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3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square

Bristol BS1 6FN

PROPOSED M4 JUNCTIONS 3 to 12 "WIDENING" OF THE M4

~ INCLUDING SMART' MOTORWAY

I refer to your letter dated 11 September 2015 - your reference TR0O10019.

With regard to deadlines indicated I respond as follows :=

1) ATTENDANCE OF SITE INBPECTORATE (DEADLINE 02.10.15)

I feel that it will be necessary for you to make provision for a
small number of Myrke residents to be in attendance to raise
individual concerns, The Myrke is a small community with a

high proportion of elderly residents who feel that their living
environment is under considerable threat from this scheme!

I should be glad if you would advise me of the date of the Nyrke

inspection.

2)  WRITTEN REPRESENTATION (DEADLINE 08.10.15)

The main points that I considered required special consideration
at The Myrke were represented to you in the accompanying sheet
to the Registration Form returned to Planning Inspectorate on
25.06.15. A further copy of this note (amended to cover the
neglected area of compensation) is attached - all aspects remain

currently relevant.

Yours sincerelj

JeA. HARRIS
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‘There 15 a need to seriously consider plasce
rfurthvxx;way_zrqm=hbuai§g;§nd provide effe ive soreening against

- Basrier protectlon needs to be applisd throughout the whol
‘Motorways ourvature around The My SEU o

I do not support the application hecause the sheer soals of infrastructure
and local environmental consequences (including the envisaged considerable

displacement of M4 traffio onto local roads) implicit in the HA Scheme

‘should be avoided in any way possible. A simpler, spesdier and mare
‘economic solution should be looked foxr to avoid the enormous financial coat,
social distress, and risk of dislocation of main ssrvices - which would be
caused by the huge and long-time-scale task of disman$ling and then re-
building bridges in the midst of long established housing communities ahd
local activities, . ‘ L -

However, on the basis that curren¥ proposils are to be progresaed I would
1lke to raise the following local econoerns;, as there are many issues where
Yhere is a real lack of olarity regarding the impaot on. people and their
homes ;. ' ' ' . R Ce

LMNpp TAKE POR OPERATIONAL PURPOSES

I am registering as &n:iﬁﬁyrq%%gd'par%y because on 25.4.2014 I was
advised that I needed to Regiater my land-‘interest i.e. a small houae

and garden, which is approximately 100 yards from Datohet Road overbridge.
This instruction, complets with questionnaire, came completely by
surprise and out of the blue from 'Mouchell’, as there had been no prior
‘advice or comsultation by Highways Agenoyll - Requests to HA for informe-
‘abion on the envisaged land take for operational use at the rear of

‘homes at Phe Myrke have been fruitless!i! - I must therefore ask if you .

w11l ohtaiu‘olar;rie&tionﬁgn'tho?o is & distinot and long overdue need

iii)  For how lon co i) Compen#ﬁtiﬁn a#?aﬁgéments;

DATCHE? ROAD OVERBRIDGE . -

The Datchet Road embankment and asgociated: vegetation affprds consider-:
abdls - and'very,noqoqggxyf— noise ang air ollution protection for much
of The Myrke, particularly when the prevailing wind is from an essterly
direction. It is therefore vital to The My ‘¢ community that this '

~embankment and associated established vosﬁﬁhﬁion_;s.preaaxved when the
" -Datchet Rﬁadvis_ne-oonxigured,"dnd*td‘thiizﬁnd~ﬂk'havi been reguested

to-pxovxﬁugu'akotohzilluatrnting the re-contouring and landscaping -

arrangeménts t{ogether with the revised footpath changes. We would be
rate; for anything you can do to apeed the availability of this

sketch - whioh. again is long overdue. ST R o

CONSTRUGTION COMFOUND 8 .

2t of 4his compound

nolse and gust.

_¥B_ Northern Myrke residents could be adversly affected by noise and

air borne contaminants during operations due to their oloss
 proximity. - - W IR

)
Yenity are welcomed but it is etrongly felt that Acooustio Noise:
9f the.

ﬂﬂm@ﬁﬁﬂias prataotién'bhtriirs proposed roﬁgtﬁdjnartn¢r§3gnd of %hé;ﬂyrgq 

’dx*

xkq.l :
‘/20 .
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Quiet surface treatments as proposed soften noise for a limited period
only until wear and tear takes place, and there is unquestionable need
for more barrier noise protection. This needs to be seriously
considered, especially in view of the additional traffic.which will be
generated by the M4 widening implicit in this schenmel!

LAND TAKE, CONSTRUCTION, ROAD POLLUTION & NOISE

Compensation arrangements to finance household insulation, . double
glazing, and ultimately house purchase & disturbance allowance need to
be clearly and seperately communicated to those whose properiies are
said to be affected by the works of this "widening™ scheme and resultant
added traffic levels. -






