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NOTICE OF MEETING - PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE 4 MARCH 2026

A meeting of the Planning Applications Committee will be held on Wednesday, 4 March 2026 at
6.30 pm in the Council Chamber, Civic Offices, Bridge Street, Reading RG1 2LU (from Monday
26 January 2026 the public entrance to the Civic Centre will be on Bridge Street). The Agenda

for the

meeting is set out below.
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PLANNING APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED

8. PL/19/0549 (FUL) - Decision ABBEY 55-92
SHILLINGFORD HOUSE, 78
OXFORD ROAD

Proposal: Demolition of existing three storey building containing
4 x ground floor retail units and 4 x flats to first and
second floors and erection of a six storey building
containing 3 x ground floor retail units and 13 x flats
(6 x 1 bed, 6 x 2 bed and 1 x 3 bed) with associated
enclosed communal areas, bin store, services room
and cycle storage facility (amended description)

Recommendation: Permit subject to S106.

WEBCASTING NOTICE

Please note that this meeting may be filmed for live and/or subsequent broadcast via the
Council's website. At the start of the meeting the Chair will confirm if all or part of the meeting
is being filmed. You should be aware that the Council is a Data Controller under the Data
Protection Act. Data collected during a webcast will be retained in accordance with the
Council’s published policy.

Members of the public seated in the public gallery will not ordinarily be filmed by the
automated camera system. However, please be aware that by moving forward of the pillar, or
in the unlikely event of a technical malfunction or other unforeseen circumstances, your
image may be captured. Therefore, by entering the meeting room, you are consenting
to being filmed and to the possible use of those images and sound recordings for
webcasting and/or training purposes.

Members of the public who participate in the meeting will be able to speak at an on-camera
or off-camera microphone, according to their preference.

Please speak to a member of staff if you have any queries or concerns.




GUIDE TO PLANNING APPLICATIAN®Nda Annex

1. There are many different types of applications processed by the Planning Service and
the following codes are used to abbreviate the more common types of permission
sought:

FUL - Full detailed planning permission for development or change of use
OUT - Principal of developing a site or changing a use

REM - Detailed matters “reserved matters” - for permission following approval
of an outline planning application.

HOU - Applications for works to domestic houses

ADV - Advertisement consent

APC - Approval of details required by planning conditions

VAR - Significant change to a planning permission previously granted

NMA - Insignificant change to a planning permission previously granted

ADJ - Consultation from neighbouring authority on application in their area
LBC - Works to or around a Listed Building

CLE - A certificate to confirm what the existing use of a property is

CLP - A certificate to confirm that a proposed use or development does not
require planning permission to be applied for.

REG3 - Indicates that the application has been submitted by the Local
Authority.

2. Officer reports often refer to a matter or situation as being “a material
consideration”. The following list tries to explain what these might include:

Material planning considerations can include (but are not limited to):

Overlooking/loss of privacy

Loss of daylight/sunlight or overshadowing

Scale and dominance

Layout and density of buildings

Appearance and design of development and materials proposed
Disabled persons' access

Highway safety

Traffic and parking issues

Drainage and flood risk

Noise, dust, fumes etc

Impact on character or appearance of area

Effect on listed buildings and conservation areas

Effect on trees and wildlife/nature conservation
Impact on the community and other services

Economic impact and sustainability

Government policy

Proposals in the Local Plan

Previous planning decisions (including appeal decisions)
Archaeology

There are also concerns that regulations or case law has established cannot be taken

into account.

These include:

Keytocoding

Who the applicant is/the applicant's background

Loss of views

Loss of property value

Loss of trade or increased competition

Strength or volume of local opposition

Construction noise/disturbance during development
Fears of damage to property

Maintenance of property

Boundary disputes, covenants or other property rights
Rights of way and ownerships disputes over rights of way
Personal circumstances
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Glossary of usual terms

Affordable housing - Housing provided below market price to meet identified needs.

Air Quality Management Area (AQMA) - Area where air quality levels need to be managed.
Apart-hotel - A use providing basic facilities for self-sufficient living with the amenities of a
hotel. Generally classed as C1 (hotels) for planning purposes.

Article 4 Direction - A direction which can be made by the Council to remove normal
permitted development rights.

BREEAM - A widely used means of reviewing and improving the environmental performance of
generally commercial developments (industrial, retail etc).

Brownfield Land - previously developed land.

Brown roof - A roof surfaced with a broken substrate, e.g. broken bricks.

Building line -The general line along a street beyond which no buildings project.

Bulky goods - Large products requiring shopping trips to be made by car:e.g DIY or furniture.
CIL - Community Infrastructure Levy. Local authorities in England and Wales levy a charge on
new development to be spent on infrastructure to support the development of the area.
Classified Highway Network - The network of main roads, consisting of A, B and C roads.
Conservation Area - areas of special architectural or historic interest designated by the local
authority. As designated heritage assets the preservation and enhancement of the area
carries great weight in planning permission decisions.

Control of Major Accident Hazards (COMAH) Competent Authority - The Control of Major
Accident Hazards Regulations 1999 (COMAH) and their amendments 2005, are the enforcing
regulations within the United Kingdom. They are applicable to any establishment storing or
otherwise handling large quantities of industrial chemicals of a hazardous nature. Types of
establishments include chemical warehousing, chemical production facilities and some
distributors.

Dormer Window - Located in the roof of a building, it projects or extends out through the
roof, often providing space internally.

Dwelling- A single housing unit - a house, flat, maisonette etc.

Evening Economy A term for the business activities, particularly those used by the public,
which take place in the evening such as pubs, clubs, restaurants and arts/cultural uses.
Flood Risk Assessment - A requirement at planning application stage to demonstrate how
flood risk will be managed.

Flood Zones - The Environment Agency designates flood zones to reflect the differing risks of
flooding. Flood Zone 1 is low probability, Flood Zone 2 is medium probability, Flood Zone 3a
is high probability and Flood Zone 3b is functional floodplain.

Granny annexe - A self-contained area within a dwelling house/ the curtilage of a dwelling
house but without all the facilities to be self contained and is therefore dependent on the
main house for some functions. It will usually be occupied by a relative.

Green roof - A roof with vegetation on top of an impermeable membrane.

Gross floor area - Total floor area of the house, including all floors and garage, measured
externally.

Hazardous Substances Consent - Consent required for the presence on, over, or under land
of any hazardous substance in excess of controlled quantity.

Historic Parks and Gardens - Parks and gardens of special historic interest, designated by
English Heritage.

Housing Association - An independent not-for-profit body that provides low-cost "affordable
housing” to meet specific housing needs.

Infrastructure - The basic services and facilities needed for the smooth running of a
community.

Lifetime Home - A home which is sufficiently adaptable to allow people to remain in the
home despite changing circumstances such as age or disability.

Listed building - Buildings of special architectural or historic interest. Consent is required
before works that might affect their character or appearance can be undertaken. They are
divided into Grades I, Il and II*, with | being of exceptional interest.

Local Plan - The main planning document for a District or Borough.

Luminance - A measure of the luminous intensity of light, usually measured in candelas

per square metre.

Major Landscape Feature - these are identified and protected in the Local Plan for being of
local significance for their visual and amenity value
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Public realm - the space between and within buildings that is publicly accessible, including
streets, squares, forecourts, parks and open spaces whether publicly or privately owned.
Scheduled Ancient Monument - Specified nationally important archaeological sites.

Section 106 agreement - A legally binding agreement or obligation entered into by the local
authority and a land developer over an issue related to a planning application, under Section
106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.

Sequential approach A method of considering and ranking the suitability of sites for
development, so that one type of site is considered before another. Different sequential
approaches are applied to different uses.

Sui Generis - A use not specifically defined in the use classes order (2004) - planning
permission is always needed to change from a sui generis use.

Sustainable development - Development to improve quality of life and protect the
environment in balance with the local economy, for now and future generations.
Sustainable Drainage Systems (SUDS) - This term is taken to cover the whole range of
sustainable approaches to surface water drainage management.

Tree Preservation Order (TPO) - An order made by a local planning authority in respect of
trees and woodlands. The principal effect of a TPO is to prohibit the cutting down, uprooting,
topping, lopping, wilful damage or wilful destruction of trees without the LPA’s consent.
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Guide to changes to the Use Classes Order in England.

Changes of use within the same class are not development.

Use

Use Class up to 31

August 2020

Shop - not more than 280sgm mostly selling

essential goods, including food and at least 1Tkm  |A1 F.2
from another similar shop
Shop A1 E
Financial & professional services (not medical) A2 E
Café or restaurant A3 E
Pub, wine bar or drinking establishment A4 Sui generis
Takeaway A5 Sui generis
Office other than a use within Class A2 B1a E
Research & development of products or processes |B1b E
For any industrial process (which can be carried
out in any residential area without causing Bic E
detriment to the amenity of the area)
Industrial B2 B2
Storage or distribution B8 B8
Hotels, boarding & guest houses C1 C1
Residential institutions C2 C2
Secure residential institutions C2a C2a
Dwelling houses C3 C3
Small house in multiple occupation 3-6 residents |C4 C4
Clinics, health centres, creches, day nurseries, D1 E
day centre
Schools, non-residential education & training
centres, museums, public libraries, public halls, |D1 F.1
exhibition halls, places of worship, law courts
Cinemas, theatres, concert halls, bingo halls and D2 Sui .
dance halls Ut generis
Gymnasiums, indoor recreations not involving
motorised vehicles or firearms D2 E
Hall or meeting place for the principal use of the D2 2
local community )
Indoor or outdoor swimming baths, skating
rinks, and outdoor sports or recreations not D2 F.2
involving motorised vehicles or firearms
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Agenda ltem 1

PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES - 4 FEBRUARY 2026

Present: Councillor Gavin (Chair);

Councillors Davies (Vice-Chair), Goss, Hornsby-Smith, Leng,
Lovelock, McCann, Moore, Rowland, Tarar, Williams and Yeo.

Apologies: Councillors Ennis.

RESOLVED ITEMS
51. MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting held on 7 January 2026 were agreed as a correct record and
signed by the Chair.

52. POTENTIAL SITE VISITS FOR COMMITTEE ITEMS

The Committee considered a report setting out a schedule of applications to be considered
at future meetings of the Committee to enable Councillors to decide which sites, if any, they
wished to visit prior to determining the relevant applications. The report also listed
previously agreed site visits which were yet to take place.

Resolved -
That no additional site visits be arranged at this time.
53. PLANNING APPEALS

The Committee received a report on notifications received from the Planning
Inspectorate on planning appeals registered with them or decisions made and
providing summary reports on appeal decisions of interest to the Committee.

Appendix 1 to the report set out details of one new appeal lodged since the last
Committee. The report stated that no appeals had been decided since the last
Committee.

A verbal update was provided at the meeting informing the Committee that
notification had been received from the Planning Inspectorate to confirm that a joint
appeal had been lodged in respect of the cross-boundary application for the
proposed development of the land to the west of Kidmore End Road. The Committee
was advised that the applicant had appealed against South Oxfordshire District
Council (SODC) Planning Committee’s decision to refuse the South Oxfordshire
application (SODC planning ref: P25/21431/O refers) and had simultaneously
submitted an appeal relating to the Reading Borough element of the application
(PL/25/0691 (OUT) refers) on the grounds of non-determination. Officers confirmed
that the Council had received confirmation from the Planning Inspectorate that the
joint appeal would be determined by way of a Public Inquiry beginning on 6 May
2026 and lasting for four days and that the Council had been given a timetable to
present its case and evidence.
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PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES - 4 FEBRUARY 2026

A further report on planning application PL/25/0691/OUT was considered by the
Committee later during the meeting (see Minute 56 below).

Resolved —
(1)  That the new appeals, as set out in Appendix 1, be noted;

(2) That the joint appeals submitted in respect of the cross-boundary
application associated with the proposed development of land to the
west of Kidmore End Road be noted.

54. THIRD QUARTER PERFORMANCE REPORT - PLANNING & BUILDING
CONTROL

The Committee received a report on the work and performance of the Planning
Development Management and Building Control team for the first three quarters of
2025/2026 (April to December 2025) with comparison to the previous year. The report
focussed on planning and building control application processing performance and fee
income.

An update report was tabled at the meeting that corrected two errors in the planning fee
income figures provided in Table 1b for Q2. The fee income derived from Major applications
was incorrect and thus the total fee income for that quarter was also incorrectly shown.
Table 1b of the update report provided the corrected figures.

Resolved —

That the report be noted, together with the update report providing corrected figures
for Table 1b.

55. PL/22/1916 (FUL) - FORMER DEBENHAMS DEPARTMENT STORE, WEST OF
YIELD HALL PLACE (‘YIELD HALL PLACE 1’), THE ORACLE AND PL/22/1917
(FUL) - EXISTING VUE CINEMA COMPLEX WEST OF YIELD HALL
PLACE/LONDON ROAD (‘YIELD HALL PLACE 2’), THE ORACLE

PL/22/1916/FUL - Mixed use development comprising part demolition of former department
store and erection of new buildings comprising up to 218 build to rent residential dwellings
(Class C3) & 1,209sgm commercial uses within Uses Class E and/or bar (Sui Generis Use).
Reconfiguration and change of use of up to 5,866sgm remaining department store
floorspace (Class E) to uses with within Use Class E and/or bar (Sui Generis Use) and/or
experiential leisure use (Sui Generis Use). Associated public realm, infrastructure works &
external alterations to shopping centre, including creation of new shopping centre entrance
(amended description) (accompanied by an Environmental Statement)

PL/22/1917/FUL - Mixed use development comprising demolition of existing buildings and
erection of new building comprising up to 218no. build-to-rent residential dwellings (Class
C3) & up to 3,046 sam commercial floorspace comprising cinema (Sui Generis) and ground

2
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PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES - 4 FEBRUARY 2026

floor commercial uses within Use Class E and/or Bar (Sui Generis Use). Associated public
realm and infrastructure works (amended description) (accompanied by an Environmental
Statement

Further to Minute 43 of the meeting on 3 December 2025, the Committee considered a
report on the above applications, following the decision of the Committee at the meeting on
3 December 2025 to defer consideration to allow for an accompanied site visit to be
arranged and take place and to provide additional time for responses to be provided to the
queries and questions raised by Councillors during that meeting.

The report stated that the accompanied site visit had taken place on 22 January 2026 and
provided responses to the clarifications and questions raised by Councillors on 3 December
2025 and at the site visit. It explained that no changes had been made to the proposed
development since the December meeting and that the officer recommendations, conditions
and informatives for both applications remained unchanged from those set out in the main
agenda and update reports considered at that meeting. Copies of both reports considered
at the 3 December 2025 meeting were appended at Appendices 1 and 2 respectively.

The report stated that the S106 agreement Heads of Terms for both applications remained
as per the 3 December 2025 original report and update report but listed additions that had
been made to the wording under obligation number 3 (Standard Build to Rent requirements)
for both applications.

An update report was tabled at the meeting that provided detail on the affordable housing
deferred payment mechanism (DPM) and amended the related S106 Heads of Terms for
both applications accordingly. It also updated on development views, existing and proposed
YHP1 heights along Yield Hall Place, materials, and accessible dwellings.

A verbal update was provided at the meeting informing the Committee that an additional
S106 term relating to obligation number 2 (affordable housing deferred payment
mechanism) had now been agreed for both applications. It was reported that the maximum
cap figures for the deferred payment mechanism for the applications had been agreed as
£8,870,317 for YHP1 (PL/22/1916) and £8,725,827 for YHP2 (PL/22/1917).

At the meeting it was requested that an additional informative be added to both applications
recommending the provision of defibrillator equipment in public spaces.

Comments and objections were received and considered.
Resolved —

PL/22/1916/FUL - FORMER DEBENHAMS DEPARTMENT STORE, WEST OF
YIELD HALL PLACE (‘YIELD HALL PLACE 1'). THE ORACLE.

(1) That the Assistant Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection
Services be authorised to grant planning permission for application
PL/22/1916 (FUL), subject to the completion of a Section 106 legal agreement
by 31 March 2026 (unless a later date be agreed by the Assistant Director of

3
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PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES - 4 FEBRUARY 2026

Planning, Transport and Public Protection Services) to secure the Heads of
Terms set out in the 3 December 2025 original report, as amended by the 3
December 2025 update report, the 4 February 2026 original report and the 4
February 2026 update report, and with the maximum cap figure for the
deferred payment mechanism (obligation number 2) agreed as £8,870,317 as
was verbally updated at the meeting;

That the Assistant Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection
Services be authorised to make such minor changes to the conditions, Heads
of Terms and details of the legal agreement as may reasonably be required to
issue the permission;

That, in the event of the requirements set out not being met, the Assistant
Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection Services be authorised
to refuse permission;

That planning permission be subject to the conditions and informatives as
recommended in the 3 December 2025 original report, with an additional
informative recommending the provision of defibrillator equipment within
public spaces.

PL/22/1917/FUL - EXISTING VUE CINEMA COMPLEX WEST OF YIELD HALL

PLACE/LONDON ROAD (‘YIELD HALL PLACE 2’), THE ORACLE.

()

(8)

That the Assistant Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection
Services be authorised to grant planning permission for application
PL/22/1917 (FUL), subject to the completion of a Section 106 legal agreement
by 31 March 2026 (unless a later date be agreed by the Assistant Director of
Planning, Transport and Public Protection Services) to secure the Heads of
Terms set out in the 3 December 2025 original report, as amended by the 3
December 2025 update report, the 4 February 2026 original report and the 4
February 2026 update report, and with the maximum cap figure for the
deferred payment mechanism (obligation number 2) agreed as £8,725,827 as
was verbally updated at the meeting;

That the Assistant Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection
Services be authorised to make such minor changes to the conditions, Heads
of Terms and details of the legal agreement as may reasonably be required to
issue the permission;

That, in the event of the requirements set out not being met, the Assistant
Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection Services be authorised
to refuse permission;

That planning permission be subject to the conditions and informatives as
recommended in the 3 December 2025 original report, as amended by the 3
December 2025 update report, with an additional informative recommending
the provision of defibrillator equipment within public spaces.

4
Page 10



PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES - 4 FEBRUARY 2026

56. PL/25/0691 (OUT) - LAND WEST OF KIDMORE END ROAD, OXFORDSHIRE

Qutline planning application for the development of up to 70 homes (including affordable
housing), new vehicular access, associated parking and landscaping (all matters reserved
except for access).

Further to Minute 48 of the meeting held on 7 January 2026, the Committee considered a
report on the above application. The report assessed only the elements of the proposed
cross-boundary development that fell within Reading Borough, namely the vehicular,
pedestrian and cycle access points that connected to a wider development of up to 70
homes located in South Oxfordshire (PL/25/0731 (ADJ) (SODC ref P25/S1431/0) — see
also Minute 26 of the meeting held on 5 November 2025).

The main body of the residential development was located outside Reading Borough, and
South Oxfordshire District Council’'s (SODC) Planning Committee had refused that part of
application on 3 December 2025. The reasons for refusal were set out in the report, and a
copy of the SODC Planning Committee report was appended at Appendix 1.

The Committee was informed that, following the refusal, the applicant had lodged a joint
appeal with the Planning Inspectorate for both authorities’ applications and had appealed
the Reading Borough application on the grounds of non-determination (also see Minute 53
above). The report explained that the Planning Inspectorate had confirmed that a joint
appeal would be held and would be determined by means of a Public Inquiry.

The report explained that once the applicant had lodged the non-determination appeal the
Council, as the Local Planning Authority (LPA), could no longer issue a decision on the
application, the responsibility for which now lay with the Planning Inspectorate. The report
therefore set out the assessment of the proposal and what the officer recommendation
would have been had the LPA still had the opportunity to determine the planning
application. Whilst the Committee was no longer able to decide the application it was
nevertheless still necessary for it to confirm the decision that it would have made if it had
been able to determine the planning application. This would the become the Council’s case
to present to the Planning Inspectorate in respect of the forthcoming appeal.

An update report was tabled at the meeting which set out additional representations
received since the publication of the agenda and gave an update on transport and
highways-related matters.

At the meeting the Committee agreed to increase the required Section 106 contribution
from the £50,000 recommended by officers to £150,000 to help mitigate the impact of the
development on traffic. The Committee noted that it had previously indicated that it would
be seeking a £150,000 Section 106 contribution towards towards transport improvements
when it had submitted its comments to SODC on the South Oxfordshire element of the
application (see Minute 36 of the meeting held on 11 November 2025), and confirmed that it
still wished to seek the same amount for the Reading application.
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PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES - 4 FEBRUARY 2026

An additional condition was agreed at the meeting to require the appropriate routing of
service vehicles to minimise adverse impacts on surrounding streets.

Comments and objections were received and considered.

Nick Haskins, Chair of Caversham & District Residents Association (CADRA), and Dan
Winchester, speaking on behalf of a group of residents living on Kidmore Road, attended
the meeting and addressed the Committee on the application.

Resolved —

(1) That it be confirmed that, had the Committee been able to determine
application, it would have resolved the following:

(i) That the Assistant Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection
Services be authorised to grant outline planning permission, subject to
the satisfactory completion of a Section 106 legal agreement to secure
the Heads of Terms set out in the original report, subject to the
financial contribution towards upgrading of the operating system and/or
improvements to the pedestrian and cycle facilities at the junction of
Peppard Road / Henley Street / Westfield Road / Prospect Street being
£150,000 not £50,000;

(i)  That the Assistant Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection
Services be authorised to make such minor changes to the conditions,
Heads of Terms and details of the legal agreement as may reasonably
be required to issue the permission;

(i)  That, in the event of the requirements set out not being met, the
Assistant Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection
Services be authorised to refuse permission;

(iv) That the planning permission be subject to the conditions and
informatives recommended in the original report, together with an
additional condition requiring the appropriate routing of service
vehicles.

57. PL/25/0835 (REM) - DELLWOOD COMMUNITY HOSPITAL, 22 LIEBENROOD
ROAD

Application for approval of reserved matters (landscaping) submitted pursuant to outline
planning permission ref. PL/21/1728 (OUT).

The Committee considered a report on the above application.
Comments were received and considered.

Resolved —
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PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES - 4 FEBRUARY 2026

That the Assistant Director of Planning, Transport and Public Protection Services be
authorised to grant landscaping reserved matters approval for PL/25/0835 (REM)
subject to the conditions and informatives set out in the report.

(The meeting started at 6.30 pm and closed at 9.23 pm)
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Agenda Item 4

Committee
04 March 2026

e

Planning Applications ‘-fk?\y Reading

Borough Council
Working better with you

Title

POTENTIAL SITE VISITS FOR COMMITTEE ITEMS

Purpose of the report

To make a decision

Commissioning Report

Report status Public report
Executive Director/
Statutory Officer Emma Gee

Report author

Julie Williams, Development Manager (Planning & Building Control)

Lead Councillor

Councillor Micky Leng, Lead Councillor for Planning and Assets

Council priority

Not applicable, but still requires a decision

Recommendations

The Committee is asked to:
1. note this report and any officer recommendations for site visits.

2. confirm if there are other sites Councillors wish to visit before
reaching a decision on an application.

3. confirm if the site(s) agreed to be visited will be arranged and
accompanied by officers or can be unaccompanied but with a
briefing note provided by the case officer.

1. Executive Summary

1.1.  To identify those sites where, due to the sensitive or important nature of the proposals,
Councillors are advised that a Site Visit would be appropriate before the matter is
presented at Committee and to confirm how the visit will be arranged. A list of potential
sites is appended with a note added to say if recommended for a site visit or not.

2. The Proposal

2.1.  Asite visit helps if a proposed development and context is difficult to visualise from the
plans and supporting material or to better understand concerns or questions raised by a

proposal.

2.2.  Appendix 1 of this report provides a list of, mainly major, applications recently received
that may be presented to Committee for a decision and which Officers consider
Councillors would benefit from visiting to inform decision making. If agreed, you will be
advised whether the visit should be accompanied or not and then later advised of a date
when Officers are ready to bring a report to Committee. Appendix 2 lists those sites that
have previously been agreed by Committee should be visited before making a decision.

2.3. Accompanied site visits are appropriate when access to private land is necessary to
appreciate matters raised. These visits will be arranged and attended by officers on the
designated date and time. Applicants and objectors may observe the process and
answer questions when asked but lobbying is discouraged. A site visit is an information
gathering opportunity to inform decision making.

2.4. Unaccompanied site visits are appropriate when the site can be easily seen from public
areas and allow Councillors to visit when convenient to them. In these instances, the
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2.5.

2.6.

3.2.

3.3

3.2

3.3

5.1.

6.1.

case officer will provide a briefing note on the application and the main issues to assist
when visiting the site.

Often it is during consideration of a report on a planning application that it becomes
apparent that Councillors would benefit from visiting a site to assist in reaching the
correct decision. In these instances, Officers or Councillors may request a deferral to
allow a visit to be carried out.

It is also possible for officers to suggest, or Councillors to request, a visit to a completed
development to assess its quality.

Contribution to Strategic Aims

The Council Plan has established five priorities for the years 2025/28. These priorities
are:

Promote more equal communities in Reading

Secure Reading’s economic and cultural success

Deliver a sustainable and healthy environment and reduce our carbon footprint
Safeguard and support the health and wellbeing of Reading’s adults and children
Ensure Reading Borough Council is fit for the future

In delivering these priorities, we will be guided by the following set of principles:

Putting residents first

Building on strong foundations

Recognising, respecting, and nurturing all our diverse communities
Involving, collaborating, and empowering residents

Being proudly ambitious for Reading

Full details of the Council Plan and the projects which will deliver these priorities are
published on the Council’'s website -_Council plan - Reading Borough Council. These
priorities and the Council Plan demonstrate how the Council meets its legal obligation to
be efficient, effective and economical.

The processing of planning applications contributes to delivering a sustainable and
healthy environment and helping the economic, cultural and vibrant success for Reading
Borough.

The processing of planning applications contributes to creating a healthy environment
with thriving communities and helping the economy within the Borough, identified as the
themes of the Council’s Corporate Plan.

Environmental and Climate Implications

The Council declared a Climate Emergency at its meeting on 26 February 2019 (Minute
48 refers).

The Planning Service uses policies to encourage developers to build and use properties
responsibly by making efficient use of land and using sustainable materials and building
methods.

Community Engagement
Statutory neighbour consultation takes place on planning applications.
Equality Implications

Under the Equality Act 2010, Section 149, a public authority must, in the exercise of its
functions, have due regard to the need to—

e eliminate discrimination, harassment, victimisation and any other conduct that is
prohibited by or under this Act;
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¢ advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a relevant protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it;

o foster good relations between persons who share a relevant protected characteristic
and persons who do not share it.

6.2. ltis considered that an Equality Impact Assessment (EIA) is not relevant to the decision
on whether sites need to be visited by Planning Application Committee. The decision
will not have a differential impact on people with the protected characteristics of; age,
disability, gender reassignment, pregnancy and maternity, race, religion or belief, sex
(gender) or sexual orientation.

7. Legal Implications

7.1.  None arising from this report.

8. Financial Implications

8.1.  The cost of site visits is met through the normal planning service budget and Councillor
costs.

9. Timetable for Implementation

9.1. Site visits are normally scheduled for the Thursday prior to committee. Planning
Administration team sends out notification emails when a site visit is arranged.

10. Background Papers

10.1. There are none.

Appendices

Appendix 1 - Potential Site Visits. List of applications received that may be

presented to Committee for a decision in due course

Appendix 2 - Previously Agreed Site Visits with date of PAC when requested:

231041 - Portman Road. Unaccompanied agreed by PAC 06.09.23.

240846/FUL Napier Court, Napier Road. Accompanied agreed by PAC
24.07.24.
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Agenda Item 5

Planning Applications 4“% Reading

Committee ;
Borough Council

04 March 2026 Working better with you

Title PLANNING APPEALS

Purpose of the report To note the report for information

Report status Public report

Report author Julie Williams, Development Manager (Planning & Building Control)
Lead Councillor Councillor Micky Leng, Lead Councillor for Planning and Assets
Corporate priority Inclusive Economy

Recommendations

The Committee is asked:
1. To note the report.

1.1.

2.1.
2.2.

3.2.

Executive Summary

To advise Committee on notifications received from the Planning Inspectorate on planning
appeals registered with them or decision made and to provide summary reports on appeal
decisions of interest the Planning Applications Committee.

Information provided
Please see Appendix 1 of this report for new appeals lodged since the last committee.

Please see Appendix 2 of this report for appeals decided since the last committee with
summary reports provided.

Contribution to Strategic Aims
The Council Plan has established five priorities for the years 2025/28. These priorities are:

Promote more equal communities in Reading

Secure Reading’s economic and cultural success

Deliver a sustainable and healthy environment and reduce our carbon footprint
Safeguard and support the health and wellbeing of Reading’s adults and children
Ensure Reading Borough Council is fit for the future

In delivering these priorities, we will be guided by the following set of principles:

Putting residents first

Building on strong foundations

Recognising, respecting, and nurturing all our diverse communities
Involving, collaborating, and empowering residents

Being proudly ambitious for Reading
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3.3.

6.2.

9.1.
10.
10.1.

Defending planning appeals made against planning decisions contributes to creating a
sustainable and healthy environment with supported communities and helping the economy
within the Borough as identified as the priorities within the Council Plan.

Environmental and Climate Implications

The Council declared a Climate Emergency at its meeting on 26 February 2019 (Minute 48
refers).

The Planning Service uses policies to encourage developers to build and use properties
responsibly by making efficient use of land and using sustainable materials and building
methods.

Community Engagement

Planning decisions are made in accordance with adopted local development plan policies,
which have been adopted by the Council following public consultation. Statutory consultation
also takes place on planning applications and appeals, and this can have bearing on the
decision reached by the Secretary of State and his Inspectors. Copies of appeal decisions are
held on the public Planning Register (lists of applications viewable on our website).

Equality Implications

Under the Equality Act 2010, Section 149, a public authority must, in the exercise of its
functions, have due regard to the need to—

e eliminate discrimination, harassment, victimisation and any other conduct that is prohibited
by or under this Act.

o advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a relevant protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it.

o foster good relations between persons who share a relevant protected characteristic and
persons who do not share it.

It is considered that an Equality Impact Assessment (EIA) is not relevant to the decision on
whether sites need to be visited by Planning Application Committee. The decision will not
have a differential impact on people with the protected characteristics of; age, disability,
gender reassignment, pregnancy and maternity, race, religion or belief, sex (gender) or
sexual orientation.

Legal Implications

Public Inquiries are normally the only types of appeal that involve the use of legal
representation. Only applicants have the right to appeal against refusal or non-determination
and there is no right for a third party to appeal a planning decision.

Financial Implications

Public Inquiries and Informal Hearings are more expensive in terms of officer and appellant
time than the Written Representations method. Either party can be liable to awards of costs.
More guidance about costs awards is in MCHLG's Planning Practice Guidance.

Timetable for Implementation
Not applicable.
Background Papers

There are none.
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APPENDIX 1
Appeals Lodged:

WARD: Emmer Green

APPEAL NO: APP/E0345/W/25/3377314

CASE NO: PL/25/0691

ADDRESS: Land West of Kidmore End Road, Oxfordshire, RG4 8SG
PROPOSAL: Outline planning application for the development of up to 70 homes

(including affordable housing), new vehicular access, associated
parking and landscaping (all matters reserved except for access).

CASE OFFICER: Matthew Burns

METHOD: Inquiry

START DATE: 04/02/2026

WARD: Abbey

APPEAL NO: 6004763

CASE NO: PL/25/1419

ADDRESS: 1 St. Marys Butts, Reading, RG1 2LN
PROPOSAL.: Retrospective Roller Shutter and llluminated Signage
CASE OFFICER: Nathalie Weekes

METHOD: Written Representations

START DATE: 12/02/2026

WARD: Norcot

APPEAL NO: 6004708

CASE NO: PL/25/1217

ADDRESS: 21 Park Crescent. Reading, RG30 2NL
PROPOSAL: Single Storey extension and garage conversion
CASE OFFICER: Mishga Marshall

METHOD: Householder

START DATE: 12/02/2026

WARD: Kentwood

APPEAL NO: 6004809

CASE NO: PL/25/0102

ADDRESS: 1029 Oxford Road, Tilehurst, Reading
PROPOSAL.: Development of new building to provide 2no.2 bedroom and 6no. 1

bedroom flats along with the creation of 6 parking spaces and
associated landscaping following the demolition of the existing

building.

CASE OFFICER: Anthony Scholes
METHOD: Written Representations
START DATE: 18/02/2026

APPENDIX 2
Appeals Decided:
WARD: Southcote
APPEAL NO: APP/EQ0345/D/25/3374554
CASE NO: PL/25/0851
ADDRESS: 78 Burghfield Road, Reading, RG30 3LP
PROPOSAL: Prior Approval Part 1 Class A.1(ea): Larger home extension
CASE OFFICER: Sian Hickey
METHOD: Householder
Decision: Dismissed
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WARD: Church

APPEAL NO: APP/EQ0345/D/25/3374757

CASE NO: PL/25/1217

ADDRESS: 33 Birdhill Avenue, Reading, RG2 7JT

PROPOSAL.: Rear extension measuring 5.0m in depth, with a maximum height of

3.16m, and 3.0m in height to eaves level. Notification of the
construction of an extension under class A Part 1 of Schedule 2 of the
Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development)
(England) Order 2015.

CASE OFFICER: Gary Miles
METHOD: Householder
Decision: Dismissed
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Agenda Item 6

Planning Applications

Committee
4 March 2026

Xoh I
@ Reacing

Title

PROPOSED FELLING OF ONE COUNCIL OAK TREE ADJACENT TO
ELIZABETH HOUSE, GOSBROOK ROAD AND TWO COUNCIL ASH
TREES AT THE FORMER HEIGHTS PRIMARY SCHOOL, 82
GOSBROOK ROAD, READING

Purpose of the report

To make a decision

Report status Public report
Executive Director/
Statutory Officer Emma Gee

Commissioning Report

Report author

Sarah Hanson, Natural Environment Officer

Lead councillor

Councillor Micky Leng, Lead Councillor for Planning and Assets

Council Priority

Deliver a sustainable and healthy environment and reduce our
carbon footprint

Ward Caversham

The Committee is asked:
Recommendations
1. To approve the proposed tree works.

1. Executive summary

1.1. To report to Committee on the proposed felling of one council Oak tree

adjacent to Elizabeth House, Gosbrook Road and two council Ash trees at
the former Heights Primary School, 82 Gosbrook Road; those being T1 & G1
respectively of TPO 7/08 (copy of TPO plan attached — Appendix 1).

2, Policy Context

Local Plan policy EN14: TREES, HEDGES AND WOODLANDS
includes the aim for

‘Individual trees, groups of trees, hedges and woodlands will be
protected from damage or removal where they are of importance, and
Reading’s vegetation cover will be extended'.

2.2. The protection of Council trees where appropriate to do so contributes

to this policy aim.

2.3. The Reading Borough Council adopted Tree Strategy (2021) sets 12
Objectives, which can be viewed here: Reading Borough Council Tree
Strategy, March 2021 . Appropriate management of Council, protected

trees meets the aims of Objective 1.
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3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

The Proposal

The Oak tree (T1) is located on a strip of land to the west of the access
road into Elizabeth House. The tree has historically been reduced to
manage its declining condition and has been subject to unfavourable
activity within its rooting area in the past, including parking and
dumping of green waste. Following an inspection by the Tree
Surveyor in Streetscene, an application was received on 23 January
2026 seeking consent for the felling of the Oak tree (application
reference PL/26/0080). The reason for the felling is due to the majority
of the western half of the tree being dead with indications of extensive
internal decay, and the eastern half showing signs of declining vitality
with a sparse crown and large dead wood over the parking area. A 2m
high stump will be left for wildlife value. An indication of the tree
condition can be seen in the photographs in Appendix 2. Replacement
planting will consist of one Quercus castanifolia Green Spire (upright
form Chestnut-leaved Oak) within the courtyard garden of Elizabeth
House and two Crataegus monogyna (common Hawthorn) in the
location of the felled Oak. The locations of these can been seen in
Appendix 3.

The Ash trees (G1) are located at the former Heights Primary School
and have been previously reduced (in 2018) as a result of identification
of fungal brackets and decay. Following an inspection by the Tree
Surveyor in Streetscene, an application was received on 21 January
2026 seeking consent for the felling of the Ash trees (application
reference PL/26/0063). The reason for felling is as a result of
continuing decay and a sparse crown with poor vitality making the
trees’ structural integrity questionable. Replacement planting with one
Acer platanoides (Norway Maple) and one Pinus nigra (Austrian pine)
will take place in the same location of the two TPO Ash trees. The
location of these can be seen in Appendix 3. For information, an
adjacent, non-TPO Ash is also in a similar, declining condition and is
proposed to be felled.

Tree work approvals will have conditions attached, one of which will be
to secure the replacement planting. It should be noted that under the
TPO we can only require 1 for 1 replacement. As RBC trees, there will,
however, be a net gain in line with the Tree Strategy.

As the Council-maintained trees in question are subject to a Tree
Preservation Order, a formal tree works application is required for the
works to be approved.

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 requires applications for
works to protected Council owned or maintained trees to be decided by
a Committee of the Council which is not responsible for managing the
land to which the application relates.

The law also requires a public notice to be displayed for at least 21
days giving details of the proposed works and contact details for any
comments to be sent.
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3.7

7.2.

The works proposed are necessary in order to appropriately manage
the risk these trees present and there are no feasible alternatives to
felling. Replacement planting will be carried out, as is normal following
felling of council trees, but also secured via condition. As no objection
or comments have been received as a result of the public notice, it is
recommended that the works be approved.

Contribution to Strategic Aims

Trees within the Council’s ownership improve the quality of its open
spaces and provide multiple environment benefits, including
improvement of air quality. The retention, planting and appropriate
management of Council trees promotes a sustainable and healthy
environment in Reading and helps to reduce its carbon footprint, one of
the five priorities of the Council Plan 2025/28.

Environmental and Climate Implications

The Council declared a Climate Emergency at its meeting on 26
February 2019 (Minute 48 refers).

Trees have multiple environmental benefits that include flood
alleviation, wildlife benefits, air pollution mitigation and air cooling. The
replacement planting overall represents a net gain in tree number
hence contributed to the Council’s aims.

Community Engagement

A site Notice was placed at the frontage of the entrance to Elizabeth
House on Gosbrook Road on 27 January 2026 and left for the required
21-day period, i.e. until 17 February 2026. No objections or comments
were received.

The applications have also been available to view via Public Access

Equality Implications

Under the Equality Act 2010, Section 149, a public authority must, in
the exercise of its functions, have due regard to the need to -

¢ eliminate discrimination, harassment, victimisation and any other
conduct that is prohibited by or under this Act;

e advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a
relevant protected characteristic and persons who do not share it;

o foster good relations between persons who share a relevant
protected characteristic and persons who do not share it.

No implications identified.

Other Relevant Considerations

None

Legal Implications
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9.1. Service and administration of Tree Preservation Orders falls under the
Town & Country Planning Act 1990 and The Town and Country
Planning (Tree Preservation)(England) Regulations 2012.

9.2. Preparing, serving confirmation and contravention of TPQO'’s are
services dealt with by the Council’s Legal Section.

9.3. Determination of applications affecting work to protected trees is
delegated to officers except where the proposal has been submitted by
or on behalf of the Council.

10. Financial Implications

10.1. None of this report. It is understood that works to the tree would be
funded by the Council from existing budgets.

11. Timetable for Implementation

11.1. Once issued, tree work approvals last for a period of 2 years, i.e. must
be carried out within that period.

12. Background Papers

12.1. Register of Tree Preservation Orders

Appendices
1. TPO plan of TPO 7/08

2. Photographs
3. Replacement planting details
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Appendix 1 — TPO 7/08 (plan)

v

T1 Oak; G1 Ash trees
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Appendix 2 — Photographs
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Appendix 3 — Replacement planting details

88 Gosbrook Road Replacement tree planting plan.
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82 Gosbrook Road Replacement tree planting plan for G1of TPO 7/08
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Overall 4 Council trees are to be felled (3 TPO; 1 non-TPO) and 5 replacements

planted.
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Agenda Item 7

Planning Applications Committee r’k I
£% Reading

04 March 2026 Borough Council

Working better with you
Title PLANNING ENFORCEMENT - Performance Report
Purpose of the To note the report for information
report
Report status Public report with Confidential annex
Report authors Catherine Lewis, Acting Public Protection Manager

David Lloyd, Principal Planning Enforcement Officer
Councillor Micky Leng
Lead Councillor for Planning and Assets

Lead Councillor

Corporate priority Thriving Communities

The Committee is asked:

Recommendations 1. To note the report.

This report contains confidential information contained within Annex 1; 4.3,
4.4,4.7, 4.9, 5.4 refers.

This report contains exempt information within the meaning of the following
paragraph of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 1972, as
amended by the Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985 and by the
Local Government (Access to information) (Variation) Order 2006:

6. Information which reveals that the authority proposes (a) to give under any
enactment a notice under or by virtue of which requirements are imposed on a
person; or (b) to make an order or direction under any enactment

And in all the circumstances of the case, the public interest in maintaining the
exemption outweighs the public interest in disclosing the information because:

Annex 1 details cases at varying stages of a planning enforcement investigation; it
would be prejudicial to disclose the information at this time.

1. Executive Summary

1.1.  Planning enforcement deals with breaches of planning controls, including:
where building work requiring planning permission is undertaken without such
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1.2.

2,

2.1

2.2

2.3

3.0
3.1

3.2

3.3

permission, where conditions attached to a planning condition are not
complied with, or where the use of a building or site is changed without
planning permission.

This report provides a status update for planning enforcement team.
Contribution to Strategic Aims

The Council Plan has established five priorities for the years 2025/28. These
priorities are:
e Promote more equal communities in Reading
e Secure Reading’s economic and cultural success
e Deliver a sustainable and healthy environment and reduce our carbon
footprint
¢ Planning enforcement is a regulatory process that ensures promises
made are actually built and maintained
e Safeguard and support the health and wellbeing of Reading’s adults and
children
e Ensure Reading Borough Council is fit for the future

Planning enforcement promotes equal and thriving communities by ensuring
that the planning system works fairly for all residents, rather than just those
with the most resources.

Planning enforcement acts as a regulatory safeguard that aligns physical
development with Reading’s long-term economic and cultural vision. It
ensures that growth is sustainable and that the town remains an attractive
place to visit, live, and invest

Background

Local planning authorities are responsible for taking enforcement action in
their administrative areas. They have discretion to take enforcement action
when they regard it as expedient to do so having regard to the development
plan and any other material considerations.

Planning Enforcement Officers investigate allegations and enquiries of
breaches of planning control. The officers write to members of the public,
developers and their agents, negotiate remedial action, liaise with other
Council departments to ensure consistency of approach, and make
recommendations as to the expediency of taking enforcement action.

As of 25 April 2024, the Levelling Up and Regeneration Act 2023 (LURA)
extended the timeframe for local authorities to take action against
unauthorised developments to 10 years for all breaches, including building
works and changes of use. This increase from the previous 4-year limit
provides authorities with a longer window to identify and address
environmental non-compliance. Any unauthorised building works or changes
of use finished on or after this date are subject to the new 10-year
enforcement period.
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3.4 In 2023 Planning Enforcement was integrated into the Public Protection
services which has a more regulatory role within the council. The team have
worked hard to clear a legacy of backlog cases.

Open cases on record on 26/06/2023 615

Cases closed since 26/06/2023 (as of January 2026) 999

4.0 Current position

4.1  This section outlines the current status of enforcement investigations and
actions regarding unauthorised development sites within Reading.

TABLE 1 - Current open cases (as of January 2026) 204
To be closed (investigation concluded; no action required) 27
Recent Investigations — within 4 weeks of receipt 14
Long term Investigations — over 21+ weeks old of receipt 116
Planned Actions (in progress) 13
Appeals (in progress) 6
Compliance checks to be made during the year (in progress) 14
Prosecutions (in progress) 13
Proposed works in default (charge on land to be made) 1

4.2 Enforcement action is typically taken as a last resort having regard to the
Reading Borough Local Plan 2019 and any other material consideration. All
actions seek to remedy a breach of planning control or restore amenity.
Where necessary enforcement action is taken by officers, such enforcement
processes are critical for maintaining public trust in the integrity of the
planning system.

4.3  The following table shows the breakdown of the 45 notices (enforcement
actions controlling development) served since 26/06/2023 and as of January
2026. A full breakdown of the notices and current status can be found within
Appendix 1a and 1b (due to the varying status of notices these are held within
the confidential annex).

TABLE 2 - Total Enforcement Notices served 45
Notices (appeal allowed rendering the notice no longer in force) 2
Notices (appeals partially allowed varying the notice) 2
Notices complied with (no further action required) 14
Notices awaiting compliance (being monitored) 14
Notices not complied with and resultingly referred for litigation 4
Notices not complied with and resultingly may require works to be carried 0
out in default (in progress)

4.4  The service of enforcement notices can generate an appeal. The following table
highlights what is currently in progress and provides case references for review
via the Planning Inspectorate casework portal. All recent enforcement appeal
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cases can be viewed here: Case Search. Appendix 5 which is within the
confidential annex provides images of the existing appeal cases the images are
confidential as they highlight the location.

Table 3
Case Reference Site Address Case Type Status
Canal Way, Enforcement In
APP/E0345/C/25/3377056 | Reading RG1 3H)J Notice Progress
Gloucester Road, Enforcement In
APP/E0345/C/25/3374609 | Reading RG30 2TH | Notice Progress
Redlands Road, Enforcement In
APP/E0345/C/25/3374442 | Reading, RG15HU | Notice Progress
Manor Park Close, | Enforcement In
APP/E0345/C/25/3365235 | Reading RG30 4PS | Notice Progress
Ashley Road, Enforcement In
APP/E0345/C/25/3364679 | Reading RG1 6HT Notice Progress
Persian Palace, Enforcement In
APP/E0345/C/24/3354043 | Reading RG4 8AA Notice Progress

4.5 To determine expediency cases are carefully and comprehensively assessed to
ensure action is proportionate having regard to the Reading Borough Local Plan
2019, supplementary planning guidance and in the public interest to remedy a
breach of planning control and restore amenity. This has led to the team’s good
(determined) Appeals performance as follows:

Silver Street

TABLE 4 APPEAL OUTCOMES

Land Breach App?&.ll
Decision

1 Hawk Cottages Erection of two dwellinghouses Dismissed

20 Norcot Road

Car repairs, bodywork repairs, bodyspraying, car
wash

Part dismissed

Extension not in accordance with approved plans

Reading, RG4 5HR

10 Anglefield Road and details Dismissed
/8 Grovelands Rear incidental building Dismissed
Road
11 Whiteknights Front boundary wall and rear extension not in L

: . Dismissed
Road accordance with approved plans and details
ZA’ 2B, 2(.: West Dwelling houses designed not in accordance with _—
Hill Reading RG1 Dismissed
2PN approved plans and change of use to HMOs
37 Chiltern Road,
Caversham, Boundary wall above 1m adjacent to a highway Dismissed

4.6  Further to the above 12 notices have been served to support the action taken
by the enforcement team in dealing with unkempt land. Whilst unkempt land is
not a breach of planning control the provisions within s215 of the Town and
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County Planning Act 1990 (TCPA 1990) permit the Council to remedy the
condition of land or building by serving a s215 notice.

TABLE 5 — S215 Notices served 12
Notices (appeal allowed rendering the notice no longer in force) 0
Notices complied with (no further action required) 2
Notices awaiting compliance (being monitored) 0
Notices not complied with and resultingly (likely) referred for litigation 6
Notices not complied with and held up (circumstances dictate) 1
Notices not complied with and resultingly may require works to be carried out 1
in default

4.7 s215 notices are not included on the s188 Register because they are not
legally defined as "enforcement notices" for the purposes of the Act. The
Section 188 register is strictly reserved for formal planning enforcement
actions related to breaches of planning control (unauthorised development or
use), whereas Section 215 notices relate to the maintenance of land. A data
return for s215 notices (PS2) is provided to Government when requested. The
online link to the public register can be found here - Planning enforcement
notices - Reading Borough Council. Appendix 2 evidences a summary of the
s215 notices (confidential). Due to the varying status of these investigates
they are kept confidential so as not to prejudice the case.

4.8 The planning enforcement team have also served 96 Planning Contravention
Notices requiring information about development to support case
investigations.

4.9  Officers within Planning Enforcement work with the Council’s Conservation
officer to safeguard the town's cultural assets, reviewing cases of
unauthorised works on Reading’s active listed buildings and heritage action
zones. 3 notices have been served since June 2023. Appendix 3 provides a
summary of the listed building notices served. (Due to the varying status of
these investigates they are kept confidential so as not to prejudice the case).

5.0 Litigation

5.1 Most premises comply with notices served for unauthorised development
forward of the premises front elevation. However, the team have brought
formal s179 of the Town and County Planning Act 1990 proceedings against
the following locations following a report of non-compliance with an
enforcement notice:

TABLE 6
Location Outcome
324-326 Oxford Road Guilty; Fined
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185A Oxford Road Guilty; Fined

82 Whitley Street Fined for costs; discharged due to compliance

Various sites
Resinprint Drives signage

Guilty; Fined

5.2

5.3

5.4

6.0
6.1

6.2

7.0
7.1

By controlling unauthorised shopfront alterations and advertisements,
planning enforcement maintains the visual appeal of retail areas. For those
unsure of what is permitted within Reading there is a supplementary planning
document; a design guide for shopfronts. Design Guide to Shopfronts
Supplementary Planning Document, Adopted January 2022

Businesses will attempt to display advertisements beyond what is permitted
by legislation. In the case of ‘Resinprint Drives Ltd’ this was a trader outside of
Reading, touting for business using highway furniture. The Planning
Enforcement Team will give all traders an opportunity to correct illegal
displayed advertisements, but failing that a s224 prosecution will occur. The
case was reported in the press: Reading: business forced to pay £2,875 for
illegal signs | Reading Chronicle

The Team has a range of proceedings in progress at the moment. These
include further s179 (non-compliance with Enforcement Notices) for
unauthorised change of use to flats/ unauthorised development, s216
(unkempt sites) s224 (advertisement) proceedings. Appendix 4 shows some
case information to highlight types of cases officers are dealing with and
common non-compliance, to include some before and after case records. Due
to the varying status of these investigates they are kept confidential so as not
to prejudice the case.

Environmental and Climate Implications

The Council declared a Climate Emergency at its meeting on 26 February
2019 (Minute 48 refers).

The National Planning Policy Framework 2024 states that the purpose of the
planning system is to contribute to the achievement of sustainable
development. Working to protect and enhance our natural, built and

historic environment; including making effective use of land, improving
biodiversity, using natural resources prudently, minimising waste and pollution
and mitigating and adapting to climate change, including moving to low
carbon economy.

Community Engagement

Planning enforcement receives enquiries and complaints from the community
and these are reviewed and responded to in line with the council’s
enforcement plan. Complaints and enquiries can be submitted via the
following webform Report a Planning Breach - Reading Borough Council.
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https://www.reading.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-enforcement/report-a-planning-breach/

8.0 Equality Implications

8.1 Under the Equality Act 2010, Section 149, a public authority must, in the
exercise of its functions, have due regard to the need to— eliminate
discrimination, harassment, victimisation and any other conduct that is
prohibited by or under this Act.

e advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a relevant
protected characteristic and persons who do not share it.

o foster good relations between persons who share a relevant protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it.

8.2  Planning enforcement must be proportionate and in the public. A decision
may be made not to take action if it would cause significant harm to a person's
welfare that outweighs the planning breach

9.0 Legal Implications

9.1 Enforcement powers are discretionary and local planning authorities should
act proportionately in responding to suspected breaches of planning control.

10.0 Financial Implications

10.1 There are no direct financial implications arising from this report.
11.0 Timetable for Implementation

11.1  Not applicable.

12.0 Background Papers

12.1 There are none.

Appendicies -

Annex 1 — Confidential Appendices

Appendix 1 - s188 Enforcement Notices Register since June 2023 with additional
confidential status information (Confidential)

(The public Section 188 Enforcement Register of Notices served can be viewed on the
Council’s website here: Planning enforcement notices - Reading Borough Council)

Appendix 1b - Withdrawn from the Register (Confidential)

Appendix 2 - s215 Notices Register (Confidential)

Appendix 3 - s38 Listed Building Enforcement Notices (Confidential)
Appendix 4 - Images of cases to show some before and after (Confidential)

Appendix 5 - Images of the existing appeal cases (Confidential)
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By virtue of paragraph(s) 6a, 6b of Part 1 of Schedule 12A
of the Local Government Act 1972.

Document is Restricted
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Agenda Item 8

04 March 2026
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Title

PLANNING APPLICATION REPORT

Ward

Abbey

Planning Application
Reference:

PL/19/0549 Full planning permission

Site Address: Shillingford House, 78 Oxford Road, Reading, RG1 7LJ
Demolition of existing three storey building containing 4 x ground floor
retail units and 4 x flats to first and second floors and erection of a six
Proposed storey building containing 3 x ground floor retail units and 13 x flats (6

Development

x 1 bed, 6 x 2 bed and 1 x 3 bed) with associated enclosed communal
areas, bin store, services room and cycle storage facility (amended
description)

Applicant Trenton Limited
Report author Matt Burns
Deadline: 21/08/2019 Extension of time date: 8 May 2026

Recommendations

GRANT subject to S106 being entered into and subject to planning
conditions

S106

Heads of Terms to include:

1. Affordable Housing Contribution of £142,500 towards the
provision of off-site affordable housing within the Borough. Index
linked and payable prior to commencement of development.

2. Affordable Housing Deferred Payment Mechanism (DPM) to
ensure that the Council shares in in any positive uplift in the
viability of the development as a result of future lower construction
costs or an uplift in values. DPM to be in the form of an open book
review of standard development cost and value inputs (triggered
on sale or equivalent of the 10th unit) to secure that any excess
above a developer’s profit of 16.25% of gross value is shared on
a 50/50 basis (£1 for £1) between the applicant and the LPA up to
the equivalent of the 30% policy cap (£285, 000).

3. To secure a zero-carbon offset contribution as per the
Sustainable Design and Construction SPD 2019 to ensure the
development provides a minimum of 35% improvement in
regulated emissions over the Target Emissions Rate in the 2013
Building Regulations, plus a contribution of £1,800 per remaining
tonne towards carbon offsetting within the Borough (calculated as
£60/tonne over a 30-year period). As per formula in the
Sustainable Design and Construction SPD. Index linked and
payable prior to occupation of the first unit.

4. To secure a construction phase Employment and Skills Plan
(ESP) or equivalent financial contribution (£2,647). As calculated
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in the Council's Employment Skills and Training SPD (2013).
Contribution index linked and plan/contribution to be provided prior
to commencement of development.

To allow Officers to work efficiently and effectively it is requested that
minor changes to the Heads of Terms and details of the legal
agreement that arise during the negotiations are delegated to officers.

Conditions

To include:

1. Time Limit — 3 years.

2. Approved plans to be implemented.

3. Pre-commencement (excluding demolition) details of all
external materials and fixtures to be submitted and approved.

4. Pre-commencement (including demolition) demolition and
construction method statement to be submitted and approved.

5. Pre-commencement (excluding demolition) submission and

approval of all hard and soft landscaping details. All
landscaping to be carried out in accordance with approved
details in the first planting season following occupation of the
development with replacement planting required for first 5
years.

6. Pre-commencement submission (excluding demolition) and
approval of a design stage SAP assessment (residential units
only) to achieve a minimum of 35% carbon emission
improvement over 2013 The Building Regulations.

7. Pre-occupation submission and approval of an as built SAP
assessment (residential units only) demonstrating the
standard approved under condition no. 6 above has been
achieved

8. Pre-commencement (excluding demolition) submission and
approved of a design stage BREEAM assessment
(commercial units only) to achieve a minimum Very Goof
standards

9. Pre-occupation submission and approval of an as-built BREEAM
assessment to achieve the standard approved under condition
no. 8 above.

10. Pre-commencement (excluding demolition) submission and
approval of a noise assessment mitigation scheme.

11. Pre-commencement (excluding demolition) submission and
approval of an air quality mitigation scheme

12. Pre-occupation provision of all energy measures set out in the
Energy and Sustainability Statement hereby approved.

13. Pre-occupation implementation photovoltaic panels.

14. Pre-occupation notification of occupiers that they would not be
automatically entitled to a parking permit.

15. Pre-occupation provision of approved cycle parking.

16. Pre-occupation provision of approved residential bin store.

17. Pre-occupation (of each commercial unit) submission and
approval of bin store details.

18. Pre-occupation submission and approval of a refuse
management and collection strategy

19. Pre-occupation submission and approval of measures to
prevent pests and vermin accessing bin stores.

20. Compliance condition — dwelling mix only as approved.

21. Compliance condition — commercial units to be occupied as
Class E(a) (retail) only

22. Compliance condition relating to hours of
demolition/construction works (0800-1800hrs Mondays to
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Fridays and 0800-1300hrs Saturdays, and not at any time on
Sundays and Bank or Statutory Holidays)

23. Compliance condition relating to no burning of materials or
green waste on site.

24, Compliance condition that level access to the development
shall be provided and retained

25. Pre-occupation provision of the elevator and retention in good
working order thereafter.

26. No mechanical plant to be installed until a noise assessment
and mitigation scheme has been submitted and approved.
Installation as approved.

27. No fixing or installing of miscellaneous item to the external
faces or roof of the building hereby permitted.

28. All windows to the west elevation of the proposed building to
be obscurely glazed and fixed shut below 1.7m from internal
floor level

To include:

1. Positive and Proactive Statement

2. Damage to the highway

3.  Works affecting highways

4. Section 106 Legal Agreement

5. Pre-commencement conditions
Informatives 6. Terms

7.  Building Control

8. Complaints about construction

9. Encroachment

10. Community Infrastructure Levy

11. No automatic entitlement to parking permits

12. No entitlement of future occupiers to parking permits

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

Executive summary

This planning application, as can be seen from the application submission date and the
pre-application enquiry history, has been worked on by officers and the applicant’s team
on and off for many years. The proposal being presented in this report for a decision is
the outcome of those discussions. It is a scheme that provides for retail/commercial use
on the ground floor and an assortment of 13 apartments on the upper floors, including
one 3 bedroom flat.

The visual impact of the new building will be mitigated, particularly when seen from the
street, by the stepped back design and use of red and grey brick to reflect the appearance
of the existing building and to blend in with the older buildings in the area. The building
will form a transition from mainly 3 storeys on the Oxford Road to the south and 7 storeys
plus on Chatham Place to the north.

With the design and appearance resolved negotiations moved to S106 Heads of Terms
and particularly how the redevelopment of the site could contribute towards providing
affordable housing within the Borough. As set out in the recommendation, a financial
contribution has been confirmed plus a deferred payment mechanism agreed to meet the
objectives of the relevant Local Plan policy.

Officers acknowledge the concerns raised by both CAAC and the Conservation Officer
regarding new development within the conservation area but on balance have concluded
that the amended scheme (it’s restrained design, use of brick, provision of good standard
housing, sustainable development and contribution towards affordable housing
elsewhere in the Borough) is acceptable and you are recommended to grant planning
permission, subject to a S106 agreﬁgwaegné %n]d planning conditions as set out above.




2.2.

2.3.

2.4

Introduction and site description

The application site is located on the north side of Oxford Road at the corner junction with
Alfred Street. The site contains a three storey end of terrace building with four commercial
units at ground floor level. The largest commercial unit which fronts Oxford Road contains
an estate agents, whilst the other three units which front Alfred Street are vacant. On the
upper floors of the building there are 4 x two bedroom flats.
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Figure 1 - Site Location Plan

The existing building is understood to date from the 1930’s. There are four shopfronts
with differing window proportions, stall riser heights and door designs. The first and
second floors elevations of the building are finished with grey/buff brick with red brick trim
and detailing around the edges of each elevation and around windows. The building has
a shallow hipped pitched roof but as this is set back from the roof edge behind a raised
parapet it is hidden from views from street level with just the parapet visible. The upper
floor residential parts of the building have white UPVC windows and are accessed via an
entrance door from Oxford Road. There are a number of satellite dishes on the Alfred
Street elevation of the building.

The building is part of a wider terrace of buildings on this side of Oxford Road between
Eaton Place to the west and Alfred Street. The terrace predominantly consists of three
storey buildings with commercial units at ground floor and commercial or residential flats
above, whilst some buildings also have a basement level. The buildings within the terrace
display a wide variety of shopfront styles and advertisements. The application building,
whilst also three storey, is the tallest building within the terrace as a result of the parapet
roof. No. 80 Oxford Road, which is the adjacent building, is the smallest building in the
terrace at two storeys. A number of the buildings within the terrace have yards and/or
service areas to rear accessed from Eaton Place.

To the east of the site, beyond Alfred Street is a small grass verge with two mature trees.
Beyond this grass verge is the Oxford Road bridge over the IDR, the other side of which
are buildings of larger scale between 5 and 7 storeys with the Holiday Inn and Penta
hotels. To the rear (north) of the application site is Mayer House, a contemporary
development with ground floor commercial units and residential flats above of between 5
and 7 storeys which forms part of the Chatham Place development. Situated between the
application site and Mayer House is a small single storey electrical substation building.
Mayer House sits directly behind and spans the full length of the terrace of the buildings
of which the application site forms part of. To the east of Mayer House there is a small
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2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

area of green open space associated with the Chatham Place development. To south of
the application site on the opposite side of Oxford Road buildings are more modest in
scale. Directly opposite is no. 101 Oxford Road, a two storey office building, to the west
of this building is Providence Evangelical Church and beyond this is a three storey terrace
of buildings including offices and ground floor commercial units with residential above.

Much of Oxford Road, including in front of the application site, is a red route with no
stopping of vehicles or parking permitted. However, slightly to the west of the site there
are temporary stopping and pay and display parking bays to serve the terrace, which the
application site forms part of.

The application site and wider terrace of buildings is located within the Castle Hill/Russell
Street/Oxford Road Conservation Area. The site is located on the north east edge of the
conservation area which ends at Alfred Street and spans areas along Oxford Road to the
west and roads further south. No. 101 Oxford Road, the office building directly opposite
the site is a grade |l Listed building and next to this the Providence Evangelical Church is
not listed but is identified as a Building of Townscape Merit within the Conservation Area.
This parade benefited from public realm improvement works brought forward by the
recent High Street Heritage Action Zone (HSHAZ) project with the previous tarmac
forecourt area refurbished with red block paviours.

The Historic Area Assessment carried out for the HSHAZ considered the quality of the
parade and concluded that no.78 (shaded in blue) was a neutral contributor to the
character of the parade shown in blue on the plan below.

Map Showing Relative Contributions to Character Within Character Area 6.1
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Figure 2

The site is located within the limits of the Reading Central Area as defined by Policy CR1
(Definition of Central Reading), within the West Side Major Opportunity Area as defined
by Policy CR12 (West Side Major Opportunity Area) and within an ‘area of potential for
tall buildings’ as defined by Policy CR10B (Tall Buildings — Western Grouping). The site
is also located within an Air Quality Management Area (AQMA).
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Figure 3 - View of thé exi'éting.b'-ui'l_dihg looking north across Oxford Road from Howard Street

Figure 5 - View of the existing building looking south along Alfred Street
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3.1

3.2.

3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

Figure 6 - View of the existing building looking East along Oxford Road
The Proposal

The application seeks full planning permission for demolition of the existing building and
erection of a new six storey building containing 3 x ground floor retail units (Use Class
E(a)) and 13 x flats (6 x 1 bed, 6 x 2 bed and 1 x 3 bed) (Use Class C3 — Dwellinghouses)
to the upper floors of the building with associated enclosed communal areas, bin store,
services room and cycle storage.

The recent planning history for redevelopment of the site started with pre-app advice
being provided in 2014 and an application in 2016. This application was withdrawn
following officer concerns regarding integration of the proposals with the existing building
resulting in internal overlooking and a clumsy appearance to the development. Design
Review Panel advice at the time was that the concrete structure of the existing building
made internal alterations difficult and that a complete redevelopment of the site was more
likely to enable a high-quality development. in terms of visual appearance and standard
of accommodation, to be provided.

The current application was submitted in May 2019. The initial proposal and iteration of
the proposed plans was for Demolition of existing building containing GF retail and 4
dwellings over to be replaced with 14no. residential dwellings (3xstudio, 5x1bed, 5x2bed,
1x3bed).

Concerns were raised by officers regarding the appearance of the proposed development,
in particular its integration with the rest of the terrace and shopfronts, as well as concerns
regarding the proposed unit mix. There followed a series of amended plans cumulating in
the latest proposals that are under consideration as part of this report with final
amendments submitted in December 2025. With the appearance and mix becoming more
acceptable to officers, attention turned to the financial viability of the scheme and
negotiating an acceptable affordable housing offer.

The main changes between the original plans submitted under the current application and
the amended plans subject of this report are:
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- Revised approach to massing with increasing set back of massing to floors above

third storey level from both the Oxford Road and Alfred Street elevations, but with
overall massing increased to six storeys.

- Revised approach to shopfronts with reduced glazing and more traditional shopfront

proportions proposed.

- Revised approach to design and appearance with smaller windows with more regular

proportions to upper floors and overall reduced levels of glazing and balconies. Use
of red brick to lower floors with lighter grey/buff brick to recessed upper floors.

- Reduction in number of flats proposed from 14 to 13 with the proposed unit mix

changing from 3 x studio, 5 x 1bed, 5 x 2 bed and 1 x 3 bed to (6 x 1 bed, 6 x 2 bed
and 1 x 3 bed).

Figure 7 - Visuals of proposed development subject of this report — existing on left and proposed
on right.

3.6

Submitted plans and documentation:

Design & Access Statement (including Heritage Statement)
CA-125-01-01-3-Site Location Plan
CA-125-02-01-3-Existing Site Block Plan
CA-125-09-01-2-Existing Ground Floor Plan
CA-125-09-02-2-Existing First Floor Plan
CA-125-09-03-2-Existing Second Floor Plan
CA-125-09-04-2-Existing Roof Plan
CA-125-09-05-2-Existing South Elevation
CA-125-09-06-2-Existing East Elevation
CA-125-09-07-2-Existing North Elevation
CA-125-09-08-2-Existing West Elevation
CA-125-09-09-1-Existing Ground Floor NIA Measure
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4.1.
4.2.

4.3.
4.4.

CA-125-02-02-4-Proposed Site Block Plan
CA-125-03-01-4-Proposed Ground Floor
CA-125-03-02 Rev 5 — 1¢t floor plan

CA-125-03-03 Rev 5 - 2" floor plan

CA-125-03-04 Rev 5 — 3" floor plan
CA-125-03-05-4-Proposed Fourth Floor
CA-125-03-06-4-Proposed Fifth Floor
CA-125-03-07-4-Proposed Roof Plan
CA-125-03-08-5-Proposed Area Schedules
CA-125-03-09-2-Proposed GIA Area Plans Sheet 1
CA-125-03-10-2-Proposed GIA Area Plans Sheet 2
CA-125-03-11-2-Proposed GIA Area Plans Sheet 3
CA-125-03-12 Rev 2 — Ground and 1%t floor plans
CA-125-03-13 Rev 2 — 2" & 3™ floor plans
CA-125-03-14 Rev 2 — 4" & 5" floor plans
CA-125-03-15 Rev 1 — Highway turning plan
CA-125-04-01 Rev 5 — Sections sheet 1
CA-125-04-02 Rev 4 - Proposed Sections Sheet 2
CA-125-04-03 Rev 4 - Proposed Sections Sheet 3

CA-125-05-01 Rev 8 - East and south street elevations
CA-125-05-02 Rev 6 - Proposed South Elevation
CA-125-05-03 Rev 8 -East elevation

CA-125-05-04 Rev 7 -North elevation

CA-125-05-05 Rev 7 -West elevation

CA-125-05-06 Rev - Proposed Street Level View 1 elevation
CA-125-05-07 Rev -Proposed Street Level View 1 elevation
CA-125-05-08 Rev 6 -Street view looking south along Alfred Street
CA-125-05-09 REV 1 — Photo images

CA-125-05-10 Rev 1 — Photo images

Amended plans received 15 December 2025

Retail Sequential Test — received 3 November 2025
Relevant Planning history
PL/89/1316 — Change of use of ground floor from retail (A1) to restaurant (A3) - Granted

PL/05/0014 - Extension and refurbishment to provide 10 flats and cafe front — Granted
with s106

PL/07/0831 — Alterations to the frontage of the building — Granted.

PL/16/1860 - Part second floor rear extension plus addition of third floor to
existing building fronting Oxford Road. Partial demolition and conversion of existing and
new build in linked 4/5 storeys element addressing Alfred Street to provide mixed use
comprising a total of 13no. residential units (7no. one bedroom flats and 6no. two
bedroom flats) and 4no. ground floor retail units with associated enclosed bin store and
cycle storage facility in semi-covered rear courtyard — Withdrawn

Consultations

RBC Transport — No objection subject to conditions to secure submission and approval
of a construction and demolition method statement prior to commencement of
development, submission and approval of cycle store details prior to occupation of the
development and to require the applicant to notify future occupiers of the development
that they would not be automatically entitled to a parking permit.
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5.2.

5.3.

5.4.

5.5.

5.6.

RBC Environmental Protection — No objection subject to conditions to secure submission
and approval of a noise assessment and mitigation scheme and a construction and
demolition method statement prior to commencement of development, that no mechanical
plant is installed until an appropriate noise assessment has been submitted and
approved, to control that noisy construction and demolition work is only carried out during
standard working hours (0800 to 1800 Monday to Friday, 0900 to 1300 Saturdays and
not on Sundays or Bank Holidays) and to control that no waste is burned on site.

RBC Natural Environment — The property is centrally located in Reading and in an area
identified as having tree canopy cover of 10% or less. There will be no new opportunity
for tree or landscape enhancement as a result of this proposal however, as there is
currently no landscaping associated with the site it would be unreasonable to object to
the application on these grounds. Consideration must be given to the enhancement of the
ecology and green credentials of the development by other means. This could be by
including a green roof onto the flat root element and by providing opportunity for
landscape planting by incorporating planters within the rooftop terrace.

RBC Ecology Adviser — No objection, it is unlikely the proposals would impact upon
protected species, and the site contains no existing vegetation such that there would be
not net loss in biodiversity.

RBC Waste Services — The residential bin store provides sufficient capacity for the
required number of bins for 13 flats. The size and location of the bin stores within each of
the commercial units is not shown on the proposed plans and details of this should be
secured by condition. Details of how and from where refuse will be collected from the site
is required to be agreed and a waste management and collection strategy should
therefore also be secured by way of condition.

RBC Conservation Officer — Comments provided as an addendum to previous comments
on the application. Previous comments on the original plans raised objection to the
proposals on the basis that its scale, height, forms, design, and appearance, would be a
dominating, competing, and distracting element within the conservation area. The
proposed development would have less than substantial harm (at a moderate level) to
the character and appearance of the conservation area, including the setting of the listed
building and views from the entrance of the conservation area. The proposal would result
in value loss, and the replacement building’s design quality fails to make a positive
contribution to the local character and distinctiveness.

I note there have been revisions to the design of the proposed building. | list and comment
on them as follows:

- The replacement building would be finished with red bricks following the form of the
original/historic building, but incorporating contemporary materials and appearance.
The use of grey bricks between the first and second floor windows would refer to
Reading’s brickwork and would be in harmony with the proposed third and fourth
floors to the rear.

- Due to the horizontal arrangement /design of the ground floor’s rusticating finish
and continuous string courses on Alfred Street elevation, the focus would be shifted
to horizontality rather than verticality, resulting in a perception of the proposed
massing as lesser or lower.

- Similarly, because of the use of two-colour bricks, with the emphasis on the red, the
design and appearance of the building would sit more comfortably in the historic
environment in which it lies.
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5.7.

5.8

5.9

The proposed retail units, given their basic lines, forms, dark grey frames and
recessed fascia signage, would not dominate but possibly positively enhance the
historic shopfronts on Oxford Street.

Likewise, the proposed roof terraces with steel balustrades, because of their scale
and matching grey colour with the proposed fenestration, would not be oppressive
additions to the conservation area.

The proposed PV arrays and plants, due to their location and position, would relate
to Alfred Street, rather than Oxford Road, resulting in minimal harm to the character
and appearance of the area.

| find the proposed design much more appropriate, although | would still prefer some
natural elements to be considered for the application site to increase the beneficial
impacts of the scheme.

| would conclude that the harm to the significance of the conservation area would
be at a low level due to the loss of a historic building and the proposed scale of the
new development.

Conservation Area Advisory Committee (CAAC) — Object:

The proposal does not conserve or enhance but causes harm to the character and
appearance of the Russell Street/Castle Hill/ Oxford Road Conservation Area by its
height, design and materials and therefore conflicts with Policy EN4.

This is a new development in a conservation area and conflicts with Policy EN6 as
it does not make a positive contribution to the conservation area. Its scale, height,
mass and proportions are not sensitive to the historic context of the corner plot.
The proposed red and grey brick are a poor substitute for the current brickwork.
Brick facades in themselves do not make a new development acceptable.

The concept of the design shows no imagination nor desire to enhance the street
or this area of the conservation area.

There is a high risk that it will set up a chain of redevelopment along this section of
Oxford Road.

The HSHAZ project did much good work to enhance and encourage improvements
to this run of properties. If approved, this application would undermine that and have
a significant negative impact on the street.

Public Notification

A site notice was displayed at the application site in May 2019 and neighbours notified

plus notices in local press as a major application. A further site notice was displayed on
11™ July 2025 to notify that amended plans had been received.

No letters of representation have been received.

Legal context

Section 16(2) and 66(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act
1990 requires the local planning authority to have special regard to the desirability of
preserving a listed building or its setting or any features of special interest which it
possesses.
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6.2

6.3.

6.4.

6.5.

Section 72 (1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
requires the local planning authority in the exercise of its functions to pay special attention
to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of a
conservation area.

Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires that proposals
be determined in accordance with the development plan unless material considerations
indicate otherwise. Material considerations include relevant policies in the National
Planning Policy framework (NPPF) - among them the 'presumption in favour of
sustainable development'. However, the NPPF does not change the statutory status of
the development plan as the starting point for decision making (NPPF paragraph 12).

In this regard, the NPPF states that due weight should be given to the adopted policies
of the Local Plan 2019 according to their degree of consistency with the NPPF (the closer
the policies in the plan to the policies in the NPPF, the greater the weight that may be
given).

Accordingly, the latest NPPF and the following development plan policies and
supplementary planning guidance are relevant:

National Planning Policy Framework (December 2024, as amended February 2025).
The following chapters are the most relevant (others apply to a lesser extent):

Section 2 - Achieving sustainable development

Section 4 - Decision-making

Section 6 - Building a strong, competitive economy

Section 7 - Ensuring the vitality of town centres

Section 8 - Promoting healthy and safe communities

Section 9 - Promoting sustainable transport

Section 11 - Making effective use of land

Section 12 - Achieving well-designed places

Section 14 - Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change
Section 15 - Conserving and enhancing the natural environment
Section 16 - Conserving and enhancing the historic environment

National Planning Practice Guidance (2014 onwards)

Reading Borough Local Plan 2019

Policies:

CC1: PRESUMPTION IN FAVOUR OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
CC2: SUSTAINABLE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION

CC3: ADAPTATION TO CLIMATE CHANGE

CC5: WASTE MINIMISATION AND STORAGE

CC6: ACCESSIBILITY AND THE INTENSITY OF DEVELOPMENT

CC7: DESIGN AND THE PUBLIC REALM

CC8: SAFEGUARDING AMENITY

EN1: PROTECTION AND ENHANCEMENT OF THE HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT
EN3: ENHANCEMENT OF CONSERVATION AREAS

EN6: NEW DEVELOPMENT IN A HISTORIC CONTEXT

EN12: BIODIVERSITY AND THE GREEN NETWORK

EN15: AIR QUALITY

EN16: POLLUTION AND WATER RESOURCES
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6.6

6.7

7.2

EN17: NOISE GENERATING EQUIPMENT

EN18: FLOODING AND DRAINAGE

TR1: ACHIEVING THE TRANSPORT STRATEGY

TR3: ACCESS, TRAFFIC AND HIGHWAY-RELATED MATTERS

TRS5: CAR AND CYCLE PARKING AND ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING
RL1: NETWORK AND HIERARCHY OF CENTRES

OU5: SHOPFRONTS AND CASH MACHINES

CR1: DEFINITION OF CENTRAL READING

CR2: DESIGN IN CENTRAL READING

CR3: PUBLIC REALM IN CENTRAL READING

Supplementary Planning Documents:

Sustainable Design and Construction (2019)
Revised Parking Standards and Design (2011)
Design Guide to Shopfronts (2022)

Local Plan Partial Update

The current version of the Local Plan (adopted in November 2019) turned five years old
on Tuesday 5" November 2024. The Local Plan was reviewed in March 2023 and around
half of the policies in the plan are considered still up to date. However, the rest need to
be considered for updating to reflect changing circumstances and national policy. The
submission draft of the Local Plan Partial Update was submitted on 9" May 2025.

Although there is a five-year period for carrying out a review of a plan after it is adopted,
nothing in the NPPF or elsewhere says that policies automatically become “out of date”
when they are five years old. Officer advice in respect of the Local Plan policies pertinent
to this application and listed above is that they remain in accordance with national policy
and that the objectives of those policies remains very similar in the draft updated Local
Plan. Therefore, they can continue to be afforded weight in the determination of this
planning application and are not considered to be ‘out of date’

Appraisal

The main matters to be considered are:

. Land Use Principles
Development density, unit mix and affordable housing
. Design considerations and effect on character and heritage
. Amenity Matters
Transport
Natural Environment
. Sustainability
. Other Matters
Equalities impact

~TIETMMUO®>»

Land Use Principles

Retail use
At ground floor level the proposals seek to replace the four existing retail units with three,

slightly larger retail units. This enga%es conS|derat|on against local plan policy CR1 which
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requires a sequential test is carried out. While the floor area is reducing an assessment
of the impact on the retail vitality is still required as per Policy CR1 with the default position
being that retail floorspace should where possible be directed to more central locations.

The applicant has submitted a retail sequential test report carried out to an acceptable
standard. Officers can confirm that whilst the total number of retail units would reduce by
one, the total floor space within the proposed development for retail use would remain
very similar to the existing situation, with a total of 140m2 retail floorspace compared to
144m2 existing retail floorspace. The site lies strategically near to the core retail area
though its location would provide affordable commercial space in an area historically
associated with retail-use. Current vacancy rates in the core locations indicate demand
can be met by existing spaces.

In addition, the provision of slightly larger retail units could help increase interest in the
units from potential future occupiers given the smallest existing unit has been vacant for
some time.

In overall terms, retention of the ground floor level commercial uses would align with
Policy RL1 (Network and Hierarchy of Centres) which seeks the vitality and viability of
Reading as a Regional Centre should be maintained and enhanced

Residential use

The application site lies close to amenities and public transport links and is located in the
West Side Major Opportunity Area (MOA) as defined by Policy CR12. The site does not
form part of the specific sub-areas identified under Policy CR12 within the MOA but
nonetheless is still located within the larger MOA area where the general principles for
new development outlined under Policy CR12 apply and support development that
provides “a mix of uses including residential, gives careful consideration to the areas of
transition to low and medium density residential areas and conserve, and, where possible,
enhance listed buildings and conservation areas and their settings’.

Therefore, the broad principle of the proposal for residential development in this
accessible town centre location aligns with Policies CC6 (Accessibility and Intensity of
Development), H1 (Provision of New Housing) and CR12 (West Side Major Opportunity
Area). The details of the proposed development are now considered within the rest of this
report.

B. Development density, unit mix and affordable housing

Density

The application proposes a high development density of 542 dwellings per hectare,
however, there is no prescribed local policy density upper limit for town centre sites. While
Policy CR12 includes some figures for indicative development capacity it should be noted
that development capacity can vary significantly on town centre sites.

In addition, Policy H2 (Density and Mix) outlines indicative density of above 100 dwellings
per hectare in town centre locations, with factors such as site characteristics, accessibility
and need to achieve high quality design and minimise environmental impacts informing
the appropriate density. The sustainable town centre location of the site, and proximity to
other nearby high-density developments, such as Chatham Place point towards the
development density proposed being appropriate for the site but the other relevant factors

described above will be considered in more detail later in this report to fully inform this
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viewpoint. Notably Part v) of Policy CR12 states that development within the West Side
MOA should “give careful consideration to the areas of transition to low and medium
density residential areas and conserve and, where possible, enhance listed buildings and
conservation areas and their settings”. This will be assessed in more detail in the design
and heritage section of this report.

Unit mix

In terms of unit mix Policy CR6 (Living in Central Reading) requires that residential
developments within the Central Area should contribute towards providing a mix of
different sized units with a mixture of one, two and three bedroom units. The application
proposes 6 x one bedroom, 6 x two bedroom and 1 x three bedroom flats. Policy H2
explains that the mix of residential development proposed should contribute towards
meeting the identified housing needs of the Borough. Figure 4.6 within the supporting text
to Policy H2 sets out that there is most need within the borough for family sized units of
2 and 3 bedrooms. In this respect while 46% of the new units are 1 bedroom dwellings,
54% are two bedroom, including one 3 bedroom flat.

Affordable housing

In terms of affordable housing, Policy H3 (Affordable Housing) states that development
proposals of 10 or more dwellings should provide 30% on-site provision of affordable
housing. The policy goes on to state that ‘In all cases where proposals fall short of the
policy target as a result of viability considerations, an open-book approach will be taken
and the onus will be on the developer/landowner to clearly demonstrate the
circumstances justifying a lower affordable housing contribution’. The Applicant submitted
a viability appraisal which has been subject to reviews by both RBC Valuations and an
independent consultant. The conclusion is that it is not viable for the development to
provide or contribute towards affordable housing. In fact, the development is unviable to
the extent that it would not be commercially viable to carry out and in this respect RBC
Valuations advice to Officers is that it is not the need to provide affordable housing that
is making the scheme unviable rather that the wider scheme itself is already unviable as
result of the scale of the existing building and relatively modest increase in floor area
proposed as part of the development.

Given the above conclusions Officers have sought clarification from the Applicant as to
why they would wish to carry out such an unviable scheme which under normal
circumstances would not be commercially deliverable. The Applicant has advised that the
building has been owned by their family for many years, having been bought by the
Applicant’s father in the 1980’s and that they are adopting a long-term view of the scheme
financially, which they see as a family investment for future generations and a way in
which to affirm his father’s footprint in Reading. This reasoning is acknowledged by
Officers however, given the need to provide affordable housing is not the reason why the
scheme has been found to be unviable, RBC Valuations Officers have held long running
negotiations with the Applicant in respect of affordable housing provision. These
negotiations have resulted in the Applicant offering a financial contribution equivalent to
the provision of 10% of the dwellings as affordable housing. This equates to a financial
contribution of £142,500 towards provision of off-site housing within the Borough to be
secured as part of a section 106 legal agreement. A deferred payment mechanism would
also be included within the section 106 agreement to ensure that if any positive gains
were made in viability due to lower construction costs and/or an expected uplift in values
the Council would share in that uplift in value of the development. The ‘cap’ for these
contributions would be equivalent to the Gross Development Value derived maximum
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contribution for the development which could mean that the equivalent financial
contribution of 30% affordable housing could be achieved. Advice from RBC Valuations
to Officers is that this offer should be accepted given the overall unviable nature of the
proposed development.

Therefore, securing via s106 a financial contribution (£142,500) equivalent to the
provision of 10% of the proposed dwellings as affordable housing is considered to be
acceptable given the significant unviable nature of the proposed development, whilst
agreement to a deferred payment mechanism to ensure the Council shares in any future,
albeit unlikely, uplift in value of the scheme is welcomed in accordance with Policy H3.

Design considerations and effect on character and heritage

Local Authorities are required by Section 66 and Section 72 of the Planning (Listed
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of Conservation Areas and effects
upon listed buildings or their setting when considering development proposals that affect
the setting or views into it. This is reflected locally within Policies EN1 (Protection and
Enhancement of the Historic Environment) and EN3 (Enhancement of Conservation
Areas) which requires proposals to protect and where possible enhance the character
and appearance of heritage assets including listed buildings and conservation areas.
More generally Policy CC7 (Design and The Public Realm) requires that new
development maintains and enhances the character of the surrounding area and Policy
CR2 (Design in Central Reading) requires that development in the town centre is of high
quality and respects the area surrounding the site.

The Russell Street/Castle Hill/Oxford Road Conservation Area Appraisal (2020) identifies
that the building falls within the Oxford Road sub-area of the Conservation Area. The
Appraisal document identifies key positive features that contribute to the sub-areas
significance as part of the Conservation Area which include the presence of no. 101
Oxford Road, a Grade Il listed good quality example of an early Georgian residence as
well as Providence Chapel and its polychrome brick fagcade, a Building of Townscape
Merit, both of which are sited directly opposite the application site on Oxford Road. The
Conservation Area Appraisal also identifies key negative features that detract from the
sub-areas significance as part of the Conservation Area which include modern shopfronts
and loss of original 19" century shopfronts, roller shutters, brightly illuminated and
irregularly sized retail signage particularly within the terrace of buildings between Aldred
Street and Eaton Place which the application site forms part of, poor statement of repair
of many properties including presence of modern uPVC windows and satellite dishes.

In the first instance it is necessary to consider the proposed demolition and loss of the
existing three storey building. Whilst not an unpleasant building visually, with use of some
attractive brick work detailing to the upper floors and particularly around windows, the
building is not considered to be of significant architectural merit. Indeed, in terms of the
building’s contribution to the surrounding Conservation Area it incorporates a number of
features identified within the Conservation Area Appraisal as detracting from the
Conservation Areas significance, including poor quality modern shopfronts and signage,
modern uPVC windows and visual clutter from satellite dishes. The building’s
appearance, with large parapet roof and proportion of upper floor windows is also at odds
with the rest of the buildings within the wider terrace within which it is located as well as
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those on the opposite side of the street. The buildings current contribution to the
significance of the Conservation is therefore considered to be limited.

Some of the features in the building detracting from the significance of the Conservation
Area would appear to be minor and relatively easily rectified (i.e. removal of modern
windows, shopfronts, signage and satellite dishes). However, it is noted, as mentioned
above within this report, that a Design Review Panel commenting on a previous
development proposal at the site, which incorporated retention of the existing building,
highlighted concern that the concreate structure of the building provides limited scope for
successful internal alteration or sympathetic extension of the building for modern
residential standards. The panel's advice was that a complete redevelopment of the site
is likely to provide a better opportunity to provide a high quality development both in terms
of visual appearance and also in terms of standard of accommodation to be provided. In
this respect Officers do not raise objection to demolition of the existing building, subject
to any replacement building being of suitable high quality in terms of design and
development overall.

The existing building fills the footprint of the site at ground, first and second floor level and
the proposed replacement building would do the same. The ground floor layout proposes
that three commercial units would front Oxford Road and then turn the corner to Alfred
Street providing activation to both frontages. Service areas (commercial and residential
bin stores, cycle stores and access to the upper floor flats) to be located further along
Alfred Street. The three proposed commercial units would present well-proportioned
shopfronts incorporating glazed frontages, brick pilasters and consistent stall riser, fascia
and window bar/mullion proportions and layout, which would align with advice in the
Design Guide to Shopfronts SPD (2022). The proposed shopfronts are considered to be
appropriate within the Conservation Area, in keeping with the improvements sought by
the High Street Heritage Action Zone project.

The proposed building, at six storeys, would be a significant increase in scale and
massing compared to the existing three storey building. The design and access statement
submitted with the application presents justification for this with reference to the larger
buildings to the north of the site within Chatham Place and along Chatham Street within
the MOA. This relationship of the application site and Chatham Place is most visible when
approaching the site from the east crossing the IDR bridge and looking north west, as
shown below. From this perspective, the justification for a taller building than the existing
can be accepted.

Figure 8 — view from the east across the IDR bridge and looking north west

Page 71



7.20

7.21

7.22

However, the site is in a position which is at the southern and western edge of the MOA
and Central Area where there is a transition from higher to lower density development.
This is reflected within MOA Policy CR12 under part v) which requires that developments
within the MOA ‘Give careful consideration to the areas of transition to low and medium
density residential and conservation areas and conserve and, where possible, enhance
listed buildings and conservation areas and their settings’. The application site has a
direct relationship with the lower scale and density development along either side of this
part of Oxford Road, including the terrace of buildings which the application site is part of.

Figure 9 — the application site and adjagent térrace

As discussed in the introduction section of this report the existing application building’s
form and scale is very different to the rest of the terrace. The proposals would present an
overall significant step up in scale compared to the existing building and a much more
significant bookend to the terrace. This is shown in the Oxford Road street-scene section
in the next image.

-

1. Oxford Road (South Elevation)

Figure 10 — street scene view.

To mitigate this effect the proposed design provides the ground, first and second floor
level within a structure that reflects the existing building in terms of its relationship with
the street by continuing the building line of the terrace of buildings along Oxford Road and
Alfred Street, and also in terms of height. The parts of the proposal that would project
above the height of the existing building, at third, fourth and fifth floor, would be set back
from the Oxford Road and Alfred Street elevations and use grey brick to introduce a lighter
contrast. The set back of the upper floors would be most pronounced on the Oxford Road
elevation, where the third and fourth floors would be set back 3.8m from the Oxford Road
frontage whilst the fifth floor would be set back 10.5m from the Oxford Road frontage. The
Page 72



set back of the upper floors and latest proposed use of grey brick for contrast can be seen
on the visuals (figures 11 & 12 below). The protective railings for the terraces, which
appeared incongruous before, have now been set back from the edge to hide from view
when looking from the street.

Figure 11 - Visual of latest proposed development with upper floors in grey brick looking west
along Oxford Road

Figure 12 - Visual of previous proposed development with just red brick and prominent railings
looking east along Oxford Road for comparison.

7.23 It is considered that the significant set-back of the upper floors of the building helps to
soften and integrate the larger scale of the proposals at the end of the terrace, whilst also
aligning with the increase in scale that occurs to the rear (north) of the site with the existing
development that has taken place around Chatham Place, as well as the existing larger
scale development to the east over the IDR bridge with the Pentahotel and Travelodge
hotels. In this respect it is considered that the scale of the proposals reflects the
transitional nature of the site at the edge of the MOA and Reading Central Area.
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Figure 13 - Pentahotel and Travelodge buildings on the east side of the IDR bridge

In terms of the detailed design of the proposals is it considered that the use of redbrick
with use of a lighter grey/buff tone brick to the upper recessed floors of all elevations is
an appropriate choice reflective of the appearance of prominent brick buildings within the
town. More specifically the red brick to the lower floors aligns with the rest of the terrace
and buildings on the opposite side of Oxford Road where these brick tones are prevalent
whilst the grey/buff tone brick to the recessed upper floors reflect the lighter colour tones
and different materials to the taller more modern buildings to the rear of the site within
Chatham Place. The appropriate design of the proposed shopfronts was discussed earlier
in this report. The upper floors of the building are also considered to incorporate an
appropriate level of detailed design with further variation in brickwork tone provided by
string line brick course detail between ground, first, second and third floors. The parapet
roofs to second, fourth and fifth floor level also incorporates brick line detailing below and
along the coping level. Proposed windows to the upper floors show consistency in terms
of proportions and align vertically up the building presenting well balanced elevations.
Proposed windows are proposed to be slim framed aluminium windows, incorporating
window bar detailing whist there is also detailing proposed around and between the
windows to different floors and second and third floor level and between the windows to
different floors at third and fourth floor level. Simple and low level black metal railing
balustrades would also be visible set behind the parapet roofs third and fifth floor levels
where private terrace areas would be. A condition is recommended to secure full
specifications and samples of all proposed external materials.

|

Figure 14 - Close up view of part of proposed Alfred Street Elevation

ford Road Residential Sub Station
Entrance
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Overall, the Officer view is that the proposals would present an appropriate addition to
this site at the edge of the Reading Central Area within the West Side MOA. Whilst the
proposals present a significant step up in scale compared to the existing building and
terrace, the significant setback of the upper floors is considered to mitigate the visual
impact of this additional scale from within the Oxford Road street-scene to the west and
south but whilst aligning with the step up in scale that occurs beyond the rear (north) of
the site around Chatham Place and to the east along Oxford Road over the IDR bridge.
The proposals are considered to present a detailed design which is appropriate to its
location, and it is considered that both the proposed shopfronts and appearance of the
upper floors would enhance the contribution the building makes to the mixed character of
the surrounding area, in accordance with Policies CC7, CR2 and CR12.

It is also considered that the recessed nature of the massing to the upper floors would
ensure that the setting and views of the Grade Il listed no. 101 Oxford Road and Building
of Townscape Merit at the Providence Chapel which are opposite the site on the other
side of Oxford Road would be preserved. The significance of both these heritage assets
is derived from their individual appearance, being good examples, which retain some
original features, of a former Georgian family home and a Victorian Chapel. There is also
a group value to their significance from the two buildings being sited so closed next to
each other. The set back of the upper floors of the proposals which would project above
the height of the existing building and rest of the terrace, together with the location of the
application site on the opposite side of the busy Oxford Road is such that it is not
considered there would be any significant detrimental overbearing impact to the setting
of either of these heritage assets which would retain their presence and their individual
and group value would be not be impacted.

Comments received from the RBC Conservation Officer and CAAC object to the proposed
development primarily as a result of its scale and perceived visual dominance within this
part of the Russell Street/Castle Hil/Oxford Road Conservation Area where building
heights are predominantly lower at around 3 storeys. The RBC Conservation Officer
concludes that harm to the character and appearance of the Conservation Area would be
Less than Substantial at a low level. The Conservation Officers latest comments note that
changes to detailed design of the proposed building within the amended plans, including
introduction of grey/buff brick to the upper floors and the shopfront designs as discussed
above, are improvements to original proposed design and result in more of a horizontal
as opposed to vertical emphasis to the buildings appearance which help it sit more
comfortably within its context. Comments from the CAAC maintain that the building design
is poor and unimaginative and does not contribute positively to the Conservation Area or
street scene. Officers note the conclusions of the RBC Conservation Officer and CAAC
and identification of Less than Substantial Harm to the character and appearance of the
conservation area. For the reasons discussed in the above section of this report officers
concur that this harm would be at a low level.

In accordance with Policy EN1 and Paragraph 215 of the NPPF (2025) the low level of
‘less than substantial harm’ identified to the character and appearance of the Russell
Street/Castle Hill/Oxford Road Conservation Area falls to be weighed against the public
benefits of the proposed development as part of the wider planning balance assessment.
This weighing up exercise will be undertaken within the conclusion section of this report.
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Policy CC8 (Safeguarding Amenity) seeks to protect the amenity of existing surrounding
occupiers, whilst Policy CR6 (Living in Central Reading) specifically requires development
within the Central Area to demonstrate how future occupiers will be protected from noise
and air quality impacts of existing town centre uses. Equally Policy EN15 (Air Quality) and
Policy EN16 (Pollution and Water Resources) seek to protect future and existing
surrounding occupiers form the impacts of pollution. Policy H5 (Standards for New
Housing) requires that all new build housing is built to the higher water efficiency
standards under Regulation 36(3) of the Building Regulations and is accessible and
adaptable in line with M4(2) of the Building Regulations.

Standard of Accommodation for Future Occupiers

The 6 x one bedroom flats proposed would be between 36.2m2 and 36.6m2. This is
marginally less than the minimum size for a one bedroom unit set out within the Nationally
Prescribed Space Standards which is 37m2. Whilst this is disappointing in terms of
standard of accommodation to be provided for future occupiers it must be noted that
Policy H5 (Standards for New Housing) only requires that new dwellings adhere to the
Nationally Prescribed Space Standards when they are located outside of the Reading
Central Area. Therefore, given the application site is located within the Central Area there
is no conflict with Policy CR6 identified in respect of the size of the proposed flats. More
generally Policy CC8 requires that the residential amenity of future occupiers is
safeguarded in terms of other matters such as noise, air quality and access to light so an
assessment of these matters later in this section of the report will inform whether the one
bedroom flats proposed would provide a suitable standard of residential amenity for future
occupiers. The 6 x two bedroom flats proposed would be between 61m2 and 77m2 and
the 1 x three bedroom flat would be 81m2 and would all either meet or exceed the
minimum floor size for these types of flat within the Nationally Prescribed Space
Standards.

All the flats would be well served in terms of windows and outlook with all habitable rooms
having one or more windows and are considered to be well served in terms of receipt of
daylight and outlook. The flats would also provide inclusive access with level access from
Alfred Street and a lift proposed within the building to access the upper floors of the
building. A condition is recommended to ensure that all flats would be accessible and
adaptable in line with M4(2) of Building Regulations as required by Policy H5.

The site is located in a busy location on Oxford Road and there is potential for noise
impacts to future occupiers from traffic noise and the nearby commercial uses on Oxford
Road, which includes a number of hot foot takeaways. The application is accompanied
by a noise assessment and mitigation scheme which has been reviewed by RBC
Environmental Protection Officers who are satisfied that the mitigation measures
proposed (glazing and a scheme of mechanical ventilation) would ensure that future
occupiers would be adequately protected from noise and that internal noise levels within
the flats would not exceed recommended levels. A condition is recommended to secure
submission and approval of the full specifications of the noise mitigation measures prior
to commencement of development, implementation prior to occupation and retention of
the measures thereafter. Conditions are also recommended to secure details of any plant
equipment to be installed as part of the proposed ground floor commercial uses as well
as an odour assessment prior to first use of any cooking or food preparation elements of
the ground floor uses to ensure that future (and existing surrounding) occupiers would be

adequately protected from plant noise and odour. Subject to the above condition it is
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considered that the proposals would provide a suitable standard of amenity for future
occupiers in respect of noise and odour matters.

The application site is located within an air quality management area (AQMA) where
Policy EN15 requires that proposals which would introduce new sensitive receptors,
such as residential occupiers, should provide appropriate mitigation. In this respect the
development proposes to provide mechanical ventilation to provide future occupiers
which appropriate air flow when windows are closed. Subject that the infill to the
ventilation is located to the rear of the building away from Oxford Road, then it is
considered that this would mitigate any adverse air quality impacts to future occupies.
RBC Environmental Protection Officers recommend a condition secure a scheme of air
quality mitigation, including details of the proposed mechanical ventilation and location
of inlet flues prior to commencement of development. Subject to this condition it is
considered that the proposals would provide adequate mitigation to future occupiers in
rest of air quality.

Policy H10 (Private and Communal Outdoor Space) sets standards for access to suitable
private or communal outdoor space for new residential dwellings. The policy
acknowledges that flats within central Reading are unlikely to be able to meet these
standards in full. Due to the location of the 13 proposed flats being all on the upper floors
of the building, these dwellings would not all be served directly by private or communal
amenity space. This situation is not uncommon for town centre developments with the
flats instead being well served by leisure and recreation facilities within the town centre.
The closest open space to the site would be Victoria Park, located a 10 minute walk
away. In addition to this, two flats (one of the two-bedroom flats at third floor level and
the three bedroom flat at fifth floor level) would be served by their own good size private
amenity roof terrace. Given the location of the site Officers are satisfied that future
occupiers would be served by suitable access to outdoor space.

Overall, it is considered that the proposal flats would provide an acceptable standard of
amenity for future occupiers. Whilst the proposed one bedroom flats being slightly below
the Nationally Described Space Standards is disappointing this is not a policy
requirement (Policy H5) for new flats within the Reading Central Area. The one bedroom
flats are considered to be served adequately in all other respects and are also only very
slightly below the recommended size and not to the extent that it is considered that the
accommodation would be cramped to a harmful extent.

Surrounding Occupiers

The closest existing residential occupier to the application site are in the first floor flat to
no. 80 Oxford Road, which adjoins the application site to the west. There are also
residential flats at Mayer House, an adjacent block of flats to the north of the site within
Chatham Place.

The single first floor flat at no. 80 Oxford Road is a one bedroom flat with two rear facing
windows; a window serving a WC and small kitchen (non-habitable rooms) located
closest to the boundary with the application site, which is also partly obstructed by a
large external flue related to the ground floor hot food takeaway use at no. 80, and then
a window serving a living room/bedroom (habitable room) set further back and away from
the shared boundary with the application site. The larger scale of the proposed
development compared to the existing building would present a different and more
dominant relationship with no. 80. However, given the siting of neighbouring windows to
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the first floor flat it is not considered that the proposal would result in any significant
adverse impact in terms of receipt of daylight or outlook to this flat. As shown on the
annotated aerial photograph, in figure 15 below, the single rear facing first floor habitable
window to the flat currently obtains its outlook and daylight directly to the rear and looking
west, with the outlook looking east towards the application site already obstructed by the
existing first floor rear WC/kitchen element at no. 80 as it projects further back. As such
it is not considered that the proposals would result in a significant or unacceptable
change in relation to this window and the amenity of occupiers of the flat.

| Existing building at
application site

BowjInkiTattoo,

Piercing'studio ,,f' 4
p - ‘

1t floor flat at no. 80 -
Living/bedroom window

First floor flat at no. 80
- Shared
bathroom/kitchen
window currently
blocked in part by
large external flue to
neighbouring property

Figure 15 — Aerial view showing relationship with no. 80 Oxford Road

The proposals would result in a back to back relationship with the existing block of flats
at Mayer House which is a building of between 5 and 7 storeys. There would be a
separation distance of 13m between proposed habitable room windows to the flats at
second floor and above within the proposed development and the existing south
elevation windows to flats within Mayer House. Policy CC8 sets out that a back to back
separation distance of 20m is usually appropriate to ensure no detrimental impacts on
privacy. Notwithstanding this, within the Central Area it is not uncommon for there to be
closer relationships between windows, particular in areas of higher density development,
such as within the MOA’s. For example, it is noted that within the Chatham Place
development there are windows facing each other across Alfred Street with a separation
of 14.5m. In terms of the application proposals, it is also noted that the facing windows
at Mayer House are small, secondary and high level windows as the flats served by those
windows have their primary and larger windows facing to the east and west and as such
less impacted by the proposed development. Given the secondary nature of the adjacent
windows it is considered that the 13m separation proposed would be adequate to prevent
any significant overlooking or loss of privacy between the existing and proposed
developments. Similarly, given the facing flats at Mayer House obtain their primary
daylight and sunlight from windows to the east and west elevations, facing away from
the proposal development it is not considered that the proposals would result in any
significant loss of daylight or overshadowing to Mayer House.

The existing flats on the upper floors of Shillingford House currently present a number of
windows on its west elevation which B\éegrleo%(and also borrow daylight from) land to the
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rear of and within the curtilage of no. 80, as well as from other nearby buildings within
the wider terrace (as can be seen on the aerial photograph above). Notably, as the
proposed development only shows a single window at each floor which would serve the
communal stair core, and which would be obscurely glazed, there would be minimal
overlooking of no. 80 or the rest of the. A condition is recommended to secure the
provision of obscure glazing of the west facing windows prior to first occupation of any
proposed flat. No adverse or material impacts are identified from the proposed
development upon the existing ground floor hot food takeaway at no.80 or back of house
areas within the rear yard area.

Waste
The bin store for the residential flats is provided at ground floor and accessed directly

from Alfred Street. The store is of sufficient size to accommodate all necessary bins for
13 flats. The size and location of the bin stores to be provided within each of the
commercial units is not shown definitively on the proposed plans given occupiers of these
units are not yet known to determine the internal layout of the units. A condition is
therefore recommended to require full details of the layout of the bin stores to be
submitted and agreed prior to occupation of each of the commercial units to ensure these
are of adequate size and suitably located within each unit. A condition is also
recommended to secure submission and approval of a waste management and
collection strategy in relation to both the residential and commercial bin stores to detail
management of the bin stores, including how the bins would be protected and made
secure to ingress from pests and vermin, from where and how the bins would be
collected and when and by whom the bins would, if necessary, be returned to the stores.

E. Transport
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Policies TR3 (Access, Traffic and Highway related matters), TR1 (Achieving the
Transport Strategy) and TRS5 (Car and Cycle Parking and Electric Vehicle Charging) seek
to address access, traffic, highway and parking relates matters relating to development.

The site is located on the corner of A329 Oxford Road and Alfred Street. The A329
Oxford Road has parking restrictions preventing on-street parking and forms part of the
Red Route ‘no stopping’ corridor. There are also short stay limited waiting bays on Alfred
Street and Oxford Road in close proximity to the site. The Revised Parking Standards
and Design SPD (2011) defines that the site is located within the Zone 2, which lies at
the heart of Reading Borough, consisting primarily of retail and commercial office
developments with good transport hubs. This area is well served by rail and bus links
and also contains the largest proportion of public car parking spaces.

The existing site has no vehicular access and does not provide any off-street vehicle
parking spaces. A vehicular access or vehicle parking spaces are not proposed to be
provided as part of the development which would be car free. Therefore, the main
transport consideration for this application is the non-provision of parking for the
residential units. Given that Oxford Road and the surrounding road network all have
parking restrictions preventing on-street parking, RBC Transport Officers consider that
the non-provision of parking is acceptable in this location. This is because the existing
parking restrictions would prevent any vehicles associated with future occupiers of the
development from impacting on the highway network as a result of on-street parking. An
informative is also recommended to inform future occupiers that they would not be
automatically entitled to an on-street Residents Parking Permit given the existing high

demand for on-street parking in this location.
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7.45

7.46

7.47

In accordance with the Council’s adopted Parking Standards and Design SPD, cycle
parking should be provided at a ratio of 0.5 spaces per unit and 1 space per 6 staff and
1 space per 300m? of retail in the form of Sheffield type stands. The development
includes the provision of secure cycle storage accessed from the side alley off Alfred
Street. The proposed location and size of the store is acceptable to provide the required
number of cycle parking spaces. A condition is recommended to secure full details of the
specification and layout of the cycle store.

The short stay limited on-street parking bays near the site on Alfred Street and Oxford
Road would allow for servicing and deliveries to the building to be undertaken. Refuse
collection and deliveries will take place on-street as per the current arrangements from
Alfred Street, where the proposed bin store is also proposed to be located and this
arrangement is considered to be acceptable.

Given the location of the site within the busy Reading Central Area, a condition is
recommended to secure submission and approval of a Construction and Demolition
Method Statement prior to commencement of the development to ensure the impact of
this works upon the highway network will be adequately managed and mitigated.

The proposals are considered to be acceptable from a Transport perspective and would
comply with Policies TR1, TR3 and TR5.

F. Natural Environment

7.48

7.49

7.50

7.51

Policy EN12 (Biodiversity and the Green Network) seeks that development should not
result in a net loss of biodiversity and should provide for a net gain of biodiversity
wherever possible by protecting, enhancing and incorporating features of biodiversity on
and adjacent to development sites and by providing new tree planting and wildlife friendly
landscaping and ecological enhancements wherever practicable. Policy EN14 (Trees,
Hedges and Woodland) states that individual trees, groups of trees, hedges and
woodlands will be protected from damage or removal where they are of importance, and
Reading’s vegetation cover will be extended. Policy CC7 (Design and the Public Realm)
sets out that good design should incorporate appropriate landscaping.

The application site is entirely covered in building and hardstanding and does not contain
any existing vegetation, trees or biodiversity value. The RBC Ecology adviser has
reviewed the site and advises that the building very unlikely to house protected species,
including bats and that the proposals would not be detrimental in terms of ecology.

The application site is located in a part of the Reading Central Area that is identified as
within the Reading Tree Strategy (2021) has having tree canopy cover of 10% or less.
The proposals reflect the footprint of the existing building and as such would provide no
new opportunity for tree planting. However, given there is currently no landscaping at all
associated with the site and its position within and existing terrace of buildings within an
established building line it would be unreasonable to object to the application on these
grounds.

Notwithstanding the above, the proposals include significant flat roof areas and amenity
terrace area which provided scope for roof level landscaping to be provided in the form
of planters of green roof areas. The RBC Natural Environment Officer recommends that
full details of roof level hard and soft landscaping details, including details of a green
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roof, are secured by condition and submitted and approval by the Local Planning
Authority prior to commencement of the development. Given the site is currently devoid
of biodiversity value securing provision of these roof top landscaping elements would
ensure the proposals would satisfy the requirements of Policy EN12 and provide for a
net gain in biodiversity on the site. The application was submitted prior to the introduction
of statutory biodiversity net gain requirements but given these is no existing biodiversity
at the site the proposed development would be exempt from these requirements.

G. Sustainability

7.52

7.53

7.54

Policy CC3 (Adaption to Climate Change) seeks that proposals should incorporate
measures which take account of climate change. Policy H5 (Standards for New Housing)
seeks that all major new build residential development is built to zero carbon homes
standards, which as per the adopted Sustainable Design and Construction SPD (2019)
requires development to achieve a minimum 35% improvement above the dwelling
carbon emission rate target defined in the Building Regulations with a financial
contribution to off-set the carbon performance of the development to zero. Policy CC2
(Sustainable Design and Construction) requires new non-residential development to
achieve a minimum BREEAM Very Good Standard. Policy CC4 (Decentralised Energy)
also requires development to demonstrate how consideration has been given to securing
energy for the development from decentralised sources whilst EN18 (Flooding and
Sustainable Drainage Systems) requires development to incorporate drainage systems
which should ensure that run off rates do not exceed existing conditions.

The application includes details of sustainability and energy measures to be incorporated
within the development to satisfy the above requirements. This includes design to
maximise heating and natural light from glazing, high rated insulation and high efficiency
building materials to prevent heat loss, use of A rated and efficient water fittings and
appliances and providing an improvement in the drainage conditions at the site through
introduction of roof top level soft landscaping and green roof areas. Conditions are
recommended to secure that the commercial parts of the development achieve a
minimum BREEAM Very Good standard in accordance with Policy CC2.

The proposals include provision of photovoltaic panels at 5" floor roof level which would
also provide an on-site form of decentralised energy provision. Taking into account all of
the above measures the Applicant has confirmed that the proposals would achieve the
minimum 35% improvement above the dwelling emission rate defined by 2013 The
Building Regulations as required by Policy H5 (latest version of The Building Regulations
already require new development to exceed this improvement over the 2013 dwelling
emission rate). A condition is recommended to secure submission and approval of a full
design stage SAP assessment prior to the commencement of development to confirm
the level of improvement the development is projected to achieve in the dwelling
emission rate (and requiring a minimum improvement of 35%). A further condition is
recommended to secure submission and approval of an as built SAP assessment prior
to occupation of the development to confirm the as built performance. In addition, a s106
obligation is also recommended which would ensure that the development achieves zero
carbon standards as required by Policy H5 and would require the developer to pay a
contribution to off-set the performance of the development to zero carbon in line with the
RBC Sustainable Design and Construction SPD (2022), once the as built SAP
performance level is known.
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7.56

7.57

8.2

8.3

Subject to the above recommended condition and s106 obligation the proposals are
considered to be acceptable from a sustainability perspective and to comply with Policies
CC3, CC4, H5 and EN18.

Other Matters

Employment Skills and Training

As a major category residential development and in line with the adopted Employment
Skills and Training SPD (2011), the development is expected to provide or contribute
towards a construction phase employment and skills plan to benefit the local employment
market. The developer has offered to make a financial contribution towards providing this
training and officers have calculated the required amount to be £2,647. Securing this as
an obligation in the S106 would enable compliance with Policy CC9 (Securing
Infrastructure) which requires development that would provide employment to provide
mitigation in line with its impacts on labour and skills.

Archaeology

The application site is not located within an identified area of archaeological potential and
therefore is considered unlikely to result in any detrimental impacts in terms of
archaeological remains.

Equality implications

a. Under the Equality Act 2010, Section 149, a public authority must, in the exercise of
its functions, have due regard to the need to—

¢ eliminate discrimination, harassment, victimisation and any other conduct that is
prohibited by or under this Act;

¢ advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a relevant protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it;

o foster good relations between persons who share a relevant protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it.

b. The key equalities protected characteristics include age, disability, sex, gender
reassignment, marriage and civil partnership, pregnancy and maternity, race, religion
or belief, sexual orientation. It is considered that there is no indication or evidence
that the protected groups have or will have different needs, experiences, issues, and
priorities in relation to this particular application.

CONCLUSION

The proposal would see a residential scheme provided within the Western Major
Opportunity Area. The principle of development in land use terms is therefore considered
acceptable providing an appropriate mix of uses in this location as per the Policy CR12.

In terms of the social role, the proposals would fulfil one of the NPPF’s core aims to ‘boost
significantly the supply of housing’ (para. 60). The proposal would contribute to meeting
the Borough’s identified housing need in an accessible and sustainable location in
accordance with Policies CC6, H1 and CR6. The commuted sum, equivalent to 10% of
the dwellings being affordable units, is low, but in this case considered suitable given the
economics of the development which have been confirmed following independent viability
review. The proposed deferred payment mechanism allows the Council to share in any
uplift in the viability position of the development in future.

Economically, during the construction and end user phase the proposed development

would contribute to and encourage associated economic activity by directly sustaining
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8.4

8.5

8.6

8.7

8.8

8.9

jobs in the Borough. This would be supported further by a construction phase
Employment Skills and Training Plan to be secured via the Section 106 legal agreement.
In the longer term, future occupants of the proposed dwellings will contribute to the
viability and vitality of businesses in local area. Other related economic benefits include
CIL contributions and the matters set out in the S106 Heads of Terms. The development
would therefore clearly perform a positive economic role.

In terms of health and wellbeing, as described, the development is considered to create
an acceptable level of residential accommodation that would not prejudice or prevent
future or existing surrounding occupiers from enjoying a good quality of life. A series of
planning conditions are recommended to secure detailed measure to protect future
occupiers from any adverse noise or air quality impacts and subject to this the proposals
would comply with Policy CC8.

With regard to the natural environment and the role this development will play in meeting
the challenge of climate change a section 106 obligation is proposed to ensure the
development achieves zero carbon homes standards and the proposals include provision
of an on-site source of decentralised energy provision with roof level photovoltaic panels.
The proposals would also provide a net gain in on-site landscaping and by utilising
allocated previously developed land, the proposal will meet the Council’s spatial strategy
for the location of new development by reusing land of low environmental value. The
proposals would comply with Policies CC2, CC3, CC4, H5 and CC7.

In terms of sustainable transport and supporting the Council’s key objective of reduced
car usage and improved air quality, the proposal would be car free and provide
appropriate cycle facilities for residents.

In appearance terms, it is considered that the proposals would present an appropriate
addition to this site at the edge of the Reading Central Area within the West Side MOA.
Whilst the proposals present a significant step up in scale compared to the existing
building and terrace, the significant setback of the upper floors is considered to mitigate
the visual impact of this additional scale from within the Oxford Road street-scene to the
west and south but whilst aligning with the step up in scale that occurs beyond the rear
(north) of the site around Chatham Place and to the east along Oxford Road over the IDR
bridge. The proposals are considered to present a detailed design which is appropriate
to its location, and it is considered that both the proposed shopfronts and appearance of
the upper floors would integrate with and preserve the mixed character of the surrounding
area, in accordance with Policies CC7, CR2 and CR12

With regard to the historic environment, the proposals would on the whole have a negative
impact and is considered to result in a low level of Less than Substantial harm to the
character and appearance of the Russel Street/Castle Hill/Oxford Road Conservation
Area primarily as a result of the proposed buildings scale. As described earlier in this
report, para 215 of the NPPF states that where a development proposal will lead to less
than substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should
be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal. As concluded above, officers are
of the view that the above public benefits of the development would in this instance
outweigh the low level of ‘less than substantial harm’ caused to the conservation area in
accordance with Policy EN1.

When applying an overall critical planning balance of all material considerations
presented, the application is recommended for approval, subject to the recommended
conditions and completion of a S106 Legal Agreement.
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Plans & Appendices
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Proposed Oxford Road Street Scene
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Figure 91. Map Showing Relative Contributions to Character Within Character Area 6.1
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