PLANNI NG REF : 262120
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 8 Canberra Lake Charvi
. Reading, Berkshire

: RG10 9DH
SUBM TTED BY : M Rory Lanb
DATE SUBM TTED : 19/09/2026

COWENTS:

| amwiting to object to this subnission, specifically the
Landscape & Ecol ogi cal Managenent Pl an.

The plan is fundanmentally flawed in the foll owi ng respects:

1. No specific details regardi ng the nunber nor species of trees to
be planted in the Lands cape Buffer Zone (LMZ0O1l). The vague
description of "proposed planting includes native woodl and tree and
understorey shrub planting...." is both unspecific and uneforceable.
To be approved, the plan needs to specify the exact nunber,

| ocation, species and size of trees and shrubs to be pl anted,

ensuring
sufficient privacy screening throughout the full |andscape buffer
zone.

2. The proposed "native woodland tree/nix planting" is entirely

i nadequate. To provide screening that neets the stated objective of
pr oviding "enclosure and privacy for existing and future

resi dents",

this planting nust include 100% evergreen tree species growing to a
height that is at least level with upstairs wi ndows of current and
future properties to ensure screening throughout the year

3. Wth regards to section 4.48, the proposal to conplete all soft

| andscaping "in the first planting season follow ng conpl etion of
the built elenents of the Devel opnent” is conpl etely unacceptabl e.
To neet the devel oper's stated objective of providing enclosure and
privacy for existing (and future) residents, this planting nust

be conpleted PRIOR to building and occupation - and, inportantly, to
a clearly specified and agreed schedule that neets the above
poi nt s.

Wthout this specificity and enforceability, Wkingham Council will

- once again - have badly |l et down the residents of neighbouring
properties by granting free reign to devel opers without the neans to
enforce adherence to specific agreed plans. As WBC have privately
adm tted regret about clear |egal om ssions (no enforceable

| andscape plan) when the earlier Hicks planning subnission was
granted approval at appeal, allowi ng the sane to happen again woul d
represent a significant failure in its duties.



