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COWENTS:
| object strongly to this planning proposal on the follow ng
grounds:

1. Spencers Wod residents' necessary access to renote shops and
servi ces nmeans that nore use of notor vehicles on the nain access
routes is inevitable with such a major devel opnent.

2. Residents living on both main |ocal access roads (a substanti al
proportion of residences in Spencers Whod) will therefore be
subjected to increased traffic noise, pollution and potenti al
acci dent ri sk.

3. Main access road infrastructure is already heavily congested at
peak tines, as is also parking for access to Spencers Wod centra
shops. Additional traffic associated with planned residences and
associated facilities will nmake congestion and access nore

probl emati c.

4. The Noi se | npact assessnent report concludes that there will be
zero inpact on existing residences on the Hyde End Road. | refer
specifically to traffic noise. | note that the existing noise
measur enent | ocation here (M.3) was in open field conditions 65 m
south of the road, this point having traffic noise already heavily
attenuat ed by existing housing and therefore giving quieter absolute

result than those fromother locations. | consider this inpact
assessnent to be unreasonably optinistic given the inevitable
traffic increase. | therefore question the conclusion, and therefore

applicability of this prediction to the planning considerations.

5. The proposed site is within the Detail Energency Pl anning Zone
for AWE operations at Burghfield, so this proposal should not be
under consideration for devel opnent anyway.

6. | feel strongly that existing useable farm and should be
retained as far as possible for food produce and certainly not |ost
permanently to devel opnent.

7. Sone of the inter-village green zone between Spencers Wod and
Swal | owfi el d woul d be reduced and there woul d be associ ated inpacts
on wildlife, biodiversity and the general character of the village.

8. As an observation, new facilities prom sed by devel opers in sone
maj or pl anni ng subnissions tend not to get delivered. This nust be
taken into account and mitigated with accountability should this
proposal get approved.



