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COWENTS:

| strongly object to the proposed devel opnent for the foll ow ng
reasons: -

Not in District Plan or Local Plan/Detrinental to Village Character
The site is not in the current draft Local Plan and lies outside the
defined village boundary. More devel opnent will irrevocably change
the village boundary, damage the rural character of the village and
ultimately create an urbani sed conurbation. Swallowfield is a snal
vill age which cannot sustain another 79 hones in addition to the

i nappropri ate devel opnments whi ch have been approved in recent years
and t hensel ves represent a 43%increase in the nunber of hones in
the village.

| nappropri ate Devel opnent

Swal lowfield is a linmted devel opnent |ocation. Urbanisation is not
required or in character with the rural l|ocation and the percentage
i ncrease in the nunber of dwellings planned and approved is
ridiculous. This is green |land which should be retained as such
Access/ Hi ghway Safety

Trowes Lane doesn't neet the highway safety standards (NPPF 116)
endangeri ng pedestrians, cyclists and horses. Any additiona
traffic novenents are inappropriate.

Pavenents throughout the village are narrow and dangerous for
pedestrians, and in nany places unusable for those in wheelchairs or
pushing prans. The additional traffic accessing this site would
substantially increase the danger to all

Transport & Traffic

Wth additional houses there will be increased associ ated noi se and
pol | uti on.

Public transport is linmted; Iimted bus service to Reading and no
direct link to Wkin gham the | ocal governnent district town. The
m ni mal bus service available is under constant threat of

di scontinuation. People will need to use private transport ie cars
to access everything ie schools, shops, work, |eisure which wll
result in nore traffic - this is contrary to Wki ngham Bor ough
council's core strategy. Routes out of the village are unsuitable
for pedestrians and |l ess than optimal for cyclists.

School s

There are no schools which are accessible by foot or cycle; very
little in the way of school buses and Swall owfield is outside the
catchnent area of any prinmary schools. Al nost all school journeys
woul d be nade by car; peak traffic periods into Reading and/or

Wki ngham are already very dense. Schools are oversubscribed, the
mai n secondary school s are QCakbank, Bohunt, WIIlink and Yatel ey, the
latter two are a 14-mle round trip with no buses.
Infrastructure/ Fl ood Ri sk

The site is subject to flooding - part of it being within Fl ood Zone
2. The field already fl oods across Part Lane; this will be
exacerbated by run off fromthe 133 new hones either currently being
built or approved for building in the village.

Thanes Water has categorised the approved devel opnment West of Trowes
Lane as RED neaning that there is no adequate water supply, no
surface water drainage and no foul water disposal capacity. They
have al so stated that there are no funds allocated up to 2030 for



infrastructure upgrades in Swallowfield - how can the water systens
possi bly cope with even nore denand - it would be irresponsible to
put water services to existing homes and the village in jeopardy by
approving further devel opnent.

The Thanes Water sewage systemfor the area is inadequate and vastly
overstretched; this has been denonstrated after the first of the new
devel opnents within the village.

Thanes Water are constantly attending to the three small punping
stations, yet we still periodically experience 'waste backup'.

Addi tional devel opnent of this scale will overload the system
without a total upgrade to the entire village - which Thanes Water
have

confirnmed there are no funds for.

El ectricity/ Conmuni cati ons

The adequacy of electricity supply for further devel opnent is
uncertain. The nobile network in and around the village is
extrenely

poor .

Heal th Provi sion

The doctors' surgery is at saturation and al ready facing overl oad
from the Arborfield Garrison devel opnent and will need to
acconmodat e people fromthe two approved devel opnents in

Swal lowfield; it can't accombdate nore patients as it is already
oversubscribed. Dentists in the area are non-existent.

Thi s devel opnment nust not go ahead; the infrastructure can't cope,
the inpact on the environnment, village life and the local comunity
will be huge and the rural character of the village will be |ost
forever. The devel opnent directly goes agai nst WBC s core strategy.
Swal lowfield is not the place for a devel opnent of this nature; nor
was it the place for the previous devel opnents which were approved.
Again, | strongly object to this devel opnent proposal



