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At the nudset ey | register oy contnusd phisction 1o the proposed bull iding alterations at 11
s Way on the grounds wsﬁ they are not in keaping with or syinpathetic to the fagads, desigh
or amibience of the surrounding houses of street scene on this tiny, closwe kolt estate.

Some of the points in oy last mmmmﬂ el
appliration remalin ém&m G

tedd 159 mnuary, about Mr Greetiws 5 % previcus

v¢~

fam now tonterned @wmm sir Greenwond might be mistearting fellow wmwm.x.wm urs ang planners i his

correspnndance, particaiarly i refalion o g comment ahout e which could be construsd 85 mwm&
of Director support mcl werare, i his letter to you of 207 August he mmmmﬁm that ‘Anothe
director, ni 17 who alsn Bves opposite has n not objzcted inwriting, | have not been a direcior of

ihe company (PMUALY In mmm virne that Mr Greenwnng has lverd here, 1 did ohiect w. nyipsy with regard
1oy iy first apphication, in a persanal wiler 25 el as the tetter of oljection fled with you on sV
sanuary 2015, Therafore © »%mgwx t s not 3 Directnr of the company but now i submiit my

sivien obiectinn to bis serond planping application &t the titie 1o this letter,
To the haat of my knowledgs Mr Greenwound has not agreed to the requests made 1o him in the
Board's letier of 169 july, particy mm%\ﬁ fa insuring, (o7 inserting penally daus <w o6
butiders, workers or developers &mm right cause damage 1o aur ‘wneadopted road or other parts of
the extabe or surrounding road. ﬁww? i chear 3 £17Y mmm?a nesighbours, mry understaniting is ihat
necause the road i not adop! mwﬁ gn the District magmn: witl not accept any Habill mmc,iﬁ ge and
wi repair oosls will revert 1o we dwellers, From ?C»sme e ¥ e such nsurance or pangity Clauses
exist then the rg &mﬁwcmgmm Mm&méwm will be persovally Hiable for paying any damage 1o oW
own extate or nther roads surrounding, whit ch can arpount 1o thousands of pounds,

to my guestinn about ,r:v in y fetter to you of 1 % january. eould be

| note that you did not 14 tey
abitity vo road of ras w,cm da m&m)m les with an une

very graveful i you would ninw indicale wivere the
seioted road or grounds

| piteve the Board should insist that Mr Greenwood pubilicaily fizs this insurance provision, |
further subrnit Yhat this or any major planning st il ot go ahesd untl m 5 provision is evider




- notics from you thi District Councll, or, Mr Greenwood's writlen agraement that he

oo 3

¥
i insurance or penally clauses to be approved Iy the Bogrd of Directors of PRACAL.

oy edormation | anm ronsidering canvassing felfow neighbours to demand a ‘Genersl Meeting such

that reasonable provisions should be w,‘wmc%a wted into the Aridd Nm om Assockation o make ouy
urheriving feeling absolutely tlear, | am aware that the Boanid < m oty thermselvis have
consiered such mugsures berause i was aired 4t g pravious Ger W dheeting,

Wir Greenwood's method of sxpression at Paragraphs 2 B 4 in hig Q Sugust letter ars alsg
mathenativally’ misieading.  Until my 3 iection here my count indicates 14 objrctions, not 10, a3
i e e this confirmsd Qe bie becsuse it dops Change the sirength of argums w
considerably. 028 .mm uses thers are two rented and three huliday homes” which mizans that tive
oerupants have no real vested inlare o turning the table 14, now 15, out of 22 bacause he
Hinself mewn \ﬁm«?m o wiB ,\.Mm ﬁms\o reprasants g considerable groundawsdt why have
proactively ob »3“& mmﬁ\ﬁ?w@mﬁ rriding vamr raraaing that the «: M;B“x ﬂmmmm fettar of

Q)

ﬁxm i ﬂmﬂ nore mr?«&» n&c.@éw ww and g8 ,?m,mwasm wm mwm«@n.mﬁmn am ﬁm mmmw £ againgt his
development than he records in his 20™ Sugust letter.

363

The relevance of Mr Greenwood's istters of supnort from thos side the gstals, 35 far away ax
Drewnn # ssemys, st serinusly be brought into question? ﬂz s significant written and
prerwheiming taclt verbal objection to his vmm % 4 xu the _uownm % § someone ovar 11 mifles away
in Devon wh mmmm not bear the brunt of the devalopment lke his fellow neighbours is meani ammmm(
and defiss wrediiy

fefiow neighbours 530 w%\m raditionatly been a fairly close knit community. He not only intends to
inpings wpon the vis r,mmm rp ok our streel \«ammm e seeeny intent on prsfonging the pain, thng

Sybiectivily Mr Greenwood might do well 1o understand that he ks not endearing Bivnsslf b his

sy tegal Cosls <m his estate collsagues and undermining the fabric of our fittle community. | shali be
writing separately 1o 1 Xv Zomrd of Diredtors «mmmmmgu Nmnm they pubficise the time and cost of the
ohisction procsss which | halieve nur estats management fee paving n ,memc&.m wuld b

interested to know Iy pursuance of this case,

To surmarise;

o Dwould ke Mr Gresmwood o redact, or publically correct, paragraph 4 and 6 of his n%
August tter with rega 28 my directorship of the comps «:\ inany rase § would ke you

masurance that thess asseriians will not bectaken indo aocount

s Further 1o my \.ﬁdwim?w tter P would ke guidance on the status of repalr cost ability w
ot un-adapted road in the event that developers tause damage. | beliuve this t be high by
relevant in galvanising nelg wm% S\M&mm But in any case My Gresmennd should publically

dertare bis buurance provision against estate damage,
e Further, §dong .u f approve this case until M
Greenwotd w 5 yrh Board of Director's let
Baby. The regussts were entirely reasonglis and ammwmxma i aliay any fears of his
solipsgues but r avnid answering therm cest signifivant doulst onomdtive.

y
por of 150
astate

s Wiz paragraph 11 states that neighbour reattions ﬁ% uw « ng 1e? it is s demodrs
] fe that & company's sharehoiders of Bssochation by califn
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Gengral Mesting i the guorurm and vote is sufficient and such clauses do not break mmﬁmmw

mw. | belinve it Hi-judged 10 Iabel 3 democratic process 85 exireme, it is hers where | fesl
that My Gresnwond underestimatgs the m«m:mmmﬁxm of opinion ggains his cmwﬁxm \éwwmw

spuths oy street soeng arcording 1 the majority of bis astate nelghbours.

s Dwould e o be noted as precedent end taken into account that saother neighbour was
reguired o adhare to Bitrict phay i gtent that brickwork had 1o e
entirely in keeping with the rest of the sstate, This miingy works did notinciude shipdag or

wax wmmﬁm %mmmc ?. mmmmmgmm xm.mw mms , mm«namm\%a w\aﬁ ? W%mmi a«l:mm

® in iy opindon M Gresrweesd 1 maniiuiating figures o statistivally shew Bis case.
YO mgou.m s or at least Yeks extreme caution if any of bis comparison ralculations are
tgken Bio acoount.

s very grateful i vou ook my polnds Inte actount a1 the next planning mesting.  Before 3
y i miadde D veonld be grateful i vou advise on the urvadopted read damaege Hia m \m\ YO
reguire that Mr Gresnwodd corrsts the relevant paragraphs of bis 20% August letter anid that
register my olertion w his proposals.

Yours sincerel




