PLANNI NG REF . 260751
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 167
. Headl ey Rd East, Wbodl ey, Reading, Berks

. RGB4JG
SUBM TTED BY . Ms Jacquel i ne Bedwel |
DATE SUBM TTED : 24/04/2026

COWENTS:

| absolutely object to this planning application

1- It which not take into account the snmall size of the site and
access which is needed by existing residents.

2 - 1 have lived in ny current nmisonettes for 20 + years, and in
one of the others onsite for 4+ years; and in all this tinme the
proposed site has been available for residents and their guests
and service vehicles attending the mai sonettes. ( This goes back
further than the 24/5 years that | have |ived here.)

It woul d cause consi derabl e i nconveni ence to have a property built
as there is only just enough parking as it is.

3- The access drive to the site behind the naisonettes is only just
sufficient for cars to access confortably, and the prospect of |arge
vehicle and lorries during any work would be a challenge to access
the site safely.

4- In addition, there are garages facing the site which are
privately owned by existing residents, who would be unable to
manoeuvre their cars into their garages and to park outside their
garages. This is no t acceptable when they already own their

gar ages.

5- There is a huge safety inplication, both during any building

wor ks, and once a property had been constructed - there are numerous
vul nerabl e individuals who live in the maisonettes - including young
children, elderly residents and peopl e who have additional needs,
whi ch makes the proposed devel opnent an i ncreased danger to these

i ndi vi dual s.

6 - As the proposed project has windows on the first floor (within
the roof space) and w ndows whi ch would | ook out onto severa
existing gardens, it is inappropriate to provide this invasion of
privacy.

6- There are boundary fences and hedges which are the perineters of
exi sting gardens, so having this proposed devel opnent woul d hi nder
existing residents access and ability to maintain these boundaries.

7- Currently there is an existing shortfall of spaces for the
existing properties (a shortfall of 25 %as only 12 spaces at the
front for 16 properties - so this proposal woul d exacerbate the
already difficult parking situation

8- If the property or any of the existing properties needed
energency vehicles to the back of their gardens / garages, there
woul d not be sufficient space for easy access causing a danger to
all the

properties. For exanple, a British fire engi ne needs an access w dth
of 3.7 metres (12' 1") between kerbs. as this access is only 2.7
metres wide (9 feet) this is an obvious danger to the existing

resi dents.

9- The windows on the first floor would be opposite the first floor
mai sonettes wi ndows and overl ooking the gardens to the front of the
property and to one side of the property. This would be an invasion
of privacy for many of the existing residents.



