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COMMVENTS:

bj ection from ACER, The Wi tegates Residents Association

ACER have concerns over the intrusion and |oss of privacy to

nei ghbours fromthis proposal

1. It should be noted that a previous application for a nobile hone
in the back garden of No.6 Pitts Lane was approved in May this year
by a different applicant. Application 241311 refers. There is no
mention of this in the current application

2.1t is noted that on the re-designed first floor drawi ng 077PLPO1
both the master bedroom and Guest Bedroom 1 have i nward openi ng,
i.e. exit doors (drawing item7), which open out onto the flat
roof of the ground floor rear extension. To walk out onto the flat
roof would potentially afford a grandstand view i nt o nei ghbouring
gardens, which woul d be unacceptably intrusive. It is noted that
there are currently no handrails around the roof of the ground
floor extension roof, nor any protection to the rooflights. It is
suggested that a condition prohibiting the ground floor roof being
used for recreational purposes is a condition of any fornal
Acceptance of this application

3. There are two new dorners shown on the drawings. There is a
conventional size dormer shown for Guest Bedroom 3 which is shown on
drawi ng 077PLSA. This shows the dormer wi ndow set back one netre
from the rear wall of the property. The new dorner for Guest
Bedroom 3 is significantly larger, with the full height w ndow , set
back only 250mm fromthe rear wall of the house. Wth such a large
dormer, this would look like a three storey section of the house
fromthe rear, with associated intrusive overlooking into nei ghbours
properties. It is noted that there is no section of the property

t hrough Quest

bedroom3. It is also noted that the set back of the dornmers is
stated as 1.8 and 0.91 netres, but this is fromthe edge of the
eaves, not the rear wall. The omi ssion of the sectional draw ng
of bedroom 3 and the set-back neasurenents fromthe eaves appear to
i ntend

reassurance that the visual inpact of the dornmers is less than it
woul d actually be when built.

4. ACER are against rear facing dorners on residential hones due to
them affording visual intrusion into previously private areas of the
nei ghbours back gardens. This would not be the case if the dorners
were on the front of the property, overlooking access roads, a
public area. This is especially the case with | arge dorners which
extend up to the wall of the house.

ACER therefore objects to this application due to the actua
increase in intrusion and overl ooking fromthe rear facing dorners,
plus the potential for further overlooking fromthe roof of the rear



ext ensi on.

Should it be nminded to approve this application, then it is
requested that there is a condition to prevent the roof of the rear
ext ensi on being used for recreational purposes.



