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Ta! Pianning and Envirenment Depariment | Your name and address (Capitals please)
South Hill
St Helier O oo
JEZ 4US

Application reference

PP/2010/1147

Application address Objection reason (tick one or maore)

[ Pianning Policies
LA ROUSSE [ character of the area

MONT SOHIER [ Character of the building
ST BRELADES BAY [ Noise and disturbance
JERSEY 1 significant loss of light

] Loss of privacy
[_1 Traffic generation and Road Safety
Car parking

Your comments

We are strongly objecting to these outling plans on this site as they do not state what
exactly would be built there. The present building has been left to getin a dilapidated
state on the shoreline and now it seems it is to be sold off with planning permission.There
is no exact specifications. | understand that buildings reconstructed on the shoreline
should be only slightly farger or even maybe to the same or a lesser degree and of same
character. The existing dwelling of approx 86m2 and a replacement of 145m2 doubled
with 2 storeys plus garage 39m2 and boiler room with a height possibly the same as &l
Cobre makes this proposed dwelling nearly 4 times the mass. This is surely not
acceptable? this prominent position in the centre of the bay where we have the only open
space for quite a distance and which makes a positive visual effect alsa stopping potential
mass overbearing. A small building compatible in design and form with the pre existing
building in the same footprint would be appreciated or maybe the Hatel owner would
consider gifting the property to the parish or National Trust as a Thank you for all the good
years they had from the bay, especially as they paid sa little for the sitel

May i stress again this is SHORELINE damage to the environment cannot be reversad
but we do not need to add to it. The option of the recanstruction of the present building

only should be allowed. Improving the overall appearance of the Bay involves extending
green open space on the shoreline zone.

Yours sincerely
ocherar |

Slojechar 2
ashhector B

Signed: . Datg: June 28, 2011

Copies of written comments will be forwarded to the applicant and made available to all interasted
parties upen request



llu___...--"'"
Ta: Flanning and Environmant Departmant
South Hill
St Helier
JEZ 4U5

Your name and address {Capitals please)

Application reference

PP/2010M1147
5

Application address

La Rousse, La Route de la Baie, St
Brelade, Jersey

Objection reason (tick ane or more)
1 Planning Paolicies
: Character of the area
Character of the building
[ 1 Noise and disturbance
] Significant loss of light
[_] Loss of privacy
[ Traffic generation and Road Safety
[ car parking

Your comments

care of the island's natural beauty.

Signed:

I am objecting due to the size of the proposed building, which is double the
height of the current building, and is an area of public interest and would ruin
the beach eye line. | do not object to a replacement building on the site, but |
believe it should be the same height as the existing building. In addition the
owners are only after building consent so that they can increase the selling
price of the land, and any new owner is likely to change any approved building
plans. This island hands out planning permissions too easily on sites that are of
interest to the island, such as on beach fronts and we should be taking more.

Date: June 23, 2011

Copies of written comments will be forwarded to the applicant and made available to all interestad

parties upon requast.
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T Plarming and Environment Depariment | Your name and address [Capitals pleass)
"~ South Hill

Sl Helier —

JEZ 4115

Application reference”

PPI2010/1147

Application address Objﬂiﬂn reason (tick one or mare)
_ J Planning Policies

La Rousse, Le Mont Sohier, St. Chammir of tha aréa

Brelade Character of the building

[ Moize and disturbance

[ significant lass of light

[ Loss af privacy

[ Traffic generation and Road Safety
Car parking

Your comments

As residents in the Bay for many years , we are writing to strongly object
to the amended plans proposed at La Rousse, due to the size of the building
as this is in a shoreline zone/open space.

Signed: Date:

Caoples of written comments will ba forwarded te the applicant and made available to all interested
parlies upon request,
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Message 1 COPY SENT: LAPM LAD | Page Lof 2 .
T

| v 1. R 3
1 :
|
o

Subject: F\W: AMENDED PLANING APPLICATION: LA ROUSSE. LE MONT SCHIER. 5T. BRELADE.
JE3 BEF. .PP/ 2010/ 3147, ¥

e

From:
senk: 22 June 2011 01:07
To!

Subject: AMENDED PLANING APPLICATION: LA ROUSSE. LE MONT SDHIER ST, BRELADE. JE3 BEF, PP/
2010 / 1147,

l'Jf:ar-

Amended Planing Application:
L.a Rousse, Le Mont Sohier, St. Brelade, JE3 8EF
PP/2010/ 1147 Applicant: WY (L'Horizon) Ltd  4.8.2010

1 rep:esent"thc residential building immediately adjoining La Rousse's Western
Boundary.,

I strongly object to EhL amended planing proposal for La Rousse on the following
grounds:

1. The proposal of the two to three building is ptcmncrd lo be constructed only a few

inches away.( thus far too close ) to my Eastern boundary, consequently this would

diminish the sunlight and invade the privacy and tranquility of my property and that
of its residential occupiers of the ground and first floor apartments.

2. The planned proposal is far to high and far too large which would have a

detrimental affect on my property and its occupants quality of life , and have an
advérse effect on the property value of my building.

3. The planned proposal is to be extended further South towards the Public
Plumen’ldc than the existing property La Rousse, which is currently in same line as
my property. The proposal would invade the privacy, affect my property of ils
{Ja.,t.up’mta qudht}f of life and block out promenade and SEA VIEWS VIEWS.

4. The Pm]m:;ed building is too large, too heigh and too contemporary and not in
keeping with the surroundings.

I shall be pleased if you are able to give }mu esteemed consideration to my
objections to the proposed planing amendment.

Thanking you.

Yours sincerely,

IHO6H2011]
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20 OCT 2010

' eiVED]|
RECE _,_3

19" October 2010

=

The Chief Planning Officer
Planning & Environment
South Hill

St Helier

Jersey

Dear Sir

Re Planning Application PP20101447
La Rousse Mon Sohier St Brelade (next to L'Horiaon Hotel)

Thisisa prmiaiunal application for a five bed roomed house. Having viewed the
proposed plans , it is apparent that the bedrooms look extremely small. The lack of any
detailed plans including the appearance of the building from the beach area etc, make it
very difficult to judge how this would fit in with the surrounding buildings.

I would suggest that a three bed roomed house would be more appropriate on a smaller
foot print.

Yours faithfully

i :1 =



Messaoe Page 1 of 2
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Subject: FW: PP 2010/1147

J

————— Original Message---—-
From:
Sent: 24 September 2010 17:42
To: R
Subject: FP 2010/1147 ; e AR
Peter

The application in principle for La Rousse, next door to L'Horizon on Route de la
Baile.

1. Ttis within the shoreline zone where “Particular attention will therefore be paid to the
siting, massing and height of any proposed developments.”

2. The design takes up the whole of the site with virtually no amenity space.

3. Itis out of context with the assorted residential developments in the area.

4. T would refer to the Minister’s comments in Hansard on 13 September, 2010,
where he says:

Any property owner is entitled to make an
application for buildings on their property but
as far as coastal locations are concerned
generally the presumption is that there will
only be a building if there is an existing building
and in most cases, but not all cases, we seek a
reduction in size for the new building. But, of
course, there is the issue of design and there
have been some particularly wonderful new
coastal schemes approved over the last few
years and one or 2 of those are not significant
reductions in size but none that | am aware of
are an increase in size.

The proposed building is a massive increase in size and
detracts from the slightly quirky backdrop to St Brelades
Bay. I concede that L'Horizon is not a particularly
beautiful building but the major part of the land behind 1s
actually the hotel car park. 1 also maintain that the current
rash of oversized sea side dwellings 1s detrimental to the
tourist industry and to the indigenous population. The
proposed building 1s more suited to Miami than Jersey.

- Regards -

27/09/2010

G States &=

s I{s-}‘ﬁ(‘%‘f



copy sent: LAP/LAG |

07860 s |
|
The Planning Office, e -
South Hill, =) l_-~ l
St l'].ﬂ-].iﬁ'-'l'. | RS S s BT ol :
Jersey. JE2' 4US. i :
i t i
Friday, 3rd September, 2010 Lo B R :_%_‘l";_ B D

Dear Sir,

Planning Application -
Reference F‘Pa‘lﬂlgﬁl 147 - La Rousse, Le Mont Sohier - WY (L'Horizon) Limited,

1 write with regard to the abovementioned Planning Application.

Firstly having considered this application, I believe that I am correct in saying that the address of the

site shown on the Application as Le Mont Sohier is in fact incorrect and that the correct address is
Route de la Baie.

1 am sure you will agree it is absolutely essential, that formal Applications should always provide

without fail, the correct address and that accordingly this Application should in the first instance be
re-advertised showing the correct address.

Whatever the outcome regarding the incorrect address and having regard to the fact the proposed
development is entirely out of keeping with the size of the site and its location, I hereby object
strongly to the proposed development and request that the application should be rejected.

Yours faithfully,




Te: Flanning and Envircnment Depariment | Your name and address (Capitals please) —|

St Hellar ‘— ‘

St Helier

JE2 45

i)
Application reference
Pg‘gm el fcopy sent: LAPILAG
0§ SEP LU
Application address - Objectiba-reasen-tick-oneor-more)
[ Planning Policies
La Rousse . Character of the area
Le Mont Sohier (La Route de 1a Baie) Character of the building
5t Brelade [ Woise and disturbance
1 Significant loss of light
[ Loss of privacy |
[ Traffic generation and Road Safety
1 Car parking J

Y our comments

Having had the fortune to have been brought up in St Brelade's Bay | feel that | must
voice my opinion over this proposal. 1.am surprised that anyone could have the
audacity to suggest such a development and | hope that it will go no further.

Looking at the famous De Fleury picture of St Brelade’s Bay from 1866, the contrast
from the area today can be seen.

The La Roussa site is one of only three seaside areas on the St Brelade's Bay
shoreline that have not been developed, No-one is suggesting that modification of
the now run down property in keeping with both the STYLE and SIZE should not
occur but the proposed plans are totally out of keeping with the current building.

Tourists come to Jersey for its natural beauty and this is what we should endeavour
to protect, not just for tourism but also for future generations. A modest shoreline

abode surrounded by greenery is what this site has always been — and this is how it
should stay.

e

Signed: Data: SEptE—.‘-l‘nbElr 2, 2010

Copies of written commaents will ba forwarded 1o the applicant and made avaiiable to all interested
parties upon requesl.




T Planning and Environment Department |

South Hill
St Helier
JE2 4U5

Y.our name and address (Capilals please)

m-_ﬂappﬁcalion reference

PP/2p10/1147

Applicstion address

La Rousse, Le Mont Sohier, St
Brelade

Objeclion reason (tick one or more)

[ Pianning Folicies

Character of the arga

Character of the building

[ Moise and disturbance

[ significant loss of light

[ Loss of privacy

[ Traffic generation and Road Safety
L1 car parking

Your comments

| would like to object to this application for the following reasons:

1. The plans represent an over-development of the site: there will be
inadequate land left on the site with no building on it. This will aggravate the
already regrettable ribbon development along that main road, further reducing
light levels on the mam road and sightlines through to the beach,

2. The design of the property is: too modern and out of keeping with properties

in the vicinity.

3. The view from the beach WI|| principally be of a glass frontage which will not

fit in with surrounding properties.

Signed:

Date: September 2, 2010

parties upan request,

© Copies of written comments will be forwarded to the applicant and made available to all inlerested
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Planning and Environment Department . Creda iMERT ! s
Planning and Building Services | States *g'
South Hill ' i sy :
St Helier, Jersey, JE2 4US R meGISGY
Tel: +44 (0)1534 445508 - e LoV ED]
Fax: +44 (0)1534 445528 . - i
e T N Rt
- _ g 1

Planning and Building Services ' Your Name and Address: (Capitals please)

South Hill *siﬁmi
St Helier & e
JEFSE}" r E ] 31"_1‘ 5 .;':.-' 'i
JE2 4US \ -I

R

5ppﬁcetinn reference: \ %3 P \/}_@5_1.-;{':] \ W L\:?

Application address: L—‘l‘:" Rovis E
LA ROUTE DE LA BAE
QL. BRELADES |

[ Objection | [ Support || (Please tick appropriate)

Your comments: 1aXea Srmaa ¢-madh Frrm fdler Yo At
VA =3 Sk&('Q)OS“ w 1Bo \q\gG\/\ ouol &
conimdutia’e of ¥ wok e extondl Ha rxoiogaw
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2 detane. e vory o Vesty Specal Aol waado
o \or presacuad aund Q\Lmuv\m%m_n_o\ Vo <liekl
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Cative | 91693 |

"| [E-mail Address -

—_—— e e———— P i - ' - -+ e e LR s AL

Eigned:
Print Name:

'| Date:




Ta:

Planning and Environmeant Department
South Hil
51 Heligr
JEZ2 4US3

Your name and address (Capitals pleass)

T S R S

Application reference

PP/2010/1147

copy sent: LAP/LAG
07 SEP 200

Application address

La Rousse, Le Mont Sohier, 3t
Brelade

I Objection reason {tick one or more)
Planning Policies

Character of the area

Character of the building

[ MNoise and disturbanca

(1 Significant loss of light

[ 1 Loss of privacy

[ Traffic generation and Road Safety

1 Car parking

Your comments

The site is within the shoreline zone of the Island Plan and the propuséd
development will obstruet / restrict existing public views of the foreshore.

The proposed development covers a considerably larger area of the site than the
current dwelling on the site; the planning application therefore represents a
significant increased development, which is too large for the site; if it proceeds, the

effect will be to significantly change the character of this 'space’ between existing
shareline buildings along the Bay.

The proposed development includes (at least in the main dwellihg}l a large increase
in overall height compared to the current structure on the site; this will result in an
almost solid line of high buildings along this significant tourist area.

The existing dwelling is a unique property which | understand has significant
connections to important Jersey heritage (e.g. its use by Rev Balleine).

The IDC's 1989 St Brelade Improvement Plan recommended that this site should
be converted to- a green open space.

For the above reasons we strongly object to the principle of deve!opmg this site in
the manner proposed.

Signed

Date: August 28, 2010

Copigs of written comments will be forwarded 1o the applicant and made available Lo all interested
parties upan request



| Planning and Environment C Departmesnt T GECAATIEERD hﬁ—f

| Planning and Building Serwr.:es 5 At “1
South Hill . 1

St Helier, Jersey, JE2 4US | L ' } ers mﬁ
Tel: +44 (0)1534 445508 iy ¢
Fax: +44 (0)1534 445528 | Ak

Planning and Building Services Your Name and Address: (Capitals please)
South Hil

St Helier Copy sent: LAP/LAG |
Jersey . |
JE2 4US 07 SEP 264

| IO

Application refarente: 204 ?,Q['C.t /| A%

Application address: lr'J( et L e e
k. Qj‘.,._w Bola

| Objection [ “[Support | | (Please tick appropriate)

Your comments:
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Chiet Executive Officer, Andrew Scate BA (Hons), Dip TP, MRTFL, MinzlLM Director of Planning: Peter Thome, MAT.PL, MCMIL

[ Signed: Day time !
g TEEyNu: \ 3! E’:F 1 l
Print Name: '

Date: | E-mail Address

A,



o Flanning and Environment Depariment | Your name and address (Capitals pleass)
South Hill

St Helier
JEZ 4U5

copy sant: LAP/LAG

Applicali ferenc oy

SR e 02 SEP 12
F’P."2D'LQ'."-1 147

i
Application address Objection reason (tick ane or mare)
: 1 Planning Palicies

La Rousse, Le Mont Sohier, St. e
Brelade Character of the building

[ Noise and disturbance

[ Significant lass of light

[_1Loss of privacy

[ Traffic generation and Road Safaty
[ Car parking

Your comments

We feel that the new building should be a bungalow ,which would have less
of an impact on the area. Certainly the proposed new dwelling is far too large.

Signed: Date: August 27, 2010

Copies of written commenls will be forwardad to the applicant and mads available to all interestad
partles upon request,
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25th August 2010
Director of Planning,

South Hill,
St Helier.
JE2 4US

Dear QR

[.a Rousse, St Brelade. FP!ZEIGM'I&IT

~ The site of this proposed development i3 of importance to the area of which it is
a significant part. Its relatively smiall bulk provides a valuable break in what would
otherwise be an uninterrupted built-up frontage in what by many people is thought
to be one of the most attractive bays in the Island.

While not claiming that the existing building has any great claim to contribute
to the appearance of the area, as a survivor of an example of the past small-scale
development in St Brelade's Bay, it has a historic value and it is that small scale that
should not be lost in any replacement that might be permitted. Neither the footprint,
nor the height or volume should be exceeded.

Recognition of the importance of the site is made in the constraint of
inclusion in the Shoreline Zone, with Policy BE 11 stating a presumption against
development that would fill gaps or obstruct public views Lo the foreshore and sea -
‘Particular attention will therefore be paid to the siting. massing and height’

Yours sincerely
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From: (g
Sent: 31 August 2010 08;52

To G

Subject: FW, Plannig Application / PR/2010 1 1147, La Rousse, St_. Brelades Bay

F¥l

Direct Dizl: G ———
st ]

WA OOV e

From:
Sent: 2% August 2010 23:02
To:

Subject: Fw: Plannig Application / FP,“ED;m [ 1147. La Rousse; St, Brelades Bay

AR E R e r AR A A AN TR Ry R T e P T T P T

This e-mail has besn recsived direcily from tha Internet: you should
exercise a degresa of caution since there can be no guarantee that the
source or content of the massage is authendc.

If you receive inappropriats e-mail from an extarmal scurce it is your
raspansibiity to notify Computar Senvices Helpdesk {lelephona 4404407,

The Full States e-mail Usaga Policy can be found hers:

httpetintranet L awarainiomet_email_issues him

P T g e e T E ST S ST F L il e caant R TR ST RS P R PN R SRR g S RS o]

o O,

Further to my email dated 24thAugust 2010.

In item 6, T stated inter alia my deep concens relating to the height of all proposed walls,

At a meeting on 27th August to discuss La Rousse, Riva's architect stated it is proposed Lo construct
a high wall on La Rousse's Southern boundary running parallel and contiguous with the promenade,

The purpose of the wall is to afford privacy to the occupiers of the proposed house.

However a high wall will encroach on the promenade, creating 4 narrow corridor on this section of
the promenade to the South of La Rousse. '

| reiterale my grave concern relating the height of all the proposed walls.
Please convey my objections.

Thank you.

Yours sincerely,

ERL S

31ME2010



E-mail :

The Planning Applications Supervisor
Planning and Building Services
South Hill

St Helier

Jersey JEZ 4US

27" August 2010

Dear Sir,
Application reference : PP."ZE_;I 0/1147

Application address : La Rousse, Le Mont Sohier, St Brelade,
Jersey.

Date Last Advertised : 10/08/2010

Constraints : SHORELINE ZONE, TOURIST DESTINATION
AREA

Officer Responsible :
Agent: lan Alder, Industria House, St Brelade

Description : Demolish 'dwelling and construct new dwelling

We note that the address of La Rousse is given as Le Mont Sohier but surely
this is La Grande Route de la Baie ?

We regret that we wish to object very strongly to the preliminary outline plan
submitted and published by your department under reference PP/2010/1147
as above on a number of grounds which we believe to be relevant and valid.

Our objections are as follows :

1. Shoreline Zone restrictions. .

The outline plan appears to fail at the first hurdle because it does appear that
constraint no 1 is breached by the plan in that the views of the sea from
neighbouring houses and also from the point of view of the general public will

be severely altered to their detriment by the proposed layout. The current
views will be extinguished.



[ Planning and Environment Department - . . o g
' Planning and Building Services E RECEIVED Nates %‘g
South Hill aepr bl e = il
St Helier, Jersey, JE2 4US . v TP Y \ ]'-._“l SR

Tel: +44 (0)1534 445508

| Fax: +44 (0)1534 445528

Planning and Building Services

South Hill

St Helier = ;
Jersey copy seni: LAP/LAG
JE24US 1 3 Al 0

Your Name and Address: (Capitals please)

TT—

Application reference:

P/2a0/ 14T

ﬁpplicatinn address: heteaS L )

e A

E)cw—j

i
| Objection |/ | Support

|| (Please tick appropriate)

[Your comments: .
. orateerd

L SO
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Tam writing with regard to Planning Application PP/2010/1147 La Rousse,Mont
Sohier, St Brelades Bay. '

[ have looked at the plans [or this site at the Parish Hall and feel this is not a good
proposal, the height and mass of building. Also presently saying classed as 2 units
‘proposed 20units equivalent over 6,400 sq fi floer space. This is shoreline zone of
outstanding character and is a very important site being one of the only green open
spaces in the centre of the Bay. In the consultative report for St Brelades Bay
environmental booklet the TDC improvement plan it stated the shoreline zone should
he conserved as much as possible and it reccomends LA ROUSSE be keptas green
open space. The environment remains the same through the time unless we change 1t.

Also this is the only remaining Pre War beach bungalow and was built in the 1800s 1t
does have historical context in that it was in the Tom 1904 if not
before but goes back to about 1870s. The ]
historically in the island as yvou will know as
and the wio wrot

several other books on Jersey, he lived in La Sarsonnerie which has a BLLon it and it
was the beach house to this property. :

[ think the contemporary building is completely out of character and also intrusive for
both the frentline of the bay and neighbours. 1 feel very strongly that if a development
does go ahead it should be the same size or to a lesser degree. I trust you will consider
this objection taking into consideration the shoreline, open space area's and historical
context as our shoreline is al nsk.

Yours sinceraly

T/08/2010
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Application ref: PP/2010/1147: La Rousse, Le Mont Schier, St Brelade

Officer responsible: —

Dear Sir

wa would like to make 3 main objections to the proposed building with regard to:

1. Daylight - the building would block out a large portion of daylight from our
garden which is full of plants, a washing rotary and a sun patio.

2. Footprint size - the building appears to be larger than the original and
further forward. We have observed the tides for over four years and the high
tides will invade the front of the new building.

3. Privacy - we use the garden every day and do not want to be overlooked.
People next door would be able to see right into our flat through the glass
porch and glass door.

We are also hoping that planning will consider the comments in the Island Plan

which underline protection for open spaces, especially in shoreline zones and tourist
destinations.

We are confident you will help keep the bay as unspoilt as it is now and modify the
new building so that everyone is happy.

Many thanks for your consideration.

Yours faithfully
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Chief Exacutiva Officer: Andrew Scate BA (Hons), Dip TP, METPI, MinstLA Director of Planning: Peter Thomea, MAT.PL, MCAML
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Planning and Building Services R,
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s Planning and Environment Department | Your name and address (Capitals pleasa)

evilbi R i g

St Helier
JEZ A3

Application rererence

copy sent: LAP/LAG
PP/201074 147
25 AUG 2010
Application address Cibjection reason (tick ane ar more)
. Planning Polici
La Rousse, Le Mont Sohier, St. c:;;:z;r ;EE.',ZEMEE
Brelade

) Character of the building
[ Meise and disturbance
Significant loss of light
[ Loss of privacy
Traffic generation and Road Safety
- [ Car parking___

¥ our comments

We would like to voice our conceriy about the proposed res&dence to be built on the site
where La Rousse Cottage is. Whilst we are not against some development on the site
we feel that by allowing such a huge building it would set a precedence for the Bay as a
whole, especially in the light of the Zanzibar site just having been sold to Dandara who
as we know cram as much building per pound on any site they acquire, without regard
for public opinion. St Brelades Bay must not be overdeveloped any more, soon it will
become a Bay of luxury apartments and littte else.

The proposed development is for three stories-and yet the same height as the
neighbouring property El Cobre; which is two stories with a fairly low pitched roof, and
certainly not high enough to accommudate living accommodation, how this can be were
not sure but it looks like a case of Architects Artistic Licence to us. We feel that this is
far too big for the site especially given that a swimming pool/changing room/games
room is also incorporated. It will block out light from the El Cobre and we would be
waorried about subsidence when digging out the deep foundations required on sand so

‘near to the building. Living opposite we feel that it would be very oppressive having
another high building so close,

Road safety is another issue as vehicles will exit directly onto the road with no

pavement on that side; we know only too well that many cars do not adhere to the
spaad limits.

Signed: Date: August 23, 2010

Copies of written comments will be forwardad to the applicant and made available to all interested
parties Upon request,




Planning and Envimnment Departrment
South Hill
St Helier
JEZ 4US

Your-name and addrass {Capitals please)

lication referance
=1

201081 147
i’m{-

copy sent: LARP/LAG
23 AU 23

ication address

Rnuss.e, Le Mont Sohier, St
lade

]

Objection reason {lick one or mare)
[ Planning Palicies
[ Character of the area
[ Character of the building
[ Moise and disturbance
[ significant loss of light
[ Loss of privacy
1 Trafiic generation and Road Safety
[ car parking

Tcomments

believe that the 3 storey portion of the proposed building will impact
erely on the properties on the opposite side of the road. (i.e. their views of

irelade's Bay).

ad;

Date; August 19, 2010

es of written comments will be farwarded to the applicant and made available t all interested

25 upon request,
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