From: Daniel Sellar [

Sent: 17 November 2014 13:02
To: Anita Gardner
Subject: R/243/14/PL - Proposed Development at 69 Broadmark Lane, Rustington

Dear drs Gardner,

| am writing to you with regard 1o the above planning application. We have been in dislogue with the developsr, Mr
Pater Lesch for a number of weeks. Below is a record of those emails, As a result of this dislogue he has agreed to
undertaks a number of revisions to his schems. In terms of planning matters, the main concerns 1o us are the
foliowing:

&  The overlocking from the roof terrace

¢ Noise from the apartment enirances on the north elsvation

& Protection of ouwr scuthern boundary wall, hedgerow and fencing during demolition, construction

and the compisted davelopment
#  Moise dust and vibration during demolition and construction

As you can see from the correspondence below the developer has Hstened to ow concerns and has agresd a
number of measursas to resolve these issues, such as;

&  Making the roof terrace walls at least 1.95m high and opague so as to prevent avericoking.

= Agreeing to use hard landscaping and soft closing hinges on the north elevation to prevent noise from the
comings and goings of residents.

s including our boundary wall and associated hedgarow and fencing in a condition survey
¢ Providing a contractors method statement

Additionally he has agreed to resubmit the inaccurate plans to correctly show our southern extension, which runs up
tight to our southern boundary wall. He has also agreed to a full photographic condition survey of our property.

We are additionally concerned about noise dust and vibration throughout demolition and construction.,



To date he has been very helpful and co-operative, but for our comfort we ask that the council condition what you
can under planning policy, t© make sure there is 3 legal commitment from the developer to action thase points of
LONCErn.

if the developer carries out the above actions, and you are able to secure these points by means of planning
condition, we will have no objection 1o the schame.

Yours sincerealy

Daniel Seliar
On behalf of Mrs P Seliar, owner and resident of 87 Broadmark Lane, Rustington

From: Peter Leach

Sent: 03 November 2014 11:06

To: Daniel Sellar

Subject: RE: Proposed Development at 69 Broadmark Lane, Rustington
Daniel,

Thank vou for your response.

{ have added some notes below and will get the items we have identified done as soon as possible.

Kind Regards

Pater
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From: Daniel Sellar I

Sent: 30 October 2014 21:08
To: Peter Leach

Subject: RE: Proposed Development at 69 Broadmark Lane, Rustington
Dear Peter,

Thank you for your email responses and voicemail.



1. Regarding the roof terrace. We appreciate the measures you are taking to reduce the impact of overlooking.
Having a 1.95m high opaque permanent edge detail surround|ng the terrace will certainly help alleviate the issue.
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2. Regarding noise, dust and vibration. We look forward to receiving a copy of your contractor’s method statement
to comment on. Please note that the southern boundary sandstone wall is within our redline/ownership. We would
like reassurances that this, and our mature hedgerow and fence panels that run the Iength of this boundary, W|II be
su|tany protected from damage or harm dur|ng demoI|t|on and construct|on phases i athoe

3. Soft closing hinges would go some way to solve the issue of the side entrance doors causing disturbance to our
ground floor master bedroom. We look forward to a demonstration once you're near completion. Natad and wilf g,

4. Regarding the full photographic condition survey before and after construction, I look forward to hearing from
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Regarding the letter of support, perhaps we could forward this correspondence to the planning officer to
demonstrate that you have been highly cooperative, and to let the officer know the issues we are most concerned
about, as our support is conditional on these issues be|ng resolved to our sat|sfact|on Vas his - ‘

Best regards,

Daniel Sellar

>>I>=rom: Peter Leach
Sent: 28 October 2014 13:25
To: Daniel Sellar

Subject: RE: Proposed Development at 69 Broadmark Lane, Rustington
3
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Daniel

ew the guestions vou have raised.
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i have now had a chan

| will address them in the order you have raised them and added my comments below,

Poter Leach

From: Daniel Sellar

Sent: 24 October 2014 12:49

To: Peter Leach

Subject: Proposed Development at 69 Broadmark Lane, Rustington

Dear Mr Leach,

It was good to talk through your scheme the other week.

You mentioned to me on the phone that other residents in the area had expressed similar concerns to us about the
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As discussed, please email your detailed plans for the roof terrace, showing the measures you intend to employ to

protect our privacy. As you know my mother is understandably very concerned about this.

Alongside this, there are a number of other points that we would require your reassurance/further information on.

These are:

1.

Noise, dust and vibration during both demolition and construction phases — please provide a method

statement from your contractor about how they will control these issues. | |
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2.

Noise from the residents entrance you are proposing on the ground floor of the North Elevation - my

mother’s bedroom is only a few feet away on the ground floor. Ths si
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Plan inaccuracies — A number of your plans appear to be incorrect. | attach my mother’s mark up from the
design and access statement you left with her to review. Some plans appear to show my mother’s ground
floor bedroom further away from the boundary than is actually the case, and in some instances it’s missed
off entirely, giving the impression that your development is further away from our property than is actually
the case — | would expect you to resubmit those plans as an addendum to the Council to enable to make a
fair assessment of impact. Please also send me a copy of these revised plans so | may review them with her.
A programme of works — It would be really useful to have an outline, high level programme of your works,
as and when you’ve developed this. { @y e this tunt i REINCHES i

Ground movement affecting our property — | would like you to cover the cost of a full photographic
condition survey of our property before any works commence, and after completion, as a gesture of
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| would like to avoid having to speak to the Planning Officer directly about these concerns, in the hope that we can

close them out directly with you, but we need you to address the all of the above, before the consultation period

expires.
| look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,
Daniel Sellar

This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.
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