

Comments and concerns regarding PL/24/1161
We have contacted our local Member of Parliament, who has spoken with the case officer and informed us that the application is still under consideration at this time.
I acknowledge there has been a delay in determining the application due to the Council’s need to commission independent affordable housing valuation assessments. Affordable housing was not referenced in the original application, which proposed a single dwelling comprising five bedrooms.
Given that this represents a material change to the original proposal, a new planning application should be submitted, and all residents should be duly notified and given an opportunity to provide feedback.
It is concerning that the adjacent neighbour was only made aware of the development after the consultation period had closed, suggesting insufficient effort was made to inform those most likely to be affected by the proposals.
I concur with the comments and objections raised by the owner of 10 and 10a Holmes Road. 
Historically, the property has been used for commercial purposes and is not configured as a residential dwelling. Additional internal works and roofing required for compliance with building regulations may cause significant noise and disruption, and could potentially damage adjoining party walls. Neighbouring residents require clear information regarding the insurance coverage for any construction activity.
The mention of affordable housing indicates a possible plan to subdivide the property into flats, akin to a House in Multiple Occupation (HMO). Given that the local area already contains an adequate number of HMOs, additional conversions are not required or warranted.
If the application were to proceed, and a signed Section 106 legal agreement was to be drawn up, there is no clarity regarding the specific obligations of the s106 or how these would be enforced. This lack of information raises concerns about transparency and whether residents and the community are being adequately informed.
Furthermore, the proposed Section 106 contribution appears limited in comparison to the overall scale of the development and its potential community impact. Consequently, it does not sufficiently address broader concerns and may be viewed as providing inadequate mitigation for the issues raised by residents. It is therefore recommended that this contribution should not serve as justification for a development deemed unsuitable. Please review the current application thoroughly and consider rejecting it as unsuitable.
