Architect's Stotement - 573 Application

This applicafion sesks approval o o number of nonmaterial changes to the cpproved design, as is
aliowed by a 573 application, this is not o refrospective application. None of the proposed changes
within the application olfects in any way the height of the building, which remains os approved o
circa 10,0 m high. Indeed, some of the design changes for which approvel is applied for are o
positive improvement over the origingl design, Le. the removal of the glazed link between Mo 27
and Mo 28 which the client ulso owns and intends to keep in her ownership.

There has been u lof of neguative opinion and incorrect assumplions stated about the building, which
conno! be substontinted, these unfortunctely have gene viral in the locsl and wider community,
Facehook groups and local press. Some of these views are based on looking ot u building under
construction, rother thon the finished house, QOnce the roof s Hled in the approved slote and the
architectural defoiling completed the building will not seem so dominan, indeed some may love i,
af the moment it's a shell.

There hos been o welldocumented highly vitrioliz campoign by certain individuals to stop this private
development by any means possible and | would hope that ADRC will assess this 573 application
objactively.

As for os | con see none of the objeciors have an issue with the s73 changes, sther than some ik
founded subjective crificism ond personal vitriol aimed of IBA and the confractor. What seems to
concern the thrust of the rep lefters is that they believe, as they have been told, that the building has
bean consiructed fo the wrong height, this is incorrect,

The decision letter stuted thot the FFL must be set no lower than 4.41 AOD and the officer’s report
sfates that the building is circa 10 m high, by scaling from the pdf plans submited, this indicates that
the eventual height would be cires 14.41 AOD, currently | expect the final ridge height to be ciren
14.38. Ag the orchitect, | can confirm that the buiiding has been construcied in line with the approved
Hoor plans and slevations. Therafore, the final height is us approvad on the slevation drawings.

Given the location of the site  ridge height of 10 m above ground level is not excessive and when
viewed from the beach it will only be 8.6 m from the top of the shingle beach to the ridge. Indeed,
the building can only redlly be viewed from the beach as the land to the north is private and it cannot
be seen direcily from Central Drive. Currently on the north side the site has temporary reduced site
fevels, which give o misleading indization of the height.

The seafront from Pagharm to Ferring has o varied range of architechural shyles of varying heights
and designs, indeed just down the road from the site we have 2 lorge 3 storey sea Front blocks of
fiats, this house is nothing out of the ordinary, there are many large detached houses clong the
caastal strin, Indeed, given the house's locotion behind the shingle bonk st o lower level, it will sit
comfortably on the beoch fromtoge.

The new property will not, due fo the approved height, have un adverse effect on any other adjacent
nroperty to the rear or the side. The client owna No 25 and will be using both houses as part of her
refirement plan, _ No 25 will be used to sccommodate her carers.

Following consideration of this s73 applicotion my dient hopes that ADC planning officers con be
both brave and bold in opproving the amendments to the design, ond not be influenced by the

negative opinion openly expressed in some of the third party and persenally addrassed letters.

Finally, this house when finished will be of o high quolity orchitectural design, which should be
cansidered an improvement and o stunning londmark skotement to the EBE beach sea bront.

von Blumer Architects itd, 09/08/2021
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