
Comments from 96 Reepham Road 
 
In regards to the planning application for 5 bungalows at 100 Hawthorne Avenue. I believe that the 
proposal should be considered excessive for the site, the planning history of this site demonstrates 
previous attempts to overcrowd the site with the same number of dwellings. Whilst more land 
acquired from number 100 would imply that the housing could be less dense, this land has primarily 
been taken up with a day centre and hardstanding surface for vehicle access and a turning circle. 
Therefore I believe that this doesn’t make the residential capacity proposed for the site any less 
excessive. This density would still be inappropriate for the following reasons:  
The proposed roadway and parking areas take up almost half of the site. When combined with the 
proposed building area, this leaves a small fraction of the land available for biodiversity and wildlife. 
The layout of the proposed scheme has become dominated by the car. Does every property for 
retired occupancy necessarily need a car? The lack of green space combined with the car dominated 
plan seems unsustainable when there are good transport links and opportunities for car sharing 
schemes?  
Considering the vast amount of driveway being proposed, the light required to maintain this access 
for safety and security poses risk of light pollution to properties backing onto the site. In addition 
this public driveway will back directly onto our property and several others along Reepham Road, 
this creates a security risk to those rear gardens. 
The DAS states that: “as occupiers will be elderly residents and their allocated space should be as 
close as possible”, when in reality only the parking for unit 1 is within an acceptable distance and not 
directly adjacent to the property. Considering the loss of amenity space the driveway poses, is this 
access worth it for the dwellings it’s serving? 
At the rear boundary of my property (96 Reepham Road) there are several tall trees in excess of 10 
metres. These directly back onto this site and given the orientation would overshadow the 
bungalows to the north of the trees. 
The private outside amenity provided for each of the dwellings is extremely low. They are very 
narrow east facing gardens that in some cases will have a 2.1m high fence. These garden spaces will 
feel unusable as they will be overshadowed by the bungalows themselves and the trees at 96. 
The high density arrangement of the terraced bungalows with the small amenity space, the 
overshadowing of trees, combined with the minimal attempt to orientate the spaces within the floor 
plans to south orientation will restrict the amount of direct sunlight and ambient natural light into 
these properties. This will create unsatisfactory light levels, affecting the health and well-being of 
the elderly residents that they are designed for. 
The new boarded fence and gate between the site and Meadow Way Chapel is only a current 
provision, in the future this could potentially be removed by the Chapel and would create a 
thoroughfare providing access from both directions, which would impact the surrounding residential 
properties that will back onto this. This separation between the properties and Meadow Way seems 
to hinder any attempts in making the dwellings feel physically connected and integrated with the 
chapel/community. 
Although we have no objections to the benefits the day centre will provide to the community, there 
is no future restriction to prevent this day centre from being converted back into a full residential 
dwelling. Which would result in dwelling situated within an undesirable location,  with no back 
garden and a public driveway adjacent to the house. The proposal should have some suggestion of 
what would happen if this was converted back into a residential dwelling.  
The previous application (ref 2015 / 1084) for 3 dwellings which was approved seems more modest 
and appropriate than the proposed application for 5. It addresses most of the points raised above by 
connecting onto Meadow Way Chapel car park. This reduces the driveway access required on the 
site and provides more spacious houses that are separated more appropriately space which provides 
better light conditions and more generous gardens. 
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