
Planning Application APP/22/00903 - Response to objections

1. The extension to Mr Hogg's drive to accommodate an extra 2 cars. This means he is attempting
to park 3 cars width ways. This is not possible without encroaching neighbour's land either side to
access vehicles.

The additional parking space at the front has been in existence for approx. 3 years and in that time
it has been regularly used by the family. At no time have our vehicles encroached onto the property
of No 4 or No 2. Moreover, it is not possible to do so without seriously damaging ones own vehicle
due to the siting of several large boulders around No 4 boundary.
(see below image)

In order to drive into the additional space, our vehicles drive in on an angle and this has not caused
our neighbours any problems.
The other 3 spaces (Central ,adjacent to No 2 and adjacent to garage) were existing.

See Page 2 showing plan view of parking plan and access
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This is a to scale schematic overlayed onto original architects plans. It shows a clear route in/out
for additional vehicle (Yellow)
Italsoshows adequate access for getting in/out of vehicles without encroaching onto other
properties.
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2. The boundary between 3 and 4 is owned by number 4, There have never been access gates here.
The boundary fence was recently replaced by number 4 with Mr Hogg aware and in agreement to
the replacement. We object to a gate being attached to the existing boundary.

The responsibility of No 4 to maintain the fence between 3 & 4 (western boundary) is shown on the
title deeds and is not in dispute.
Iftheobjectionrelatestothejoiningofthegatetoexistingboundary for maintenance reasons,
thenitispossibletoconstruct thegateentirelywithin No3boundaryleavingasmallisolationgap,
should the planning dept agree.
Althoughitismorework than joining to existing fence corner post, itisnotamajorissuetodosoas
shown by below concept image.
We willbeguidedby the planning dept on this matter.
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5. The boundary fence between 2 and 3 has been replaced by a substantially taller version (taller
for number 2) This will cause a decrease in sunlight.

No 2 owner orresidentshave not complained about any of the fence and wall changes. (Neutral
Comment added to online planning portal reflect this)

Carewastakeninthedesigntousematerials that matched existing.
‘Hoskins Maltings Antique’ facing bricksidentical tothoseusedfororiginalhouses used for
retaining wall and 4” feather edge boards for fence.

6. The boundary fence between number 3 and Fielder's Park has been extended to
accommodate the build. Preservation Trees within the area were significantly cut by Mr Hogg to
allow the move of the boundary. I question how close this structure is to these established trees
and will footings affect their future growth.

As per CBI Design statement submitted, previous correspondence with HBC (Ref21/00008/CMP)
addressed boundary matters and previous complaint regarding this was resolved to HBC
satisfaction at the time. An onsite visit by Norse arborist concludedthatthetreeswerenot
subjecttoTBOandseveral were cut down by Norse and others pruned back as No 3 had
requested. The arborist was also satisfied that no damage had been done to the trees by the
development work. The only comment was to ensure soil not piled too high around trunks of
retained trees. This was remedied during the tidy up process on the park side.

In addition, written permissionhasbeengiventoNo3byNorsetotrimandmaintaintreesand
saplingsonNo3sideoftheboundary with Fielders park.
Copies of these correspondences are available on request.

7. The original design of the Close was planned for residential use. This is due to the houses
communally paying to the upkeep of the entrance road, waste pumping station, insurance of the
road and lighting. Each house contributes equal amounts depending on the original size of the
properties. Mr Hogg has confirmed a higher volume of traffic with a request for more parking
and frequent commercial deliveries. This will cause premature wear and additional costs to the
other properties for repair and maintenance of the road.

No 3 has not confirmed a higher volume of traffic will be frequenting the close on behalf of the
business. In fact traffic from No 3 will be less than normal as 2 out of 3 residents work onsite,
meaning that 2 less people will be using the drive on a daily basis for commuting. This equates to
2 round trips per day which more than offsets infrequent deliveries relating to the business.
Additional parking is also for family use and not business related.
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11. We have been advised and ask you to investigate the extended drive which states
permeable replacements and paving? If no drainage has been installed when the drive was
extended it can cause a buildupof flood water which can affect neighbouring properties.

Plans state ‘Permeable Block Pavers’.
These are paving blocks similar to the original drives on the close.
The extended drive has an opposite fall to the front drive and follows the fall of the original
paved area to North and East of garage.

Surface Drainage channels have been added to the bottom of the drive, so any excess water
will drain to the Eastern boundary and away from any neighbouring properties.
Flood risk documents submitted.
See Page 9 Diagram for more details.

12. The plan for the close is residential only. Each of the four houses contribute equal amounts
depending on property size.

no 3 has confirmed a higher volume of traffic with a request for a permanent increase in
parking will cause premature and consequent additional cost for each home owner.

No 3 has not confirmed a higher volume of traffic will be frequenting the close on behalf of the
business. In fact traffic from No 3 may be less than normal as 2 residents work onsite, meaning
that 2 less people will be using the drive on a daily basis for commuting. This equates to 2
round trips per day which more than offsets infrequent deliveries relating to the business.

10. The plans attached to this application shows Deverell Hall as a Nursery which is another
misinterpretation. It is a community hall which is entirely self-funding, and managed by
volunteers. There is no business trading within the residential area.

There is clearly a Nursery at DeverallHall.
Children can be heard playing on a daily basis.
GoogleMapsstates that it is a Pre-School
However,thisisnot relevant to the planning application in our opinion.
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Inspection Hatch

Light Blue / White Arrows show fall of drive and landscaping. 1:60
Attenuation crates added for patio drainage. (see Page 10)
Original patio (Orange) drains into storm drain as per architects plan.

Attenuation
Crates added
0.6 M³ volume
servicing 10M²

Original Patio

Paved Path
area drains
to soil under
decking area

OUTBUILDING

Surface Drainage

Storm Drain
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Additional drainage on patio area – 10M²
5 x Attenuation crates added (120 Litres each)  = 600 Litres (600,000cm³ / 100,000cm² = 6cm)
Therefore, 60mm depth of rain falling on patio area can be accommodated in the soak away.

Drain / trap added to feed attenuation
crates – This area to proposed to be
slabbed to match existing paved path
per planning application.

Surface Drainage
installed – see page 9


