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COWENTS:
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| wite to object to this proposal on the grounds that it
overdevel ops the site to an enornous degree and difficulties that
have al ready been notified to the council in previous proposals have
not been addressed.

Bui I ding Size.

The proposed building is totally out of proportion to those
surrounding it. It will have an overbearing detrinmental effect,
including natural light, on properties nearby. The three storey
design is not conparable with any of the existing properties
surrounding it in Wellington Road, Park Road or Station Road. This
failure to

consi der the surrounding properties in the size and desi gn breaks

t he gui deline of the Wkingham Masterplan and | think if it were
anybody ot her than Wki ngham Council submitting this application, it
woul d be disnissed out of hand.

Park Road section included within proposed site.

During the devel opnent of previous proposals | and others were
consulted. W made it clear that we considered that the parking
arrangenents proposed were dangerous.

It was then suggested by the devel opers that the parking provision
could sinply be renoved.

We agreed that that would, of course, solve issue of the parking
dangers.

We did not however, agree that the renoval of parking facilities at
this site was an acceptabl e ideal

I did not agree then and | do not agree now. Parking overspill into
the surrounding area is inevitable.

Since the redevel opnent of the road | ayout at the railway station
Park Road has been used by vehicles parking, three point turning,
dropping off and waiting of pick ups. The cost of naintaining the
road for

these activities has largely fallen to the residents. Further, the U
turns that are often carried out at the very entrance to Park Road
are downri ght dangerous

In order nmaintain orderly use of Park Road the section included in
the proposed site nust include:
No Par ki ng doubl e yellow lines



No Turni ng signs

No Waiting signs

This section of Park Road nust be adopted to nake enforcenent action
of the above restrictions practi cal

Park Road is planned to be nade up to adoptabl e standard incl uding
pavenents. There is no commtnent to cover future repairs. The

exi sting residents cannot be expected to repair the road and
pavenents built with this devel opnent.

Again the section of Park Road within this site nust be adopted with
the Council responsible for ongoing repairs.

The argunent that proximty to public transport renders car
ownershi p unnecessary is a fallacy in the context of Wkingham This
is clearly denonstrated by the di sastrous consequences of the policy
bei ng

applied to the devel opnent of Qutfield Crescent, the site of the
former cricket and tennis clubs. Cars in Qutfield Crescent are
routinely parked half on and half off the pavenents as there is
nowhere else to put them | further undertand that Sl ough Counci

in the light of experience has accepted that this policy has
failed. Wiile no parking devel opnent may have worked in places like
central London it is because strict no street parking is enforced

t hroughout the nei ghbourhood. There is sinply nowhere to park a
car.

That is not the situation here. The Council has no authority to
enforce parking restrictions along Park Road, Park Avenue or Al bert
Road and parking overspill fromthis devel opnent will exacerbate
the problens that already exist.

There are young children resident in Park Road and Park Avenue and
there are no pavenents. The dangers of children running out from
bet ween i ncreasi ng nunbers of non-resident parked cars is apparent
to anyone who has had responsibility for children

The current surface of Park Road and Park Avenue was financed solely
by the residents. A total of over 65,000 in recent years. Al though
fit for our purposes it is not made up to full highways standard. It
is not reasonable to expect the surface to withstand the vehicul ar
traffic of an additional 21 residences or for the existing residents
to pay for the repairs.

To be clear, | do not have an issue with any new residents or
anybody el se using the existing pedestrian rights of way al ong Park
Road and Park Avenue but additional vehicular traffic is totally
unaccept abl e.

Construction |ssues.

There is no coherent explanation of how the workforce will park, or
how deliveries will be nade during the denolition and construction
process. Al the argunents above relating to non-residents using
Park Road apply equally to the constructi on workforce.

It should be nade a condition of any approval that none of the

wor kforce or delivery vehicles be allowed to pass through the two
pillars recently erected at the entrance to the upper section of
Park Road and the condition of the |ower section be naintained in a
good passabl e condition for road cars.



Overvi ew.

I think this project is in the worst traditions of property

opnment. It may appear all dressed up and tick all the current,

fashi onabl e and popul ar requirenents but in reality it is a vast
overdevel opnent of the site and designed to squeeze out the maxi num
profit, nmonetary or otherwise. It conpletely disregards its inpact
on those who surround it, those who will have to live with the
consequences into the indefinite future.

The over crowdi ng of so many people into such a snall space and the
resulting chaotic overflowinto the surrounding area will inevitably
| ead to disharnmony and conflict between nei ghbours in the |onger
term Hardly a successful recipe for a high profile "Gateway"

proj ect.

| strongly urge the conmittee to reject this proposal and for the
council to submit a plan for a two storey building, ground and first
floor, with adequate parking and the other issues highlighted here
addr essed.



