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COWENTS:

The proposed extensive restructuring of 53 Paddock Heights raises a
few concerns in relation to the property remaining in keeping with
the |l ocal area. W are surrounded by largely single storey bungal ows
at the top end of Paddock Heights and with nainly elderly residents.
W are 1 exception and bought 51 in 2012 and the footprint of our
property was already a chal et bungal ow with the second storey when
it was bought off plan and erected in 1955. It shares part of the
buil ding with nunber 49 and remains in keeping with the origina

pl ans. Wilst we extended our property to accomobdate our grow ng
famly, the floorplan did not extend signficantly in keeping with
the local area. This reflected the land registry requirenents and
deeds that al so suggested that single storey buildings within the
vicinity were not pernmitted to extend upwards and with sone
restrictions to sideways extensions. The proposed extensive plans
for 53 do not seemto reflect a single elderly residents dwelling
and nore of an onward sale opportunity nmisaligned with the |oca

resi dent and conmunity requirenents. The plans suggest that no

ext ended parki ng arrangenents or renoval of hedges would be required
and yet the 3 car parking

spaces detailed far exceeds the avail abl e space currently and where
a hedge curves around part of the front of the property. 3 (or
even 2) cars will cross over the avail able boundary into 51. This
will

presunably require local authority perm ssions for an extended drop
curve and renoval of the hedge or otherw se cause congestion with
our existing shared drop curve. The existing space at the side of

t he

property and in between the dwelling and the new boundary fencing,
put in place by us prior to the new resident noving in, is about 2
to 2.5 netres. By extending sideways into this space, the extended
dwel ling appears to leave atleast 1 netre of space between the wall

and the fence panel. | believe this is inaccurate and that the new
wall will neet the existing panels. If this is accurate, it would
only be

extendi ng the side of the property by about 1 netre which does not
seem al igned to the proposed plans for additional roons throughout
the property. Overall, it seens |like a conplete re-build of a single
storey bungal ow to becone an extensive dwelling not in keeping with
the adjoining or adjacent properties and that nmay contravene
existing rights of way without accurate details shared in the
proposed pl ans.



