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COWENTS:

I would like to state nmy strong objection to planning application of
the proposed additional 2 stories on Ascot House devel opnment on

Fi nchanpst ead road as per planning application 242066. | vehenently
oppose any further devel opnent due to the following nultiple
reasons.

It is with sadness and indignation that | and the surrounding
residents find ourselves back in this position again having
successfully seen a simlar plan being overturned on previous
occasion. As was apparent in the consultation neeting with the
devel opers Klara Ascot Hones in 2020 where they failed to consider
answer or address the inpact on surrounding residents, it appears
that the devel oper continue to disregard the views and phycol ogi ca
i npact of the increase in height and addition of additional 10
dwelling will have on the residents and the surroundi ng area.

As a resident of Longnoor house in Norton road, | amin close
proximty to Ascot house and al ready adversely affected by the
conversion of Ascot house froman office to a donestic dwelling.
This situation will not only be further exasperated but
significantly

wor sened by the addition of the raising and nodification of the roof
of the existing building plus the erection of an extension to form
additional first, second and third floor accomopdation in order to
create 10 additional dwellings as stands in the |atest proposal

Simlarly to the previous consultation round, the increased height
woul d have a direct negative inpact on Longnoor house and Norton
road locations as will be intrusive and a direct invasion of

privacy. My |living space, the patio and garden area will be majorly
af fected by overlooking as will be in direct view fromthe
additional flats. | will not be able to sit on ny patio garden area

wi t hout being observed by nultiple dwellings and require blinds to
be down to not be viewed in certain parts of nmy hone. As it
currently stands the existing top floor corner flat with extensive
corner w ndow views ny personal area but the addition of nore

dwel ling at a higher level will significantly increase overl ooking,
privacy violation and intrusion. | feel this will cause personal
duress and restrict free novenents in ny house and garden and have a
psychol ogi cal inpact on the quality of ny daily

lives. | have no doubt that this will also affect other residents of
Kendri ck road and beyond.

Further, to its overlooking, | will suffer loss of light and clear
sky view as the building will be substantially inposing, towering in
hei ght over our building and be significantly visually overbearing
in nature. Due to the falling slope aspect up to its position on
Fi nchanpstead road, it lays in a higher position that the
residential streets and area behind it to the east, north and south.
Consequently, it will significantly visually donminate the skyline
views in not just Norton Road but other surroundi ng roads including



Kendrick close, Carey road, and also visually intrude into the
'conservation area' of Dennmark street and Langborough road. On

exam nation of the devel oper plans the slope angle does not seemto
be accurately represented and subsequently the true inpact on the
skyline downhill of it appears sonewhat nmasked and anbi guous. |
formal ly request and urge planners and | ocal and borough councilors
and representatives to attend the devel opnment site to assess design
i ssues and the above naned streets in person and | ook at the nock up
vi ews and phot ographs provided of the views fromresident's houses
so they can fully understand the devel opnent on the ground and see
the negative inpact on the skyline and the developers nis
representation inpressions of the slope in their subnitted plans.

Anot her significant inpact which | eads nme to object to the increased
dwel I i ng nunbers at the devel opnent is the traffic and parking
problens. This is an area which already suffers fromtraffic and
roadsi de congestion, idling traffic and | ack of parking spaces. The
area is very busy especially at peak tines and can be difficult for
pedestrian crossing. Increase 10 nore dwellings will further put
strain on an already existing traffic hot spot, which has a | ot of
congestion and idling traffic which adds to air quality issues and
subsequently potential health issues for those in close proximty
including asthma. | woul d suggest a traffic survey/ emi ssion testing
i s undertaken before conmitting as travel |evels have increased post
covid return to work. In addition there also seens to be a | ack of
clarity on EV provision which gives little alternative for residents
not to have conbusti on engi ne options.

The plan does not seemto clearly show where the additional parking
spaces for the 10 extra dwelling will be accomvbdated. 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 i ssues with town
centre

users taking up road parking to evade parking fees and this has |ed
to bl ocking of roads and nultiple tines the entrances itself to
Longnoor houses car park as well as just directly using of the car
parking spaces allotted to residents. The devel oper has previously
suggested solution to Carey road which has sane parking problemthat
it could install parking pernit systens. The devel opers shoul d take
ability for the inpact the additional dwelling will have on
surroundi ng roads to assess within the context of overall |oca
capacity, not to propose a systemwhich restricts other residents
and transfers responsibility to themand the council both having to
bear the cost of its inplenentation

Further to lack of provisions of parking spaces, the existing spaces
provided are already tight in area and neans that extra maneuvering
required and longer tinme spent in the area and subsequently nore
exhaust em ssions are produced. Existing hedging is inadequate to
create effective barriers. The carpark is adjacent to existing back
gardens and houses and neans that the increased vehicle enissions
are created by nore traffic, including delivery drivers and nore
maneuvering and staying longer in area will result in reducing |oca
air quality in this area as well as the w der environnental
consequences of contributing to clinmate change.

Havi ng been part of the previous application for extending building
hei ght and attending the consultation neeting, what seens very clear



is that the devel opers do not seemto take on the views and concerns
of the surrounding residents whi ch goes agai nst due diligence and
m ssion statenent for community involvenent to take on views. For
exanpl e, at the planning consultation neeting which | attended,
desi gn and overl ooki ng objections were countered with advocation of
t he perceived advant ages of viewpoints for the new residents and
totally failed to acknow edge the stated views and i npact on the
exi sting residents even when the issue was repeatedly raised. This
appears to be the case again with this new proposal where many of
the sane issues are present and the sanme disregard of inpact and
concerns of the residents.

To add to this now they have the existing residents of Ascot house
to consider who did not purchase the flats believing that further
devel opnent woul d occur reducing light etc. Further it appears from
ot her objections |odged that the existing Ascot house residents are
not getting service |evel agreenents the devel oper prom sed with
floodi ng, roof l|eaks, lack of facilities, correct plans provided
both in flats layout and parki ng 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
managenent where bins have been positions on the back fence and not
conpleted to agreed service levels which has also i npacted residents
of Norton road and Longnoor House with odour and increased vernin
activity at

Longnoor house.

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 both i nproper
process as is not shown on the flat drawi ngs as stated by current
Ascot House Resident objection and utter disregard for both the

vi ews and concerns of

surroundi ng residents and the council and planning comittee that
overturned previous application for extension

It seens to ne that the reasons still stand and yet again the
residents views are not taken into consideration and not accurate to
the statenment of conmunity involvenent. It al so seens apparent when
assessing the proposal in context with wider |ocal area plans that
there are a nunber other contradictions and areas which fall short
of consideration of local planning and policy. Including | ack of
provi sion of any social housing which is required for a nmjor

devel pnent which the addition would seemto now qualify as such and
al so 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 Basin Heath nitigation Plan.

It futher seens to have not considered the | ocal planning

mast erpl an, and character of the area with its design, materials
and distinct lack of Architectual value. One hand Kl ara devel opers
claimthe

proposal area to be part of Elns field character area, but it does
not show aesthetic consideration of remaining in character as the
surroundi ng devel opnents do. The buil ding proposal design is
visual ly ugly, bul ky boxy and not pleasing to the eye or synpathetic
to its position as an entrance point into Wkinghamtown a pl ace
known for its Architectual nerit and the high aesthetic building
standard shown in surrounding area. Its design is not in keeping
with the local area fromwhich it can be seen and is not pleasing to



the eye or what one would want to been seen in the entry position
into the town of
heritage val ue.

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, visit the area to see on the ground how the
objections relate to local context and to take into account the
views and concerns of the inpact on surrounding residents.

Attachnent view photos to be added.



