
Dear Ms Ostler,

Please find below my comments re the above Application.

I wish to register my objection to the planning application (20/1025) varying an 
existing ‘additional’ condition which was levied on the Full Application no. 23/0843

See below:-



￼_______________________________________________________



In the planning officers notes (23/0843) the necessity for a screen to be constructed 
on the patio wall is covered in detail in points 5.8,  5.13 and 7.1

See below:-



—————————————————————————————————





———————————————————————————————————



￼————————————————————————————————————



I fully concur with the planning officers findings . The sighting of the screen on the 
patio wall is the most effective and sensible solution.

I believe that the application promotes an unsophisticated and visually unattractive 
solution.

A planning ‘statement’ has been submitted to support this application, its contents 
are exaggerated, misleading, repetitive 

and in parts inaccurate.

Item 1.

This claims modest increases in fence height along four existing fence panels. 

I would argue that 600mm, 900mm, 1200mm and 1500mm are definitely not modest, 
especially when they are above an existing substantial fence.

Item 3.

This claims that the condition is counter productive, but fails to mention that a  lower 
fence is to be constructed on the patio anyway- for safety purposes.

I would argue that constructing the screening fence on the patio wall is the logical 
solution  as it serves both purposes in one and is the natural position.

It also claims a graduated height increase - no, it’s a straight line.

Item 4.



Claims (again) only minor increases in height and stepped.

This is not true the one panel will be approximately 3500mm high (that’s not a minor 
increase) and is in a  straight line.

It will create some overshadowing.

I absolutely disagree with the claim of it not creating an overbearing effect, appearing 
visually obtrusive or affecting my outlook. 

A 3500 mm high panel is definitely overbearing, definitely obtrusive and will affect my 
outlook.

Please see attached some images of the potential overbearing outlook from the 
garden and living areas of no. 18







The rest of the statement goes on to repeat itself on several points which I have 
already dealt with.

I hope that my comments submitted will be enough to convince the planning officer 
that this application should be refused and that the original condition requiring 
provision of a 1800mm opaque screen on the inside of the patio (a much neater 
solution) be upheld.

Could I please request that when this application is being considered that the 
planning officer calls at number 18 to view from my side.

Kind regards

*REDACTED*

Neighbour 18 Ridgeway 


