


8 Westbourne Avenue, 
Emsworth, 
Hants. P0107QU 

21 April 2013 

Your Ref: APP/i 3/00228 

Mrs. R. McMurray, 
Planning Department, 
Public Service Plaza, 
Civic Centre Road, 
Havant P09 2AX 

Dear Mrs, McMurray, 

Site Address: Land adjacent to 8 Westbourne Close, Emsworth P01  7QY 
Proposed Development: Erection of 1 No. 1 bedroom bungalow with access from Westbourne Close 

We are amazed that Mr. Brian Long has had the temerity to make yet another planning application in 
relation to the plot of land at the junction of Westbourne Avenue and Westbourne Close. We would have 
thought that the lengthy sequence of applications, for varying sizes of property, each of which has been 
turned down, would have convinced him that the minuscule size of the plot is completely unsuited for any 
building. 

The latest planning application, for a one-bedroom bungalow, is as unacceptable to us as previous 
applications have been. We list again the reasons for our objections: 

1. Size of the plot: 
The very small size of the plot makes it unsuited for the erection of the proposed bungalow. Any permanent 
building would have to be so small as to stand out in sharp contrast to neighbouring larger properties (see 
paragraph 2). The present scheme would end up creating the impression that a mobile home had been 
placed there. In the Inspector’s Appeal Decision of 16 May 2012, paragraph 9 would appear to have some 
relevance, particularly in relation to the size of the so-called garden areas. The space between the 
proposed building and the boundary to our property, delineated by a metal fence, is in sharp contrast to the 
positioning of other spaces for neighbouring properties. 

2. Contrast with other neighbouring properties: 
The layout of the houses and bungalows in this part of Emsworth has created a very pleasing environment 
for the residents. Each house and bungalow is set well back from the road, with gardens to the frontage and 
space between each building. As has been adjudged previously, any building on this site would have to be 
out of keeping with the neighbouring homes, and thus would create an unseemly addition to the street 
scene. It could not be seen as anything other than a building crammed onto a tiny site and therefore out of 
keeping with the other dwellings. The Inspector’s Appeal Decision of 16 May 2012, referred to above, 
highlights ’the harm which would be caused to the character and appearance of the surrounding area’ (para. 
10), and this factor is a major concern for us and, we believe, for other neighbours. 
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3. Vehicular access: 
We have some concerns about the location of the drive-in shown in these plans for what is suggested as 
parking for two cars. Any plan of the area would show that at this point in Westbourne Close there are 
already two drives: one for No, 8 Westbourne Close, and the other for Nos. 9 and 10. To create a third one 
in close proximity to these two would create a potential risk in a road which is quite narrow; cars emerging - 
particularly if backing out - could create a dangerous situation for other drivers, including delivery vans, 
using this road. 

In conclusion, we feel that some enforcement should be put in place as a matter of urgency to see that the 
present eyesore which greets those entering Westbourne Close is dealt with once and for all. We were led 
to believe that this action would follow the removal of the illegally parked caravan, but nothing tangible has 
been done. 

Yours sincerely, 

Alan Barrow 	 E. Pauline Barrow 
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