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COWENTS:
I have the follow ng strong objections to this application
Over beari ng:

Currently, the vertical wall of No. 8 s garage is less than a neter
(~90cnm) away from our boundary fence but is not intrusive as it

only extends a couple of feet above fence height. The |ow garage
roof then tapers away and to the centre of the main dwelling gable
end (vertical) wall, which is sone 5 neters or so away fromthe
boundary

fence.

The proposed extension end wall will rise vertically, less than a
meter fromthe fence, to the height of the main dwelling eaves and
al ong the whole width of the dwelling end wall that faces our
property.

The cl oseness to our boundary and the very significant 2.5 - 3 neter
increase in height of the new extension's vertical end wall wll be
i ntrusive and overbearing and will definitely and adversely inpact
the enjoynent of particularly our side but also, our back gardens.
Loss of Light:

A key consideration when we chose our house back in 1997 was its
roughly east/west aspect. This neant that we get sunshine in our
garden all day - both in the nmorning (fromthe east) and in the
afternoon & evening (fromthe west). MW wife and | love to sit on
our lawn or work in our garden areas and the current end profile of
next door's house allows us a bright and airy area in which to enjoy
our garden at the side and rear of our property and to entertain our
fam |y and grandchildren when they visit, which is often

For the reasons stated in the 'Overbearing' section above, the
proposed new extension wll:

1. greatly reduce the amount of light to the garden at the side of
our house, which will be significant as it is on the northern aspect
of our property.

2. drastically reduce the anount of afternoon and eveni ng sunshine
(and light) we get in both the side and rear garden areas,

i ncluding our conservatory.

3. darken internal parts of our hone. W have a frosted gl ass

wi ndow in the upper part of the wall facing No 8 s property. This
lights up our landing, stairwell and downstairs hallway. The
proximty of their proposed end wall will greatly reduce this and
turn our landing, stairwell and downstairs hall into nuch darker
spaces.

Al'l the above issues will significantly inpair our enjoynent of our
property and it's outside spaces.

As a matter of interest, when we first noved into our house in 1997,
there was a very large conifer on the boundary with No 8 Hunters
Way. This neant that the (previous neighbour's) back garden was

al nrost permanently in the shade. W therefore, at our own expense,
had the tree felled and renoved, which greatly inproved the anobunt
of light and sunshine our current nei ghbours now enjoy.

Oversi ght:

It is noted that there is to be an additional upstairs w ndow
installed in the new gable end at the rear of the proposed



extension, which is very near our boundary. This will allow

oversi ght of our back garden and will definitely be detrinmental to
our privacy and enjoynent of our property.

Noi se:

Since the present residents noved into No. 8, they have conpl eted
many naj or inprovenent projects. These have neant increased noise,
parking issues, skips on their drive, etc.

Whi | st we have been very understandi ng of the disruption caused by
these projects, we feel enough is enough. The erection of this
proposed extension will create yet further significant noise, dust,
rubbl e and di sruption and, being so close to our house and boundary,
will definitely inpinge on our privacy and enjoynent of our property
for a long tine.

Loft Conversi on:

To be clear, we have no objection to the proposed |oft conversion in
principle. This will not cause us any of the above issues, provided
the external shape of the upper part of the house is not changed nor
encroaches any further towards our property.



