BE/151/11 | wLongfield",
T ae i Shripney Lane,
} CY VAN L ﬁ SHRIPNEY,
ACTION, ™ "+ e i Bognor Regis,
Mr. Karl Roberts, foy) T West Sussex. P022 9HR

Asgistant Director Planning Servi€3§”§“ﬁbusingms%rategy,
Arun District Council,
Arun Qivie Centre, Maltravers Road,

LITTLEHAMPTON, West Sussex. BN17 5LR 27th Janpuary, 2012

Dear 8ir,

Site Address: Tand South of Shripney Garden Caravan Park,
Shripney Lane, Bognor Regis. P022 9NS

Description of Works: Extension to existing caravan park to provide

12no. additional mobile homes, associated parking
area, formation of access and construction of
electrical intake housing - Amendment to
application BE/42/10

In reply to your letter of the 18th instant we would like to OBJ ECT
YET AGAIN as follows:—

Making emendments of any nature does not change the fact that we have
strongly objected to this planning application altogether, in any shape or
form., All our reasons were clearly stated in our letter of the 2:1:12 plus in
previous correspondence over the years. This matter secems to be creeping in by
the back door and for all the following reasons and many more besides has no
business to have even been considered in the first place. It should be
annulled and rejected immediately. (SEE Page 2 and Page 3, Section 14:7:95,
in our letter of 2:1:12 for more details.)

1. We and the owners of St. Giles own the majority of the service road that
the gpplicant has abused over the years.

2. We do not want mobile homes on this land-locked site on prime agricultural

land, particularly meking use of our land for access without our permission,

3, The vehicles used to manage this field are totally unsuitable and create a
nuisance,

L. Shripney Lane is due to be closed in the near future unfortunately and the
volume of traffic will increase to unacceptable levels by allowing more
carg and mobile homes on this site.

5. The whole site is an eyesore in the middle of a pleasant rural environment
as is the field North of this plot.

6., This development is dangerous for:-
(a) children
(b) local householders
(c) therewill be noise and pollution from too many vehicles and too
many people

(SEE Page 3 in our letter of 2:1:12 - Section 7:5:08)

7, Originally Touring Caravans NOT massive Moblle Homes were allowed accesgs
to the originel small site and not to this proposed site which had no
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vehicilar access and wag bounded to the road by a brick wall with
sedeatrian accesg only.

We are nob inbterested in amendments to layout or gates or anything else
connecbed with this spplleation. ¥Whet we are interested in is bow on sarth
this was ever passed in the fiwvet place; probably becsuss no Notlues were seen
and 1t wes sasumed wrongly by Bersted Farish Counsil thet thers wers no objections,
which was not true becanss our olevsnbhiour coptribution (beceuse of lack of
information) was not divalged at the Bersted Parish Coumncil Mesting of 7:9:10
26 explained in my letter of 2:1:12 to the Advun Distriet Comncll.

What we ave also ipterestad in is this field belng veburped to & rursl
field for livestock and nabural purposes, veinstallstion of the old brick well
and removing all concrebe and wanabural substances from the land, and maintalwing
the arvea in kesping with the Conservetdon irsa.

eeisions like thess should be made for the psople hy the people, Thers
ig @ wealth of locul opposition to this mettsr and peopls oubside the aves,
unaffectad and unconnected, should not bs able to meke decisions for loeal
reasidenbs, whoever they are,

We are TOTALLY OFFOSED do this DEVELOPMENT and STRONGLY OBJECT to
Adpplication Wo. BEALSL/ALL and any AMENDMENTS whatsosver,
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Please take this letber as OBIBOTIONS coming from TWO PURBONS.

SIGNED 1~
Mra. J.8,M. Bray

SIGNED -
Mr., J.A.M. Bray

e opy to Berasted Parish Gouncll



