Martin Parker

Head of Town Planning

Elmbridge Borough Council

Civic Centre

High St

ESHER

KT10 9SD

6th December 2008

Dear Mr Parker,

Re: Planning Application 2008/2627 -31-33 Radnor Road, Weybridge, KT13 8JU
I have read the above re-proposal for the above Planning Application and wish to object on the following grounds:-

I believe the proposed development does not comply with the following points of:

HSG 16: Points: i), ii), iii), iv), vi), vii), viii), ix), xi).
ENV 1: Points:  i), ii), iv)

ENV2: Points: i), ii) 

HSG 5 i),ii)  

HSG 6 i) 

CHARACTER OF THE AREA – 
The direct local area is made up of single family Victorian houses. The proposed development does not fulfil requirements to maintain the established street patterns, plot and frontage sizes. There is no evidence of need to destroy the current Victorian façade and replace it with a modern building.  I believe the existing façade can and should be retained.  
Whilst the number of flats has been reduced from 11 to 9 it is still completely out of keeping to build a structure of this size, bulk and style in the middle of two quiet, narrow streets of historic cottages.  
The application also contains no information on the type of building materials to be used i.e. colour/quality of brick, roofing materials etc. It is imperative these match those used in the area. 

LOOMING BULK OF BUILDING – 
The bulk of the proposed build from the street is larger than at present, due to a bridge over the entrance drive, where currently there is none.  The original historic properties in Radnor and Glencoe roads have not been allowed, through planning, to build dormer window to the front of their properties.  They have been required to maintain the current roof lines and therefore preserve the existing street scene. In addition to the dormer windows the proposed development raises the existing roof line by an additional storey, which is wholly out of keeping with the roofline. The application makes reference to the maintenance of a Victorian street scene but does not comment upon the effect of increased height or use of dormer windows.
LIGHT POLLUTION AND INTRUSION OF PRIVACY – 
It is proposed that the present height be raised, which will add to its bulk, cutting out light and cause overlooking and therefore loss of privacy to neighbouring properties surrounding the entire site and also neighbouring gardens.  The new proposals are for many frosted windows in the internal corridors.  This will cause light pollution with lights being on all night, which will be intrusive. Also in the future there may be limited/no protection from them changing the windows to clear glass. 

CHANGE OF USE – 
This was a quiet storage factory and now it has been proposed as 9 flats with its excess of pedestrian and vehicle movement and noise levels.

PARKING – 
There is woefully insufficient parking allocated onsite. As most families now have two cars, it is reasonable to believe that an additional 18 cars will be trying to park in either the few parking spaces allocated to them or in Glencoe Rd and Radnor Rd, where it is already impossible to park; this would make it even worse. In addition, there is no extra facility to accommodate visitor parking which will only exacerbate an already dire problem. Also this new proposal contains fewer parking spaces than the original scheme and one of them is reserved as a disabled space. A parking allocation of less than one space per flat is totally inadequate. Elmbridge suggest a minimum provision of 1.5 parking places per two bedroom dwelling (Elmbridge Replacement Plan 2000).

EXCESS TRAFFIC – 
The proposal will stress an already traffic pressured road, where parking spaces are at a premium.  Also the traffic flow in both streets is extremely difficult, with frequent tense and aggressive face offs between vehicles simply trying to navigate the already tightly packed roads with tight corners that form the loop road surrounding the factory site. An additional 9 families and their cars will make the situation impossible.

POTENTIAL DAMAGE – 
The manoeuvrability of cars trying to get in and out of the tight angle of the driveway will increase the risk of damage to cars parked on the opposite side of the road and next to the drive.

 POTENTIAL LIABILITY – 
The concealed driveway into the building will be a potential safety hazard to passing pedestrians, especially children.

Yours sincerely,
