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COWENTS:

| strongly object to this application on many grounds.

1) This application is way in excess of the proposal in the draft
local plan in that an extra 60 houses plus a care hone is nuch
greater than the 600 proposed and should be rejected on these
grounds

al one.

2) Part of the original plan of Arborfield G een was for 300 (now
proposed at 330), houses on the site known as Arborfield Studios.
Thei s was deferred because of issues with the site but is now
avai l abl e for developnent. As it was part of the original approva
not hi ng shoul d be approved for Barkham Square before these houses
are built and their inpact can be assessed on the current
infrastructure especially on traffic conditions in Langley Conmon
Road. It is said this a natural extension of Arborfield Geen, but
it is hardly that as it is not currently directly adjoining the
area and the proposed area forns a natural buffer between Arborfield
Green and Bar kham Devel opnent will destroy Barkhamas a rura
conmmuni ty.

3) Approval has already been given to 50 houses on Langl ey Commobn
Road so together with the film studi os and Barkham Square this
anounts to over 1000 new houses plus a care hone which is totally
unsust ai nabl e. Apart fromthe road congestion this will cause the
pressure on |local services will be inmense as there aren't anything
you can call |ocal

4) The draft plan is to last until 2040 so why does everything have
to be built now? The council has already fallen foul of the
Governnent by building nore the annual target, houses which have not
been allowed to be offset against the next years targets.

5) The situation currently with the roads is enough on its own to
show that any extra devel opnent will increase the pressure on

Langl ey

Common Road which is heavily congested at rush hour and busy nobst of
the day. Entry to this site is a single-entry point which will only
i ncrease the congestion and create a blind bend for properties al ong
Langl ey Common Road. Langl ey Commobn Road was never intended to be a
maj or route being of sinmlar width to Barkham Street which has a
6'6" wdth restriction and the probl em has been nade worse with the
cl osure of School Road part of the original route from Wki ngham
Station to Alton in Hanpshire.

6) Local services referred to in the plan are a joke! They quote
the Co-Op which is no nore than a corner store and is invariably
under st ocked. Sainsbury in Arborfield Geen is also quoted but this
is over anle fromthe site and is not a big store check out the
nunber of parking spaces! For nost the main weekly shop is and stil
will be travelling to one of the Wkingham Supermarkets for the
mai n shop or for sone online. It is also nentioned that these sites
are a pleasant walk or cycle ride which is a laugh really. This
assunes everyone can walk or ride a bike which is not the case. Not
wi t hstandi ng that who carries their shopping hone on a bicycle of
wal ki ng with shoppi ng bags. The vast najority of people will do
their shopping by car and will continue to do so adding further
pressure to the system 7) Medical services are nentioned but these



are nil! Finchanpstead Surgery is 3 miles away and al ready under
great pressure with the

exi sting popul ation and any increases caused by new devel opnent is
just unsustainable. Ther are also services at Swallowfield which is
operating way over capacity. The only hospital is the Royal Berks at
Readi ng where waiting tinmes are unacceptabl e and sone serious

t hi nking has to be done as to how to increase these services before
any devel opnent can be consi dered. The applicati on sonmewhat

patroni singly suggests nedical services are a pleasant cycle ride
or wal k away. In ny opinion people who visit nedical services are
generally unwell and nore likely to take a car ( there is no public
transport option here in spite of what the applicants state), and
everybody in tinmes of bad weather

8) Environnment. There is a great deal of wildlife in this area
which will be seriously affected by any devel opnent . The north side
of the site has a very varied and extensive bird popul ati on which
rely on the fields and surroundi ng vegetation, woodl and for
survival as it provides the perfect habitat for insects and snal
rodents. Sparrows alone are in the hundreds plus the nmany species of
tits finches,

woodpeckers, wrens, sparrowhawks and red kites to nane but a few
This seens to have been totally overl ooked by the applicants.

This area is also good quality farm and, another fact ignored in the
application which states is has been destroyed by sheep which just
isn't true. The |l and has been farned for generations, and we should
not be devel opi ng such a val uabl e asset, and we owe it to past and
future generations the nmaintain this land. Over the last 30 yrs the
fields have been used for horses, cows and sheep especially at

| anbing. In other years it has been used to provide winter feed and
is this not what a farmis and has been here for generations.

9) People The council needs to listen to the people it represents
as in 2017-18 over 4000 people signed a petition opposing the

devel opnent of Bar kham Square. There were mmj or concerns over |o0ss
of greenspace, severe overstretching of local infrastructure and
the potenti al

physi cal coal escence of Wki ngham and Barkham These concerns are
even greater today and the worry is the swall owi ng up of Bar kham
into orfield Geen and ultinmtely Wki ngham

10) Wod Hall Farm a devel opnent of 3500 houses conplete with
integral road structure(including a new bridge across the

M4) , school s shopping centre nedical centre and all ancillary

servi ce.

Arborfield Green a devel opnent potentially of 4600+ using existing
roads and no public services. Sone schools included but primary

school for Farley H Il not Arborfield G een.
THI S DOES NOT MAKE SENSE
SUMVARY

Devel oprment excessive to local plan

Fil m studi o devel opnent shoul d precede any proposed devel opnent @
Bar kham Squar e

Total proposed devel opnent +1000 houses. . unsust ai nabl e

No need to build as plan runs to 2040

Road congestion and single-entry point nmakes this unsustainable
Local services not responsibility taken account of

Medi cal support services non-existent

Envi ronment al | npact

Peopl e's opinion matter, ref 2017-2018 petition preservation of
Bar kham as a rural village

Wod Hal |l conparison of services and sustainability.

The application should be rejected on all counts.
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