: & Septomber 0T8T
Tes Kar Robers
B O ——— Rck Sower; lan. J‘mﬁgnes Mioola Spencer; Jonathan Parsons: Yan
Browster
Subjet: Rer Emadling: AWSITE-11 - 115 Kingsway - Objection 1.8-2007, F8131862, PETI808 - NOT
uQ‘*d\}DEREE 3
Oear Wy Roberts

Many thanks for your informative email, which L appreciate greatly.

| see that the decision Notice has been amended retrospectively but still dated the
13th September so | can but trust Keith's word that he took my points inte
consideration. | must tell vou that, by and large, | have never lacked

confidance in Keith's judgement or word through the many years | have been
invalved with hir in planning. We have not always agreed, but that Is a tolally
different matter!

! arn pleased that the trees are to be examined and, { hope directions on stacking
materials in conflict with BS BB37:2005 but, | have to say that this is ons of the
FIRST duties of a Case Office visiting site and obviously goes back to the
previous consent, so the issue has never been addressed atall, You admit that
you tree knowledge Is not so good as it once was, so please let me reming you
that the feader roots are in the top six inches of the soil and that these also {ake
in air, water and nutriion. Toload on top of these rools, or to drive over them
dus to lack of fencing off, simply shaers them off. That will take something like
180 degress of roots - one truck driving past a tree - and there Is then a strong
fiketihood that the fres will pmmatmeiy die. Hotovernight, of courss, but it has
been killed., AND, that tactic is one of the oldest in the cowboy %m;ﬁcigrﬁ bookd
AND one that we say the LPA should be diligent in preventing,

The issue of how the driveway will be reinstated - as will have to be ~Is not
subject of an application and not addressed by you (an email fo Mrs Chapman on
this issue, before her sickness, was ignored and | did not appreciate that) but t do
hope that someons will give advice before we have a compliance problam as at
No.8 Kingsway where, if the Case Officer or Building Officer had been diligent, the
enforcement conflict n&ecﬁ never have ccourred. if, now, DUC refuse {o accept the
existing WHOLE block paving of the front garden in conflict with the new Article 4
Direction then | can see an appeat and a vast amount OF AVOIDABLE time and
money being wasted!

Thank you so much for dealing effectively and prompily with this matter.
Regards,

Richard Ostler, Chalrman, CHECAA,

: Ricky Bowsr s by defeden Migola 8 wp“:‘@; Jonsthasn Parsons
| Bents Thursiay, Seplember 15, J011 1240 Py
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Subjsct: RE

Erailing; AWHTE-1E <15 Kingsway - Ohjsclion 182001, PE131882 PR13TESE - NOT
CONSIDER

Dear Mr Dstler,
Thank you for your samall.

{ am advised that this application was 'written up’ by MrWheway In the absance of Mes
Chapman and signed off oy the tsam leader - hir Parsans. The Coung § atﬂ aﬂm the
;:@mhms of fssuing the decision notice whan the objsction was CHECAA was identified.
Consegue nitly the process of i issuing the declslon was suspended and the application re-
avalualed in lght of the comments from CHECAR. In this particular cass the case offoer
concluded that whilst the report should be updated to sccuraiely mefiect the sxistence of the
objection from CHECAA the decision to approve should notbe c&‘sar\geﬁ The reason why
ti"@ information on the wabsite appearsd confusing refates fo the suspansion of the ;saumq of
the decision nolice. unfwmz‘ateéy he attempts of oificers to change these details ongs the
nesd to revaluate the application Hecame necassany appear i have fatted, thus \,dmmf‘ the
confusion. Now the re-evaluated application has heen determined all of he relevant
«mcumar:t‘s has besn updated.

Th:asem‘éz ﬁ*’d sa'sx:ig;z-mra;sa °bu§i{3‘}f ?@fem fs:}' '*:z»;a e:sfﬁ‘mr«‘ f:xr sﬁga;im& of uneaxpeacted

wity i s *nay 9 ams hagganeu

The fssue with the tres Is being investigated separatsly.

! trust the sbove fs of assistance
Regards
Kart Roberis

poatiie First

imp@s’tﬁnm‘ E‘“q}*

Bear Mr Roberls

{ attach & CHECAA objection to &WHMTEM1 which, due to health reasons was sent last
Sunday to Arun Planning {as maﬁm@%&d} Janice Chapman, lan Browster and Martyn
White and was never acknowledged, as | requested. | recelved an 'Out of ﬁ}ﬁ“@:e roply
from My Browster, 8o {here was no problem with communication Hinks,

The Decision is published today, dated the 5th and from My Wheyway - presumably
Mrs Chapman is still sicl. Remarkably, ali the other website documentation reads
'DECISION AWATEDY

However, ONLY one chijection is mentioned and this appears 1o be froman individual
at Cralgweil CHECAA appears to bave been ignored and | wonder how this can be?
e Wheyway took over Nirs Chapman's cases on Monday then, perhaps, #tis
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reasonable to sxpect that he would read her emails and recelve smails from
administration. 1 is important that CHECAA's member's views be noted and | find &
quite remarkable that your hard prossed and overworked staff appear to have made a
decision on this case within 24 hours of the official submission closure. Presumably,
this also means that the trees suffering hard from building materials stacked around
them will continue to be harmed or killad - with no regard being shown by ADCAPA
for BS 5837:2008 which is not mentionad.

Furthermore, of course, the wholg Decision Notice has been prepared and typed up
angd issuad on the Monday when the advertising time for ohservations ended at
‘idnight on Thursday last. The file, therefore, would - or may have boen - passed by
administration to Planning Frday iast and we are asked to believe thal Mr Wheyway
then made full and adequate investigation and, also, prepared a report on Friday. He
then pass@d this to Nicola or another who got it iyg;\&ﬁ up, scanned and published! |
do not believe that could happen and prefer a version which suggests that the
decision was made before 'closure’ and that CHECAA's objection was ignored.

{shall be grateful i you could please look into this matter - and also have the tree risk
investigated by the District Arboriculturalist.

Regards, Richard Qstler, Chairman, CHECAA. D1243-268260.

s uma;r*a. Me & e

Bear Sy

Pleass receive this CHECAA objection fo planning application AW/ ?’Se"ﬁ plus ﬁ'aa two
attached photographs and acknowledge receipt of all

Sincersly, Richard D, Ostler, Chalrman, CHECAA,

1 s mxdv fo by sent with the following e or nld sitag fnenis
= Oection 82N

tpes g

wckied
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Page T of 2

stiathan Parsons

Qe fan Jelaries Maryn Whis
SBubdect Pw AVWITEAT 15 Kingsway, Sraigwed House O
Dear Janice

Surely, | must be entitled to the courtesy of a response of some kind to these twe
messages relating to matters of real concem to CHECAA?

When you receive this message, itwill be a week since | twice wrote to you amﬁ {
have not even had an acknowledgement!

We think it ;nteii:g&ﬁt and reasonabie to anticipate 3 problem with the possibility
that hard surfacing, in conflict with the Article 4 Direction extending the Craigwed
House Conservation Area designation, could occur ASIT DID AT No, 15
Kingsway, DESPITE the direct involvement of the LPA who DID NOT PREVENT IT
OCCURRING! From the nature of the work proposead, it seems clear to us that
thérﬁ is a v&ry reai Hi‘iﬁfihﬁ(}ﬂ that ham surfaa:mg across the whﬂia Qf the fmni‘agﬂ

avmdabm ; W& are mt tfymg t@ i@!i you hnw o s:m yaur gah hu‘t aziwsmg yau ﬂf
situations which you cannot possibly monitor from your desk as we can -and do
~gn & daily basis in protection of our cherished CAl s that unreasonable or,
perhaps, helpful? { would hope you may think the later!

YET, you appear to ignors me and CHECAA and the valid points put to you.

May | please hear from you at an early mioment?

Regards, Richard Ostier, Chairman, CHECAA,

Sem Thursda: -,é.}g‘usi (4, 2{3’3‘@‘?{'&:,1& B
Subject: P AIWFITAIT ~ ¢ ;

Hidanics
1. Your auta "out of office’ says you return on the 1 August! { can't wait!

2. I NOW see, with the aid of 3 magnifying glass, the AWMT8M reference af the bottom of the
sage. This ERTRTHEY printing is fudicrous, cannot be read and Nicola - at lsast 12 months ago -
sorted it out and had larger typefacs used, Now we are back to this which is useless! Pleass can
we do samethingl,

3. There is still no ADC stamp or ‘received' date.

4. Whilst thinking of 15 Kingsway, 2 Member notes that the driveway will now be dus for
replacement after completion of these faitly extensive works which will need heavy &qmpmeni
stacking of bricks ete gnd sidedly be g g The owners of Mo, §
Kingawsy arg curmmiy , , servation Area or Article 4
Oirsction, restricting havd surfas::mg. am& we fear that the NEW owner of No. 15 {ardved within the

ARUN DISTRICT COEJB&:LE{&‘&/}'@/{V% 1




fast 2 monthst) may try to pull the same 'siroke’. Is it possibie for them (o be fold of the restrictions
can Martyn sand tham 3 copy o ihe designation and restristions in Articles? # not then, perhaps,
may maks sense for CHECAA o send them 2 capy for information? We are happy to do thatand o
monitor and toform new arrivals in the future if the issue presents problems for the LPA! One would
have thought that Estate Agents informed them snd that 2 Solicitor's search revealed this routinely,

Kind regards; Richard Ostler, Chabeman, CHECAS,

Suhggfzé? {
HiJanicse

This application on the wehsite has MO ADC stamp; MO receipt date and NO application number gn
ANY one of the shests displaysd!

This, sursly, cannot be Hght?

Regards, Richard Ostier, Chalrman, CHECAA

SR v‘.




‘Bubjest: AVITH
Wi Janios

This application on the website has NO ADC stamp; NO recsipt date and NO spplication nunsber
on ANY one of the sheats displayest! |

This, sursly, cannat be right?

Regards, Richard Ostier, Chaliman, GHECAR
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