PLANNI NG REF . 260921
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 9
. Harmar O ose, 9 Harmar O ose Wki ngham Berkshire

. RA0 1SG
SUBM TTED BY . Ms Panel a Foster
DATE SUBM TTED : 12/ 05/ 2026

COWENTS:
| want to object to the application for retrospective planning for
the follow ng reasons.

Noi se: The noise levels now that the footfall has increased from
49-150 , the |l anguage and noise from the Sports Bar can be heard
very late at night. People wal king up the footpath dropping cans and
broken beer bottles.

Par ki ng: The nunber of parking spaces has not increased so nore
people will be parking in Harmar C ose. W already have people
par ki ng out si de our houses and wal ki ng down the footpath to the pub
com ng back late at night very vocal and driving.

Appearance: A very large and hi gh boarded and pai nted fence
advertising a Sports Bar replacing a white picket fence which was
around a | ovely garden. The garden has now di sappeared round the
back of pub using former car park and closer to the residents
gardens. Not a good advert for Wki ngham to people driving in to
t own.

Previous Planning: | have lived here for 55 years and can renenber
the 3 Frogs was a private owned fanmly pub with a | ovely garden

When

owner retired, it was sold to Greene and King, they have over the
years nanaged to extend and extend. First given planning permssion
to extend the restaurant, on condition of no noise, nmusic etc. to be
all owed outside so as to protect the residents. A few years |ater
they again gained perm ssion to extend the restaurant to the limt,
with the sanme conditions, no noise or nusic outside. The garden was
kept with the maxi nrum extension all owed. Then anot her few years and
Greene and King decided to just put up the fence, take away the

garden , put it behind the pub nearer to the residents and using
car parking spaces and erect an Open Sports Bar. No consideration
for noise or appearance , | wonder why they did not seek to get

pl anni ng

perm ssion? Only when the | ocal people conplained did we di scover
that no planning perm ssion had been given, G eene King did have

di scussi ons with nei ghbours but nothing was done. The pub itself has
tv screens inside, it does not need a sports bar

I woul d ask that planning pernission be refused and the enforcenent
to take it down be reinstated.

| note that the only 2 comments that agree with the Sports Bar cone
froma
menber of Greene and King staff who actually lives there.



