
Site Design Public Meeting 21
st

 September 2015  

Written Comments Received 
 

Listed below are the issues raised on Post It notes and response. The issues raised 

are the provision of screening particularly on the eastern edge, access to the site 

to/from The Street, lighting access via the BT exchange, services/utilities for the site 

. 

 

 

Comment Response 

Put both schools together and primary 
school to homes 

Funding to relocate St Mary’s not 
available so proposal is not a feasible 
option. 

Green boundary around the whole site 
including the school 

This is effectively the case already 

Access - new traffic on to the Street This is a recognised issue and will be 
addressed. The traffic volume from 110 
new homes is not a major issue. 
However visitors’ cars coming and going 
to Surgery and parents to school need to 
be considered.    

I would like to see more trees between 
development and western side of the 
Avenue 

Noted, intention that landscaping will be 
in place along that whole boundary using 
native trees. This will be included in the 
site design brief. 

The brief should include a full review of 
services to the site. 

The water and waste water issues have 
been raised by Thames Water. The NDP 
requires telecommunications and 
flooding to satisfy specific requirements 
detailed in the NDP. 

A detailed proposal for the road junction 
should be developed 

Noted this is a known issue and will have 
to be designed and approved before site 
development can proceed. 

How can you have a footpath down the 
side of the pub when it is the access lane 
for a house and BT exchange  

Shared road and pedestrian spaces are 
common and well-designed are totally 
acceptable. Intended developer is aware 
of these issues. 

Englefield access to school by path. The intention is to so design the site that 
there is a strong encouragement to walk 
the last yards to the school and not drive. 

3 problems 

 Parking for construction workers 

 St Mary’s School Parking 

 School and surgery insist they 
have high priority 

 

 Needs to be managed maybe 
include something in design brief 

 Not sure what this means but 
funding is such that no change 

 Need to have public action to 
pressurise SMPC and thence 
WBC and NHS authorities 



Traffic onto the Street, what to do? See above response 

School should be single storey. This will be responsibility of the school 
and WBC if involved. Expectation is that 
single storey is normal design for an 
infant school. 

There should be two points of access to 
the site 

Noted. However this is not considered a 
good idea as this would bring more traffic 
through the site earmarked for 
community facilities. 

The Kiln Lane site should be 
reconsidered as it is unlikely the school 
and surgery will relocate. 

It is not accepted that relocations are 
unlikely. Wish of community is to keep 
option open. Even if relocation were not 
to happen site closer to centre of village 
is preferred. 

Please do not upgrade the path to the 
Eastern boundary of the plot – maintain 
its small rustic feel. 

Noted However, the nature of the 
footpath will inevitably alter as its 
surroundings will alter.  

Bring both schools together. Ownership ? 
5 years review 

Funding is not available. 

Houses at top of the avenue need 
protection as no existing trees – please 
give us small trees which will only grow 
to 20/30 foot so as not to completely 
exclude long range view over top the 
new houses e.g. holly (good as its 
evergreen) ash, birch, apple etc. 

Noted.Included in design brief. 

What circumstance might require street 
lighting or low level lights? Hard to 
imagine when rest of village is without. 
Let’s not introduce or everywhere will 
also need it! 

Noted. The Site Design Brief now only 
has lights for safety reasons. 

Maintain rural footpaths on eastern edge 
and plant a variety of native trees and 
hedgerows to encourage wildlife. 

Noted  See above 

Land behind Garth Hall is privately 
owned and St John’s Road is not owned 
by the council. It is owned by the 
residents. Garth Hall as entrance – No! 
 
Local roads surfaced and storm water in 
the Avenue. 

Noted. Current plan does not include 
access via Garth Hall. 
 
This is not something that can be the 
subject of The Site Design Brief 

Keep a reasonable native border 
between eastern footpath and 
development. 

Noted See Above 

What is a focal point? How tall is it? To be decided and designed. 

A border is nice, but can you limit their 
height? Otherwise they will block the 
view/outlook. 

Noted See above 

Children want to keep the sledging slope 
on south west part. 

Noted 

More trees on eastern boundary. Noted See above 



 


