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 Dear Planning Control,





I find it hard to believe that the structure being erected at  Number 30 Shirehall Lane, that is, on the corner with Alms Avenue, has obtained planning permission.  If it has, this has been utterly irresponsible on your part.





This development does not  give the impression that anyone intends to live in it.  Rather it appears to be the product of a Tory policy that regards houses not as places in which people live but as ‘investments’ for speculators.   This wicked policy is reinforced by one of the greatest evils which this country is afflicted, the Buy to Let Mortgage.   The speculator cannot even  get this mortgage unless he embarks upon extensive vandalism with house extensions and covering every square inch of ground which is not covered by building with hard  surfaces.   This policy does not create for anyone available housing.  Just the opposite!   People are turned out of their homes  and the properties than pass from speculator to speculator.   These mortgages enable speculators to pay prices no reasonable person could afford - three times what would in the absence of these mortgages be market price.  The  ultimate aim is for the waste and cost of vandalism to be recouped by letting tiny dwellings at extortionate prices to be  people who would otherwise be homeless.  The effect has been the build up of  a great pool of empty housing that nobody can afford.  This is accompanied by numerous adjoint industries including an industry in making planning applications, often  purely with the purpose of increasing price on resale (‘with planning permission’).  This industry has degenerated into compliance with various pretencesand regulations which supposedly are consistent with environmental considerations when, in fact, they are  the exact opposite and these regulations are an excuse for production of the sub-standard and promotion of industries that produce the sub-standard.  It seems that nowadays that there are no planning controls and that all traditions and regulations are ignored except in so far as they generate fees for the Council and incomes for a collection of psychopathic persuits.





This  erection at number 31 seems to be retention of the original Shirehall Lane frontage as a facade (together with extension to Elms Avenue with concrete blocks) with rebuilding and extension backwards of the entire premises.   This is being done not with bricks but these concrete blocks which, I expect, have been portrayed to you as bricks with ‘cavity insulation’, which in the case of bricks is an excuse for saving on clay and the bricks being so fragile that they cannot support any building.  These, however, are concrete blocks.   Modern builders are not prepared even to provide the modern imitation bricks composed mainly of holes.  These blocks will perhaps survive in this particular building but they are also being extensively  used in large buildings which will therefore collapse, perhaps even within the expected three span before the building is demolished and replaced by further speculators.   However, nowhere in the district have buildings previously been erected out of concrete blocks.  Moreover, in no other case has there been no space between the building and the road, as is the case alongside Elms Avenue (together with a shortage of windows).  The building does encroach upon what appears to be the road in the case of the school on the corner but this is quite a different design and in fact it encroaches on a private forecourt (but only over a short stretch).  There is no precedent for building a high concrete wall, with one insignificant window, alongside the road - and we also do not know what is going to happen to what remains of the site - whether there is going to be hard surface instead of garden.





Best Wishes,








Roland Graf
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