From: Anita Gardner

Sent: 26 March 2018 10:18

To: Planning.Responses

Subject: FW: Revision to objection Planning Application EP/7/18/PL

Piease treat as a rep
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From:

Sent: 23 March 2018 14:44

To: Anita Gardner

Subject: Revision to objection Planning Application EP/7/18/PL

Good afternoon Anita, on my first page of objection I stated

4
"As an escape route it would require the unlocking of the inward opening gate at the end of
the alleyway which has been closed to all since the mid-eighties, this to allow permanent
egress/ access to anyone, as yet no detail has been provided as to how this could be
controlled. The gate should open out not in and have an efficient controlled device to
prevent it being left open for access by all and sundry, panic bars are designed for internal
doors and do not close gates.” ...

However it would seem the Landlord has pre-empted any planning decision by instructing
his contractors this morning to install a new gate at the end of the disputed alleyway (which
we are claiming by adverse possession. )

You will note from the photograph it is nef as detailed in your previous email as it has a
domestic (internal) Yale type key operated cylinder/latch.

It opens in and would not accept a panic bar.

This seems to be a pointless exersise under the circumstances but my statement obviously
requires an amendment as I wouldn't wish to mislead anyone ,

Kind regards Laurence Pilfold
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