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COWENTS:
| strongly object to this planning application for the foll ow ng
reasons:

1. DEPZ - AVE Burghfield Nuclear site Detailed Energency Pl anning
Zone:

- This land is within the AWE Burghfield Nuclear site Detail ed
Ener gency Pl anni ng Zone (DEPZ).

- AVE (on behal f of AWE and the MOD) have al ready expressed
concerns about houses on this land (see application 241261)

- A smaller application within the DEPZ has al ready been di sm ssed
by the Secretary of State and therefore the sane shoul d happen to
this much larger application that will put nmany nore people in
danger.

- No noderate or |arger devel opments should take place in this zone.
2. Landscape and Countrysi de Harm

The plan lies outside of the defined settl enent boundary.
The plan conflicts with the Shinfield Nei ghbourhood Pl an.

- Significant encroachnent into open countryside.

- Insufficient buffer zone all along the boundary.

- Pl ans show houses, paths and play areas right next to existing
houses.

- A densely popul ated area of new trees and hedges is necessary
prior to any bricks being laid so that the new properties, paths and
pl ay areas do not overl ook existing properties.

- All existing trees, hedges and bushes nust be protected and not
renoved under any circunstances

- There are many properties all along the boundary that will be
significantly affected by this application, in particular, |oss of
privacy and | oss of sunlight.

3. H ghway Safety - Basingstoke Road is too narrowto handle this
increase in traffic:

- Increased traffic near Lanbs Lane School will pose arisk to
children and parents.

- The proposed access points will increase traffic congestion and
create serious safety hazards
- The junction of Beech H Il Road, Lanbs Lane, and Wi tehouse Lane

is a known accident black spot with a history of severe colli sions.

- Roads such as Kingsbridge Lane, Back Lane, and Whitehouse Lane do
not have adequate passing provisions, footpaths, or |ighting.

4. Dangerous access proposals to Basi ngstoke Road / Hyde End Road:
- The pl an suggests dangerous access points for cyclists and
pedestri ans.

- The proposed Century Drive access enables significant foot and



cycle traffic directly through an established children's play area.

- The proposed Barracks Lane access is to private property - a
narrow single lane that is just w de enough for a car and no
capacity to add a pavenent to the side of it.

- Barracks Lane is also dark and unlit and certainly not safe for
wal ki ng and cyclists and a cut though fromthe new devel opnent woul d
be dangerous and | ead to accidents between cyclists, pedestrians and
cars.

- Areport has been added in the | atest anendnents that add no val ue
to the proposal, and it seens the author of the document does not
really understand the local area (they couldn't even get the nanes
of the roads and | anes correct (Barracks Road????))

5. G her Infrastructure issues:

- The renoval of the proposed new Doctors surgery nakes this
proposal weaker, and the area is already short of GP surgeries.

- The plan for schooling is insufficient and will cause nassive

i nfrastructure issues.

- There is often standing water both within the field and around the
boundary and this causes issues to existing properties along the
boundary. The plan does not consider howthis will affect the

exi sting properties on the boundary and where the displaced water
will go.

- The local water supply already struggles with | ow pressure, and we
have seen a nunmber of outages in recent years.

- The electrical network is substandard, and power cuts are
frequent. |ncreasing demand w t hout addressing these deficiencies
will only exacerbate the problem

6. Wildlife - The size and scale of this application wuld have a
detrimental effect on local wildlife in the area. This includes
protected species such as Bats, Barn OMs, Red Kites, and G eat
Crested news. Badgers are known to live in the area as well as nany
deer, pheasants and foxes.

In summary, the anendnents to this application have nade a bad
proposal worse, not better

It is dangerous to try to shoehorn a devel opnent into a field that
clearly does not have the infrastructure and puts all residents at
risk.

We have all accepted the 3500 hones that have already been built in
this area and are putting up with the traffic jans, dangerous
driving and i nappropriate parking.

Basi ngst oke Road and Hyde End Road were not designed for this |eve
of devel opnent and cannot take any nore.



