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COWENTS:
Havi ng studi ed the devel opers plans closely, | feel | nust strongly

obj ect to several elenents of the proposal on several counts;

1] the area has been assessed as suitable for noderate devel opnent
only - the scale of this plan with 420 houses, excessive industrial
area, school, GP surgery, care hone and SANG is way above what
could be terned a noderate devel opnent and little to no provision
has been put in place in terns of the excess traffic and parking
this will clearly generate.

2] In addition to the scale of the proposal, the Spencers Wod area
has al ready had thousands of new houses built in-between the Croft
road area and Shinfield over the |ast few years under planned

devel opnent schenmes - nany of these remain unsold, unfinished, with
the pronised infrastructutre such a schools and heal thcare
outstanding - in fact the council has taken so long to build a
school they have now |l ost the funds and | and has been defaul ted back
to the devel oper, which in conbination with the failing | oca
secondary school is a shocking state of affairs that will not be

i mproved by adding nore children to an oversubscribed, poorly

provi sioned area. The existing sem -finished projects and
acconpanyi ng i nfrastructure should be

optim zed before allow ng further devel opnent within the area. The
proposed GP surgery needs nore than proposing - who will fund and
staff it for all the new residents? Has the NHS committed to support
this project?

3] DEPZ as the developers are well aware, the entire site lies
within the evacuation site for the local nuclear plant in
Burghfield. The planned access in and out of site go towards
Burghfield representing a huge health and safety planning failure
and risk to the general public in the event of a fire or worse at
the plant. Also ethically

howis it acceptable to put a new hones, school and a care hone in a
nucl ear evacuation zone?

4] Lack of open green spaces and habitat. Wile the suggested SANG
is welcome and should be prioritised in any devel opnent, it cannot
repl ace the open green fields, trees and hedgerows which will suffer
regardl ess of the developer's plan to 'preserve' where able. There
is nowhere for the deer that visit these fields daily to graze, the
rabbits to hide, hawks to hunt, fieldnouse to hibernate. If the
hedgerow are kept in between concrete and walls, this is no good for
the hi ghly endangered hedgehogs. Hedgehogs are present in the area
as can be seen when they are killed by traffic on Hyde End Road -

t he devel oper's have not nmade any provision for them such as
including the highly valuable but |ow cost 'hedgehog hi ghways' in
their plans.

5] Encroaching on privacy - in particular the strip of houses on
Hyde End Road backing onto the very northnost point of the
devel opnent. Here it can be seen on the plans that large structures



are proposed w th gardens extending right up to the back of these
properties, no green strip or barrier has been allowed for on the
plans as it has el sewhere on the site. The residents of these

exi sting houses would therefore suffer fromlack of |ight, privacy
and unacceptabl e encroachnent on their personal freedons.



