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COWENTS:

| amsubnitting this objection on behalf of both our own househol d
and certain other inpacted residents of Larch Avenue who have asked
me to submit on their behalf. This approach is attributed to
concerns over the reaction of the applicant based on previous
experi ences when

bui | di ng/ border related natters have been raised; to this end
understand that certain residents nmay have contacted the pl anni ng
of fice on an anonynous basis but | appreciate that policy dictates
t hat anonynous objections will not be considered.

The principal objection is to the clainmng of |and outside of the
applicant's title nunber(s) as noted in the application. For
context, ny understanding is that the applicant has previously taken
steps to adopt this land wi thout seeking planning consent prior to
the submission of this retrospective planning application

The inpact of adopting this currently unadopted land is that the
sight line of the boundaries fromthe top of Larch Avenue down to
nunber 14 will no I onger be respected, changing the | ook and feel of
Larch

Avenue for all residents. Each of the houses on Larch Avenue have a
set frontage to the street which have been preserved despite
mul ti pl e houses undergoi ng extensive redevel opnent work. The view of
residents | have spoken with is that building out onto this frontage
will

adversely affect the open feel of the road, which has already been
negatively affected by the protruding fence installed as phase 1 of
t he buil di ng works (garage construction) which also restricts the

wi dth of the entrance to Larch Avenue. This position would be
worsened for all residents by the proposed new boundary wal |l and
gates, as well as potentially inpacting views, visibility etc., for
certain

resi dents.

Not wi t hst andi ng t he above, | would note that | (and other Larch
Avenue residents) find the submtted plans to be sonewhat anbi guous
and lacking in detail. My understanding is that there have been

previous instances of the applicant's buil ding works bei ng outside
of granted planning perm ssion, with a need to submit other
retrospective

applications as a result, which results in a hei ghtened sense of
nervousness anongst Larch Avenue honeowners as to how plans will be
interpreted in practice and increases the need for detail. There
does not appear to be any indication on the planning application as
to the proposed height of this new boundary wall and gate
structure, which | would expect to see in any application that was
seeking to build on frontage in a way that is inconsistent with

ot her houses on the

street. O her frontage-facing boundary walls along Larch Avenue are
set back fromthe road, low |l evel and in keeping with each other

Thank you for taking the tinme to consider this objection






