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| object to this developnent and that of Hall Farmas we will be
directly affected by this devel opnent and that of Hall Farmas we
reside directly opposite the proposed site.

My objections to this particular proposal are due to:

A. The severe infrastructure inpact, traffic is already a problem
around this area with the already increased housing devel opnents at
Arborfield and Shinfield but also the |lack of anenities.

B. The immediate and detrinmental effect on our outl ook and | oca
character

1. Infrastructure and Traffic Concerns

The Arborfield and Si ndl eshamroad network is already operating
beyond capacity during peak tines. Introducing significant
additional traffic fromthis developnment is sinply not feasible.

This is highly problematic because:

- The Loddon Valley road network is a najor bottleneck, with only

three river crossings spanning nearly 8km between Swal | owfi eld and
W nner sh.

- Mole Road is already under unique pressure as a key conduit for

traffic noving between Wiitley, Spencers Wod, Wkingham

Fi nchanpst ead, and beyond.

- Despite being classified as a 'mnor' road, Ml e Road experiences
heavy congestion at peak tinmes and is shared with sl ownoving rura
traffic, including horse riders and farm equi pnent.

Adding further traffic will exacerbate safety risks and congestion
to an

unaccept abl e | evel

2. Loss of Rural Character and Visual | npact

The proposed devel opnent will irreversibly damage the country

outl ook of Church Lane, which has al ways been a defining feature of
Arborfield' s village identity. This scheme will blur the boundaries

bet ween Arborfield, Sindl esham and Shinfield, eroding the rural charm
t hat

resi dents have paid a premiumto enjoy. Such changes will inevitably
i mpact property values and the desirability of the area.

3. Environnmental and Conmercial | npact

Wldlife: This area is rich in biodiversity, including bat species
and serves as a resting area for nigrating grey geese. Devel opnent
threatens these habitats.

Commercial: The loss of farming land and horse-riding facilities,
and dog wal ki ng areas

wi Il harmlocal rural businesses and traditions.

Many ot her areas have been considered for devel opnment such as
Grazel ey, Twyford and Ashridge all of which have been rejected for



| essor reasons.
The application should be refused due to the unacceptabl e

| oss of greenbelt land, it will also cause environnental, ecol ogica
and

| andscape damage. It will have a detrinental effect on the already
creaking traffic infrastructure. It will worsen air pollution, flood
risk, and result in a devastating |oss of wildlife and green space.

| strongly oppose this application



