PLANNI NG REF . 253071
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 8 Canberra Lake Charvi
. Reading, Berkshire

: RG10 9DH
SUBM TTED BY : M Rory Lanb
DATE SUBM TTED : 17/07/2026

COWENTS:

This is ny third objection to this proposal, reflective of the fact
that Bellway's proposed plans have barely changed t hrough each
iteration.

For the applicate to claimthat | ocal residents concerns and

f eedback have been acted on is disengenous and a cynical attenpt to
persuade the planning authorities that these concerns have been
addr essed.

Wil e sone snall anmendnents in the | atest proposal are wel cone,
notably the footpath renoval, the follow ng remain significant
concerns:

1. Inpact on Residential Anenity arising fromthe proposed
positioning and orientation of Plot 1: The applicant has continued
to ignore the concerns raised during the previous two consultations.
Plot 1, as proposed, is |located unacceptably close to the rear of ny
property, presenting as a significantly overbaring presence and will
fail the 25-degree test used to protect the daylight and anenity of
nei ghbori ng properti es.

2. I nadequate | andscaping buffer. The | atest designs have scarcely
changed. The buffer as proposed has unquantified di nensions (a
significant planning issue in itself) and using a rough scale from
the supplied plans appears to be as narrow as 2.5min parts. This is
an entirely inadequate depth to provide any neani ngf ul

screening for adjacent properties, and is also insufficient to all ow
any planting to thrive due to the encl osed space and | ack of
sunl i ght.

The provided | andscapi ng plans are also entirely inadequate, giving
no details whatsoever of the proposed species, quantity and sizing
that woul d be planed there - nor giving any assurance that these
will be the evergreen species required to provide year-round
screeni ng.

3. Overdevel opnent and Character of the Area: The proposed pl ans
still feature a significant massing of high-density housing

i medi ately

borderi ng Canberra Lake Way, an area entirely characterised by

det ached houses. This fails to conply with | ocal planning policy,
whi ch requires new devel opnents to nmintain appropriate consistency
in character, density, and appearance with their surroundings.

4. Inadequate Parking Provision: The on-street parking provision is
insufficient for a devel opnent of 75 houses. This shortfall wll

inevitably result in overflow parking on neighboring streets and in
the East Park Farm car park, which is already operating at capacity

during school drop-off and weekend sporting fixtures.

5. Legal / Covenant Restrictions: The applicant's proposed pl ans
contain 6 terraced hones. This is in violation of the restrictive



covenants within the title deeds for this land (ref. BK242352),
which explicitly state that only detached and seni-detached houses
may be built on this site.

6. Lack of adherence to planning policy regarding tenure blindness
for affordabl e honmes. By nature of all proposed snallest hones being
"affordable units', this immediately marks them out as being
non- mar ket val ue sales. By clustering these hones together further
adds to their clear identification as such. These honmes shoul d be
equal Iy di spersed throughout the devel opnent to address this issue
and to foster a nore wel conming and integrated residenti al

envi ronnent .



