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SUBM TTED BY : M Enver Cebi
DATE SUBM TTED : 17/11/2024

COWENTS:

| amwiting to express ny continued and hei ghtened objection to the
revi sed plans for planning application 241900. The proposal to vary
the S106 agreenent to renove the age-rel ated occupancy restriction
is conpletely unacceptable and represents a blatant disregard for

t he

original planning context and commtnents made to the conmunity. It
is deeply disappointing that this significant shift in the nature of
t he devel opnent is even being considered, as it underm nes the
intent of the original planning approval and threatens to
irreversibly harm the character of the |local area.

1. Renoval of Age Restrictions:

The renoval of the age-rel ated occupancy restriction fundanentally
changes the nature of this devel opnent. The original proposal was
specifically designed to cater to the needs of ol der residents,
which aligned with the housi ng needs assessnent for the Sonning
area. By renoving this restriction, the devel oper is prioritizing
profit over the community's needs and introduci ng a denographic that
will place significantly greater pressure on |ocal services

i ncludi ng schools, healthcare facilities, and transport
infrastructure. This change is not only unjustifiable but also sets
a dangerous precedent for future devel opnents in the area.

2. Loss of Landscaped Gardens:

The revised plans show the renoval of essential |andscaped garden
areas, including:

- The | andscaped garden south of Block A now replaced with an
undefi ned green bl ock

- The | andscaped garden near the top-right corner of the site,

adj acent to ny property (Redgrave).

These green spaces were critical for providing a buffer between the
devel opnent and exi sting hones, maintaining privacy, and reducing
noi se. Their renoval increases the devel opnent's density and
negatively inpacts the quality of life for surroundi ng residents.

3. Privacy and Light Pollution from Parking Areas:

The revised parking |ayout noves car parks closer to nei ghboring
hones, including Redgrave and Mortiner. This creates significant
concerns about privacy intrusion and light pollution from parking
lights, which will likely operate throughout the night. The | ack of
detail regarding lighting design or mtigation is deeply concerning,
as this will directly inpact residents' sleep and quality of life.

4. Insufficient Parking and Traffic Hazards:

The revised parking |layout remains inadequate for the nunber of
residents and visitors, with no provision for electric vehicle
charging stations or sufficient visitor parking. This will lead to
overspill parking on Od Bath Road, worsening traffic congestion and
creating safety risks.



Additionally, the entry/exit point of the devel opnment poses a
serious danger. Vehicles entering and exiting onto a 50 nph dua
carriageway, conbined with the increased volune of traffic, create a
hazar dous

situation that is likely to lead to accidents. This issue has not
been adequately addressed in the revised plans.

5. Noise Pollution from Parking Areas:

The increased proxinmty of parking spaces to existing honmes will
result in significant noise fromcar novenents, engine idling, and
doors slammng. This will particularly affect properties |ike
Redgrave and Mortiner, further dimnishing the quiet enjoynent of
t hese hones.

6. | nadequate Local Infrastructure:

Wth the renoval of age restrictions, the devel opnent will attract a
nore di verse denographic, including famlies. This will place
unsust ai nabl e pressure on | ocal schools, GP surgeries, and public
anenities, all of which are already at capacity. The revised pl ans
do nothing to address these inpacts.

7. Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL):

If the council permts the renoval of the age restriction, it is

i nperative that the full Comunity Infrastructure Levy is inposed.
These funds should be allocated to upgrade local infrastructure and
address the increased demand for services and safety neasures around
t he devel opnent, particularly at the entry/exit point.

Concl usi on:

The proposed changes to this devel opnent, particularly the renoval

of the age restriction, represent a betrayal of the conmitnents nade
to the comunity and a significant departure fromthe origina

pl anni ng approval. The revised plans fail to nitigate the
substantial privacy, noise, and traffic concerns already raised,
whi | e introduci ng new

i ssues such as insufficient parking, dangerous access, and |oss of
green spaces. | strongly urge the council to reject these revisions
and hol d the devel oper accountable to a plan that respects the needs
of the community and preserves the character of Sonning.

Thank you for considering ny objection.
Yours sincerely,

E. Cebi
Redgrave, O d Bath Road, Sonning



