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COWENTS:

| amwiting to object to this reserved matters application. The
application is materially different to the outline planning
previously granted to Hicks and is not in the interests of the
village in the longer term. | accept 75 houses will be built but
the subnmitted application should be refused with Bellway asked to
align their plans to those originally approved as part of outline
pl anni ng.

1. The green buffer included in the approved plan for the origina
H cks 25 (on Canberra Lake Way) has now been omitted fromthe
submitted plans - this will have a material inpact on residents of
CLW and should be in place before any further application is
consi der ed

2. The outline plan includes provision of a pedestrian crossing on
Park Lane, this has been onmitted fromthe reserved matters
application and is critical to ensuring public safety particularly
for children going to schoo

3. The nmix of housing proposed in the reserved nmatters application
is materially different to the approved outline plan. There is a

| arger nunber of 4 and 5 bedroom houses which will further increase
t he

nunber of new residents (by approximately 10% and the inpact on

the village. Mdre cars on park |lane and nore pollution

4. - Concerns shoul d al so be addressed regardi ng parki ng provision
included in the plan. Although the Parking Layout totals 112

al | ocated spaces + 59 unallocated/visitor + 52 garage spaces (223
overall), garages are counted as "spaces" despite well-known | ow
utilisation for car parking once occupi ed by househol d storage.
Count i ng gar ages

inflates supply on paper and risks overspill onto Park Lane.

5. Previous discussions with Hi cks (and the approved outline Plan)

i nclude provision of anenities which will be of benefit for the

wi der including a substantial play area and potential punp track for
teenagers - again these are omtted fromthe reserved nmatters
application

6. There are a nunber of different version of a "plan" included in
this application accross the various docunentation. Bellway nust be
made to re-submit the plan they are actually proposing rather than
| eaving the final plan anbi guous and open to interpretation

This application should be refused by WBC with Bel |l way encouraged to
open di alogue with local residents who are not opposed to the

pal of building 75 new houses but are focussed on ensuring the the
proposed plans neet the interests of the village in the longer term



