PLANNI NG REF . 241900
PROPERTY ADDRESS : Council Ofice
. Pearson Road, Sonning, Reading

. RG4 6UL
SUBM TTED BY : Sonni ng Parish Counci
DATE SUBM TTED : 15/08/2024

COWENTS:
Sonni ng Parish Council has carefully considered this variation and
has the foll ow ng coments.

The application states that it is to vary condition 2, of planning
consent 220663 and continues to state that condition 2 refers to
approved plans and details and the variation is to change the site
| ayout. which refers to approved plans and

details.

This conpletely fails to nmention one vitally inportant and ngjor
change from ‘suitable for ol der persons’ to ‘non-age restricted C3
flats’. This is a major change which woul d have a far-reaching

i mpact on naterial matters, such as onsite parking, traffic flows to
and fromthe devel opnent and | onger hours due to younger age group.
Wth the potential for famly units the traffic novenents are likely
to increase with the denmand for school trips and after schoo
activities. Most fanmlies are likely to be 2 car househol ds and
increase traffic flows.

The Parish Council has previously objected to this proposal for the
foll owi ng reasons

e | npact on the

ar ea.

e« Access to Shopping facilities, concerns remain the sane but

nmul tiplied due in increased nunber of residents. Larger anounts of
shopping require the use of a vehicle. A bicycle sinply will not do,
and woul d represent a safety risk if any attenpt to do so was nade
and is likely to be illegal. Carrying | arge anounts of shopping from
the existing locations is unrealistic and unachi evabl e.

e I npact on Infrastructure.

e Envi ronnent al i npact.

e Loss of privacy. The nunber of trees to be renpved will reduce the
screening to properties in

Pound Lane and the uncharacteristic 3-storey blocks will present a
nor e urban aspect.

(Ful'l test of the above bullet points can be found under 220663).

These concerns remain and to the follow ng nust be added, due to the
potential increase in nunbers:

e Loss of Anenity space due to increased parking requirenents
(possibly nore than already provided.) This space is nore
inmportant if there are children in residence and the added need for
pl ay areas.

* Need to reassess contribution to affordabl e housing.

e« Alternatively need to include affordable housing on site.

e I ncreased nunber of residents including children, students etc.
potential nultiple occupancy.

« The Sonni ng Nei ghbourhood Pl an needs assessnent shows a cl ear
demand for hones for ol der people in Sonning. The 50 dwel lings
approved on the Golf Cdub adequately cater for famly groups.



e« The open countryside views over the Golf Club are to be repl aced
by the devel opnent of 50

dwel | i ngs.

e I ncreased pressure on |ocal school places (Sonning

chil dren cannot be accommpdated in |ocal schools already, many of
secondary age being offered places in far afield as

Woki ngham

e Likelihood of flats being purchased as student lets, resulting
nmul tiple in occupancy.

e Potential overfl ow parking onto

adj oi ning streets due to inadequate on-site provision.

e Access to train services for businesspeople restricted to Reading
station due to the limtations of parking at Twyford station. The
car park is full of vehicles from 7.30am

Recent events in Sonning have proven that the nains drains are
substandard with the drains erupting in Charvil Lane creating a

| arge spout of untreated sewage and continued to flood the area
until Thanmes Water cane to reinstall the main drain cover. This main
sewer runs fromthe A4 Bath Road down Charvil Lane to the punping
station |l ocated on Sonning Warf, next to the G eat House Hotel and
Copa Club to be punped to the Wargrave facility.

The Parish Council quoted the following fromthe previous
application which stated:

The applicant has agreed to enter into a s106 | egal agreenent to
secure policy conpliant financial contributions in lieu of 40%

Af f ordabl e

Housi ng provision and an Enploynent Skills Plan (ESP) that would

be required to support this devel opnent. In addition, the applicant
has advised that they would be anenable to a restrictive clause in
the s106 | egal agreenent that would limt residential occupancy of
t he

proposed units to the over 60s only.”

Therefore, this needs to be reassessed. If the ‘variation’ is
approved and the condition is renoved, then the reason for allow ng
the I ower financial contribution is no |longer valid. The ful

paynent of £1.5m shoul d be reinstated.

For the above reasons Sonning Parish Council urges refusal of this
application.

L. A Bates (CUerk to the Council).



