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COWENTS:
My reasons for objecting are detail ed bel ow

LAYOUT

In regard to the proposed | ayout of the new devel opnent, in advance
of the consultation in January this year you provided a suggested

| ayout on your website, which was also referred to during the
consultation event. This |layout reserved a 10.5-netre (at | east)
"buffer' zone between the existing rear boundaries of residents
properties on Hyde End Road and the boundaries of the proposed
gardens of new buildings. In effect, this provided at nost |ocations
a 20+-netre gap between new buildings and existing residents
boundaries. It was noted during the consultation process in January
that this layout was designed to reduce the inpact of the new

devel opnent on, and ensure the anenity of, existing residents:
"Space around site boundaries to respect

anenity of existing and new residents."” Whilst any devel opnent at
this site is obviously undesirable for existing residents, it was
acknow edged and appreciated that this |ayout proposal sought to
mtigate the inpact of the devel opnment upon these properties on Hyde
End Road.

The Layout as submitted in 252138 now has a road running al ong the
rear of the existing Hyde End Road properties. The consultation
process therefore was flawed and cannot have been successfully
completed in line with planning requirenents. | would want the
| ayout that was presented at consultation to be reinstated in full.

In summary, the repositioning of the road and sone new properties
closer to (or directly alongside) residents' boundaries wll:

1) Qobviously and drastically reduce the anenity currently enjoyed
by residents by mnimsing (or renoving entirely) the 10.5-netre
"buffer' between existing and new property boundaries. For sone
properties under this new proposal there will be direct contact

bet ween new honme boundaries, which will clearly increase the sense
of the new

devel opi ng 'inposing' itself upon existing residents and renobve any
outl ook to the rear

2) The placenent of the road close to existing boundaries wll
dramatically increase the security risk for residents as their rear
boundaries will be i mmediately accessible via the new road

i ncluding fromwhat appears to be parking areas to the side of the
road closest to existing properties. This change greatly exposes
many of the

existing properties to the potential for increased crimnal and
anti-social activity. From experience of existing devel opnents in
the area, any grass verges indicated on the new | ayout plan would
likely soon be utilised by parked vehicles too. Under the previous
| ayout

proposal, existing residents were protected fromdirect access to



their gardens fromthe new road due to the positioning of the new
bui | di ngs between said road and existing boundari es.

3) Further, the placenent of the road close to the existing
boundaries wll result in greater, unnecessary disturbance to the
anenity

currently enjoyed by existing residents due to increased noise from
traffic using the road and fromthe street |ighting necessary to
illumnate the new road - such noise and lighting pollution now
being closer in proximty than under the original |ayout plan. It
shoul d be noted that existing residents are already experiencing
significantly greater traffic volune (and the noise / disruption
associated with it) passing the front of their properties due to
the existing devel opnents in Shinfield. This new proposed road

| ayout at the rear of our properties would unreasonably result in
exi sting residents being surrounded by relentless traffic noise and
| i ght disturbance.

4) In addition, the renoval of the 'buffer' zone between new and
existing properties will reduce the opportunity and ability for
wildlife to nove freely and safely around the perineter of the
devel opnent. The new | ayout plan presents barriers to novenent,
which wll necessitate wildlife coning into greater contact with
human and vehicular traffic, contrary to your aimof "protecting
existing wildlife habitats wherever possible.

SCREENI NG

Resi dents whose properties will border the devel opnent east of Hyde
End Road need conprehensive screening along the boundary prior to
the start of work on the site.

The requirenent for screening is based on these concerns:

- Security

At present nmany of the boundaries consist of low fencing and m ni nal
trees and hedgi ng. This nakes those properties particularly exposed
to potential intruders who nay use the access provided by the

devel opnent to enter their property.

- Privacy

Wth new two storey hones potentially within 10.5 netres of

resi dent's boundaries, even with 1.8m hi gh fencing erected,
residents' gardens wll be overlooked. Many of the existing
properties have significant glazing to the rear to take advantage of
the current view. This will also be exposed by the close proxinty
of the new housing to their

ear.

- Noise & light pollution

Residents currently enjoy mininal |ight and noise pollution to the
rear of their property; this will be greatly inpacted by the

devel opnent. The increase in noise during the build is also likely
to be significant.

-Views

Whi | st residents accept that their current views across open fields
towards Tanner's Copse will no longer be available to them the
consensus is that they would prefer a natural view provided by
screeni ng as opposed to houses.

The residents request that there is significant planting across the



entire boundary of the properties to screen and secure their gardens
prior to the build of the devel opnent. This screening would ideally
be mature evergreen trees such as the Cherry Laurel, with a mni num
initial height of 2.5m and planted before any work begins. Al so
woul d want a 1.8m hi gh cl ose boarded fence erected al ong the rear of
all properties that directly back onto the Eastern Parcel -
currently all properties have post & rail fencing to maxim se the
view, the

change in use and requirenent for change of fencing needs to be
conpl eted by the devel oper prior to work comrenci ng.

In the application it states, "Extensive planting of native

wi | df | oners, trees, hedgerows and neadows", so residents believe
that this request is reasonable and in |ine the devel opnent
priorities.

TYPES OF HOUSES BEH ND THE GARDENS OF EXI STI NG PROPERTI ES ON HYDE
END
RCAD

The residents of 75 to 47 Hyde End Road will have rear gardens that
back onto the proposed devel opnent. Therefore, the type, size and
hei ght of houses directly behind these gardens is of considerable

i mportance to the residents. Qur preference of housing type directly
behi nd these gardens is prioritised bel ow

1) Larger detached two storey properties (4-5 bedroom properties)

2) Bungal ows
3) Smal |l er sem -detached two storey properties

The rationale for this prioritisation is to mninise the nunber of
newly created gardens that directly back onto our rear gardens. It
is our understanding fromthe consultation & application is that al
properties will be no higher than two storeys. W woul d request that
no three storey houses are permitted nor are two story houses with a
Dorma in the roof, effectively creating a three storey house.

PHASI NG OF DEVELO PMENT.

Shinfield Residents, nore so the residents on Hyde End Road have
suffered the noise, construction traffic, dust pollution and

i nconveni ence associated with the Shinfield Meadows devel opnent
which Bloor were involved in for 6+ years. The new devel opnent on

| and east and west of Hyde End Road is destined to prolong this
suffering. The residents of Hyde End Road whi ch back onto the new
devel opnent area to the east of Hyde End Road would like to request
that Bloor Hones in their phasing of the work consider first the
area to the west of Hyde End Road followed by the southern part of
t he devel opnent east of Hyde End Road and finally the northern part
of the eastern

devel opnent.

The construction plan in the application says that 90 houses will be
built each year - therefore it is reasonable to request that the
Western Parcel is conpleted in full before the eastern parcel is
started.

SEVWAGE

- The new houses will be connected at sonme point to the main sewer
that cones from Shinfield Meadows, across Hyde End Road through the



back garden of 75 Hyde End Road, across the field to the northwest
corner of Tanners Copse and then heads north to the sewage punping
station adjacent the Magpie and Parrot public House on the A327
road. Another sewer line runs fromthe back of 67 Hyde End Road to
the Northwest corner of Tanners Copse

- The existing Punping station is currently over capacity, which is
evident fromthe regul ar nunber of tankers there, collecting punped
out excess sewage to deal with the demand i nposed by recent new
devel opnents in Shinfield. The use of tankers to cope with the
future demand is not a sustainable solution, adds traffic and does
not align with Wkingham Borough Council's climate crisis
principles. It is obvious that the punping station requires
upgradi ng, larger storage capacity and/or |arger capacity punps. W
woul d request that the punping station is upgraded to deal with al
the current and future housing requirenent before any further houses
are connect ed.

- The current plans also indicate the houses being built in such a
position that they will |oad surcharge the existing sewage |ines
running fromthe rear of properties Nos. 75 and 67 Hyde End Road
across the field to the northwest corner of Tanners Copse. This
surely breaches regul ati ons. Pl ease nake t hem subject to ngjor
rerouting to nmke themfully accessible

CONSTRUCTI ON WORKI NG HOURS

In the application construction and environnental plan the devel oper
wi shes to work 0730 - 1830 Mon to Fri and 0800- 1500 on Sat urdays,
and at no tine on Sundays or bank/national holidays. | would request
that the construction work is limted to hours of 0800 - 1700 Mon
to Fri and at no tine on Saturdays, Sundays or bank/nationa
hol i days.

FLOODI NG

The fields which will be built on currently flood and back onto
existing properties - this will increase the flood risk to existing
properties and surroundi ng conmunities

I NFRASTRUCTURE

The current Shinfield roads, schools, doctors, dentists are
overwhel ned & cannot support the current popula tion. This
devel opnent will only nake it worse.

STRENGTH OF FEELI NG I N LOCAL COVMUNI CTY

As at 28.10.2025, 2 days away fromthe consultation finishing there
are currently 218 entries of objection comments on the planning
portal reference this devel opnent, nore than one for every house you
intend to build. This tells you that the |local comunity are not
behind this project and will do everything in their power to stop
it.

Nei |



