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COWENTS:

| amwiting to formally object to the proposal on the grounds of
non- conpl i ance with previously approved planni ng conditions, as well
as the material harmto residential anenity it would cause to
adj oi ni ng nei ghbours.

My objections are based on the foll ow ng:

1. Breach of conditions set in approval for neighbouring Canberra
Lake Way devel opnent

The proposal is in clear breach of conditions set in the approva
for the nei ghbouring Canberra Lake Way devel opnent. These pl ans

i ncluded a green buffer |andscaping zone to ensure the privacy of
properties 8-12 and 22-26 Canberra Lake Way. This buffer was a
mat eri al part of the approved schenme and the failure of both Hicks
(Canberra Lake Way devel opers) and Bellway to fulfil its

i npl enentation is unacceptable, and this proposal should be
rejected inmedi ately on this basis.

2. Material Harmto Residential Anenity (Overbearing, Overl ooking,
and Loss of Qutl ook)

The proposed positioning and orientation of Plot 1 poses a direct
and naterial threat to the anenity of ny property, 8 Canberra Lake
V\ay.

Plot 1 is sited an unacceptably short distance behind ny rear
boundary fence.

Its orientation and layout results in significant overlooking, wth
upstairs and downstairs w ndows directly view ng, and being vi ened
from ny private garden and |iving areas.

The site's topography, conbined with the plot's close proxinty,
will create an overbearing and oppressive enclosure, leading to a
significant loss of outlook frommny hone.

This adverse inpact on residential anenity is a direct consequence
of both Hicks and Bellway's failure to provide the previously agreed
and approved green buffer |andscapi ng zone.

3. Unacceptabl e deviation fromthe outline planning approva
(Reserved Matters vs. New Schene)

The Bel lway proposal is so naterially different fromthe previous

Hi cks outline indicative layout that it nmust be treated as an
entirely new planning application, not nerely an approval of
'reserved

matters'.

The indicative layout in the previous subni ssion forned the
essential basis upon which outline planning consent was granted.
The current mmjor deviations cannot be deened to be the sane schene.
The changes have resulted in a greater density of housing than

previ ously approved, by neans of clustering the 75 hones into a



mal | er portion of the site. This constitutes an overdevel opnent of
the site and it is feared that the renaining green space will be
subject to a future attenpt to infill with further housing,
exacerbating the

over devel opnent .

4, Failure to conply with local design guidelines

The proposed | ayout is unsynpathetic and appears to be contrary to

| ocal WBC design guidelines due to the clustering of affordable
housing into a single zone. Local policies pronote the effective and
integrated distribution of affordable housing within schenes, which
is entirely ignored in this subm ssion

5. Failure to include pedestrian safety provision

This submi ssion has onmitted the provision for the required
pedestrian crossing on Park Lane, which was a mandatory condition of
the previous outline planning perm ssion. This represents a serious
failure to address hi ghway safety requirenents.

For these reasons | urge the Council to reject this proposal inits
entirety or at least require a full re-design of the site layout to
align with prior planning approvals and desi gn gui deli nes.



