PLANNI NG REF . 242066
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 10 Longnoor House
: Norton Road, Wki ngham Berkshire

. RG402BD
SUBM TTED BY : Mss Lynne Fagents
DATE SUBM TTED : 13/04/2025
COWENTS:
Further to nmy previous objection the nodified application has not
addressed the major concern previously raised. | wuld like to state

again ny strong objection to planning application of the proposed
additional 2 stories on Ascot House devel opnent on Fi nchanpstead
road as per planning application 242066. The nodifi ed plan does not
address the below i ssues fully and seemli ke the devel opers have yet
again done the mninumto get the plan through and have little
regard for the inpact on the existing residents. Consequently |
vehenmently oppose any further devel opnent and will reiterate here
it is due to the follow ng reasons;

Privacy, overl ooking, overbearing

As a resident of Longnoor house in Norton road, | amin close
proximty to Ascot House and the increased hei ght woul d have a
extrenely negative inpact on existing Ascot House, Kendrick road,
Longnoor house and Norton road | ocations. As can be seen in
acconpanyi ng photo fromny living space especially the |ounge, patio
and garden, the developnent will be extrenely intrusive and a direct
i nvasion and violation of ny personal privacy in these area. It
will restrict free novenents in nmy house and garden, cause persona
duress and have a psychol ogi cal inpact on the quality of ny daily
lives. Two of the current flats overlook ny living area and garden

I do not believe that the eyeline studies and renoving one bal cony
has solved the issues that will be created by adding two further
stories.

The building will be substantially inmposing with phycol ogi ca

i mpact, towering in height over our building and be visually
overbearing in stature with loss of clear sky and light. Due to the
falling slope aspect up to its position on Finchanpstead road, it
lays in a higher position that the residential streets and area
behind it to the east, north and south. Consequently, it wll
significantly visually

dom nate the skyline views in not just Norton Road but other
surroundi ng roads including Kendrick close, Carey road, and al so
visually intrude into the 'conservation area' of Denmark street and
Langbor ough road. On exani nation of the devel oper plans the sl ope
angle is not accurately represented and the true inpact on the

skyline downhill of it is masked and anbi guous. | request that it
be nmade public who has attended the site (planners, local and
bor ough

councilors and representatives) to assess design issues and see
the views fromresident's houses and that any conments be nade
avail able to the public.

Traffic, roadside congestion and par ki ng

The area is off a busy roundabout which already suffers from
considerable traffic and roadsi de congestion, idling traffic and

| ack of parking spaces. The area is very busy at and can be
difficult for safe pedestrian crossing. It will adds to air quality



i ssues and subsequently potential health issues for those in close
proximty including asthma. | request consideration of a new
traffic survey/ air nonitoring survey is undertaken to as car trave
| evel s have now increased in line with post covid return to

wor kpl ace policies. In addition, there also seens to be a | ack of
clarity on EV provision which gives little alternative for residents
not to have conbustion engi ne option. The new proposal renobves a

di sabl ed parking space which infringes on the rights of disabled
residents current and future.

The pl an does not seemto have accurate neasurenents where the
addi ti onal parking spaces for the 10 extra dwelling will be
acconmodat ed. The extra dwellings will it push Ascot House residents
and visitors onto surroundi ng roads and put further pressure on
existing facilities. As it is Norton road has significant parking
issues with town centre users taking up road parking to evade
parking fees and this has led to bl ocking of roads and nultiple
tinmes the entrances itself to Longnoor houses car park as well as
just directly wusing of the car parking spaces allotted to
residents. Parking officers state this is out of their jurisdiction
and there is parking on corners, and both sides of entrance of
Norton road bl ocki ng ance preventing deliveries, refuse collection
on nunerous occasi ons and anbul ance access. Longnoor House has a
high risk elderly disabled resident with high nedical needs and
requires 24hr access and three of us have official physical and
medi cal disabilities.

The devel oper has previously suggested solution to Carey road which
has sane parking problemthat it could install parking perm:t
systens. The devel opers should take accountability for the inpact

t he

additional dwelling will have on surrounding roads to assess within
the context of overall local capacity, not to propose a system which
restricts other residents and transfers responsibility to them and
the council both having to bear the cost of its inplenentation

The existing parking spaces for devel opnent are already tight in
space and neans that extra maneuvering required and | onger tine
spent in the area and subsequently nore noi se, exhaust em ssions
reducing local air quality in this area including adjacent back
gardens/resi dent open wi ndows. Existing hedging is inadequate to
create effective noise

barriers. | also believe that the neasurenents expressed are not
correct in the proposed plan.

Lack of consultation/ incorrect procedure and plans

They have not engaged in continual community consultation as per
original statenent of comunity involvenent or even attenpted to
consult with the new residents so are not living up to their stated
obligations. The existing residents of Ascot house have not been
consulted and did not purchase the flats believing that further
devel opnent woul d occur reducing light etc. As was apparent in the
consultation neeting with the devel opers Klara Ascot Hones in 2021
where in the zoomneeting which | attended they failed to consider
answer or address the inpact on surrounding residents, it appears
that the devel oper continue to disregard the previously stated

vi ews and phycol ogi cal inpact of the increase in height and addition



of additional 10 dwelling will have on the residents and the
surroundi ng area. Since then hey have not engaged in continua
conmuni ty

consultation or even attenpted to consult with the new residents so
are not living up to their stated obligations.

It noteworthy that despite previously being overturned by the
council that the support structure for the additional |evels was
prebuilt into the devel opnent, which seens to show i nproper process
as is not showmn on the flat drawings as stated by current Ascot
House Resident Lee Furego. | would go so far as to suggest that this
shows contenpt for the residents and the councils decisions and an
arrogance that they will get there way if they just keep pushing
maki ng m nor conciliatory changes and wearing down residents spirits
and taking little notice of planners or councilors rules.

Poor managenent/service provision

Further it appears from other objections |odged that the existing
Ascot house residents are not getting service |level agreenents the
devel oper pronised with flooding, roof |eaks, lack of facilities,
correct plans provided both in flats |ayout and parking areas which
suggests that they have m srepresented thensel ves or are not
providing the correct standard of service |level agreenents. One of
these areas is poor waste nmanagenent where bins have been positions
on the back fence and not conpleted to agreed service |evels which
has also inpacted residents of Norton road and Longnoor House with
odour and increased vermn activity at Longnoor house. The
appearance of the brickwork outside shows notable signs of

ef fervescence which | would urge should be exanined by a

prof essional to diagnose and address as this is extrenely unlikely
to be natural process when evident 4 years after construction and
rather a sign of noisture problens. This is potential safety hazards
for current residents including causing structural danmage over
tinme.

Non Adherence to |l ocal plans

The m nor alterations of the new proposal do not address the issue
that the devel opnent fall short of consideration of |ocal planning
and policy. It doesn't conformto provision requirenent as stated in
the local plan in relation to mx and type of housing. Plus the

| ack of provision of any social or even seem ngly accessi bl e housing
which is required for a major devel opnent accordi ng to Wki ngham
Town Centre Plan. There is also no evidence of any Suitable
Alternate Natural G eenspace (SANG |and provision as shows to be
both in I ocal and national policy including being part of the Thanes
Basi n Heath

Mtigation Plan.

It does not show aesthetic consideration which is synpathetic of
character as shown in the surrounding El ns Park devel opnents. The
bui |l di ng proposal design is visually ugly, bulky boxy with proposed
pi tched roof and not pleasing to the eye or synpathetic to its
position as an entrance point into Wki nghamtown a place known for
its Architectural nerit and the high aesthetic building standard
shown in surrounding area. Its design is not in keeping with the

|l ocal area or at the entry position into the town of heritage val ue.



I would therefore request that the heritage value is assessed nore
formally.

I strongly urge you to consider rejecting this application based

i mpact on residents, |local area heritage and the environnent, |ack
of conpliance, not adhering to | ocal and national policies,

m sl eading and incorrect planning docunents. They have not engaged
in continual community consultation or even attenpted to consult
with the new residents so are not living up to their stated

obl i gati ons.

In summary | strongly object to the planning proposal and urge the
pl anning conmittee to consider the proposal in relation to the above
stated areas of concern

3 Photos were submitted with nmy previous objection and upl oaded onto
the portal which i urge you to |l ook at to understand the inpact.
Vi ew from | ounge

View frompatio
Vi ew from garden



