Carole Bryant
130 Missenden Acres
Hedge End
Hampshire SO30 2AQ

Rachael Morris
Eastleigh Borough Council
Eastleigh House
Upper Market Street
Eastleigh
Hampshire SO50 9YN



RE: Planning Application H/23/94899:  132 Missenden Acres


Dear Rachael

Following the formal notice, we have received for the above planning application at No.132, we would like to raise an objection based on the impacts we expect the proposed development to have on our property. 

1. Overshadowing / impact on residential amenity.

The proposed development due to its height, siting, massing, and scale would create an unattractive and incongruous feature at odds with the appearance of the house and neighbouring properties, detrimental to the character and pattern of development within the locality. It would result in an excessive building bulk abutting an existing residential property, detrimental to the visual outlook and amenities that we enjoy at 130 Missenden Acres. 

Furthermore, a higher density style of development fronted by the new dominating roofline of the extension would create an overbearing effect to the rear garden of our property at No. 130.  This will change our garden from an open sense of space to a more closed sense of space with reduced sunlight.  It will also reduce the amenity of valuable open space we have enjoyed since living at this property for the past 9 years.
	
We believe this may contravene:
a) National Planning Policy Framework PPS1 (Sustainable Development) Key Principles - Section 13.4 and Section 34 which state “Design which fails to take the opportunities available for improving the character and quality of an area should not be accepted".  

b) The National Planning Policy Framework circa June 2010, due to the change in approach in moving away from a higher density of residential development within existing settlements, to a lower density. 
c) Eastleigh Borough Local Plan Review (2001-2011) saved policy 59.BE, Submitted Eastleigh Borough Local Plan 2016-2036, policy DM1, Supplementary Planning Guidance: Quality Places (2011). 

2. Visual Intrusion

From our rear garden, your eye will be unavoidably drawn to the new higher roofline at No. 132.  This will be even more prominent from the kitchen area at the back of our house, where the already shallow skyline will be reduced further by the higher roofline. We believe that being reminded of this overbearing effect will impact our general quality of life whenever we are at the back of our house or in our rear garden.

4. Ground stability.

We have a major concern on the impact of proposed demolition of the garage area at No.132. The back wall of this garage acts as a party wall on the boundary and any disruption could impact the stability of the ground surrounding it where the two boundaries adjoin.

5. Excessive dust and debris.

We have major concerns regarding the dust and debris that proposed demolition of the garage area at No.132 could have on our newly landscaped garden and new plants that are not yet fully established.     


6. Inaccurate Planning Information.  

The Planning Application misrepresents our property, as this now has a smaller garden area than is represented on the planning application, due to 
major renovation and extension work we have recently undertaken. Consequently, the application now has a larger impact on our property than it would have done before the renovation work.


We would kindly request that the Council take this objection into consideration when deciding on this planning application. 


Yours sincerely,

Carole Bryant
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