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COWENTS:

| amwiting as a resident of Sonning Meadows to fornally object to
the pl anning application subnmtted by Reading Cricket and Hockey

C ub. Having reviewed the docunentation nade avail abl e as part of

this application, | have significant concerns regarding both the
subst ance of the proposal and the lack of clarity surrounding its
longer-terminplications. | therefore respectfully request that the

Council refuse the application in its current form

A principal concern is the anbiguity that exists throughout the
application. The proposal appears to extend beyond the scope of
supporting sporting activities and instead suggests a gradua
transition towards a mi xture of commercial and residential uses. The
docunent ati on does not provide sufficient certainty regarding the

i ntended future use of the site, nmaking it difficult for residents
and stakehol ders to properly assess the full inpact of the proposal
In ny view, the application raises legitimte concerns that the site
is being increnmentally comrercialised without adequate transparency
regarding its ultimate purpose and scal e.

The inclusion of a gymand physiotherapy facility is particularly
concerning. The application does not appear to be supported by any
denonstrabl e needs assessnent or independent evidence show ng that
such facilities are required in this location. The local area is

al ready well served by a range of established gym operators,

i ncluding Anytine Fitness, David Lloyd Leisure, Palner Park Leisure
Centre and Bul nershe Leisure Centre. Sinmilarly, there is no apparent
shortage of physiotherapy services, with providers such as G eener
Heal th, Ascenti, AM Physio, Rian Corbin Fitness Therapy, 3 Wy
Physi o, Readi ng Physi ot herapi st, Physiocare Body Managenent and Bupa
al ready operating within the local area. G ven the existing
provision, the justification for introducing further comrercial
facilities at this site has not been adequately denonstrat ed.

I am al so concerned by references nade to padel facilities and
reports that there nmay be future plans to expand the site further
through the introduction of padel courts. Wether or not such
proposals formpart of the current application, the existence of
t hese di scussions rai ses questions regarding the |onger-term
intentions for the site and

whet her the current application represents only one el enent of a
wi der devel opnent strategy. Residents are entitled to understand
the full context in which planning decisions are being nmade.

The application nust al so be considered agai nst the backdrop of

i ncreasi ng devel opnent pressure throughout the local area. It is

wi dely recogni sed that a nunber of devel opnents have either recently
been approved or are currently being considered in and around

Sonni ng. The cunul ative inpact of these devel opnents on | oca
infrastructure, traffic novenents and the character of the area
cannot be ignored. Any proposal which further intensifies the use of
this site nust be assessed within that broader context.



Traffic and hi ghway i npacts are of particular concern. Sonning Lane
al ready experiences significant congestion, particularly during
peak periods associated with school traffic and the expansion of The
Bl ue Coat School. Residents regularly experience del ays, increased
traffic volunmes and associ ated safety concerns. The proposed
commercial uses would inevitably generate additional vehicle
novenent s t hroughout the day and eveni ng, extendi ng beyond the

tradi tional operating patterns associated with sports club
activities. This additional traffic would place further strain on an
al ready pressured |l ocal road network and contribute to the

cunul ative inpacts currently bei ng experienced by

resi dents.

The proposal also appears to contenplate a change of use that could
facilitate residential acconmodation in the formof flats. However,
there is no clear explanation regarding the |long-term purpose, scale
or justification for such accomodation. This lack of clarity is
concerning, particularly as any approval could establish a precedent
for further residential devel opment on the site in the future. The
Counci| should carefully consider whether granting perm ssion for

el ements of this proposal could create a pathway for nore extensive
devel opnent that has not yet been fully disclosed or consulted upon

More generally, there appears to be a lack of transparency regarding
future plans for the site. Questions remain regarding potentia

padel court devel opnent, the expansion of conmmercial activities

t hrough gym and physi ot herapy facilities, the introduction of

resi dential accommodation, and the significance of the grey access
road connecting the site to Sonning Lane. These issues collectively
contribute to a sense that the long-termintentions for the site
have not been fully articulated within the current application

Pl anni ng deci si ons should be based on cl ear and conprehensive

i nformati on, not assunptions about future proposals that remain
undefined but are currently bei ng worked on

In addition to the traffic inpacts, any further conmercialisation of
the site is likely to increase noise, light pollution and

envi ronnent al di sturbance. Such inpacts would inevitably affect

nei ghbouring residents and alter the character of what is currently
arelatively sensitive and sem -rural setting. These concerns woul d
be anplified should padel courts formpart of any future

devel opnent, given the well-docunented concerns regardi ng noi se
generati on,

ext ended hours of use and floodlighting associated with such
facilities.

| amparticularly concerned by references within the application to
a purported "20-year nmaster plan" for the site. If such a naster
plan exists, it is unreasonable that |ocal residents have not been
provided with an opportunity to review and understand its contents
bef ore deci sions are nmade on individual planning applications. The
exi stence of a long-term devel opnent strategy is clearly material to
assessing the current proposal and should be disclosed in full.
Wthout sight of this wider vision, residents are unable to properly
eval uate whet her the current application represents a standal one
proposal or forns part of a nuch broader progranmme of devel opnent.

For all of the reasons outlined above, | respectfully request that
the Council refuse this application. At a mininmum | believe that
determ nati on of the application should be deferred until greater



clarity is provided regarding the long-termplans for the site and
the cunul ative inpact of future devel opnent proposals.

Furthernmore, | strongly urge the Council to facilitate a

conpr ehensi ve consultation neeting involving Reading Cricket and
Hockey C ub, local residents from Sonning Meadows and Sonni ng Lane,
representatives of Sonning Parish Council, and officers from

Woki ngham Bor ough Council. Such a neeting would provide an
appropriate forumfor the presentation and di scussion of the alleged
20-year nmaster plan, allow neani ngful conmmunity engagenent, and
ensure that any future proposals are considered transparently and in
the context of existing and proposed devel opments within the w der
ar ea.

Thank you for considering ny objection. | trust that the Counci
will give careful consideration to the concerns raised by |oca
resi dents before reaching any decision on this application

Regar ds

Kavi



