From: Daun Johnson

Sent: 27 March 2019 16:08

To: Planning.Responses

Subject: FW: Planning Application EP/23/19/HH - FAQ Zac Denton

From

Sent: 27 March 2019 15:28

To: Planning

Subject: Planning Application EP/23/19/HH - FAO Zac Denton

Dear Mr Denton,
RE 43 SEA LANE - CARAVAN/ CARPORT

I wish to object to the Planning Application that has been made by Mr Paul Haymes regarding the
construction of a caravan/car port at 43 Sea Lane. East Preston.

I have shown my objections in the attached document and would be grateful if you would acknowledge
receipt of these please.

Yours sincerely,

Ross McNaughton
41 Sea Lane

East Preston
BN16 INE

Ross McNaughton



Objection to Planning Application EP/23/19/HH at 43 Sea Lane for
Caravan/Car Port.

FAO ZAC DENTON — ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL

The East Preston Neighbourhood Plan highlights that one of the aims is:-
“RETENTION OF OUR IDENTITY AS A COASTAL VILLAGE”
The General Guidelines that are within that scope include the following —

e Height and Density of prime importance: Preserve the Roofline.
e Harmony — relating to materials, height, building design, no rectangular
structures.

We do not feel that the proposed structure meets Neighbourhood plan and
our further objections are shown below:

1. The proposed structure is not in keeping with neighbouring properties.

The proposed structure is higher than the roof guttering at 43 Sea Lane.

3. The proposed structure is too large for the area designated for siting at
the property with measurements of L 7000mm, H 3130mm and
W2800mm.

4. The proposed structure is significantly bigger than the caravan currently
parked at 43 Sea Lane that it is to supposedly cover. The caravan has the
following approximate measurements L 5400mm, H 2600mm, W
2300mm. This means that the structure is bigger than the caravan it is
to cover by L 1600mm, H 530mm, W 500mm.

5. The structure shown in the photos accompanying the Planning
Application is ugly and not in keeping with 43 Sea Lane nor the
properties on either side or those houses opposite who will have a
direct view of it.

6. The proposed siting shows the pillars of the structure being too close to
the party wall with 41 Sea Lane.

7. The proposed siting of the structure shows it roof edge being directly
above the boundary wall between numbers 41 and 43 Sea lane which is
too close.

8. The proposed structure has a curved roof and any rainwater will run
down directly onto the boundary wall and into the garden of 41 Sea
Lane which is totally unacceptable.

N



9. ltis not clear from the drawings of the structure whether there are
gutters on either side of the roof. There is no apparent down pipe
shown in the drawings so even if there are gutters there is no indication
where the water will run off to. The drawings make reference to
‘Jagram Tunbridge’ structure and on closer inspection this does not
have guttering.

10. The impact of the higher structure will have a significant loss on the
level of sunlight on the area of 41 Sea Lane alongside the proposed
structure and create a feeling of being hemmed in.

Objections raised by —

Mr Ross McNaughton
41 Sea Lane

East Preston

BN16 NE

27" March 2019



