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COWENTS:

| amwiting to formally object to the proposed Gypsy and Traveller
pitches at Ml e Road and Betty Grove Lane, as part of the Loddon
Garden Village (Hall Farm devel opnent.

I am a resident of Wieatsheaf O ose, and ny property is directly
adj acent to the proposed site. My objection is based on materia

pl anni ng considerations, in particular unsafe access arrangenents,
increased traffic, and the resulting inpact on residential anenity
t hrough noi se and di sturbance.

1. Unsuitable Access and H ghway Safety

The proposed access arrangenents are fundanentally unsuitable for a
devel opnent of this nature and scal e.

Betty Grove Lane is a narrow, rural lane with no pavenents, no
Iighting, poor drainage and |imted passing opportunities. It was
not designed to accomobdate frequent vehicle novenents associ at ed
with a permanent Traveller site, including cars, vans, tow ng
vehi cl es, service vehicles and energency access.

Mol e Road is already heavily used by commuter and school traffic and
regul arly experiences congestion. Introducing additional vehicle
novenents froma 20 pitch site will inevitably worsen safety
conditions at the junction and al ong both roads.

Crucially, the application does not provide sufficient technica
evidence to denonstrate that access will be safe. This includes the
absence of an independent Road Safety Audit, swept path analysis for
caravans, refuse vehicles and energency services, and proper
visibility splay assessnents at the Ml e Road and Betty G ove Lane
junction.

Wthout this evidence, the Council cannot reasonably conclude that
the proposal provides safe and suitabl e access, contrary to
nati onal planning policy.

2. Increased Traffic and Noi se | npact on Adjacent Hones

As an i nmmedi at e nei ghbour, ny househol d woul d experience a
significant and harnful increase in traffic noise and genera
di st ur bance.

A permanent Traveller site generates daily vehicle novenents

t hroughout the day and evening, including arrivals, departures,
servicing and deliveries. Gven the site's position directly next to
exi sting homes on Weat sheaf Close, this would nmaterially change the
character of what is currently a quiet residential environnent.

The proximty of the access route and internal circulation areas to
my property would result in increased engi ne noise, towi ng novenents
and reversing manoeuvres, as well as disturbance early in the



norning and late in the evening. This would |ead to a sustained | oss
of residential anenity that cannot be adequately niti gated.

This |l evel of inpact on nei ghbouring hones is unacceptabl e and
conflicts with planning policies that require devel opnent to avoid
undue harmto residential anenity.

3. Disproportionate Scal e and Over Concentration

The proposal for 20 pitches at this location is excessive and poorly
justified. There are already existing Traveller pitches in the
surroundi ng area, including sites on Mble Road and at Bel vedere

Par k.

Adding a further 20 pitches here would create an over concentration
of provision in a small geographic area, directly adjacent to an
established residential street. This risks overwhelm ng the |oca
envi ronnent and does not represent a bal anced or proportionate

di stribution.

4, Failure to Consider Mdre Suitable Alternatives

There is no clear evidence that alternative locations within the
mai n body of the Loddon Garden Vill age have been properly assessed.

Pl acing the pitches on the edge of the devel opnent, accessed via
unsuitabl e rural |anes and i medi ately next to existing hones,
appears to be a matter of conveni ence rather than sound pl anni ng.
Mor e

suitabl e locations within the nain devel opment footprint, where
access and infrastructure could be designed appropriately fromthe
out set, should have been fully expl ored.

For the reasons set out above, nanely unsafe access, increased
traffic and noise inpacts, and harmto residential anenity,
respectfully request that the Council reject the proposal and

devel oper reconsider the location of the Traveller pitch el enent of
this application.

At the very least, the proposal should not proceed unless safe
access is denonstrably proven and the scale and siting of the
pitches are fundanentally reconsidered.
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