PLANNI NG REF . 242484
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 10 Al exander Wal k
: Shinfield, Berkshire

: R& 9SQ
SUBM TTED BY : M John Hissey
DATE SUBM TTED : 15/11/2024

COWENTS:
| object to this planning application on the foll owi ng grounds:

1) Plans will create a through road to the relief road TVSP
roundabout to Arborfield road. No traffic cal ming included/
restrictions of

through traffic. As part of the original plans a mni roundabout was
proposed on Cutbush | ane but this was not built. This neans there is
a clear rat run fromthe TVSP turning through to Arborfield road
that will be used when the relief road becones busy towards
Arbofield which is now every rush hour. Shepard road is already a
fast road. This will place an unacceptable risk to fanmlies and
young children who live on the estate as well as be a noise and
pol I uti on nui sance.

2) Bellway are still in breach of S106 for phase 1. Park not

conpl eted on conpletion on 80th dwelling and still not conpl eted
some 12+ nonths after the conpletion of the final plot. (as of Nov
24 and we are inforned will not be conplete until Q@ 25 due to cost
cutting neasures of not turfing the park and instead letting it seed
anongst other issues) O her connections not conpl eted. Breached
requi renent of S106 not to use play park area as buil ding storage
area, which it was during construction of the final properties.

3) SANG charges passed onto honeowners via deception using
aggressive sales tactics and apparent collusion of preferred
solicitors to not highlight the true nature of the passing on of the
charge. (I.E 28 day tine Iimt on exchange of contracts is a direct
contributor of many missing the SANG charge true nature). SANG
charge was variously

descri bed as being capped but apparently according to denands for
paynent the caps and indexing apply to the original land sale. This
detail totally obscured fromreports by preferred solicitors. SANG
owner currently placing inflated demands onto honeowners wi t hout
accounts or reasonabl e explanation of the cal culation. The

concl usion is devel oper has passed on the entire expense of SANG
provi sion and

Mai nt enance to buyers, which absolutely was not reflected in a
reduction of the prices charges to buyers which were at market
rates. This entire additional revenue will have gone to Bl oor and
Bel | way

accounts.

4) Estate was handed over to Trinity inconplete. Landscapi ng not

fini shed and has been not hing but weeds since handover of nost
spaces . Areas of the estate regarding roads that will be adopted
have not been mmai ntained appropriately and at tinmes weeds have
caused dangerous obstructions to visibility to vehicles on corners.
Devel oper | eft areas which should have been planted / turfed to grow
wild. According to local forenman "to save noney". Estate was handed
over the Trinity Estates in April. Mjor works and road cl osures
ongoi ng until July 2024. Much nore serious nonitoring of the

devel oper is required fromcouncil officers going forward.



5) Attenuation Pond, Culverts to the south of the site and water
course near Childs play park are a clear and obvious risk of water/
injury to particularly children. There are mininmal and insufficient
mtigations in place to prevent m shap. The issue has been raised to
Bel I way but action has been extrenely slow do anything about it.

Bl oor and estate nmanager have equally passed the blane. Going into
the second winter the risk a young child wondering into/ riding bike
into said water courses and collections pons unhi ndered by
mtigation neasures renains with no obvious i medi ate change

coni ng.

Toget her these el ements show the applicants Bellway and University
of Readi ng as SANG owner to be irresponsible parties whom show
little

regard for their custoners, |egal agreenents with the council or
communi ty stakehol ders. They appear to place a nmuch greater prem um
on maxi msing profit of sales (land and houses) and passing on

mai nt enance of mitigation neasures for the devel opnment onto
honeowners than being a responsi bl e devel oper

| request the planning conmittee/ inspector place sone serious
thought into allowing this application to proceed wi thout enforcing
the UoR and Bel | way address the scandal ous and unfair SANG char ges
whi ch has been passed on, by deception, in perpetuity to current
owners in

Phasel (Land Sout h of Cutbush Lane - application 181499) and
proposed honebuyers on these parcels of land in this application

A suggestion on a resolution would be for the devel oper to use the
tiny fraction of their profits to cover the provision of the SANG
and nmi ntenance as the nechani sm of SANG provision is designed and
i nt ended.



