Arun Givie Centrs
Msltravers Boad

Littehampton

West Sussex

BNTY SLF

Deay Mr, Gardner,

Ref. Planning Applicstion RI211/18/PDH

Further to the Council’s letler of 8th. Séegﬁemt}er 2018 rs—**gaz‘s:iﬁ‘w the above ﬁ;};}i}c‘;ﬂts@n ! have now

had opportunity tﬁ-;ggamim %ﬁﬁ--squ:ﬁad drawings for ssene and would like place on record our
formal Objection to the proposed sxiension.

The grounds for dur pijection are as fxf:s_iig‘wé;:

mm&mai@w wall to B miebres, and s%}auid the A;};}ismm ﬁwm eiat:i m aian% a similar iy mgh Qrwn

wall’ 1o mask the increased ength of the ﬁ&a&.hmﬁtﬁs:ﬂg we will suffer shadowing to ot fiving room

as well. The loss of natural tight is already considerable; agres) e would be
unreasonable.

Secondly, while we understand {and indeed sham} the Applicants d@.@ for privacy {viz, the

overgrown shrubhenyfireey mﬁﬂﬁmmd aﬁ:n‘:wg}-;;ii}e;u_g}ri:s{sgiég‘ct‘a::sf 2 50% ncreased fangth in his
proposed cm}&&m&ﬁ@wg will evitably contribute o an ;i‘nﬁﬁz’igj{e&mﬁr‘smﬁﬁé --sm?ivétéfﬁsg of cur own
Groater Bving space invites {;e?&*“‘{}*r“ yse angd therefors the potantial 1o a greater level of nolsa to
aeighbouring dwellings.

Finally, we note ihgﬁ the proposed exiension has opted ffz@s & fiat roof ?iﬁumineﬁ by rout linhis: this

is hardly in keeping with .ih&; sprewance @f‘thev house proper, whose own oot and doubls garage




e paditional gabled o

erefore seam to ba oy
We renlise that the Applicant’s i ef -uplad for most of the vear, heand b
abroad, and that sssential services ar ' & wekly basis by his Tather, wit

plicant Kimself s unaware of any/all of the

points raised above. We would thersfors welcome the opportunity to discuss matters with him

clure, though we have yet to ma cquaintance.

Thank you for your help i this mattes

Yours sincersty,
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