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COWENTS:

We are the i mmedi ate nei ghbours of the applicant. W wish to
formal |y express our strong opposition to the application seeking
perm ssion to construct a privacy screen on the rear bal cony.
Additionally, we

object to the application for retrospective pernission, which, we
note, is unrelated to the proposed privacy screen

The existing rear extension of the applicant's house has al ready had
a consi derabl e negative effect on our enjoynent of our garden. The
extension projects nore than ten netres beyond the original rear
wal I of our property and six netres past the end of our
conservatory,

which sits adjacent to the garden boundary. Wen conbined with the
consi derabl e hei ght of the extension, the proposed addition of a
further 1.8 netres is excessively intrusive and woul d further

di m ni sh our outdoor amenity and privacy. The ground fl oor

ext ensi on was

constructed with little regard for aesthetics, giving it the
appearance of an industrial unit.

Furthernore, the total area taken up by the two skylights on the
bal cony is so substantial that the bal cony itself cannot serve any
meani ngf ul purpose. Gven this, we cannot understand the necessity
of erecting a privacy screen in this |ocation.

We are al so concerned by the lack of clarity in the application
regard ing the naterials intended for use in the construction of the
privacy screen. Additionally, the subnmitted plans do not include any
cal cul ations or assessnents related to natural light |levels on our
side of the bal cony. The potential reduction in natural |ight to our
hone and garden is a mmjor concern for us.

We assert our legal entitlenent to a specific proportion of natura
light, and it is our position that the installation of a privacy
screen may i ntroduce unwanted shadow i nto our garden and
conservatory, which has been established since 2004. Furthernore,
no other property on this road features a bal cony, |let alone
screeni ng, making such an addition inconsistent with the prevailing
character of the area. A

dayl i ght, sunlight and overshadowi ng report should be undertaken in
accordance with the Buil ding Research Establishnent docunent "Site
Layout Planning for Daylight and Sunlight: A guide to good
practice".

Qur nei ghbours' application for retrospective pernission is just the
|atest in a series of construction regulation violations since
starting their extension ei ghteen nonths ago. W have shared all our
concerns with the council's planning departnent. Their ongoing
behavi our has disrupted us, our street, and the local comunity. A
good exanple of this is their installation of large, unattractive
hoardings in their front garden in August 2024, which remain in

pl ace even though buil ding work has been conpleted. G anting



retrospective perm ssion would, in our opinion, encourage continued
di sregard for regul ations.



