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CM/16/20/PL
39-44
Langford Horsemere Green Lane Climping
Variation of condition 2 imposed under CM/64/19/PL to substitute House Type
F floor plans & House Type F elevations.

UPDATE DETAILS
Reason for Update/Changes:
Comparative Plans submitted to aid identification of the differences between the approved scheme
and that now proposed.
12 additional objections (7 from the same author) and including 1 from the Ward Cllr received
stating.
- The roof appears higher and longer. Either the.original plans have been altered or the architect
has made a mistake drawing in the red dotted outline on the new plans.
- Lack of key measurements such as not stating the pitch and height of the roof or the distance to
the boundary.
- Traffic measures ignored with 7 entrances on to HGL in 100 yards.
- This is a travesty for planning, or lack of planning.
- At no time has Applicant notified neighbours.
- There is an intention to circumvent compliance.
- If the applicant were to reduce the roof height to single storey, ie, that of a bungalow, as
proposed, and lower the ground level, this would fall in line with their proposal.
- There are unreasonable obstacles to objection, and unreasonable obstacles to information which
will dramatically and materially adversely affect people's lives.
- The criteria are far too narrow, confusing, time consuming and is therefore obstructive and
discriminatory and denies legal rights.
- Obvious and real security risk for the existing residents at numbers 44, 45 and 46 Appletree
Walk.
- There are a number of protected species on this site and birds which are on the RSPB red list
such as great spotted and green woodpeckers. This has been virtually undisturbed for centuries
and was left to natural woodland with a thriving ecosystem.
- Developers are obliged to conduct wildlife surveys. At no point has this ever been done. The site
was cleared of all trees and vegetation during the week of 4th November 2019. This was been
reported to the Council at the time and works were allowed to continue in breach of clearly laid out
legislation.
- The proposal for a two storey house on this house was resisted and recommended to be made
into a bungalow.
Officers Comment:
Clarification was sought from agent to clearly identify dimensions of distances to boundaries and

height of proposal on plan and to ensure the super imposed comparative plans accurately
reflected the differences between the approved and proposed scheme.
The length of the house is as shown, however the positioning of the plot is relative to the parking
bay in front, consequently it is as far north as possible to limit the impact at the rear. To locate the
plots, the corner of the window bay is the same in both versions but the posts and overhangs differ
in both schemes resulting in the slight difference in appearance/length.
In respect of the dotted roof/ridge lines it appears the representation shows a much lower roof line
which is in fact the rear of the previous scheme, whereas the agent has shown the front of the
outline of the previous scheme. For clarity, images showing both the front roof and the rear roof
superimposed over the rear elevation have been provided by the agent. The latest drawings are
based on a construction/technical drawing to ensure the actual internal dimensions/clearances
required are being achieved.
The proposal does not include any amendment to the access which has already been approved.
There is no requirement for Developers to contact neighbouring residents.
Any site clearance undertaken prior to the previous planning application submission was not in
breach of condition. An 'Ecological Impact Assessment' was conducted on behalf of MJH Homes
dated 3rd December 2019. The ecological impact of the development has already been accepted
and there is no change of this impact as a result of the changes proposed in this application.
In assessing the merits of a planning application only material planning considerations can be
taken into account. Legal rights are covered by other legislation and are not planning
considerations.
The application has been advertised in accordance with adopted procedure and representations
have been accepted and considered as part of the decision taking process.
The plans condition (2) includes reference to the comparison plan drawing numbers.
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R/91/20/PL
77 - 88
6 Manor Road Rustington
Demolition of existing garage & store on existing dwelling & erection of 1 No
detached bungalow to rear.

UPDATE DETAILS
Reason for Update/Changes:
One additional objection raising the following points which reiterate comments made in other
representations:
- Overdevelopment of the site which could set a precedent.
- Conflict with the Arun Local Plan in respect of sustainability, privacy and enjoyment of the
existing residents.
- A similar application was refused on appeal on the grounds that this type of form would not have
any active street frontage and would not be visible from Manor Rd.
- The proposed development does not take into account the limited on-street parking in Manor Rd.
At drop-off and pick-up times for the local school in Old Manor Rd many vehicles are parked
outside residents' homes, restricting visibility for drivers and making it dangerous for children
crossing the road. This over-parking makes for serious congestion. Future residents of the
proposed development, will add considerably to the existing traffic/access problem.
- Concern that development in Manor Rd could compromise the access of emergency vehicles
within the road and along the site access.
- If this proposal is approved, concern that at a later date permission might be granted to extend
upwards resulting in a loss of privacy to neighbours.
Officer Comment: The comments are already addressed in the conclusions section of the officer
report
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Y/42/20/PL
103
The Crickets Hoe Lane Flansham Yapton
Extension & alterations to main dwelling & conversion & extension of existing
annexe to 2 No. holiday letting units (resubmission following Y/117/19/PL).

UPDATE DETAILS
Reason for Update/Changes:
Representation received from nearby occupier
-No objection provided no overlooking and adequate screening.
Officers Comment:
Comments noted.

Application no: Y/105/19/PL
Page no: 109
Location: Stakers Farm, North End Road
Description: Conversion of & alterations to existing barns to create 3 no. dwellings, erection
of car barns & stores, a replacement pump house, demolition of barn & associated
landscaping & parking - This application may affect the character and appearance of Main
Road/Church Road Conservation Area.
UPDATES DETAILS
Reason for Update/Changes:
The Council has received a copy of the Statutory Declaration confirming that the barns and
outbuildings have been used continuously in connection with the main dwelling at Stakers
Farm since March 2011 as an evidence to demonstrate that the outbuildings are in 'lawful
use' and the GIA of these buildings to be deducted from the GIA of the proposal.
There are no changes to recommendation or conditions.

