Karen Parsons

Frome Anita Gardner

Sent: 02 QOctober 2018 16:08

To: Karen Parsons

Subject: FW: AB/36/18/PL - Blastreat / Greenhurst, Fitzalan Road, Arundel

Please can this EOT until 19-10-2018 be recorded

Littlehampton, BNL7 S5UF
Internal: 37529 ’ External: 444 (§) 1903 73753S E-maii anitg.gardner@ann.sov. ek

Yisit Arun's web site at www . arungov.ek Save the anvirorment - think befors vou print,
NS ¥ ;

rrom: peser o [
Sent: 02 October 2018 16:05

To: Anita Gardner
£ Simon MeFariane; Marry Hepple; Nick Watkins
Subject: Re: AB/36/18/PL ~ Blastreat / Greenhurst, Fitzalan Roead, Arundel

Anita

Whilst | am prepared o agree 1o an extension of ime o 18 Cotober 2018 for determination of this
application, | consider that the fime period should be exdended further to enable us o consider
and respond o the Dikon Searle appraisal and o conclude any agresment on the affordable
housing contribution, other planning obligations and any other matters. Might | suggest an
axtension o the end of October?

I can also advise that the Road Safety Audit requested by the Highways Officer has bean carried
out and is being writlen up and will be with you shortly,

in responss o representations from Arundal Town Councll, the Councif's Conservation Officer and
others that the former Swallow Brewery cutbullding be refained, yvou will be aware that National
Planning Practice Guidance in Paragraph 39 siates that,

A subsiantial mafority of buildings have Hitffe or no heritags significance and thus do notf constifule
herffage assets. Onfy o minority have enough herffage inferest for thelr significance o be g

material considerafion in the planning process, " (Paragraph: 038 Reference 1D 185-038-
20140308, Revision date: 08 03 2014} {(Emphasis, own)

The existing bullding on the Blasireal sile is not within the designated Conservation Area; nelther
is it a designated heritage assel nor is it a non-designatad heritage asset identified by the local
planning authority on its ocal listing.

The building was not identifled as a buillding of heritage interest in the schedule of non-designaled
bulldings of local heritage interest that accompanied the Arunde! Neighbourhood Plan {April 2004)
when the site was allocated for redevelopment for housing.

As far as | am aware, the District Councit has not identified the bullding to have snough herilage
interast o warrant a herilage assessmant to be carried out,
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& 12 Headlands Business Park, Salisbury Road, Ringwood, Hampshire, BHz4 3PB

run.sov.uk> wrote:

Dear Peter,

As far as | am aware no response has been racelved from Dixon Searle to date. | will speak to them direct to double
check. Andy Elder who initlated the consullation is no longer working at Arun so it is possibie a response has been
provided, but that it hasn't yet found it way to me.

in the meantime can | have your agreement to an extansion of time on the application until 19-10-2018 1o aliow
for receipt and discussion with officers prior to writing my officer report.

Regards

Anita Gardner

lanner, Al i oL
Lithichampton, BN17 5LF
E-mait anitagardne

| Anita Gardner | Principa; 7

Internal: 3752% i External +44 (0) 1903 737523
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On Tue, 25 Sep 2018 at 17:29, Peter Tanner _the:

Dear Anita

My architect and | have now reviewed the planning submission drawings and other supporting
- material against the allegations made in the correspondence from AHA! dated 9th September
- 2018,

-+ Fset out below our point-by-point comment on their concerns. The numbers of the bullet-points
 correspond with their numbered concerns.

| Rear Elevation South:

1. The fence shown on the southemn boundary is a proposed new fence, as indicated in the
boundary enclosure schedule shown on the submitted Site Plan drawing no. 1650-51A and as
also shown on the submitled landscape drawing. The fence is shown from the angle from which
the south elavation is viewed. This is not an error.

2. The stepping in levels is the result of where the elevation cut line is taken. This is not an error,

3. The driveway is obscured by the fence mentioned in point 1 and is therefore partially
 obscured. This is not an error. The position of the vehicular access can be clearly interpreted
- from the proposed Site Plan.

' 4. Elevation drawings, including neighbouring buildings, are shown conventionally in

| orthographic projection rather than in perspective view. If the LPA require eaves and ridge
| heights of nearby buildings to be topographically surveyed to enable a comparison with the
height of the proposed developmaent {6 be assessed, we can arrange for that additional
information to be obtained. However, the submitted Verified Views' accurately show how the
height and massing of the proposed building will relate {o its surroundings.

5. Westhury Lodge is behind the elevation cut line in this elevatlion and so has not been shown
in this view. However, the relationship of the proposed building to Westbury Lodge is clearly
shown on submilted drawings 1650-58 and 1850-59B8.

North Elevation:

(%3]
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16. Due to the angle of this view the carport is shown indicatively in this elevation drawing. The
carport is shown in full in submitted drawing 1850-80. This does not amount to an error or
ornission.

17. The proposed carport bam is enclosed on s rear elevation adjacent o the end of the rear
gardens of the Queens Lane properties. This, together with the very low traffic generation; the
low frequency of vehicle movements; and the limited hours during which vehicle movements are
likely to take place throughout the day associated with sheltered housing for the elderly (as
referred to in the submitied Transport Statement) is such that there will be lithe or no
disturbance to the proposed occupiers of the development or to the occupiers of the Queens
Lane properties. Accordingly, under these circumstances there is no reasonable justification for
a noise survey to be carried out,

. The “Revesl” Elsvation:

18. The nearest balcony is §.2m from the fence of of the parking court of Westbury Lodge and
7.8m to the rear comner of the neighbouring rear garden of the nearest Queen Lane property.
- Notwithstanding, the line of sight from the proposed balconies will be curtailed by the existing
outbuilidings to the rear of Wastbury Lodge and by the proposed pitched roof carport barn. This,
i fogether with the distance of separation and obiigue view from these balconias is such that there
. will be no harmiul overlooking or loss of privacy. This can be clearly deduced from the submitted
. drawings.

18. The proposed development shown on Site Plan 1650-51A and the topographical site survey
shown on drawing 1650-81 are both shown at 1:200 scale and can be readily compared one to
the other.

1 20. The Ground Source Heat Pump bullding {notated GSHP on the drawing) is adjacent to the
 outbuilding within the grounds of Westbury Lodge. The 'Reveal’ elevation shows the free

- standing substation building between the proposed building and Wastbury Lodgs. This can be
noted if required.

 Ground Floor Plan:

21, Ht is conventional architectural practice to show floor plans in isolation to the site layout. The
retationship of the ground floor is shown in context with the site layout on the Site Plan drawing
1650-51A. The Site Plan shows the relationship of ground floor apartments o their patios and
surrounding garden areas, efc.

22, Flat 14's patio is shown on the Site Plan and on the Elevations. This is not an error.

Block Plam:

23, The site layout conforms to the topographical survey. The access driveway is 8 metres wide
in line with the front elevation and narrows 1o 4 metres opposite the entrance to the buggy store
before widening out to between 5.8 metres and 7.5 metres adiacent to parking spaces 110 4.
This arrangement provides satisfactory width for two vehicles to safely pass each other along
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37. Right to Light is a separate civil law matter and is not a matter for determination under
planning development control.

38. The plotling of the neighbouring properties have been based on the 08 Map. The smali bay
referred to at Riverside House is not shown on the 08 Map. We have offered to carry out a
measured survey of Riverside House and would be prepared (o add the small bay window to the

site section once surveyed, The owner of Riverside House is yet to agree when we can enter
onto his property to undertake that measured survey.

39, Refer o 38 ahove.

40. BRE have carried out their appraisal of daylight and sunlight to neighbouring properties in
accordance with BRE best practice guidance.

41. The window to reom 4 of Riverside House referred to in the BRE Daylight and Sunlight
Report is shown on drawings in the public domain as an non-habifable room {ensuite bathroom).
Refer to BRE Daylight and Sunlight Report.

42, Refer to 37 above.
43. Refer to BRE Daylight and Sunlight Report.
44, Rafer to BRE Daylight and Sunlight Report.

45. The planning application is accompanied by a surface water drainage sirategy report.

46. The planning application is accompanied by a surface water drainage strategy report.

Topographical Survey:
47. The Site Plan conforms fo the topographical survey.

48. The south west site boundary is straight, as per the topographical survey {we believe the
- AHA'’s comment refers fo the neighbouring parcel of land shown on the topographical survey
. that is within the BT Depot site and which is at an angle to this boundary).

- 48. The topographical survey does show the dropped kerb fo Riverside House. We have no
- reason o question its accuracy.

indicative Street Scene:

50. The ridge height is consistent with the elevations. Ground levels vary, and therefore the
ridge will appear different depending upon where the elevation/section is taken from. This is not
an error.

1. We accept AHA's comment that the central ridge line of Otmers Quay is positioned slightly
below the ridge line of its gables, However, this relationship is accurately and clearly shown in
the submitted Verified Views'. Notwithstanding, this anomaly does not materially change the

overall relationship of the proposed development fo Otmers Quay and merely requires a minor
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P would be grateful Tor the Planning Officer to consider the above response o their allegations.
if, having carried out that exercise you consider you require any further information or
clarification of the submitted drawings please do not hesitate {o confact me.

| shall send a copy of this email to the AHA group via Adrian Burrows.

Regards

Pater Tanner

Planning Director
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& 12 Headiands Business Park, Salisbury Road, Ringwood, Hampshire, BHZ4 398

On Thu, 20 Sep 2018 at 17:18, Peter Tanner _wmte:

| Anita

1%
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conclusions and other information in this message that do not relate to the official business of my firm shali be
understond as neither given nor endorsed by it

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

DX 57406 Littiehampton
You can view Arun District Council’s Privacy Policy from hifpsy/www.arin,gov.uk/privagy-nolicy

important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addresses and may contain informeation that is confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the intended
recipient (or authorised 10 receive it for the addresses), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail inumediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly
prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the awhor and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District Council.
The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantes that we will not provide the
whole or part of this e-mail to a third parly, The Council reserves the right to monitor s-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked
for viruses, we cannot guatantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we Jo not accept Hability for any damage caussd. Any refersnce to "e-
maif” in this disclaimer includes any attachments.

Aok ok * e

Renaissance Retiremant Ltd is registered in England 03259684, Pegistered Office: Unit 12 Headlands Business Park,
Ringwouod, Hampshire, United Kingdom, BH24 3PB. More information about Renaissance Retirement Ltd, indiuding a

Privileged / Confidential information may be contained in this message. If you are not the addresses indicated in this
massage (or responsible for delivery of the message to such person), you may not copy or deliver this message 1o
anyone. In such case, you should destroy this message and kindly notify the sender by reply email. Opinions,
conclusions and other information in this message that do not relate to the official business of my firm shall be
understood as neither given nor endorsed by i

Please consider the envirenment before printing this amail
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