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COWENTS:

Once again | strongly object to this (revised) plan for up to 420
new dwel lings. Fundamentally this is the sanme plan from March2025,
with sonme corrections and adj ustnents.

It does not address any of the concerns raised previously which wll
in sonme way affect ALL who live in Spencer's Wod and the
surroundi ng area.

The infrastructure in Spencer's Wod cannot support the popul ation
which has already grown significantly in recent years, adding nore
will just make the situation for local residents nore acute

Addi ng HGV's and additional traffic will conpound the current

probl ens and increase safety concerns around the prinmary school and
ot her areas which have hi gh pedestrian usage al ong t he Basi ngst oke
Road.

This plan does not neet the requirenents of the local conmmunity,

| ocal shops, allotnents, Secondary school and | ocal Doctors surgery
(this is nowrenoved fromthe revised plan totally).

This proposal would renove what little countryside is left after
recent over devel opnents in the area, solar farns and houses do not
repl ace habitat for a very diverse and unique wildlife. There are no
provision for alternative | arge-scal e w de-open space to replace the
| ost land. The proposed SANG if not flooded, is |likely to becone a
dog wal ki ng ar ea.

Current access to Reading via the A33 / Three Mle Cross is a

bottl eneck every norning and night, local residents will have to
endure further delays if this is approved.

The plan appears to only provide a 5 ntr |andscape buffer around
sonme of the devel opnent , and sone proposed dwellings are shown as
nore than two storeys high and will overl ook existing residents.
This devel opnent falls inside the DEPZ, and the subm ssions team
appear to disnmiss this, as it could never happen with the next

10, 000 years. AVE have put this in place, and | amsure there is
good reason for this, even if the risk is |ow

Thanes Water advised |ast year, (31/03/25) that they needed
additional information with regards Surface Water and Foul waste
managenent, and requested a clause that no occupants could take up
resi dency, so has this changed?

I count ~250 objections fromlast year, does this high volunme not

i ndicate this devel opnent is not wanted!

| also wish to renmind the concerned planning authorities that this
vol ume of objections is in-spite of the errors by the Devel oper's
agents Ri chborough who failed to conmunicate the consultation 'open
door' event at the Village Hall in July 25 to all affected
residents. It appears even now, this revised subn ssion has not
reached all

affected residents, if the target rules for updating residents is,
only those who have objected before!



