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COWENTS:

| object to both of the proposed options for a future pedestrian
link, as | do not believe either provides a safe or appropriate
solution. However, | would like to coment specifically on the
option that would run directly behind ny property, as this would
have a significant inpact on ny famly and hone.

As a mum of three young children, | am deeply concerned about the
proposal to reserve land for a public footpath i mediately behind
our rear garden fence. This is where ny children play every day, and
the prospect of a public route running directly behind our garden
rai ses serious concerns about safety, privacy and security.

My concerns are as follows:

The proposed route would require |l and that Bellway does not own. The
land identified is privately owned by H cks and CLW Managenent Co.

It is therefore inappropriate to safeguard or reserve land that is
outside the applicant's ownership or control

It woul d create an unsafe environment. A narrow path running behind
exi sting garden fences would create blind corners and encl osed
sections with poor visibility, making it feel unsafe for those using
it and for the residents living alongside it.

It conflicts with crine prevention principles. H dden, enclosed

pat hways behind residential gardens are contrary to Secured by
Desi gn gui dance, which seeks to reduce opportunities for crine and
anti-soci al behaviour. Rather than inproving connectivity, this

| ayout has the potential to attract nui sance behavi our, including
illegal notorbi ke use and vandalism immediately adjacent to fanly
hones.

It woul d have an unacceptabl e i npact on residents' privacy and
security. A public footpath directly behind rear garden fences woul d
fundanmental | y change the character of our honmes. As a famly wth
three young children, we value being able to |l et our children play
safely in our garden w thout nenbers of the public passing

i medi ately behind the fence. The proposal would significantly
reduce our privacy and sense of security.

It woul d negatively affect local wildlife. A footpath of this nature
woul d al nost certainly require lighting, disrupting the existing
dark corridor that supports local bat popul ations and reducing the
ecol ogi cal value of the area

The Parish Council has already recogni sed the concerns. The Parish
Counci| has acknowl edged in witing that, because of police
concerns, this particular route "nmay not be viable." G ven that

adm ssion, it is difficult to justify safeguarding land for a route
that has already been identified as presenting significant safety

i ssues.

While | understand the desire to inprove pedestrian connectivity, |
do not believe either of the proposed footpath options is suitable.
In particular, the route proposed directly behind ny property would



have a di sproportionate inpact on ny fanily's safety, privacy and
enjoynent of our honme, while also creating w der security and
envi ronnment al

concerns.

For these reasons, | respectfully ask that this option is not
saf eguarded as part of the planning application



