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SIGNED OBJECTION LETTERS FROM NEIGHBOURS

APPLICATION REFERENCE: AWDM/1520/25

INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240



Appeal Representation / Objection Letter

LAND AT: 94 Marine Crescent, Worthing, West Sussex, BN12 4JH

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: Subdivision of existing dwelling plot to provide 2 bedroom chalet
bungailow style detached house in rear garden with parking accessed off St John's Avenue

APPLICATION REFERENCE: AWDM/1520/25
PLANNING INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240

Dear Sir / Madam,

I wish to object to the above planning appeal and support the Council’s originat decision to refuse planning
permission.

The proposed development woutd remain an overly cramped, intrusive and visually discordant form of infilt
development that is out of keeping with the established bungalow character, openness and spatial pattern of St
John’s Avenue.

Historically, this part of the avenue has been characterised by modest bungalows with relatively consistent
spacing, landscaped verges, low boundary walls and open frontages contributing to a spacious and coherent
streetscene. Whilst some neighbouring properties include steeply pitched roofs, the prevailing character
remains one of bungatow-scale development with accommodation principally accommeodated gt ground-floor
level.

The proposed chalet dwelling woutd project materially beyond the established building tine and introduce a
visually dominant built form into a predominantly low-rise bungatow setting, interrupting the openness and
rhythm presently characteristic of the avenue.

Particular concern is also raised regarding the cumulative impact of the proposal together with the recent
introduction of a substantially taller timber boundary fence and concrete posts elong the site boundary, which
has already increased enclosure and attered the open character of this part of St John’s Avenus. The proposed
dwelling would further intensify this enclosed and visually intrusive appearance.

The proposal would also resuit in harmful impacts on neighbouring residential amenity through its height, roof
mass, scale, orientation and visual prominence, particularly for neighbouring bungalows along St John's
Avenue, including Nos. 8, 10, 12 and 14.

Whilst the appeltant refers to other developments and appeal decisions etsewhere, these are site-specific
matters and do not outweigh the Council’s findings that this proposal would be cramped, unsympathetic and
harmful to locai character and amenity under Policy DM5 of the Worthing Local Plan, the Residentiat
Development SPD and the NPPE

For these reasons, | respectfully request that the appeal be dismissed.

Yours faithfully,
Name: ]\'l, . fu s Q N LT
Address: Clescerk Go LG Y Sen

Signature:
Date:



Appeal Representation / Objection Letter
LAND AT: 94 Marine Crescent, Worthing, West Sussex, BN12 4JH

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: Subdivision of existing dwelling plot to provide 2 bedroom chalet bungalo
style detached house in rear garden with parking accessed off St John's Avenue

APPLICATION REFERENCE: AWDM/1520/25
PLANNING INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240

Dear Sir / Madam,

I wish to object to the above planning appeat and support the Councit’s original decision to refuse planning
permission.

The proposed development would remain an overly cramped, intrusive and visually discordant form of infitl

development that is out of keeping with the established bungalow character, openness and spatial pattern of St
John’s Avenue,

Historically, this part of the avenue has been characterised by modest bungalows with relatively consistent
spacing, landscaped verges, low boundary walts and open frontages contributing to a spacious and coherent
streetscene. Whilst some neighbouring properties include steeply pitched roofs, the prevailing character
remains one of bungalow-scale devetopment with accommodation principally accommeodated at ground-floor
level,

The proposed chalet dwelling would project materially beyond the established building line and introduce a
visuatly dominant buitt form into a predominantly low-rise bungalow setting, interrupting the openness and
rhythm presently characteristic of the avenue.

Particular concern is also raised regarding the cumulative impact of the proposal together with the recent
introduction of a substantially taller timber boundary fence and concrete posts along the site boundary, which
has already increased enclosure and altered the open character of this part of St John’s Avenue. The praposed
dwelling would further intensify this enclosed and visually intrusive appearance.

The proposal would also resuit in harmful impacts on neighbouring residential amenity through its height, roof
mass, scale, orientation and visual prominence, particularly for neighbouring bungaiows along St John's
Avenue, including Nos. 8, 10, 12 and 14.

Whilst the appeilant refers to other developments and appeal decisions elsewhere, these are site-specific
matters and do not outweigh the Council’s findings that this proposat would be cramped, unsympathetic and
harmful to local character and amenity under Policy DMS5 of the Worthing Local Plan, the Residential
Development SPD and the NPPF.

For these reasons, | respectfully request that the appeat be dismissed.
Yours faithfully,

Name:
Address: / _ VS f\[ P2/ I’

Signature:

Date: 2 b . 2.




Appeal Representation / Objection Letter

LAND AT: 94 Marine Crescent, Worthing, West Sussex, BN12 4JH

PROPOSED DEVEL OPMENT: Subdivision of existing dwelling plot to provide 2 bedroom chalet
bungalow style detached house in rear garden with parking accessed off St John's Avenue

L} FERENCE: AWDM/1520/25
PLANNING INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240

Dear Sir / Madam,

| wish to object to the above planning appeal and support the Council’s originat decision to refuse planning
permission.

The proposed development would remain an overly cramped, intrusive and visuatly discordant form of infill
development that is oyt of keeping with the established bungalow character, openness and spatial pattern of St
John’s Avenue,

Historically, this part of the avenue has been characterised by modest bungalows with relatively consistent
spacing, landscaped verges, iow boundary walls and open frontages contributing to a spacious and coherent
streetscene. Whitst some neighbouring properties inciude steeply pitched roofs, the prevailing character
remains one of bungatow-scale development with agcommodation principally accommedated at ground-floor
levet.

The proposed chalet dwelling would project materia lly beyond the established building line and introduce a
visually dominant built form into a predominantly low-rise bungalow setting, interrupting the openness and
rhythm presently characteristic of the avenue.

Particular concern is also raised regarding the cumulative impact of the proposal together with the recent
introduction of a substantially taller timber boundary fence and concrete posts along the site boundary, which
has already increased enclosure and altered the open character of this part of St John's Avenue. The proposed
dwelting would further intensify this enclosed and visuslly intrusive appearance.

The proposal wouid also result in harmful impacts on neighbouring residential amenity through its height, roof
mass, scale, orientation and visual prominence, particularty for neighbouring bungalows along St john’s
Avenue, inctuding Nos. 8, 10, 12 and 14.

Whilst the appellant refers to other developments and appeal decisions elsewhere, these are site-specific
fmatters and do not outweigh the Council’s findings that this proposal would be cramped, unsympathetic and
harmfut to local character and amenity under Policy DM5 of the Worthing Local Ptan, the Residentiat
Development SPD and the NPPF,

For these reasons, | respectfulty request that the appeal be dismissed,
Yours faithfully,

Name:
Address: & 0 ST . .DUNSTEIN.S !aﬁjé_ LOCETHING BAIS (A

Signature: _ATATE [ RECNHA
Date: _ 2~ ,(é /20 zé




Appeal Representation / Objection Letter

LAND AT: 94 Marine Crescent, Worthing, West Sussex, BN12 4JH

=D ey DEVELOEMENT. Subdivision of existing dwelling plot to provide 2 bedroom chalet
bungalow style detached house in rear garden with parking accessed off St John's Avenue

APPLICATI EFERENCE: AWDM/1520/25

PLANNING INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240

Dear Sir f Madam,

| wish to object to the above planning appeal and support the Council’s original decision to refuse ptanning
permission.

The proposed development would remain an overly cramped, intrusive and visually discordant form of infiil
development that is out of keeping with the established bungalow character, openness and spatial pattern of St
John’s Avenue,

Historically, this part of the avenue has been characterised by modest bungalows with relatively consistent
spacing, landscaped verges, low boundary walls and open frontages contributing to a spacious and coherent
streetscene. Whilst some neighbouring properties include steeply pitched roofs, the prevaiting character
remains one of bungalow-scale development with accommodation pringipally accommadiated at ground-floor
level,

The proposed chalet dwelling would project materiatly beyond the established building line and introduce a
visualty dominant built form into a predominantly tow-rise bungatow setting, interrupting the openness and
rhythm presently characteristic of the avenue.

Particular concern is atso raised regarding the cumulative impact of the proposal together with the recent
introduction of a substantially taller timber boundary fence and concrete posts slong the site boundary, which
has already increased enclosure and altered the open character of this part of St John’s Avenue. The proposed
dwelting would further intensify this enclosed and visually intrusive appearance.

The proposal would also resutt in harmfut impacts on neighbouring residential amenity through its height, roof
mass, scale, orientation and visuat prominence, particularly for neighbouring bungalows along St John’s
Avenue, including Nos. 8, 10, 12 and 14.

Whilst the appellant refers to other developments and appeal decisions elsewhere, these are site-specific
matters and do not outweigh the Council’s findings that this proposal would be cramped, unsympathetic and
harmful to local character and amenity under Policy DM5 of the Worthing Local Plan, the Residential
Development SPD and the NPPF,

Forthese reasons, | respectiully request that the appeal be dismissed.

Yours faithfully,

vame: _Jacqoeline Foculer Goring by Sed, BNz WHT

Address: _ |2 2 = (e CenNt I
Signature: __ '
Date: . <




Appeal Representation / Objection Letter
LAND AT: 94 Marine Crescent, Worthing, West Sussex, BN12 4JH

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: Subdivision of existing dwelling piot to provide 2 bedroom chalet bungalo
style detached house in rear garden with parking accessed off St John's Avenue

APPLICATION REFERENCE: AWDM/1520/25
PLANNING INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240

Dear Sir / Madam,

I wish to object to the above planning appeal and support the Council’s original decision to refuse planning
permission.

The proposed development would remain an overly cramped, intrusive and visually discordant form of infiil
development thatis out of keeping with the established hungalow character, openness and spatial pattern of St
John’s Avenue.

Historically, this part of the avenue has been characterised by modest bungalows with relatively consistent
spacing, landscaped verges, low boundary walis and open frontages contributing to a spacious and coherent
streetscene. Whilst some neighbouring properties include steeply pitched roofs, the prevailing character
remains one of bungalow-scate development with accommodation principally accommeodated at ground-floor
level.

The proposed chalet dwelling would project materially beyond the established building line and introduce a
visually dominant built form into a predominantly low-rise bungalow setting, interrupting the openness and
rhythm presently characteristic of the avenue.

Particular concern is also raised regarding the cumulative impact of the proposal together with the recent
introduction of a substantially taller timber boundary fence and concrste posts along the site boundary, which
has already increased enclosure and altered the open character of this part of St John’s Avenue. The proposed
dwelling would further intensify this enclosed and visually intrusive appearance.

The propasal would also result in harmful impacts on neighbouring residential amenity through its height, roof
mass, scale, orientation and visual prominence, particutarly for neighbouring bungalows atong St John’s
Avenue, including Nos. 8, 10, 12 and 14.

Whilst the appellant refers to other developments and appeal decisions elsewhere, these are site-specific
matters and do not outweigh the Council’s findings that this proposat woutd be cramped, unsympathetic and
harmful to local character and amenity under Policy DM5 of the Worthing Local Plan, the Residential
Development SPD and the NPPF.

For these reasons, | respectfully request that the appeal be dismissed.

Yours faithfuily,

Name: M‘Jm ferr L (CHAL D

Address: ( SS LJ
Signature:
Date: ..30’ { '




Appeal Representation / Objection Letter
LAND AT: 94 Marine Crescent, Worthing, West Sussex, BN12 4JH

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: Subdivision of existing dwelling plot to provide 2 bedroom chalet bungalo
style detached house in rear garden with parking accessed off St John's Avenue

APPLICATION REFERENCE: AWDM/1520/25
PLANNING INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240

Dear Sir / Madam,

e
{ wish to object to the above ptanning appeal and support the Council’s original decision to refuse planning
permission.

The proposed devetopment would remain an overty cramped, intrusive and visually discordant form of infill
development that is out of keeping with the established bungalow character, openness and spatial pattern of St
John’s Avenue.

Historically, this part of the avenue has been characterised by modest bungalows with consistent spacing,
tandscaped verges, low boundary walls and open frontages. Whilst some neighbouring properties include
steeply pitched roofs, the prevailing character remains one of bungatow-scale deveiopment with
accommodation principally accommaodated at ground-floor level.

The proposed chalet dwslling would project materiatly beyond the established building line and introduce a
visually dominant built form into a predominantty low-rise bungatow setting, interrupting the openness and
rhythm presentty characteristic of the avenue.

Particular concern is also raised regarding the cumulative impact of the proposal together with the recent
introduction of a substantially taller timber boundary fence and concrete posts along the site boundary, which
has already increased enclosure and altered the open character of this part of St John's Avenue.

The proposal would also result in harmful impacts on neighbouring residential amenity through its height, roof
rass, scale, orientation and visual prominence, particularly for neighbouring bungalows along St John's
Avenue.

Whilst the appellant refers to other developments and appeal decisions elsewhere, these are site-specific
matters and do not outweigh the Council’s findings that this proposal would be cramped, unsympathetic and
harmiul to local character and amenity under Policy DM5 of the Worthing Local Plan, the Residential
Development SPD and the NPPF.

For these reasons, | respectfully request that the appeal be dismissed.

Yours faithfully,

Name: 1 DCcian  aues

Address: \W0Cth.n crerd port s
Signature:
Date:

7 /067076




Appeal Representation / Objection Letter
LAND AT: 94 Marine Crescent, Worthing, West Sussex, BN12 4JH

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: Subdivision of existing dwelling plot to provide 2 bedroom chalet
bungalow style detached house in rear garden with parking accessed off St John's Avenue

APPLICATION REFERENCE: AWDM/1520/25
PLANNING INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240

Dear Sir / Madam,

i wish to object to the above planning appeal and support the Councit’s original decision to refuse planning
permission.

The proposed development would remain an overly cramped, intrusive and visually discordant form of infilt
development that is out of keeping with the established bungalow character, openness and spatial pattern of St
John’s Avenue.

Historically, this part of the avenue has been characterised by modest bungaiows with relatively consistent
spacing, landscaped verges, iow boundary walls and open frontages contributing to a spacious and coherent
streetscene. Whitst some neighbouring properties include steeply pitched roofs, the prevailing character
remains one of hungalow-scate development with accommedation principally agcommedated at ground-floor
level.

The proposed chalet dwelling would project materialty beyond the established building line and introduce a
visually dominant built form into a predominantty tow-rise bungalow setting, interrupting the openness and
rhythm presently characteristic of the avenue.

Particular concern is also raised regarding the cumulative impact of the proposat together with the recent
introduction of a substantiatly taller timber boundary fence and concrete posts along the site boundary, which
has already increased enclosure and altered the open character of this part of St John's Avenue. The proposed
dwelling would further intensify this enclosed and visuslly intrusive appearance.

The proposal would also result in harmful impacts on neighbouring residentiat amenity through its height, roof
mass, scale, orientation and visual prominence, particutarly for neighbouring bungalows along St john’s
Avenue, including Nos. 8, 10, 12 and 14.

Whilst the appellant refers to other developments and appeal decisions eisewhere, these are site-specific
matters and do not outweigh the Council’s findings that this proposat woutd be cramped, unsympathetic and
harmfulto local character and amenity under Policy DM5 of the Worthing Local Plan, the Residential
Development SPD and the NPPF.

For these reasons, | respectfully request that the appeal be dismissed.

Yours faithfulty,

Name:

Address: /O, /224 A oA
Signature:
Date: 4—-};
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Appeal Representation / Objection Letter
LAND AT: 94 Marine Crescent, Worthing, West Sussex, BN12 4JH

PROPOSED DEVEL OPMENT: Subdivision of existing dwelling plot to provide 2 bedroom chalet
bungalow style detached house in rear garden with parking accessed off St John's Avenue

APPLICATION REFERENCE: AWDM/1520/25
PLANNING INSPECTORATE NUMBER: 6009240

Dear Sir / Madam,

t wish to object to the above planning appeat and support the Council’s originat decision to refuse planning
permission.

The proposed development woutd remain an overly cramped, intrusive and visually discordant form of infiil
development that is out of keeping with the established bungatow character, openness and spatial pattern of St
John's Avenue.

Historically, this part of the avenue has been characterised by modest bungalows with retatively consistent
spacing, landscaped verges, iow boundary walls and open frontages contributing to a spacious and coherent
streetscene. Whilst some neighbouring properties include steeply pitched roofs, the prevaiting character
remains one of bungalow-scale development with accommedation pringipalty accommedated at ground-floor
level.

The proposed chalet dwelling would project materially beyond the established building line and introduce a
visuatlly dominant built form into & predominantly low-rise bungatow setting, interrupting the openness and
rhythm presently characteristic of the avenue.

Particular concern is also raised regarding the cumulative impact of the proposal together with the recent
fntroduction of a substantially taller timber boundary fence and concrete posts along the site boundary, which
has already increased enclosure and attered the open character of this part of St John’s Avenue. The proposed
dwelling would further intensify this enclosed and visually intrusive appearance.

The proposal would also result in harmful impacts on neighbouring residential amenity through its height, roof
mass, scale, orientation and visual prominence, particularly for neighbouring bungatows atong St John's
Avenue, inctuding Nos. 8, 10, 12 and 14. '

Whilst the appellant refers to other developments and appeat decisions elsewhere, these are site-specific
matters and do not outweigh the Council’s findings that this proposal would be cramped, unsympathetic and
harmfut to local character and amenity under Policy DM5 of the Worthing Local Ptan, the Residential
Devetopment SPD and the NPPF.

For these reasons, | respectfully request that the appeal be dismissed.

Yours faithfully,

Name: __ [’ o )
Address:
Signature:
Date:
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