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This planning application for industrial/conmmercial devel opnent next
to a residential area should be rejected.

1. *Traffic congestion, parking and noise* will be a key negative

i mpact on the local residents. The proposal proffers positive

i mpacts assessnents on noise and pollution that are *based on

i nconplete to non-existent traffic data*. For exanpl e, paragraph
1.2.4 of the Air Quality Assessnent' report states inter alia that

" Assessnent of operational road traffic enissions has not been done

to determine inpact..". Sinmlarly, paragraph, 6.1.5 of the "Noise
| npact
Assessnent"” report states that " traffic data associated with

vehi cul ar novenents has not been provided'. Cearly, in the
absence of the relevant operational traffic data, the credibility of
the proposals is highly conproni sed

2. *Traffic Congestion will be a nmmjor issue*.

2.1Since inception in 2007, traffic congestion has increased year
on year on the stretch of the road from Bl ack Boy Roundabout to
Junction 11, naking entry and exit into Shinfield Park increasingly
difficult especially in the norning and | ate afternoon

2.21n particular is congestion on the short stretch of road
(rmetres) fromthe traffic lights at B32070 to the Roundabout at
Whitl ey Wod Lane/ Geenwi ch Road. Vans and heavy goods vehicles
will be using this stretch to exist the site. Just one |ong
delivery van will block the entire stretch and causi ng congestion
This was al ready happening during the denolition on this site

earlier in the year. The plans are conpletely silent about this
particul ar point and section of the
road.

3. *Intrusive and Overbearing Unit 5 should go*

The | andscape and desi gn propose a nassive Unit 5 on what is
currently parking space. This is unacceptable as it not only

i ncreases the

built-up space; it runs along Witley Wod Lane/ G eenwi ch Road and
woul d bl ock current views that residents enjoy. This overbearing
and intrusive Unit 5 should be renpved or scal ed back in size at
t he

mi ni mum

4, *Sustainability Proposals are devoid of people*.

4.1 The devel opnent proposal s have no plans to enhance or create

har noni ous engagenent and coexi stence between residents of Shinfield
Park and the entities operating on the site. Once conplete, as the
site matures it will generate unforeseen socio-environnental issues
(overnight use will be one of them. The proposal s offer no

bi ndi ng pl ans for continuous engagenent between the site operators
and local residents in Shinfield Park that will be nost affected
(for instance via the Residents Committee). Wthout such binding
pl ans, the plans are inconplete.

4.2 Furthernore, *there are no specific plans to denonstrate how the



site devel opnent will benefit local residents (Shinfiled Park)* -
t he ones who woul d shoul der npbst of the negative inpacts. How for
exanple will local people, children and youth in particular benefit
fromthe purported high quality enpl oynent spaces to be created?
The devel oper has shown no appetite to engage (with Shinfield Park
resi dents) on how the site operations will contribute directly to
address needs of the Shenfield Park residents.

5. *Proposal s are Silent on Cumul ative | npacts*.

Consi deration of cunulative inpacts (noise, traffic, pollution

etc) not been considered. The site is in area where mmjor

devel opnent s

have taken place in recent years; and nore are on the way. Hence
it is inperative that the cunul ative inpacts of this nmjor

devel opnent have been considered as part of the assessnents.

6. The application is for 'proposed devel opnent and denvolition'
seens insincere and di shonest given that denolition of some of the
bui | di ngs has al ready been conpl eted before the application is
appr oved.

Thank you for you consideration



