Katherine Williams

From: N

Sent: 25 September 2025 12:18
To: Katherine Williams; Emily Wade
ce I

Subject: RE: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West
Sussex RH1/7 6ET

Dear Katherine and Emily
Thank you for getting back to us, we accept the extension of time until 20" October.

In regards to proposed landscaping, materials to be used will match the existing materials already on site, existing sandstone
paving and brick-finish low level retaining walls to help manage land level differences throughout the site.

Kind regards

Angharad Webber Architect
BA Hons MArch ARB RIBA

DAVID |JENKINS |BISnI LS

THE ARCHITECTS OFFICE, GOWER ROAD,
HAYWARDS HEATH, WEST SUSSEX RH16 4PL

SUSSESs
HERITAGE
TRUST

o AWARDS
2081

I EE R

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. Ifit has come to you in error please reply to advise us but you
should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any other use of its content. We take steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-free but

you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment

From: Katherine Williams <Katherine.Williams@midsussex.gov.uk>
Sent: 24 September 2025 18:23

To: I, = ily Wade <Emily.Wade@midsussex.gov.uk>
cc: I

Subject: RE: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Angharad,
Thank you for your emalil and my apologies for the delay in my email.

| have now received the attached comments from Emily on the amended proposal, which is considered to
overcome the previously raised concerns, and the plans have therefore now been added to the file.

| have also taken advice from a senior officer and given the changes to the proposal the application will
need to be readvertised before the application can be determined, my apologies for this further delay.

In light of this | would like to request a further extension of time to 20" October, please let me know if this is
acceptable.



Kind Regards

Katherine Williams BSc (Hons) MSc
Senior Planning Officer

Mid Sussex District Council

01444 477214
WWW.MIdsUsSseX.gov.uk

Working together for a better Mid Sussex

From: Angharad Webber

Sent: 23 September 2025 14:52
To: Emily Wade <Emily.Wade@midsussex.gov.uk>; Katherine Williams
<Katherine.Williams@ midsussex.gov.uk>

Ce: David Jenkins [

Subject: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Katherine and Emily

| hope you are well, | just wanted to check if you had any comments on the updated drawings for Red House as | am mindful the
EOT deadline was for this Friday 26™ September?

Kind regards

Angharad Webber Architect
BA Hons MArch ARB RIBA

DAVID JENKINS [BISN] LR

THE ARCHITECTS OFFICE, GOWER ROAD,
HAYWARDS HEATH, WEST SUSSEX RH16 4PL
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This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has come to youin error please reply to advise us but you
should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any other use of its content. We take steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-free but
you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment

From: Emily Wade <Emily.Wade@midsussex.gov.uk>
Sent: 15 September 2025 14:27

To: Angharad Webber_ Katherine Williams

<Katherine.Williams@midsussex.gov.uk>




Cc: planninginfo <planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Angharad

| am sorry but | am not sure of the answer to this question regarding the status of the plans —this may
have to wait for Katherine’s return, as she is the Case Officer.

Kind regards

Emily Wade

Please note that this advice is given at Officer level only and is without prejudice to the formal decision of the
District Council.

Submit your planning application online.

http: //www.planningportal.gov.uk

Emily Wade Ma MSc

Conservation Officer

Planning Services

Tel: +44 (0)1444 477385

emily.wade@midsussex.gov.uk  http://www.midsussex.gov.uk

The
Electoral
Commission

No ID? You can apply for free voter |1D
Find out more at

or call 0800 328 0280

From: Angharad Webbe [

Sent: 15 September 2025 14:18

To: Katherine Williams <Katherine.Williams@ midsussex.gov.uk>; Emily Wade
<Emily.Wade@ midsussex.gov.uk>

Cc: planninginfo <planninginfo@ midsussex.gov.uk>

Subject: RE: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Katherine and Emily

| just wanted to check if the latest updated drawings for the application at Red House were due to be uploaded online, as they
are currently not showing on the web?

https://padocs.midsussex.gov.uk/PublicAccess Live/SearchResult/RunThirdPartySearch?FileSystemld=DM&FOLDER1 REF=DM/
25/1422

Kind regards

Angharad Webber Architect
BA Hons MArch ARB RIBA



DAVID JENKINS [BI5n] Leh

THE ARCHITECTS OFFICE, GOWER ROAD,
HAYWARDS HEATH, WEST SUSSEX RH16 4PL

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. Ifit has come to youin error please reply to advise us but you
should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any other use of its content. We take steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-free but
you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment

From: Katherine Williams <Katherine.Williams@midsussex.gov.uk>
Sent: 29 August 2025 09:11
To: Angharad Webber NG

e it ok

<Emily.Wade@midsussex.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Angharad,
Thank you for your email.

The extension of time to 26™ September is accepted.

Kind Regards

Katherine Williams BSc (Hons) MSc
Senior Planning Officer

Mid Sussex District Council

01444 477214
WWW.MIdSUSSEX.gOoV.UK

Working together for a better Mid Sussex

From: Angharad Webber [

Sent: 28 August 2025 17:05
To: Katherine Williams <Katherine.Williams@ midsussex.gov.uk>; Emily Wade
<Emily.Wade@ midsussex.gov.uk>

Ce: David Jenkins [

Subject: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Katherine



David and | will both be away on leave around 12" September, therefore can we request the extension of time is given for 26
September?

Kind regards

Angharad Webber Architect
BA Hons MArch ARB RIBA

DAVID JENKINS [BIER] [&hY

THE ARCHITECTS OFFICE, GOWER ROAD,
HAYWARDS HEATH, WEST SUSSEX RH16 4PL
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This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. Ifit has come to youin error please reply to advise us but you
should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any other use of its content. We take steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-free but
you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment

From: Katherine Williams <Katherine.Williams@midsussex.gov.uk>
Sent: 27 August 2025 13:47

To: Angharad Webber |GG - mily Wade <Emily. Wade@midsussex.gov.uk>
Cc: Steve Ashdown <Steve.Ashdown@midsussex.gov.uk>; David Jenkins | EEEEEEEEEEEEGEGEGEGG

Subject: RE: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Angharad,

Thank you for your emalil and the amended plans.

As per Emily’s below email she is currently on leave and will return next week at which point we will
discuss the amended plans and will be In touch as soon as possible.

To allow the application to remain in time | would like to request an extension of time to 12t September.
Please let me know If this Is acceptable.

Kind Regards

Katherine Williams BSc (Hons) MSc

Senior Planning Officer
Mid Sussex District Councill
01444 477214

WWW.MIdSUSSEX.goVv.uKk

Working together for a better Mid Sussex



From: Angharad Webbe [

Sent: 22 August 2025 18:15

To: Katherine Williams <Katherine.Williams@ midsussex.gov.uk>; Emily Wade

<Emily.Wade@ midsussex.gov.uk>

Cc: Steve Ashdown <Steve.Ashdown@ midsussex.gov.uk>; planninginfo <planninginfo@ midsussex.gov.uk>;

N O - /< -

Subject: RE: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Katherine and Emily

Thank you for your comments on the submitted proposal. We discussed your queries with Ben and Michelle and have made
some alterations to the proposed scheme for both the House and Garage extensions, which hopefully address your concerns;
please see drawings attached. | attach for your information the ‘as existing’ site plan as requested showing current vegetation /
retaining walls / steps on the site, brochure of PV tiles proposed on the garage and some photos taken this week of the property
when viewed from Cuckfield Road and Rose Cottage Lane.

We have established Red House is not a listed property nor has particular architectural quality and needs repair and ‘upgrading’,
so the site can function and provide amenities as suitably expected in the 21st century for a family home on a site of this scale.
Unlike many local properties, Red House has not had previous extensions carried out therefore maintains its original form and
appearance. In carrying out this project, the applicant is keen to protect the integrity of the house’s appearance and character
therefore the proposed extensions to the house and garage are desighed to appear subservient to the existing structures. Below
we outline the various amendments to the proposal as shown in the attached drawings.

Extensions - DPB3 of the Mid Sussex Local Plan requires developments in/near a conservation area to preserve and enhance the
existing building’s character and appearance. This is achieved through the proposed extensions having charred timber cladding
on new external walls to allow the existing garage and (particularly the existing house) to still appear the dominant feature on
the site when viewed from the road. We believe proposing extensions of a contemporary style rather than proposing extensions
of traditional appearance with the same external materials as the house, would remove the risk of producing a pastiche
extension which mimicked the house, rather than enhance its original form. These latest drawings show a reduced first floor
extension from the original submission to reflect more the proposal which was granted permission under application

CD 069 89. However as the Mid Sussex Design Guide requires the original building to remain the dominant element of the
property, we have ensured to keep ridge heights over new sections of roof, to be lower than existing roof heights on the house
and garage.

In regards to the proposed ground floor extension and ‘wrap around’ element, the overall mass for the house and garage
extensions have been significantly reduced since the initial proposal presented at pre-application stage. The building amenities,
space for potential inter-generational living / accessibility, plant and building services equipment needed to install renewable
energy technologies, require the site to have internal space to facilitate these needs and ensure the overall property is future-
proof. The applicant has respectfully accepted to reduce the scale of proposed extensions as requested by the planning
department (highlighted in red and blue of latest drawings), therefore have been left with no better alternative than to have a
larger proportion of extension at Ground Floor rather than at First Floor.

DG49 in the Mid Sussex Desigh Guide states a wrap-around extension to an existing dwelling may undermine the integrity of the
existing building. The diagram in question within the Designh Guide, demonstrates a wrap-around extension which is directly
attached to the existing dwelling. Our proposed wrap-around element for Red House is set back more than 8.8m from the
original dwelling’s South West elevation facing Cuckfield Road and would only wrap around the proposed two-storey extension
of similar contemporary style and character. As the land due East between Red House and Rose Cottage Lane has a natural rise,
the single-storey extension would not be visible from any public roads or neighbouring properties along Rose Cottage Lane.
This, along with retaining the existing front porch facing the road, will protect the integrity of Red House’s original ‘front’ (SW)
and SE elevations.

At second floor the dormer window has been reduced in scale to reflect more of a ‘portrait’ proportioned window. However it
must be noted current building regulations require minimum level of insulation to be installed within new elements of building
fabric to buildings which are not listed nor in a conservation area. Therefore the amended proposed dormer is the smallest it
could be proposed, without compromising thermal performance of the building fabric, which would not be acceptable from
Building Control’s perspective. The proposed cabrio rooflight has been replaced with a smaller rooflight, therefore not allow
overlooking to neighbouring properties.

Glazing Fenestration & Rooflights — The Mid Sussex Design Guide requires extensions to respond to existing patterns of
windows and door openings. Red House has traditional sash windows of a portrait proportion with low-level cills and has

6



ground and first floor windows alighed on the original front and rear elevations. The amended scheme adopts a contemporary
Interpretation of the fenestration with portrait-style casement windows with no glazing bars, to maintain a simple but elegant
appearance. Building Regulations require first floor windows to have a minimum cill height of 800mm above finished floor level
without the need for protective guarding, therefore we have proposed low-cill portrait windows at ground and first floor
throughout the contemporary extension, with consideration to building safety requirements. The previously proposed bay
window and sliding doors at first floor have been removed.

Landscape — DPB3 requires gardens, trees, landscaping and boundary features that contribute to the special character and
appearance of the area to be protected. As seen on the updated ‘proposed’ site plan, the overall site will still retain grass and

low-level garden walls to help manage the change in levels across the site. Existing trees and hedges will be retained to provide
screening to and from the site when viewed from Cuckfield Road, Rose Cottage Lane and neighbouring properties as seen In
attached photos.

We believe the above amendments result in a proposal which meets the requirements of DP26, DP35 and the Design Guide. We
look forward to receiving any further comments and hope the planning department will grant permission for the amended
scheme.

Kind regards

Angharad Webber Architect
BA Hons MArch ARB RIBA

DAVID JENKINS [BISN] LR

THE ARCHITECTS OFFICE, GOWER ROAD,
HAYWARDS HEATH, WEST SUSSEX RH16 4PL
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This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has come to youin error please reply to advise us but you
should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any other use of its content. We take steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-free but
yvou should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment

From: Katherine Williams
Sent: Monday, August 18, 2025 6:40 PM

Cc: Steve Ashdown <Steve.Ashdown@midsussex.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear David,
Thank you for your emaill.

It Is appreciated that the property is located outside of the Conservation Area of Staplefield, however as
raised during the pre-application meeting the property is located on a highly prominent position and
contributes to the setting of two ends of the Staplefield Conservation Area, and therefore any proposal
would need to address this sensitive position as required under policy DP35. This was also raised again
during the site meeting for this current application.

The scheme submitted at the pre-application scheme raised a number of iIssues and primarily the scale
and proportion of the proposal in relation to the original dwelling, which would be dominated by the
proposal. It was recommended that this stage that the proposal would need to be significantly reduced to
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allow the original dwellinghouse to remain the dominant element of the property in size and scale. This
would be a requirement irrespective of the sensitive position of the property and is a requirement under
policy DP26 of the Mid Sussex District Plan and the householder design principles of the Design Guide.

The previous permission on the property (CD/069/89) is noted however this extension is far smaller In
scale and proportion than that is currently being proposed and does not justify the current proposal.

Emily did raise during the site visit that she had not yet had an opportunity to look at the plans in detall,
however as the site visit was to re-familiarize ourselves with the site this would not have taken place before

the meeting.

| appreciate that the period of time that it has taken for Emily’'s comments to be provided, which are
attached, iIs frustrating for your client and for which | apologise. This delay was due specifically to
enforcement matters which have required Emily’s immediate attention on the past weeks. This was set out
during the two site visits we had with yourselves on the morning of 8" July.

The reductions of the current proposal following the pre-application are noted, however the extensions
would still dominate the property and would be out of scale with the original dwelling and 1s considered to
be contrary to policies DP26 and DP35 of the Mid Sussex District Plan and the Design Guide, and requires

further reduction and amendment.
Kind Regards

Katherine Williams BSc (Hons) MSc

Senior Planning Officer
Mid Sussex District Council
01444 477214

WWW.MIdSUSSeEX.gov.uk

SIMHEMNNN HEE MMM

Working together for a better Mid Sussex

From: David Jenkins [

Sent: 07 August 2025 11:00
To: Katherine Williams <Katherine.Williams@ midsussex.gov.uk>

Cc: Steve Ashdown <steve.ashdown@ midsussex.gov.uk>
Subject: DM/25/1422 - Red House Cuckfield Road Staplefield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6ET

Dear Katherine,

Thank you for your emall and we accept an extension of time to the 22nd August 2025. We were hoping for a response a lot
earlier which was indicated when we met at the site visit on Tuesday 8 July but understand Emily was a bit overwhelmed and
now on leave. Our application was acknowledged on 5 June 2025 and consultation period was due to end on 4th July 2025, by
which time the Parish Council confirmed they had no objections to the proposal nor have there been any objections from the
general public during the course of the application.

Due to the delay in the system our clients feel strongly their disappointment needs to be noted. It was apparent Emily had not
had an opportunity to review the submitted drawings before 8 July site visit and her comments have still not been
received. Rather than requesting an extension of time for the application prior to 29th July 2025 we noticed the councll

changed the consultation period deadline to 13th August without notifying us or the applicant. The delay and lack of
communication has been rather frustrating for the applicants but we hope, following detailed consideration, the proposed
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scheme will ultimately be able to be recommended for approval. A significant amount of time and effort has been expended to
secure a good scheme for a house which hasn’t had any work carried out on it for a long time.

It does appear Emily as MSDC Conservation Officer i1s overwhelmed by ongoing applications which may be down to lack of
resourcing. In this particular project we undertook early pre-application discussions and offered alternative scheme proposals
aiming to respond positively to the feedback we received. This application represents a considered scheme with a significant
reduction In scale from the original proposals. This property iIs outside of the Conservation Area and there are no objections
raised to the scheme. We noted the property had an earlier approval for a two storey rear extension by previous owners about
40 years ago was not implemented. The house is in dire need of restoration which our clients see as an integral part of the
proposed scheme of improvements they would like to make to their home. They have been waiting nearly 20 years to invest In
the house to make it suitable for their long term future. This includes energy saving measures including replacing the boiler with
an air source heat pump and installing solar panels on the new south facing garage extension so they are subtly integrated along
with a major retrofit insulation improvements bringing a deteriorating 19th century property in line with modern standards.

Hopefully this project will be made the highest priority on Emily’s return and support for the improvements and extension will
be forthcoming in due course. The applicant’s roof is currently leaking, the boiler is not working meaning there is no central
heating and the existing single-glazed windows are rotting. The applicant is having to live in a damp property which doesn’t
meet their basic living needs, with added stress caused by a delay in the application; not caused by objections from the general
public, but by the planning department’s seeming lack of resourcing to address basic householder applications. Although the
Iitems listed above can all be fixed without the need of securing planning permission, the applicant feels it would be a waste of
time and money to invest In fixing these items knowing that should this proposal be granted permission, these items would be
removed and attended to as part of construction work.

On a general point given Mid-Sussex Is an area with a significant number of Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas and Non-
Designhated Heritage Assets (which seem to be increasing and in turn creating more work for conservation officers!) it seems
unnecessary to take up valuable time and resource on buildings outside of Conservation Areas which quite clearly have no
Impact on the setting of a Conservation Area. The current arrangement with more Conservation input being required means, In
our experience, quite a number of applications do not get processed within the 8 week national planning target timescale with
Conservation Officer’'s comments arriving too close to the end of the target 8 week period. This reflects badly on the authority
Impacting applicant’s lives and wellbeing as they are try to plan for the future and invest in their properties. A much ‘lighter
touch” approach on buildings which are not listed and outside of the Conservation Area could reduce the load on the
Conservation Officer.

Kind regards,

David Jenkins Director
Dip Arch (Dist) RIBA

DAVID JENKINS

THE ARCHITECTS OFFICE, GOWER ROAD,
HAYWARDS HEATH, WEST SUSSEX RH16 4PL
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This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has come to you in error please reply to advise us but you
should notread it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any other use of its content. We take steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-free but
yvou should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment

The information contained in this email may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of
Information Act 2000. Unless the information contained in this email is legally exempt from
disclosure, we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this email to a third
party making a request for information about the subject matter of this email. This email and any
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attachments may contain confidential information and is intended only to be seen and used by the
named addressees. If you are not the named addressee, any use, disclosure, copying, alteration or
forwarding of this email and its attachments is unauthorised. If you have received this email in error
please notify the sender immediately by email or by calling +44 (0) 1444 458 166 and remove this
email and its attachments from your system. The views expressed within this email and any
attachments are not necessarily the views or policies of Mid Sussex District Council. We have taken
precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting software viruses, but we advise you to carry out your
own Vvirus checks before accessing this email and any attachments. Except where required by law,
we shall not be responsible for any damage, loss or liability of any kind suffered in connection with
this email and any attachments, or which may result from reliance on the contents of this email and

any attachments.

The information contained in this email may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act
2000. Unless the information contained in this email is legally exempt from disclosure, we cannot guarantee that we
will not provide the whole or part of this email to a third party making a request for information about the subject
matter of this email. This email and any attachments may contain confidential information and is intended only to
be seen and used by the named addressees. If you are not the named addressee, any use, disclosure, copying,
alteration or forwarding of this email and its attachments is unauthorised. If you have received this email in error
please notify the sender immediately by email or by calling +44 (0) 1444 458 166 and remove this email and its
attachments from your system. The views expressed within this email and any attachments are not necessarily the
views or policies of Mid Sussex District Council. We have taken precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting
software viruses, but we advise you to carry out your own virus checks before accessing this email and any
attachments. Except where required by law, we shall not be responsible for any damage, loss or liability of any kind
suffered in connection with this email and any attachments, or which may result from reliance on the contents of
this email and any attachments.

The information contained in this email may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act
2000. Unless the information contained in this email is legally exempt from disclosure, we cannot guarantee that we
will not provide the whole or part of this email to a third party making a request for information about the subject
matter of this email. This email and any attachments may contain confidential information and is intended only to
be seen and used by the named addressees. If you are not the named addressee, any use, disclosure, copying,
alteration or forwarding of this email and its attachments is unauthorised. If you have received this email in error
please notify the sender immediately by email or by calling +44 (0) 1444 458 166 and remove this email and its
attachments from your system. The views expressed within this email and any attachments are not necessarily the
views or policies of Mid Sussex District Council. We have taken precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting
software viruses, but we advise you to carry out your own virus checks before accessing this email and any
attachments. Except where required by law, we shall not be responsible for any damage, loss or liability of any kind
suffered in connection with this email and any attachments, or which may result from reliance on the contents of
this email and any attachments.

The information contained in this email may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act
2000. Unless the information contained in this email is legally exempt from disclosure, we cannot guarantee that we
will not provide the whole or part of this email to a third party making a request for information about the subject
matter of this email. This email and any attachments may contain confidential information and is intended only to
be seen and used by the named addressees. If you are not the named addressee, any use, disclosure, copying,
alteration or forwarding of this email and its attachments is unauthorised. If you have received this email in error
please notify the sender immediately by email or by calling +44 (0) 1444 458 166 and remove this email and its
attachments from your system. The views expressed within this email and any attachments are not necessarily the
views or policies of Mid Sussex District Council. We have taken precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting
software viruses, but we advise you to carry out your own virus checks before accessing this email and any
attachments. Except where required by law, we shall not be responsible for any damage, loss or liability of any kind
suffered in connection with this email and any attachments, or which may result from reliance on the contents of
this email and any attachments.

The information contained in this email may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act
2000. Unless the information contained in this email is legally exempt from disclosure, we cannot guarantee that we
will not provide the whole or part of this email to a third party making a request for information about the subject
matter of this email. This email and any attachments may contain confidential information and is intended only to
be seen and used by the named addressees. If you are not the named addressee, any use, disclosure, copying,
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alteration or forwarding of this email and its attachments is unauthorised. If you have received this email in error
please notify the sender immediately by email or by calling +44 (0) 1444 458 166 and remove this email and its
attachments from your system. The views expressed within this email and any attachments are not necessarily the
views or policies of Mid Sussex District Council. We have taken precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting
software viruses, but we advise you to carry out your own virus checks before accessing this email and any
attachments. Except where required by law, we shall not be responsible for any damage, loss or liability of any kind
suffered in connection with this email and any attachments, or which may result from reliance on the contents of
this email and any attachments.
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