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COWENTS:

I ama regular visitor to Remenham where ny parents live. W were
all horrified by Retirenment Villages Group's proposed three-storey
devel opnent, because that is what it is, at Thanesfield Retirenent
Village. As the son of Renmenham Row residents, | feel it is in ny
interest to object strongly to the proposed devel opnent.

The revised planning application by Retirenent Villages G oup
(RVG is not a new application, but an amendnent of their origina
application. Technically, RVG should have filed a new application
under a different nunber, however many of the objections to RVG s
original application still stand . The anendnents to the origina
pl ans are ninor and do not seriously address the objections of the
Renmenham Row resi dents concerning bul k; scale; inpact; privacy and
daylight. To categorize the devel opnent as one of 2.5 stories is a
nonsense and clearly

designed to understate the huge inpact this three storey building
wi Il have on the residents at Renenhan Row.

The full height windows and Juliet bal conies on the three-storey
desi gn proposed, face directly towards Remenham Row. They woul d | ook
straight into or overlook the wi ndows of the fronts of houses 1-5
Renmenham Row. These wi ndows are for bathroons; bedroons and |iving
roons and this would be an intolerable intrusion into the privacy of
t he Renmenham Row residents. It would also affect other residents who
use the conmunal grounds at Renenham Row. The privacy of these
conmmunal anenities would be greatly conpromi sed by the bal conies and
wi ndows of the proposed buil ding.

The bul k of the proposed building is far greater in nmass to the
building that is currently there. The inpact of such a building

devel opnent in what is a Conservation Area, would neither enhance or
protect the character of the area fromthe perspective of the
Berkshire side of the river or fromthe Oxfordshire side of

Henl ey-on Thanes. The red brick and grey netal cladding is not in
keeping with any of the surrounding architecture and woul d be
unattractive to | ook at from Renenham Row, fromthe waterway or from
the other side of the river

There is a problemregardi ng the separation distance between the
proposed plans and the front of the houses 1-5 Renenham Row. The
Council's Design Guide stipulates that, for schenes that introduce
devel opnment over two storey in height, the required separation

di stance is 30m The separation distance between the existing
housi ng at Renmenham Row and the proposed schene of a three storey
structure with windows and bal coni es overl ooki ng Renenham Row, is
only 20m The new plans submtted do not appear to be accurate
regardi ng the separation distance of 20m calling into question the
overal |l accuracy of the plans. The height of the proposed building
and the proposed separation distances will create a sence of

encl osure at Renmenahm Row.



A three storey building, built well within the Council's guide on

m ni mum separation di stances would still have a negative inpact on

t he amount of daylight that the Renenham Row properties 1-5 woul d
receive. This would significantly reduce the anount of daylight and
direct sunlight that these properties currently enjoy and woul d

al so shade out areas of the private and comunal gardens, not
previously in shade, to the detrinent of the plants in those borders
and the anenity of those that enjoy using the gardens for
recreation.

The application by RVG for a three storey building in a Conservation
Area is a major application and should be scrutinised closely for
the inmpact it will have. The bulk and nmass of the building it
proposes to replace is larger by orders of nagnitude. Consideration
shoul d be nmade al so for howthis will appear fromthe historic town
across the river and the view fromthe footpath, the waterway and
the buil dings | ooking across the river towards the Berkshire side.

It will not sit quietly inits place as the scale is out of
proportion with the

surroundi ng buil dings. The chosen building naterials are not in
keeping with any of the proximal buildings.

The need for such an increase in provision of acconmpdati on at
Thanesfield Retirement Village and its surrounding area i s not
established. There are many apartnents currently vacant at
Thanesfield, so it is not necessary to build nore accommopdati on
where there is a current lack of demand. Even if there was need for
nore acconmnodation of this nature, it does not justify building

i nappropriately to satisfy the demand. Mre suitable buildings in
nore suitable sites, should be found. The proposal has not taken
into

consideration the inpact it would have on the Conservation Area or
the neighbouring properties.

| therefore strongly object to the planning application, 243125, at
Thanesfield, Wargrave Road, by Retirenent Villages G oup and kindly
request the council refuse the current application. The anendnents
to the application have not addressed significantly any of the
concerns of the original objections fromthe point of view of the
Renmenham Row residents and fromthe perspective of the residents of
Henl ey side of the river Thanes. | believe the strategy of RVGin
resubmtting their application with mnor anmendnents and the

m sl eadi ng use of a 2.5

storey description in the anended application, is an attenpt to
further drain the valuable resources of the Renmenham Row residents
wi t hout actually having nade any significant concessions on the

pl ans. A prol onged pl anning di spute between a | arge and resourcefu
corporate organi sation, RVG and the residents of a peacefu
retirenent setting, Remenham Row, will cause undue stress on the
retired residents.



