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COWENTS:

Havi ng chased Bellway for nonths to get a neeting, they did finally
meet with residents of Canberra Lake Way on 26th March and presented
a 'marginally better' plan than the originally submtted. This
"draft plan' has now been finalised and submtted as 'current' on
May 11t h.

However, | would like to comment on the follow ng 'highlights' as
called out by Bellway in their covering letter.

- A new footpath connection to Canberra Lake Way has been added
between Plots 6 and 7.

This footpath is unwel cone, as highlighted in the nany emails to
Bel Iway whilst trying to arrange the residents neeting, and
afterwards. It sinply allows Canberra Lake Way to be a passt hrough
for pedestrians and increases the risk of overflow parking fromthe
Bel | way devel opnent. Parking spaces in Canberra Lake Way are NOT
adopted and therefore not for 'public use' only if visiting CLW
resi dents.

Thanes Valley Police highlighting during the 'outline planning
232704' that they would not support the footpath due to the

i ncreased security and safety risks that outweigh any potentia
benefit... The footpath does not afford the majority of the Bellway
devel opnent any qui cker access to facilities, transport, or the

wi der Charvil.

- The affordabl e hones (fornerly Plots 7-16) have been
redistributed across the scheneg;

If a redistribution of plots 7-16 (10 houses) can be shown as
10-19, then how is that distributed any better?! It's still 10 sem
det ached houses, still up against the Canberra Lake Way det ached
houses, not adherent to the Charvil Nei ghbourhood Pl an or indeed
Woki ngham Desi gn gui del i nes

- A landscape buffer has been introduced to the rear of the gardens
of hones on Canberra Lake Way.

Noted, but it's not uniformin depth, sonme areas have particularly
narrow ' pinch points' vs el sewhere

- Increased separation distances between the new hones and those in

Canberra Lake Way - in excess of the standards set out in the Loca
Pl an.
Noted, but still within close proxinmty and putting sem detached

2/ 3 bed hones against the contrasting 4/5 bed detached housi ng, goes
agai nst Charvil Nei ghbourhood pl an and Woki ngham desi gn gui del i nes.

I welconme Bellway's new attenpt, but it's not as rosey as Bel |l way
paint the picture for sure.

I would also urge that the 'Landscape Master Plan' is anything but



detail ed. Before accepting any plans, this docunent nust be updated
with tree planting specifications, particularly for the 'l andscape
buffer'.

I would also note that ownership of the buffer and nmi ntenance
thereof is not detailed in any plans. The adopti on schedul e does not
i nclude the buffer for exanple, neither by WBC, CPC or any 3rd party
managenent conpany. This needs to be conpl eted before any decision
can be made

In the Energy & Sustainability Docunent, there are 5 nentions of

apart nents... this denonstrates this is a copy and paste
docunent... 2 exanpl es given bel ow
Section 3.2.2 for exanple: "It is currently proposed that all houses

will benefit fromair source heat punps (ASHPs) , with apartnents
across the site utilising electric panel heaters"

Section 5.1.2 (Sunmary): "For the apartnents where hot water is
the | argest heat denand, this will be nmet through highly efficient
hot water heat punps, with direct electric space heating to be
provi ded" Where are these apartnents?

Further nore to the visitor parking risks if the footpath is

i ncluded, Bellway have allowed for 12 visitor bays in the

devel opnent (as

counted in the Parking Layout Docunent). Planning guidelines
suggest 1 visitor bay per 4-5 houses... Wth 75 houses, this should

be between 15 bays and 19 bays. Too few visitor bays will increase
the risk of overspill parking, especially if the unwel come path
remains in the

pl ans.

I wel come further discussion with Bellway and Wki ngham Bor ough
Council. | do believe we can achieve this plan approval with

di scussi on and anendnents and have believed this since the plans
were first subnmitted, however Bellway need to engage further and
take on board the feedback of the residents closest to this new
devel opnent.



