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Dear Mr Andrews

RE: APP15/00300, 1, Gitsham Gardens , Purbrook, Waterlooville, Hants. PO7
SEH.

This letter is an objection in response to the proposed planning application APP15/00300, 1,
Gitsham Gardens , Purbrook, Waterlooville, Hants. PO7 SEH.

| object on the grounds that there is not enough parking space to sustain this application. | have

resided at my address, no 7 Gitsham Gardens for more than thirty years and over this period of time
the parking space has been reduced significantly.

As | live in the end house | have no parking facility and have to use the space available in the cul-de-
sac.

Due to the planning proposal and the subsequent erection of an additional detached property built
in the grounds of no. 2 Gitsham Gardens, the parking space available was reduced at this point. |

believe objections to the proposal were raised at this time because of concerns over the parking but
were obviously aver ruled.

If the application is approved for no 1 Gitsham Gardens, this will again impact on the parking space
available. At this point in time the edge to the garden of no 1 is in constant use for parking, as there
is very limited space, and the application appears to take some of this to provide parking for the
proposed build, leaving even less parking space for the residents of Gitsham Gardens,

At the moment there is a two bay parking slot, one space available opposite this, and the edge of the
garden to no 1.We do have the drive up from Serpentine Road, but we now have people from
Serpentine Road using this space for parking, so this is not always available.

There is off road parking for no 1 at the moment, but there are times for whatever reason, when

they have used the parking space available in Gitsham Gardens. This limited parking serves the other
six houses in the cul-de-sac.

Access by emergency services would be almost impossible on some days as the cul-de-sac is so
congested.
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YOours sir

If some alternative proposal t

resolve the parking dilemma could be found, I'm sure the residents in

Gitsham Gardens would find the proposal more acceptable, but at the moment myself and m

neghbours find It gquite unad I.l"ptdl.'l-l

| have written this letter but | am asking my neighbours to sign at the botlom if the

content of what | have written

ywen Windebank
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