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COMMVENTS:
(Obj ection):

| object to the retrospective application for adverti senent consent
at the Co-op site for two tinber banner frane signs (about 2.1m
hi gh and 1.86m wi de).

These signs were installed w thout pernission and only noved after
enforcenent contact. Retrospective consent should not be given
autonmatically because the design and position cause harmto | oca
anenity and conflict with planning policy.

The tinber franmes | ook tacky, tenporary and out of keeping with the
area. Their size and crude construction make themvisually intrusive
on the grass verge, which previously gave a pl easant and open
appearance to the street scene.

The Co-op already has nore than enough signage to identify the
store. These extra banners add not hing useful and just create
unnecessary visual clutter. Procedural and Conpliance Concerns
The signage was installed wi thout advertisenent consent, contrary to
est abl i shed pl anni ng procedure.

Ret rospecti ve consent should not be viewed as autonatic
regul ari sation; each application nust be assessed on its planning
and visual nerits.

The circunstances suggest linmted regard for advertisenent contro
processes, undernining public confidence in consistent enforcenent
of planning policy.

Desi gn, Scal e and Vi sual | npact

The tinber banner franes, each 2.1m high and 1.86m w de, are of a
substantial scale in a visually exposed | ocation on a grass verge.
The design two 75nmm square posts with 40nm battens frami ng the

si gnage appears tenporary and utilitarian, rather than a pernmanent,
high quality feature appropriate to the setting

Their positioning introduces a visually intrusive elenent in what is
otherwi se a | andscaped frontage, detracting fromthe anenity and
character of the locality.

This aspect conflicts w th Wkingham Core Strategy Policy CP3
(CGeneral Principles for Devel opnent), which requires devel opnent
i ncludi ng advertisenents to:

Denonstrate high standards of design

Be appropriate in scale and materials; and

Protect and enhance the | ocal character and public realm

It also conflicts with MDD DPD Policy TB23 (Advertising), which
all ows advertisenents only where they are well designed,
appropriately located, and do not harmlocal anenity or highway
safety.

| npact on the Street Scene and G een Character

The grass verge forns part of the area's green infrastructure,
contributing to local visual quality and setting.

The installation of two large tinber frane signs interrupts this
open space and appears incongruous with the surroundi ng | andscape
treatment and adj acent hi ghway corridor.

This is contrary to:

Core Strategy Policy CP1l (Sustainable Devel opnent) - requiring



protection and enhancenent of environnental quality;

MDD DPD Policy CCO3 (Green Infrastructure, Trees and Landscapi ng)
- which expects devel opnment to nmmintain and i nprove the | andscape
and green network; and

MDD DPD Policy TB21 (Landscape Character) - which seeks to ensure
devel opnent responds sensitively to its surroundi ng | andscape
setting.

The adopt ed Woki ngham Bor ough Desi gn Gui de SPD (2021) further

advi ses that advertisenents should not dom nate the street scene,
di srupt

green spaces, or create visual clutter. The proposed signage does
not adhere to this guidance.

Anenity and Cunul ative | npact

The size and positioning of two banner franes create a cluttered
frontage, underm ning visual coherence.

The materials and scale are at odds with the generally npdest retai
signage style used within the area

The cunul ative effect is a detrinent to local anenity, contrary to
both MDD DPD Policy TB23 and NPPF paragraphs 136-138, which

stipul ate advertisenent control in the interests of anenity and
public safety

only.

Precedent and Enforcenent Context

Approving this retrospective application could set an undesirable
precedent encouraging retrospective justification of unauthorised
si gnage.

Consi stency in applying planning control is essential to maintain
the integrity of WBC s adverti senent and design poli cies.

Suggested Alternatives or Conditions

Shoul d the Council consider granting consent, it is reconmended that
strict conditions be inposed:

Reduced sign di nensions nore appropriate to the | ocal context;

A tenporary consent period (e.g. 12 nonths) to allow revi ew of

| ong termvisual inpact;

Materials, colours and finishes to be conditioned for better visua
i ntegration;

Concl usi on

Inits current form this retrospective proposal appears

i nconsistent with several relevant planning policies, including:
Woki ngham Core Strategy Policies: CP1 (Sustainable Devel opnent),
CP3 (General Principles for Devel opnent)

MDD DPD Policies: CCO3 (Green Infrastructure), TB21 (Landscape
Character), TB23 (Advertising)

Woki ngham Bor ough Desi gn Gui de SPD (2021)

NPPF Par agr aphs 136-138 and Section 12 (Achi eving Well Designed
Pl aces)

On this basis, | respectfully request that the Local Pl anning
Authori ty refuse advertisenent consent or inpose robust conditions
to mninise the adverse inpact on anenity and character



