ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL

1 Maple Close, 15 FER 2002
Worthing, RECEIVED
Sussex. -
% ¢
A% | ;K BN13 3DR.
-14/02/2012

RE PLANNING APPLICATION FG/ :151/1
MAGPIES ,52 SEA LANE FERRING.
The erection of 1 large detached house and garage.
Dear Sirs,
Firstly t wish to apologise for the late objections to the blanning application.

We own 8 Laburnum Close, Ferring. This property is currently let and we have only just been
told of the proposed planning apphcatuon

Our objection to this development would block a consuderable amount of light from the rear of
our property, together with that of 9/10 and 11. ,

The property being so close would take away our privacy .

If the council where to grant the proposal to build, it would set a precedent for others with
large gardens to build on back fill land.

The proposed property is not in keeping with the existing properties in the area, being
character houses and bungaiows

This property will put extra traffic flow onto Sea Lane at a point where visibility is difficult.

| trust we are not too late to have our letter included in the file.

Yours faithfully,

Mr and Mrs G E MOORE




ARUN DISTRICT couneiL

Bramble Cottage

50 Sea Lane /- FER 201
Ferring A
(/ West Sussex RECEIVED
BN12 SEH

Qr I L Eeb 2010

Arun District Council
Planning Department

A
Maltravers Road o /fs
Littlehampton B "’f%’
West Sussex B
- --:BN1_7_5|:F__._ — e e s = - - ' : - S . - = — T T Te e el
Dear Sir/Madam

Reference IINET000012217 Planning Application FG/151/11

| wish to oppose planning permission on the grounds that my cottage which is next to this propéﬁ;ﬂ‘
is a Listed Building and | don't beheve that it fits in with the local strategic plan. Also | have right of
access to the drive.

Plus please tell me does this coniravéne planning rules as these new properties will be too close
to a thatched cottage, which | believe contravenes Fire Regulations?

Also the proposed building will encroach on my property.

My Property.is: _
Bramble Cottage
50 Sea lane
Ferring

BN12 5EH

U SV Sy S S S S U —_— e -

Yours faithfully

John O’Dor




Miss C Willson Your Ref: 000012238
2Laburnum Close Our Ref: FG/151/11/

Ferrlng Please ask for:
Worthing Mr P Cleveland
West Sussex
BN12 5EJ

8th February 2012
Dear SirfMadam

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended)

Demolition of existing large double garage & erection of 1no. detached dwelling house,
together with additional double garage for Magpies

Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring

Thank you for your internet representation made on 7th February 2012 whlch has been
recorded as an objection' with the comments as follows:

! wish to object to the application on the following grounds:-O

a

1. The proposal increases the number of vehicles using the entrance on to a narrow part
‘of Sea Lane opposite a flint wall and will increase the risk to other road users. This is
particufarly relevant as the view from the entrance to the north is partially restricted by the
adjacent property at No 50 Sea Lane which is situated extremely close to the roadway.C
0 | .

2. Whilst the plans claim to maintain appropriate distances from Magpies and No 50 Sea
Lane, no such consideration appears to have been given to the properties to the west of
the site. Both the new dwelling and the existing bungalows are close to the dividing
boundary and the new dwelling would inevitably have a detrimental effect on the
enjoyment and light available to the existing properties.

Your views will be considered before the application is determined and | shall write to inform you of
any decision made.

Please be aware that if the application is to be determined by the Council's Development Control
committee and your letter has been received at a late stage after the Agenda has been published
you will not receive a separate letter notifying you of the date of the meeting and procedures for
public speaking. In such circumstances it is recommended that you track the progress of the
application on the Council's website or telephone the Council for further information. Please be
advised that any comments you make that are not included within the Committee Agenda will be
reported to the Members of the Development Control committee. Please also be aware that only a
small number of all planning applications received go the Development Control Committee. Most
are determined under delegated powers by Officers in which case your comments will again be
considered before the application is determined.

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' policy and may pubilish details of your
comments on the internet on the Arun District Council Planning section. Please ensure that you
only provide information that you are happy will be made available in this way. If you supply
information belonging to a third party, please ensure you have their permisison to do so. If you do
not wish your comments to appear on the ‘open file' please confirm this in writing and | will arrange
for it to be destroyed although this méans that its contents will then be disregarded.

In the event of a subsequent written representations appeal, against a refusal of planning
permission on a householder application, any representations made on the application will be
automatically forwarded to the Secretary of State. Unlike all other types of appeal, there will be no
further opportunity to comment at the appeal stage.

ingtiete
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Yours faithfully

Karl Roberts )
Assistant Director Planning Services & Housing Strategy

inetlete




Anthony May

: 12223
103 Northease Drive Your Ref: 0000

Our Ref: FGHM51/11/
pove Please ask for:
East Sussex ‘ :
BN3 8LH Mr P Cleveland

7th February 2012

Dear SirfMadam

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended)

Demoilition of existing large double garage & erection of 1no. detached dwelling house
together with additional double garage for Magpies

Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring _ ¢

Thank you for your internet representation made on 6th February 2012 which has been
recorded as an objection' with the comments as follows:

! must strongly object to the above application on the following grounds:O0

g

1. The proposal would constitute an unsatisfactory form of backland development which
would have an adverse affect on the privacy and quiet of the bungalows in Laburnum
Close: particufarly No.9 which it will be directly behind. The height of the proposed new
building which is far higher than the application refused last year is excessive and much
higher than the existing garages which are already too high at 5.9metres. Due to the
height of the proposed development and the closeness to the boundary of 9 Laburnum
Close, many windows in the proposed development will look directly into the garden,
kitchen and living room of 9 Laburnum Close and therefore will be extremely detrimental to
the privacy of this property.Ci

g

2.The increase use of existing access to the public highway, Sea Lane would add fo the
hazards of highway users to an unacceptable degree.0

O

3. The access is unsatisfactory fo serve the proposed development by reason of
inadequate width and visibility.O

0 ,

4. The new development would be extremely detrimental to the bungalows in laburnum
close that back on to magpies.0 -

0

5.1f this proposal were permitted it would set a grave precedence for backland
development in Ferring and would alter the character of the locality to the serious
detriment of the amenities of the area in conflict with planning policy.O

0

6.1t is therefore over development of the area and against.national and local government
policy.0

- Your views will be considered before the application is determlned and | shall write to inform you of
any decision made.

Please-be aware that if the application is to be determined by the Council's Development Control
committee and your letter has been received at a late stage after the Agenda has been published
you will not receive a separate letter notifying you of the date of the meeting and procedures for
public speaking. In such circumstances it is recommended that you track the progress of the
application on the Council's website or telephone the Council for further information. Please be
advised that any comments you make that are not included within the Committee Agenda will be

inetlete
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reported to the Members of the Development Control committee. Please also be aware that only a
small number of all planning applications received go the Development Control Committee. Most
are determined under delegated- powers by Officers in which case your comments will again be
considered before the application is determined.

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' policy and may publish details of your
comments on the internet on the Arun District Council Planning section. Please ensure that you
only. provide information that you are happy will be made available in this way. If you supply
information belonging to a third party, please ensure you have their permisison to do so. If you do
not wish your comments to appear on the 'open file' please confirm this in writing and | wili arrange
for it to be destroyed although this means that its contents will then be disregarded.

In the event of a subsequent written representations appeal, against a refusal of planning
permission on a householder application, any representations made on the application will be
automatically forwarded to the Secretary of State. Unlike all other types of appeal, there wiill be no
further opportunity to comment at the appeal stage.

Yours faithfully

Kari Roberts
Assistant Director Planning Services & Housing Strategy

inctlete



Barbara Danet Your Ref: 000012224
103 Northease Drive Our Ref: FG/MM51/11/

Hove
‘ Piease ask for:
BN3 8LH Mr P Cleveland
7th February 2012
Dear Sir/fMadam

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 {(as amended)

Demolition of existing large double garage & erection of 1no. detached dwelling house,
together with additional double garage for Magpies

Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring

Thank you for your internet representation made on 6th February 2012 which has been
recorded as an objection’ with the comments as foilows:

I must strongly object to the above application on the following grounds:0

0

1. The proposal would constitute an unsatisfactory form of backland development which
would have an adverse affect on the privacy and quiet of the bungalows in Laburnum
Close: particularly No.9 which it will be directly behind. The height of the proposed new
building which is far higher than the application refused last year is excessive and much
higher than the existing garages which are already too high at 5.9metres. Due to the
height of the proposed development and the closeness to the boundary of 9 Laburnum
Close, many windows in the proposed development will look directly info the garden,
kitchen and living room of 9 Laburnum Close and therefore will be extremely detrimental to
the privacy of this property.d

il

2.The increase use of existing access to the public highway, Sea Lane would add to the
hazards of highway users to an unacceptable degree.C

0 | )

3.The access is unsatisfactory to serve the proposed development by reason of
inadequate width and visibility. 0

O ‘
4.The new development would be extremely detrimental to the bungalows in laburnum
close that back on to magpies.O

D : N .
5.1f this proposal were permitted it would set a grave precedence for backland
development in Ferring and would alter the character of the locality to the serious
detriment of the amenities of the area in conflict with planning policy.

il .

6./t is therefore over development of the area and against national and local government
policy.0

Your views will be considered before the application is determined and | shall write to inform you of
any decision made. . ‘

Please be aware that if the application is to be determined by the Council's Development Control
committee and your letter has been received at a late stage after the Agenda has been published
you will not receive a separate letter notifying you of the date of the meeting and procedures for
public speaking. In such circumstances it is recommended that you track the progress of the
application on the Council's website or telephone the Council for further information. Please be
advised that any comments you make that are not included within the Committee Agenda will be

~
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reported to the Members of the Development Control committee. Please also be aware that only a
small number of all planning applications received go the Development Control Committee. Most
are determined under delegated powers by Officers in which case your comments will again be
considered before the application is determined. .

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' poiicy and may publish details of your
commenis on the internet on the Arun District Council Planning section. Please ensure that you
only provide information that you are happy will be made available in this way. If you supply
information belonging to a third party, please ensure you have their permisison to do so. . If you do
not wish your comments to appear on the ‘open file' please confirm this in writing and | will arrange
for it to be destroyed although this means that its contents will then be disregarded.

In the event of a subsequent written representations appeal, against a refusal of planning
permission on a householder application, any representations made on the application will be
automatically forwarded to the Secretary of State. Unlike all other types of appeal, there will be no
further opportunity to comment at the appeal stage.

Yours faithfully

Karl Roberts
Assistant Director Planning Services & Housing Strategy

inetlets



Page 1 of 1

To: -John O'Dor

NOTIFICATION FROM ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
APPLICATION NO:  FGHM51/11/

Site Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring BN12 5EH

Address:

Grid Reference: 509764 -102303

Category: Plan Applicat'n

Description of Demoilition of existing large double garage & erection of tno.

Works: detached dwelling house, together with additional double
garage for Magpies . ;

Thank you for your email which | received on 5th February 2012 which has been
recorded as 'an objection’. The officer dealing with this application is Mr P Cleveland
who can be contacted on telephone number 01903 737631,

Planning Services operates an 'open file' policy and your comments will be made
available on the file for people to view and they may be published on the Arun District
Council website. Please ensure that you have only made comments that you are happy
to have published in this way. If you have supplied information belonging to a third
party, please check that you have their permission to do so. If you do not wish your
correspondence to appear on the 'open file', please confirm this in writing and | will
arrange for it to be destroyed although this means that its contents will be disregarded.

Unfortunately, it is not possible to respond to each letter of representation individualty
but your views will be considered before the appiication is determined. | will notify you
of the decision. In the event of a subsequent written representations appeal, against a
refusal of planning permission on a householder application, any representations made
on the appiication will be automatically forwarded to the Secretary of State for
consideration. Unlike all other types of appeal, there will be no further opportunity for
you to comment at the appeal stage. i

The majority of planning applications are determined by officers under delegated
power and if this application is determined by an officer, you will receive notification of
the decision in due course. Some applications are determined by Members at the
Bevelopment Control Committee, if this is the case, | will endeavour to advise you of
the date of the meeting and the procedures for public speaking. However, please be
aware that because the cut off date for notifying the public of the mesting, is more than
two weeks before the actual meeting, it is possible that we will have received your
letter of representation after the notification letters have been sent out. In these
circumstances you will not receive notification of the meeting. | wouid advise all
interested parties to track the progress of the application on the website. To check
whether an application is on the Development Control Agenda and for details about
public speaking, please visit our website at:

hitp:/AMww arun.gov, uk/main.cfm ?type=DEVEOPMENTCONTROLA&objectid=5594

Please rest assured, that whether or not you receive notification of the committee
meeting, any comments received up until the committee meeting will be taken into
account, even if they have to be given to Members as an update at the actual meeting.

Thank you for your interest.
Planning Case Officer

Please save the link below and use our online comments facility for making future
objections, supports or other representations on planning applications.

hitp:/fwww . arun.gov. uk/main.cfm ?type=COMMENTINGONAPPLIC

pmac2{_email

http://tigris/ocellaintranet/showfileonscreen?file=0%3A%5Cemail%S5CFG_151 11 ... 06/02/2012
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é42'A||nboraSCrescent Our Ref: EG’H-‘SMJH
oring by wea Please ask for:

¢ Worthing s oang ASE T
BN12 4HL __Mr P Cleveland:]

1st February 2012

Dear Sir/Madam C K
A —/gf & o
g

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended)

Demclition of existing large double garage & erection of 1no. detached dwelling house,
together with.additional double garage for Magpies

Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring

Thank you for your internet representation made on 1st February 2012 which has been
recorded as an objection’ with the comments as follows: ‘

We plan to move to Ferring as soon as possible, but are put off many locations due to (in
our opinion)unsympathetic over development. This large house is positioned so close fo
the bungalows in Laburnum Close that all their privacy will be lost. | feel that a single
storey property, positioned a greater distance from the rear border of the plot would be
more in keeping with the surroundings. Kind regards, Paul.

Your views will be considered before the application is determined and | shall write to inform you of
any decision made.

Piease be aware that if the application is to be determined by the Council's Development Control
committee and your letter has been received at a late stage after the Agenda has been published
you will not receive a separate letter notifying you of the date of the meeting and procedures for
public speaking. In such circumstances it is recommended that you track the progress of the
application on the Council's website or telephone the Council for further information. Please be
advised that any comments you make that are not included within the Committee Agenda will be
reported to the Members of the Development Control committee. Please also be aware that only a
small number of all planning applications received go the Development Control Committee. Most
are determined under delegated powers by Officers in which case your comments will again be
considered before the application is determined.

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' policy and may publish details of your
comments on the internet on the Arun District Council Planning section. Please ensure that you
only provide information that you are happy will be made available in this way. |f you supply
information belonging to a third party, please ensure you have their permisison to do so. If you do
not wish your comments to appear on the 'open file' please confirm this in writing and | will arrange
for it to be destroyed although this means that its contents will then be disregarded.

In the event of a subsequent written representations appeal, against a refusal of planning
permission on a householder application, any representations made on the application will be
automatically forwarded to the Secretary of State. Uniike ali other types of appeal, there will be no
further opportunity to comment at the appeal stage. :

Yours faithfully

Karl Roberts
Assistant Director Planning Services & Housing Strategy /

inetlete
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Mr P Cleveland

Dear Sir

Planning application FG/151/11

1 must object to the above application on the following grounds.

1. The proposal would constitute an unsatisfactory form of back land
Jevetovment;which:together. with the use of the proposed access wounld-be-
unneighbourly and adversely affect the privacy and quiet enjoyment of
neighbouring properties including those in Laburnum Close that back on to the
proposed development and be in conflict with existing polices.

2. The increase use of the existing access to the public highway Sea Lane would
add to the hazards of highway users to an unacceptable degree.

3. The access i§ unsatisfactory to serve tlie proposed development by reason of
inadequate width and visibility.

4. The new development would be extremely detrimental to the bungalows in
1Laburnum Close‘that back on to‘Magpies.

5. If this proposal were permitted it would set a dangerous precedence for back
fand development in Ferring and would alter-the-character of the locality to the:-
serious detriment of the amenities of the area in conflict with planning policy.

- Faithﬁﬂly_
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Dear Sir
Planning application FG/151/11
I must object to the above application on the following grounds.

1. The proposal would constitute an unsatisfactory form of back land
devefopment which together with the use of the proposed-access-would'be:
unneighbourly and adversely affect the privacy and quiet enjoyment of
neighbouring properties including those in Laburnum Close that back on to the
proposed development-and-be-in-conflict-with-existing polices.

2. The increase use of the existing access to the public highway Sea Lane would
add to the hazards of highway users to an unacceptable degree.

3. The access is-unsatisfactory to serve thie proposed development by reason-of
inadequate width and visibility.

4. The new development would be extremely detrimental to the bungalows in
Laburnum Close that back on to-Magpies.

5. If this proposal were permitted it would set a dangerous precedence for back
tand-development in Férring and would alter the character of the focality to-the-
serious detriment of the amenities of the area in conflict with planning policy.

Yours Faithfully




Page 1 of 1

Sent: 30 January 2012 10: ‘ R

To: Planning
Subject: 'Magpies’ Development

Dear Sir,

Application No. FG/151/11 "Magpies Development

We wish to register an objection to the Planning Application for the above-headed devélopment.
It was our hope that this type of two-for-one, back garden development had come to an end in
Ferrmg

It is our opinion that such a proposal is out of keeping with, the 1mmed1ate area and would
exacerbate traffic problems in this location.

We come back to our erough is enough view, one that we hope that you will share.

Yours faithfully,

Mr. & Mrs T.A Frisby

31/01/2012
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Dear Sir HE o a8

.....

Planning application FG/151/11 ‘
I must object to the above application on the following grounds.

1. The proposal would constitute an unsatisfactory form of back land |
" deveiopment which together with the use of the proposed access wouid be ‘
unneighbourly and adversely affect the privacy and quiet enjoyment of |
neighbouring properties including those in Labumum Close that back on to the
proposed development and be in conflict with existing pohices.
2. The increase use of the existing access to the public highway Sea Lane would
add to the hazards of highway users to an unacceptable degree.
3. The access is unsatisfactory to serve the proposed development by reason of
inadequate width and visibility.
4. The new development would be extremely detrimental to the bungalows in
Laburnum Close that back on to Magpies.
5. If this proposal were permitted it would set a dangerous precedence for back
{and development in Ferring and would alter the character of the locality to the
serious detriment of the amenities of the area in conflict with planning policy.

Yours Faithfully
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Dear Sir

Planning application FG/151/11

I must object to the above application on the following grounds.

1.

The proposal would constitute an unsatisfactory form of back land
development and would be unneighboutiy and adversely effcct my privacy
and quiet enjoyment of my property. The height of the proposed new building
is excessively high and way above the existing garages which are already too
high-at 5.9-meters, it is also far higher than the apphcation that was refused-
last year. Because of the closeness to my boundary and also the height of the
development numerous windows will look directly into my garden, kitchen
and lounge-and therefore be extremely detrimental 1o my property.

The increase use of the existing access to the public highway Sea Lane would
add to the hazards of highway users to an unacceptable degree.

The access 1s unsatisfactory to serve the proposed development by reasonof
inadequate width and visibility.

The new development would be extremely detrimental to the bunga]ows in
Labumum Close that back onto- Magpies.

If this proposal were permitted it would set a dangerous precedence for back
land development in Ferring and would alter the character of the locality to the
serious detriment of the amenities of the area in conflict with planning policy.
It is therefore over development of the area and against national and local
government policy.
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Head of Planning,
Civic Centre,
Maltravers Road,
Littiehampton

Dear Sir,

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL

27 JAN 2012

RECEIVED

Ref: FG/151/11 “Magpies” Sea Lane
Objection

10, Ansisters Road,
Ferring,
BN125)G

25.1.12

ACk

A two house development on this site was refused last year. The developers have come back with

one house and double garage, this is still overcrowding on that site.

Sea laneisa very busy road with ever increasing traffic, another feed onto it increases the hazards.

Back garden developments which are spoiling the whole ifillage feel, should become a thing of the
past as the housing quota will be met by the enormous developments already proposed for the

surrounding area.

The amount of traffic coming Into the village which has, with little exception, no pavements and no
street lighting, will worsen, exacerbating this by more housing, can only be described as foolhardy

and dangerous .

Please give consideration to the points made, especially on the safety aspect, with more and more
young families moving into the village.




4. and V Barder Your Ref: 000012181

48 Sea Lane Our Ref: FG/151/11/
Ferring Please ask for:
West Sussex Mr P Cleveland
BN12 5EH

30th January 2012
Dear Sir/Madam

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended)

Demolition of existing large double garage & erection of 1no. detached dwelling house,
together with additional double garage for Magpies

Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring

Thank you for your internet representation made on 27th January 2012 which has been
recorded as an objection’ with the comments as follows:

We object on the grounds that the proposed dwelling with the adjoining double garage is
only 2 metres away from our side fence and would throw a large shadow over our garden
and cut out a considerable amount of light. Moreover, the proposed large property would
be cramped on such a small plot and detrimental to the character of the surrounding
properties and therefore unneighbourly. Our view from the back of our house and garden
would be blighted. Also to be taken into account is the extra traffic flow using the single
shared driveway which would increase noise and pollution levels.

Your views will be considered before the application is determined and | shalt write to inform you of
any decision made. '

Please be aware that if the application is to be determined by the Council's Development Control
committee and your letter has been received at a late stage after the Agenda has been published
you will not receive a separate letter notifying you of the date of the meeting and procedures for
public speaking. In such circumstances it is recommended that you track the progress of the
application on the Council's website or telephone the Council for further information. Please be
advised that any comments you make that are not included within the Committee Agenda will be
reported to the Members of the Development Control committee. Please ailso be aware that only a
small number of all planning applications received go the Development Control Committee. Most
are determined under delegated powers by Officers in which case your comments will again be
considered before the application is determined.

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' policy and may publish details of your
comments on the internet on the Arun District Council Planning section. Please ensure that you
only provide information that you are happy will be made available in this way. If you supply
information belonging to a third party, please ensure you have their permisison to do so. If you do
not wish your comments to appear on the ‘open file' please confirm this in writing and | will arrange
for it to be destroyed although this means that its contents will then be disregarded.

In the event of a subsequent written representations appeal, against a refusal of planning
permission on a householder application, any representations made on the application will be
automatically forwarded to the Secretary of State. Unlike all other types of appeal, there will be no
further opportunity to comment at the appeal stage.

Yours faithfully

Karl Roberts
Assistant Director Planning Services & Housing Strategy
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Mr T Harman
7 Latitmum Ciese.
Ferring
Worthing
BNI2 SEX
Mr P Cleveland
Dear Sir

Planning application FG/151/11

T must object to the above application on the following grounds.

1.

The proposa!l would constitute an unsatisfactory form of back land
development which together with the use of the proposed access would be
unneighbourly and adversely affect the privacy and quiet enjoyment of.
neighbouring properties including those in Laburnum Close that back on to the
proposed development and be in conflict with existing polices.

The increase use of the existing access to the public highway Sea Lane would.
add to the hazards of highway users to an unacceptable degree.

. The access is unsatisfactory to serve the proposed development by reason of

inadequate width-and visibility.

The new development would be extremely detrimental to the bungalows in
Laburnum Close that back on to Magpies.

1f this proposal were pertitted it would $et a dangerous precedence for back:
jand development in Ferring and would alter the character of the locality to the
serious detriment of the amenities of the area in conflict with planning policy.
it is therefore over development of the area and against national and ocal
government policy.
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David Bettiss Your Ref: 000012171

8 Tamarisk Way Your Re
;ﬁ?g%ER. Elease ask for:
(MERCiEvesndl
25th January 2012
Dear SirfMadam '

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended)

Demoilition of existing large double garage & erection of 1no. detached dwelling house,
together with additional double garage for Magpies

Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring

Thank you for your internet representation made on 24th January 2012 which has been
recorded as an objection' with the comments as follows:

| object to this application for a number of reasons. | note that there was a previous
application on this same site last year for 2 dwellings which was quite rightly refused, and |
personally objected to that one as well. The only realistic difference on this application is
that it has been reduced from 2 dwellings to one detached one, but the main principles
remain exactly the same.l]
it is quite simply an over development of a congested and surrounded site, which is out of
character to its surroundings, and has no benefit to the local community, other than a
commercial one to the landowners.O ,
There will be clearance of so called "scrub”, which must have an adverse effect on local
wildiife and the general bicdiversity of the area.]
The access issues highlighted in the previous objection are exactly the same (only that
there are now 2 households vehicles using the narrow access lane rather than three). The
danger of extra vehicles emerging on to Sea Lane with its notoriously bad sight lines

~ remain from this narrow entrance, which can only worsen road safety issues.O
Finally, additional development here will add further to the well publicised pressure on
local services, especially drainage issues, doctors, schools, and where it cannot be
Justified such as here, it must be resisted for the benefit of an already overstretched and
congested community.() _
The right decision was reached on the last application, and for almost an identical
application here, | would urge that for the benefit of very local residents such as myself
onice again it be refused.

Your views will be considered before the application is determined and | shall write to inform you of
any decision made.

Please be aware that if the application is to be determined by the Council's Development Control
committee and your letter has been received at a late stage after the Agenda has been published
you will not receive a separate letter notifying you of the date of the meeting and procedures for
public speaking. In such circumstances it is recommended that you track the progress of the
application on the Council's website or telephone the Council for further information. Please be
advised that any comments you make that are not included within the Committee Agenda will be
reported to the Members of the Development Control committee. Please also be aware that only a
small number of all planning applications received go the Development Control Committee. Most
are determined under delegated powers by Officers in which case your comments will again be
considered before the application is determined.

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' policy and may publish details of your
comments on the internet on the Arun District Council Planning section. Please ensure that you
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Linda Nicholls Your Ref: 000012150
9 Foamcourt Waye Our Ref: FG/M151/11/

Fogga Please ask for:

Werthing

BN12 5RD Mr P Cleveland
20th January 2012

Dear Sir/Madam

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended)

Demolition of existing large double garage & erection of 1no. detached dwelling house,
together with additional double garage for Magpies

Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring

' Thank you for your internet representation made on 19th January 2012 which has been
recorded as an objection’ with the comments as follows:

Ridiculous proposal. Houses would be far too close together, adding to flooding problems
(fack of open land for drainage), ioss of wildlife habitat, increased traffic with an extra
house having at least one car and probably at least two, more strain on the already
stretched infrastructure. Sea Lane is already difficult to access, because of poor visibility,
from Beehive Lane and Sea Lane Gardens to name but two - we do not need more
hazards on this narrow, well used road which also accommodates a bus route. No more
infifling PLEASE.

Your views will be considered before the application is determined and | shall write to inform you of
any decision made. '

Please be aware that if the application is to be determined by the Council's Development Control
committee and your letter has been received at a late stage after the Agenda has been published
you will not receive a separate letter notifying you of the date of the meeting and procedures for
public speaking. In such circumstances it is recommended that you track the progress of the
application on the Council's website or telephone the Council for further information. Please be
advised that any comments you make that are not included within the Committee Agenda will be
reported to the Members of the Development Control committee. Please also be aware that only a
small number of all planning applications received go the Development Control Committee. Most
are determined under delegated powers by Officers in which case your comments will again be
considered before the application is determined.

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' policy and may publish details of your
comments on the internet on the Arun District Council Planning section. Please ensure that you
only provide information that you are happy will be made available in this way. If you supply
information belonging to a third party, please ensure you have their pérmisison to do so. If you do
not wish your comments to appear on the ‘open file' please confirm this in writing and | will arrange
for it to be destroyed although this means that its contents will then be disregarded.

.In the event of a subsequent written representations appeal, against a refusal of planning
permission on, a householder application, any representations made on the application will be
automatically forwarded to the Secretary of State. Unlike all other types of appeal, there will be no
further opportunity to comment at the appeal stage.

Yours faithfully

Karl Roberts
Assistant Director Planning Services & Housing Strategy
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.(/ ARUN DISTRICT COUNGIL

~ 4 Greenways Crescent 20 JAN 2012
Y FERRING
Worthing RECEVED
West Sussex BN12 SEF

19 January 2012 Your Ref: FG/151/11
Planning Department
Arun District Council
Maltravers Road
LITTLEHAMPTON
West Sussex BN17 SLF ke é ; K
‘Dear Sirs

Planning Application ref (see above)

I should like my objection to the planning application for another house with double garage within
the existing back garden of Magpies. This would Jeave minimum space for anyone to enjoy privacy
in their own néw house and the adjoining properties.

The village is becoming overcrowded already with back gardens being built on and 'a property site
building into two property sites.

The exit from this site on to Sea Lane would cause severe problems to local and through traffic. The
impact on the skyline would also be detrimental. The outward appearance is unlikely to be in the
local vernacular thereby adding to that impact. 1 therefore ask that this application be refused.

Yours truly,

P Bentley BEd CentEd
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Ferring Conservation Group Your Ref: 000012139
17 \lest Drive OurRef: FG/151/11/
V\?gg'?HING Please ask for:
BN12 5Q2 Mr P Cleveland

18th January 2012
Dear SirfMadam

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended)

Demolition of existing large double garage & erection of 1no. detached dwelling house,
together with additional double garage for Magpies

Magpies 52 Sea Lane Ferring

Thank you for your internet representation made on 17th January 2012 which has been
recorded as an objection’ with the comments as follows:

Ferring Conservation Group objects to this application on the same grounds as for the
application for two houses at this site last year. Building additional houses in back gardens
is out of character with the area and bringing more traffic through a narrow driveway onfo
Sea Lane would be adding to'existing problems of access and visibility for traffic turning
onto Sea Lane (whatever WSCC may say to the contrary, this is the daily experience of
residents in Sea Lane and roads entering it). O

The Council was quite right to refuse the previous application (FG/57/11) because the site
was 'unsuitable in size, shape and position' and 'damaging the character of the
surrounding area’. The present application for a large house and double garage is for a
similar large building mass.d '

The other ground for refusal was the lack of any contribution to affordable housing. We
see no evidence that the present application makes such a contribution. O

The site is a garden, not ‘previpously developed land, and we trust the Council will refuse
this applicationO

Ed Miller, Secretary, Ferring Conservation Group

Your views will be considered before the application is determined and | shall write to inform you of
any decision made.

Please be aware that if the application is to be determined by the Council's Development Control
committee and your letter has been received at a late stage after the Agenda has been published
you will not receive a separate letter notifying you of the date of the meeting and procedures for
public speaking. In such circumstances it is recommended that you track the progress of the
application on the Council's website or telephone the Council for further information. Please be
advised that any comments you make that are not included within the Committee Agenda will be
reported to the Members of the Development Control committee. Please also be aware that only a
“small number of all planning applications received go the Development Control Committee. Most
are determined under delegated powers by Officers in which case your comments will again be -
considered before the application is determined.

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' policy and may publish details of your
comments on the internet on the Arun District Council Planning section. Please ensure that you
only provide information that you are happy will be made available in this way. If you supply
information belonging to a third party, please ensure you have their permisison to do so. If you do
not wish your comments to appear on the 'open file' please confirm this in writing and | will arrange
for it to be destroyed although this means that its contents will then be disregarded.

In the event of a subsequent written representations appeal, against a refusal of planning

A
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permission on a householder application, any representations made on the application will be
automatically forwarded to the Secretary of State. Unlike all other types of appeal, there will be no
further opportunity to comment at the appeal stage.

Yours faithfully

Karl Roberts
Assistant Director Planning Services & Housing Strategy
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