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COWENTS:

This plan has too many houses and represents too big a scale for the
village and i s unsustai nabl e devel opnent given the current position
and al so the recently approved housi ng devel opnents in the village.
Swal lowfield is a small village and has previously been designated
as a limted devel opnent | ocation for good reason; despite this the
village is already subject to a 43% increase in the nunber of
dwel I i ngs due to recent approvals (Cove and Croudace) and the
further 79 hones under this proposed devel opnment woul d cause
significant

problens to al ready overl oaded road, school, water, drainage and
medi cal / GP infrastructure. The devel opnent is outside the existing
vill age boundary and is on | and which has been used for agriculture
in the last 10 years, so this is the wong location for such a big
devel opnent.

Fl ooding: Swal l owfield and in particular the field and the | ane next
to the devel opnent flood regularly. This devel opnent will only add
to the already existing risk of flash flooding. Traffic:

Swal lowfield residents have to use cars for nobst journeys. Riders
on horses and cyclists use the lanes. Village | anes on the sides of
t he devel opnent are very narrow and not suitable for a major
increase in car traffic and the nain roads out of the village are
not suitable for pedestrians or inexperienced cyclists. The nain
roads past Swal |l owfi el d have nmajor bends and acci dents happen
regularly - nore car traffic fromthis developnent will only add to
the | evel of danger for users and increase the nunber of accidents.

Sewage: The existing sewage di sposal capacity in Swallowfield is

al ready overloaded as Thanes Water sends trucks a nunber of tinmes a
year to deal with capacity problens; this devel opnent has no

associ ated planned water infrastructure to deal with the inevitable
i ncrease in sewage requirenents.

School s: Swallowfield no | onger has a pre-school and is not in
catchnment for any prinmary schools, and access to primary and
secondary schools is significantly problematic. Were are the
children living in this planned devel opnent going to go? lnevitably
this will add to the nunber of car journeys required and hence
traffic risk.

GP access: The existing nedical centre is already oversubscribed
(not counting the new residents of the already approved

devel opnents) -

this is a further issue where there is insufficient infrastructure
to support a new devel opnent of this |arge scale.



