It is already severely congested 
at peak times both at the junction with B3016 Finchampstead Rd at one end and 
with B3349 Barkham Road at the other. There have been 60 sets of temporary road 
works since 2019 on this road, often due to the collapse of the carriageway. It is 
essentially a small rural road and cannot cope with this current level of traffic. 

 The proposal to build 270 dwellings at Rooks Nest and a further 70 dwellings at 31-
33 Barkham Ride will create vehicles from an additional 340 homes funnelling onto 
the Barkham Ride.  

 Using traffic modelling assumptions (as provided by Wokingham Borough Council’s 
staff), this will create around an additional 612 vehicles (1.8 vehicles per dwelling). 
At peak times, these additional vehicles will need to join Barkham Ride. On the 
assumption that 58% of these vehicles on average will be used at peak times, this 
will mean around an additional 350 vehicle movements. The road system along this 
stretch of the Barkham Ride cannot cope with this growth.  

 
We judge that the development of this site on this scale will further lead to the coalescence 
of the Finchampstead, Barkham and Arborfield settlements: 
 

 Objective 4 of the LPU sets out an intention to ‘Maintain and strengthen the sense of 
place by securing quality designed development through protecting and enhancing 
the distinctive historic environment, landscape character, townscape character and 
biodiversity value, assisting vibrancy, and by keeping settlements separate’. 

 This proposed site allocation, together with the creation of the Solar Farm at 
Barkham (which will be an industrial site) will completely close the current extensive 
‘green gap’ between Finchampstead and Barkham, resulting in a zone of 
urbanisation extending from Crowthorne to Arborfield.  In no way is this consistent 
with the declared objective in the LPU to ‘Keep settlements separate’. 

 The separation of settlements was the key factor in WBC’s successful defence 
against the appeal by Gladman for their proposal to build c 100 houses in front of 
Sand Martins Golf Course (Appeal A: APP/X0360/W/18/3213163 Land west of 
Finchampstead Road) and WBC need to demonstrate consistency in the application 
of their own policies.    
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We assess that that development of this site on this scale amounts to an unacceptable 
urbanisation of valued countryside: 
 

 A development of this scale at the proposed location would remove the aspect of 
Finchampstead Bridlepath 46, which runs immediately adjacent to the proposed site, 
and to the California Greenway, which also runs adjacent to the site and also to the 
planned Solar Farm site. Both of these well-used and highly regarded local amenity 
paths would be reduced to the visual appearance of a ‘back alley’. 

 The addition of a total of over 350 houses on the two sites along Barkham Ride 
(potentially 800 residents) would place a very heavy burden of use on Rooks Nest 
Country Park (which is already showing signs of degradation due to over-use) and 
California Country park which has already been developed as a ‘destination’ point for 
the whole of Wokingham Borough.  

 
We have concerns about the information sharing with the Finchampstead Neighbourhood 
Development team and the process by which the site has been chosen: 
 

 The Finchampstead Future planning team liaised closely with WBC planning staff 
about indicative housing numbers and potential sites for housing in the parish in the 
run up to its own second phase public consultation in October and November 2021. 
That consultation proposed 31-33 Barkham Ride as a site which could offer an 
additional potential 70 units of housing. 

 The issue of potential housing on the Rooks Nest Farm site was not raised by WBC in 
the context of the 31-33 Barkham Ride site. No indication was given that the Rooks 
Nest Farm site was being considered as the largest site for development in the 
borough outside of the SDLs. No mention was made that the site might be relevant 
to our Regulation 14 consultation about sites for the FNDP second consultation, 
where 31-33 Barkham Ride would feature. 

 This failure to disclose highly relevant information distorted decision making by the 
FNDP team and led to essential information not being included as part of the 
Regulation 14 consultation.  

 A combined Local Neighbourhood Development Plan for Barkham and Arborfield 
parishes was supported by WBC and approved by referendum in 2020. This made no 
provision for or mention of a proposed site allocation at Rooks Nest. This proposal 
therefore contravenes the Barkham & Arborfield NDP and the wishes of that 
community 

 At the time of the submission of the Planning Application in 2020 for the Barkham 
Solar farm, Finchampstead Parish Council asked a specific question as to WBC’s 
future intentions for Rook Nest Farm, but WBC declined to comment on this.  

 The proposed allocated site is owned by WBC. Comment has been received stating 
that a prime driver for the development of this site is to generate cash from the sale 
of this public asset, rather than to meet any local housing need in Finchampstead or 
Barkham, most of which need is being met many times over by the SDL at Arborfield. 
Income generation is not a publicly stated objective of the LPU. 

 
 

 



Finchampstead Future response to Local Plan Update January 2022 

Page 8 of 14 

31-33 Barkham Ride: 
 
We somewhat agree with this site, our judgment about it being affected by the disclosure 
of plans for the Rooks Nest Farm site. 

Disaggregated from the much larger proposed site at Rooks Nest Farm, we support the site 
as suitable for the development of a further 70 dwellings. The site comprises two large 
properties featuring detached dwellings, with one already partly developed as a mobile 
home park. It is close to local shops and on a main bus route. It has easy access via Barkham 
Ride which is one of the secondary routes through the parish, with quick access to 
Wokingham Town and the station. It is immediately adjacent to the Development Limit of 
Finchampstead North, which could be adjusted to incorporate it.  

However, we are of the view that the aggregate effect of an additional 340 homes at this 
location (270 Rooks Nest Farm), would not be sustainable. 
 
Greenacres Farm, Nine Mile Ride:  
 
We somewhat agree with this site and it is included in our FNDP. 

The site lies just outside the settlement limits of Finchampstead North, on the southern side 
of Nine Mile Ride. Although the site is located outside of settlement limits within the 
countryside, the extent of ribbon development along NMR has already created an 
urbanising effect. Land to the west of the site falls to the rear of existing properties fronting 
Nine Mile Ride and is currently an area of open grassland with a public right of way running 
along the northern boundary. However, land to the east of the site is currently used by a 
number of vehicle repair and testing businesses and re-use of this brownfield land for 
housing development is considered to be potentially suitable and achievable and it would 
represent a more neighbourly use than the current existing car businesses.  

Views of local residents are mixed with reservations being voiced around loss of green space 
and building in the countryside alongside support for the appearance of the site to be 
improved. We judge that there is greater support for development of the brownfield part of 
the site (east of the north/south footpath running through it). We would therefore agree 
development on this part of the site. 

Q9a Development guidelines for residential / mixed development: To what extent do you 
agree with the development guidelines for the proposed allocation of land for residential / 
mixed use development?  

 Jovike, Lower Wokingham Road, Finchampstead Agree 

 Tintagel Farm, Sandhurst Road, Finchampstead Agree 

 Land r/o 166 Nine Mile Ride, Finchampstead Agree 

 Rooks Nest Farm & 24 Barkham Ride, Finchampstead Agree 

 31-33 Barkham Ride, Finchampstead Agree 

 Greenacres Farm, Nine Mile Ride, Finchampstead Somewhat agree 
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Q9b Development guidelines for residential / mixed development: Please set out your 
comments on the development guidelines. If you would like to propose an amendment, 
please explain the change you would like to see and why.  
 
Greenacres Farm, Nine Mile Ride, Finchampstead Proposed Amendment 
 
Feedback from our recent Regulation 14 Consultation about this site indicates significant 
concern about minimising loss of trees and green space to the west of footpath running 
north/south which divides this site. We believe this needs to be reflected in the 
development guidelines for the site. 
 

Local Green Spaces  
 
Q11a Local Green Space: To what extent do you agree with the new proposed allocation of 
land as Local Green Space?  
 
Warren Wood Country Park, Warren Lane, Finchampstead Agree 
 
Burnmoor Meadow, Longwater Road, Finchampstead Agree 
 
California Country Park and Longmoor Bog, Nine Mile Ride, Finchampstead Agree 
 
Shepperlands Farm, Park Lane, Finchampstead Agree 
 
Finchampstead Memorial Park, The Village, Finchampstead Agree 
 
FBC / Gorse Ride playing fields, Gorse Ride North, Finchampstead Agree 
 
Woodmoor Play Area, Woodmoor, Finchampstead Agree 
 
The Moors, Waverley Way, Finchampstead Agree 

 

Q11b Local Green Space  
Please set out your comments on the new proposed designations of land as Local Green 
Space. If you would like to propose an amendment, please explain the change you would like 
to see and why.  
 
Finchampstead Parish Council proposed areas within the Parish that warranted Local Green 
Space designation as part of the LPU. Those areas were also endorsed by the Finchampstead 
Future team in a specific topic paper that laid out the criteria used for assessment as part of 
the Regulation 14 consultation on the neighbourhood development plan. The proposals and 
topic paper were amended following the consultation process and 14 confirmed sites were 
submitted. We agree with the 8 that are listed above for designation. Both the Parish 
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Council and the Finchampstead Future Team have examined the reasons given by WBC on 
the rejection of the remainder of our recommendations and we have provided below 
further information to support their inclusion which have overwhelming support from the 
residents of Finchampstead.  
 
Finchampstead Ridges and Simons Wood Proposed Amendment 
 
The LPU rejects the designation of this location (single site) on the basis “the site is not 
considered to be local in character and does form an extensive track of land”. 
Finchampstead Future believe this to be misjudgement and would make an amended 
proposal. 
 
The FNDP team would propose that Finchampstead Ridges and Simons Wood be separately 
considered as two sites which meet the criteria for designation as LGS. The two locations 
are not geographically integrated. We believe the evidence available demonstrates that the 
sites are local in character (see visitor data below). 
 
Each site is < 30 ha and is within accepted tolerances by WBC for other sites. The 
independent sites have well defined boundaries with other countryside areas and semi-rural 
urbanisation. Therefore, they do not form extensive tracts of land. 
 
Each nominated area of green space forms part of the wider National Trust portfolio which 
is one of the most significant and recognisable green spaces that serves the residents of 
Finchampstead, Barkham, Crowthorne, Eversley, Sandhurst and Yateley as well as attracting 
visitors across the Borough and further afield.  
 
The site also holds significant ecological value due to their designation as Local Wildlife 
Sites, which comprises several priority habitats including wet woodlands, TVBSPA Heaths, 
Ephemeral Ponds and mixed woodland.  The sites are significantly local in character because 
of their topography, locality and accessibility as illustrated by the figures in the table below: 
 

 Simons Wood The Ridges 

Visitors pa 50,000 37,000 

Arrive by car 73% 65% 

Home address <2 km 57% 40% 

Walking the Dog 63% 37% 

Exercising 35% 54% 

Group Size People 1.83 2.16 

Daily and Weekly Visits 70% 48% 

Time on site < 1 hour 70% 78% 

 
We do not agree with the judgment that “the designation of the land (owned by the 
National Trust) as Local Green Space would not have any additional benefit.” The principle 
of dual designation is not uncommon in planning policy. The proposal to designate these 
sites as Local Green Space and Outstanding Views was included in our Regulation 14 
Consultation in 2020 and this was supported by Historic England: 
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Ref: Response from Historic England: Policy IRS1 Protection and Enhancement of 
Local Green Spaces. 
We are pleased to support this policy and, in particular, designation of local green 
spaces with historic significance including Simon’s Wood, Brooks Heath, and The 
Ridges (includes Wellingtonia Avenue and the Devil’s Highway Roman Road). 
  
Ref: Response from Historic England: Policy IRS2 Protection of Outstanding Views. 
We support this policy which is accompanied by a thorough list of key views 
encompassing identified heritage assets. The Ridges has Outstanding Views to the 
south-west, south, south-east and east down Wellingtonia Avenue. 
 
 

                                    
 
St James Church Area Proposed Amendment 

The LPU rejects the designation of this location on the basis that: “the nominated area 
comprises St James’ Church, the extent of the Finchampstead Church Conservation Area and 
other residential and commercial uses. Whilst the nominated area does contain some 
features and buildings which hold historical value, the Development Plan provides a suitable 
framework for managing development proposals in the Conservation Area and to assess the 
impact of development on heritage assets and their setting”.  

The purpose of a Conservation Area is to protect and enhance areas of special architectural 
or historic interest and place additional development control on new works, as well as 
seeking to minimise the loss of the existing built and natural environment. 
 
If a development site is in a conservation area, you will generally need 'planning permission 
for relevant demolition in a conservation area' (also commonly known as 'conservation area 
consent'). Conservation areas are designated by local authorities and their planning 
departments are responsible for their protection. Normally alterations and improvements 
can go through due to permitted development rules. 
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Therefore, a Conservation area can allow development within certain regulations. As St James 
Church LGS it is not within a WBC defined Settlement, it does sit within a WBC Countryside category 
and can be at risk in linking with Surgery Fields. The Conservation area includes the green with the 
Queen’s Oak tree in it, memorial trees and historic Jubilee celebratory tree plantings and plaques, 
the cemetery surrounds, Queen’s Oak Public House Garden, footpaths and Devils Highway along 

with an array of residential properties. 

The FNDP team would put forward an amended proposal for a smaller defined area focussing on the 
more strictly defined green space. The recommendation is to reduce the area within the 
Conservation Area: St James Church, Cemetery, Queens Oak green, Queens Oak Public House and 
garden, part of the Devils Highway. The LGS boundary will exclude the residential areas. The original 
LGS area will reduce to <2.0 ha. (see revised boundary map below). 

 
In our Regulation 14 consultation Historic England stated: “We are pleased to support this 
policy and, in particular, designation of local green spaces with historic significance including 
the St James’s Church and Conservation Area”. 
 

 
 

Moor Green Lakes Proposed Amendment 
 

The LPU rejects the designation of this location on the basis that: “the site is considered an 
extensive tract of land which offers only moderate recreational and amenity value. Whilst 
recognised as providing a degree of ecological value due to its Local Wildlife Site 
designation, there is insufficient justification for the site being demonstrably special to the 
local community, and therefore does not warrant further consideration as a Local Green 
Space”.  

The FNDP Team strongly contest the assertion that Moor Green Lakes is not demonstrably 
special to our local community. We conducted a survey in 2019 (over 1000 respondents) 
which included a question asking local residents their views about the importance to them 
of local green spaces, Moor Green Lakes being one of these. Moor Green lakes was assessed 
as 5 on a scale 1 to 6, similar in importance to California Country Park (5.4), The Ridges (5.2) 
and Simons Wood (5.2). 
 
The FNDP would propose that Moor Green Lakes does meet the criteria for designation as a 
LGS and would ask for this to be reviewed. The site, as shown below, is less than 35 hectares 
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and is within the tolerances WBC has for LGS [Dinton Pastures 39 Ha, California Country 
Park 46.3 Ha]. The site is not geographically integrated with other potential sites, it has well 
defined boundaries with other countryside areas and semi-rural urbanisation. It does not 
form an extensive tract of land. 
 
Moor Green Lakes forms a significant and recognisable green space that serves the 
residents of Finchampstead, Crowthorne, Eversley, Sandhurst and Yateley as well as 
attracting visitors across the Borough and further afield. The site also holds significant 
ecological value due to their designation as a Local Wildlife Site, which comprises several 
priority habitats including flora and fauna, water features, within the TVBSPA Heaths area 
and has mixed woodland on the boundaries. The site is significantly local in character 
because of its topography, locality and accessibility in circular walks. The visitors are walkers 
and drawn from local parishes. Local health walks are promoted by WBC and conducted on 
a weekly basis for those in the Parish and surrounding areas where the health benefits of 
exercise and communing with nature can be achieved. 
 

Visitors pa WBC Moor Green Lakes 

2014 
2019 
2020 

40,000 
46,000 
87,000 this number is predicted to drop back to nearer pre-Covid 
levels and taken from footpath counters in 2020/21 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Gorse Ride Woods Play Area, Whittle Close Proposed Amendment 
 

The LPU rejects the designation of this location on the basis that: “there is no evidence to 
suggest that is demonstrably special to the local community. Further, there are other 
recognisable areas of green space and amenity greenspace in this area of Finchampstead 
North which provide a wider range of opportunities for recreation, notably Gorse Ride 
Community Centre Open Space which is slightly further to the west of the site”.  
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The FNDP Team view and that of local residents is that this is a recognisable open green 
space that serves the residents in this specific part of Finchampstead South ward and should 
be accepted as a LGS. The open space at Gorse Ride Woods Play Area is a valuable amenity 
and provides safe play for residents’ children. The alternative play area at Gorse Ride FPC is 
situated to the west, but access to this area of green space is severed by a busy side road to 
the local Junior School, a FBC car Park and housing areas. 
 
In addition to providing a play facility for local children, the site is a valuable and attractive 
green space in its own right, with a number of semi mature trees characteristic to this part 
of Finchampstead and which have both amenity and ecological value.  The importance of 
the space is recognised in the plans for the Gorse Ride regeneration, which retain it as a 
green space for its amenity value and as a site for informal recreation and childrens’ play. 
 
The contention that the site cannot be demonstrably special to the local community 
because of the proximity of alternative open green areas is not followed elsewhere in the 
LPU where for instance Langborough Recreation Ground, Howard Palmer Gardens, Elms 
Field and Barkham Road Recreation Ground, all within easy walking distance, are designated 
LGS.  
 

Other Matters 
 
Q12: Other matters  
Please set out any additional comments you wish to make. In all cases, please set out the 
reasoning for your comment and, if relevant, the change you would like to see.  
 
The FNDP recognise the importance of the Local Plan as a means of controlling how and 
where development takes place. We are supportive of the plan’s aims and objectives. 


