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COWENTS:
Subj ect: Objection to Proposed Devel opnent Request for Significant
Anmendnent s

| object to the proposals on the basis that they are inconsistent
with WBC pl anning strategies and | ocal character. In ny view, the
pl ans require significant anendnent. My principal concerns are:

Desi gn and townscape fit

Sequenci ng and nmanagenent of parking provision
Dr ai nage strat egy

Housi ng density and relationship to School Road
I nsufficient green space

ohwNE

1) Design and Townscape Fit

The design is out of keeping with Hurst's vernacul ar architecture.
The subnitted palette (cream stone walls, grey weatherboarding,
casenent wi ndows, and conposite vertical panelled doors) does not
reflect the established | ocal character

In Hurst, red brick with bandi ng/accents (e.g., beige brick
coursing or dianond brickwork), half brick detailing, and sash and
dor mer

wi nhdows are common features that integrate new devel opnent with the
surroundi ng streetscape. The proposals should be revised to
denonstrably reference and conpl enent these el enents.

2) Parking: Timng of Construction and Long Term Managenent Wil e
object to the |loss of green space for a car park, | understand this
el ement has been approved. If retained, it should be constructed
first and nmade available for trades during the build to reduce on
street parking pressures and construction inpacts.

In addition, the subm ssion | acks adequate detail on future
managenent. Sinply stating that a "nmanagenent conpany” wll assune
responsibility is insufficient. The plans shoul d specify:

Wo will be liable for the costs and charges;

The mechani sm for funding (e.g., service charges) and how
affordability will be safeguarded

The party accountable for nonitoring the nmanagenent conpany's
perfornmance and fees; and

The enforcenent approach for m suse or overspill

3) Drainage Strategy

Hurst is known to have a high water table, and the current drainage
proposal s appear inadequate. The applicant shoul d evidence that the
design is robust under local conditions, with clear cal culations and
a conpliant Sustainable Drainage Systens (SuDS) sol ution that
addresses groundwater |evels, attenuation vol unes, exceedance
routing, and nai ntenance responsibilities.



4) Density and Relationship to School Road

The proposed density exceeds that which is characteristic of Hurst
and results in insufficient separation distances particularly for
Pl ots 15-23, which are too close to School Road. The | ayout should
be revised to inprove:

Set backs and buffers to School Road;
Overl ooki ng and anenity inpacts; and

Transition in scale to the surroundi ng hones.

5) Lack of Green Space

The schene provides insufficient green space, which is not in
keeping with Hurst. In conparison with Martineau Lane and the wi der
pari sh, the devel opnent |acks usable, publicly accessible open
space. The Ilayout shoul d i ncorporate neani ngful green areas (not
resi dual verges) with clear stewardshi p and nai ntenance pl ans.

Concl usi on

For the reasons above, | request that the application be refused in
its current formor deferred pendi ng subm ssion of revised draw ngs
and docunents that:

Align the design with Hurst's architectural character;

Provi de a clear parking construction sequence and nmanagenent pl an
Del i ver a conprehensive, evidenced drai nage strategy suitable for a
hi gh water table area

Reduce density and inprove setbacks especially al ong School Road;
and I ntegrate adequate, functional green space consistent with | oca
expectations.



