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COWENTS:

| object to the proposed devel opnent.

I would ask that the approval process considers several factors that
will adversely affect the quality of Iife to those of us who have
made our hones in the village.

Wth the 20 houses already being devel oped in Trowes Lane, the 80

al ready approved to the west of the | ane and now this proposal for a
further 80 to the east of the lane, that is an additional 180 2

cars, all spilling out onto what is no nore than a single-track
country
| ane.

There are no schools or significant enploynent within wal king

di stance and only an hourly bus service radially to and from
Reading. There is no public transport connection to Wki ngham
Hence every resident of these new houses will be using cars to get
to work and school. The road to Spencers Wod is busy, is not lit
and has only a narrow pavenent. Even if the Lanbs Lane School's
catchrment area were to be extended to include Swallowfield, it would
be unsafe to allow children to wal k or cycle al ong the Basi ngstoke
Rd.

The village is lucky to have a surgery, but it is already
oversubscribed. There is a small convenience store in the village,
but it does not have facilities for fresh food, which |eads to nore
car journeys.

The proposed devel opnent site already floods Part Lane to the extent
that the road becones inpassable. The conbination of the proposed
devel opnent and west Trowes Lane devel opnent, together with the
present Cove devel opnent, significantly increases the risk of severe
fl oodi ng.

Wth two 80-hone devel opnents taking place at the sane tine by

di fferent building conpanies, with all access via a narrow lane, is
t here anyone responsi ble for co-ordinating and scheduling the
hundreds of wagon novenents that will be required over the

devel opnent period? And for those of us who live in Trowes Lane and
Foxbor ough, what provision will be in place to ensure that our
access is not inpeded as it has been on several occasions by the
smal | er Cove devel opnent ? This proposal is ill-judged and | woul d
ask that it be rejected.



