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COWENTS:
I wish to formally object to planning application 252498 for the
proposed Loddon Garden Village devel opnent on the foll ow ng grounds:

1. Excessive Housing Density

The proposal for up to 2,800 new hones represents a significant
overdevel opnent of the area. This scale of housing is

di sproportionate to the surrounding settlenents and risks

overwhel ming the local character. The density and vol ume of housing
will:

- Increase traffic congestion on already strained |ocal roads. - Put
pressure on existing public services and anenities.

- Lead to urban sprawl and | oss of greenfield |and.

2. I nadequate Infrastructure Provision

Whil e the application nentions new schools and heal thcare
facilities, there is insufficient detail and certainty about
delivery tinelines and capacity. Key concerns include:

Transport infrastructure: The local road network, particularly Mle
Road in Sindl esham Lower Earley Way and the Hat chwood Crossroads,
is not equipped to handle the projected increase in vehicles.

Heal t hcare and education: Existing GP surgeries, dentists and
schools are already under pressure. The proposed facilities may not
be

operational in tine to neet demand and in actual fact a nunber of
exi sting schools in the area do not have enough applicants to

mai ntain their current |evels and have requested that their intakes
are decreased.

Utilities and drainage: There is linmted information on how water,
sewage, and electricity networks will be upgraded to support such a
| arge devel opnent.

3. Proximty of Gypsy and Traveller Pitches to Existing Hones

The inclusion of pitches for Gypsy and Traveller fanmilies is
acknow edged, but the proposed location is less than 0.05 miles from
existing residential properties. This raises concerns about:

- Loss of residential anenity due to potential noise, |ighting, and
vi sual intrusion.

- Lack of buffer zones or screening between the pitches and

nei ghbouri ng hones.

- And nost upsetting is that this has never been included in

previ ous plans and nearby residents have not been consulted about
the siting and managenent of these pitches.

This elenent of the proposal appears to have been added wi t hout
adequat e consideration of its inpact on existing residents or



integration into the wi der devel opnent. There are anple other
| ocations nore suitable and closer to the newer houses where peopl e
woul d be infornmed of these pitches before purchasing their house.

Concl usi on

Whil e | support inclusive planning and sustainable growh, this
application fails to denonstrate that the scale of devel opnent is
appropriate, that infrastructure will be delivered in a tinely and
ef fective manner, or that the siting of sensitive elenents |ike
Travel | er pitches has been responsibly pl anned.

I urge the Council to reject or significantly revise this
application to address these concerns.



