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COWENTS:
I wish to object to the proposed plans. M Iworth Recreation ground
has been superbly naintai ned and | ooked after by volunteers from

Shinfield Rangers for years. It provides both a 9-a-side and
11-a-side football pitch for use by a local club for |local people to
play football in heart of it's community, which is so inportant to

the clubs identity.

The pitches thensel ves are used extensively every Saturday for youth
football and Sunday for Men's football. They are wi thout doubt sone
of the best pitches in the imediate area. Drainage is clearly very
good as tine and tine again matches go ahead at M|l worth where
countl ess ganes in both the i mediate and surroundi ng areas are
called off for waterlogged pitches. Wkingham Borough Councils own
Playing Pitch Strategy recognises the need for nore 11 a-side
pitches so it seens ludicrous to get rid of one of the best! Huge
suns of noney have been spent on pitches at the Manor and Ryei sh
Green playing

fields and they are of nowhere near the quality of the pitches at

M Iworth Lane.

The i mediate proximty of the pavilion and facilities are an
i mportant consideration for older girls nmatches.

I recognise that the plans are providing facilities for other sports
which is great but it seens |udicrous that SPC has spent so nuch
noney devel opi ng new football pitches in the area (which | would

be

surprised if actually stand up to MIworth in the long term only

to renove those at MIlworth - why were these new sites not used to
provide the facilities for these other sports, surely that would
have nmade nore sense? | assunme it is because it is easier for SPC
to

auction off the new sites to the highest bidder, whereas it would be
difficult for themto have taken use of MIworth away from Shinfield
Rangers and auction off to soneone else? | really object to |oca
peopl e having to host sports fields, put up with the noise

pol lution, inevitable parking chaos every weekend yet see no benefit
fromthe facilities thenselves. W wll watch people from outside
of the local villages travel to use theminstead, whilst the
facilities we and our children can use get taken away.

I would al so question how useful the new facilities are to the loca
conmmunity/residents? WII the padel tennis courts be free to use?
WIl the 5-a-side 3g be free to use? The plans thensel ves nake no
sense with a large percentage of the |and not being used. Wat is
the point of this? Lets not forget that it backs on to Langl ey Mead
so a park land area is not really required

What is the real value of a 5-a-side 3g pitch? It will be too snal
for local teans to utilise for training or for matches. Plus it is
not snmall sided pitches that there are a shortage of - the existing
3g at Ryeish can host nultiple small sided ganmes at the sane tineg,



but only 1 11-a-side gane. |If it is sincerely felt that a 5-a-side
3g was of real value, naybe sone agreenent coul d have been nade with
Shinfield St Marys right next to Mlworth rec so that they could
have hosted it in return for use during the school day? Make it a
resource that both the school and public could utilise (sane goes
for many of the other proposed facilities)

| also believe that the consultation held was insufficient and
under hand. My understanding is that a consultation about

devel opnent of a football pitch happened to be held on a Saturday
nor ni ng when nost of the people that it inpacts would be busy

pl ayi ng football!

Ml worth Lane has been the hone of Shinfield Rangers for years and
years and should be allowed to continue to be. Maybe the proposed
facilities would be used (and not |eft vandalised, enpty and
uncared for), but we already know that the pitches definitely wll
be used and definitely will be | ooked after and mai ntai ned by SRFC
(just as they have for decades).



