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COWENTS:
bj ection to Planning Application Ref: 242484 - Bel |l way Phase 2
Devel opnent

Dear Sir/ Madam

I amwiting to formally object to Planning Application 242484 for
the Bel |l way Phase 2 devel opnent. My concerns are outlined bel ow and
reflect the ongoing and future inpact of this proposal on our
conmmuni ty.

1. Creation of a Through Road and Increased Traffic Risks

The proposed plans include a through road connecting the relief road
TVSP to Arborfield Road. This will significantly increase traffic
flow through the estate, introducing safety concerns, particularly
as no traffic calnmng neasures are included. Additionally, the

i ntroduction of a bus route without proper infrastructure nay
exacerbate congestion and create further safety hazards.

2. Increased Traffic and Strain on Local Infrastructure

The proposed devel opnent will increase traffic volumes in the w der
area, placing further strain on local infrastructure. Existing
roads, schools, healthcare facilities, and public services are

al r eady

struggling to neet current demand, and this devel opnent woul d
exacerbate these pressures w thout adequate nmitigation plans in

pl ace.

3. CQutstandi ng S106 Breaches from Phase 1

Bel Iway has failed to fulfill several obligations under the S106
agreenent for Phase 1, including:

- The park, pronised to be conpleted upon the 80th dwelling,
remai ns

unfi ni shed.

- The play park area has been used as storage for construction
materials, in direct breach of the agreenent.

- Essential conmunity connections renain i nconpl ete, underm ning
the estate's functionality and livability.

Until these issues are resolved, further devel opnment shoul d not
proceed.

4. SANG Charges and Deceptive Sal es Tactics

Bel Iway' s handling of SANG (Suitable Alternative Natura
Greenspace) charges has been highly probl emati c:

- Honmeowners were mnisled about these charges during the sales



process.
- Aggressive sales tactics and collusion with preferred solicitors
prevented nany buyers fromfully understanding the financia
implications within the 28-day exchange w ndow.

- The current SANG owner is nmking inflated and unexpl ai ned
demands, addi ng further financial burden on residents.

This issue nust be addressed before further phases are approved.
5. Poor Estate Managenent and Landscapi ng | ssues

The estate's | andscaping and infrastructure have been poorly
managed: - The devel oper handed over the estate to Trinity Estates
in April in an inconplete state.

- Landscapi ng has been negl ected, with weeds taking over nany
areas. This neglect has created visibility hazards for vehicles and
detracted fromthe estate's appearance.

- According to the foreman, the | ack of proper |andscaping was a
del i berate cost-saving neasure by the devel oper

The council nust enforce stricter oversight on devel opers to ensure
future handovers are conpleted to a satisfactory standard.

6. Safety Concerns: Attenuation Pond and Cul verts

The attenuation pond, culverts, and watercourse near the children's
play area present a clear safety risk, particularly to children

M ni nal safeguards are currently in place, and attenpts to address
this issue with Bellway, Bloor, and the estate manager have resulted
in blane-shifting rather than action

W thout robust safety neasures, these features are a serious
liability to the comunity.

Concl usi on

In Iight of the above issues, | strongly urge the council to reject
Pl anni ng Application 242484 or, at the very |east, enforce strict
conditions to address these concerns. The devel oper nust resolve
out st andi ng i ssues from Phase 1, inplenent necessary safety
nmeasures, and comit to higher standards of accountability and
transparency before any further phases are approved.

Thank you for considering this objection



