
 

 
 

 

  
To: Councillor Dean, Convener; Councillor Corall, Vice Convener; and Councillors 

Adam, Allan, Boulton, Cormie, Crockett, Jaffrey, MacGregor, Penny and Yuill. 
  
Also (as local members) :- Councillors Malone and Milne (Item 1), and Councillors 
Farquharson, Greig, Jennifer Stewart and West (Items 2 and 3). 
 

 
 

Town House, 
ABERDEEN, 16 February 2012 

 
 

DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT SUB COMMITTEE (VISITS) 
 

 The Members of the DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT SUB COMMITTEE 
(VISITS) are requested to meet on MONDAY, 27 FEBRUARY 2012 at 9.30 am. 
 
The transport for the visits will be departing from the Town House, Broad Street 
entrance at 9.30am prompt. 
  

 
 

JANE G. MACEACHRAN 
HEAD OF LEGAL AND DEMOCRATIC SERVICES 

 
 

B U S I N E S S 
 

 WHERE THE RECOMMENDATION IS ONE OF REFUSAL 
 

1 4 Hillview Road, Peterculter - Construction of a 1.5 Storey Gable Extension  
(Pages 1 - 8) 

 Reference Number - 111140 
 

 WHERE THE RECOMMENDATION IS ONE OF APPROVAL 
 

2 12 Carden Place, Aberdeen - Form additional floor of offices to rear extension, re-
cladding of existing extension and installation of railings at front boundary  (Pages 
9 - 34) 

 Reference Number – 111480 
 

Public Document Pack



 

 
 
 

3 12 Carden Place, Aberdeen - Form additional floor of offices to rear extension, re-
cladding of existing extension and installation of railings at front boundary (listed 
building consent)  (Pages 35 - 40) 

 Reference Number - 111481 
 

  
 
 
Note: (One) The Planning Officials in attendance on the visits can be contacted by mobile  
                     phone, the number is :- 07802 323986. 
          (Two) The transport for the visits will depart the Town House from the Broad Street           
                     entrance at 9.30 prompt. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Should you require any further information about this agenda, please contact Martin 
Allan, tel. (52)3057 or e-mail mallan@aberdeencity.gov.uk   
 



 
4 HILLVIEW ROAD, PETERCULTER 
 
CONSTRUCTION OF A 1.5 STOREY 
GABLE EXTENSION     
 
For: Mr Andrew Findlay 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Application Ref. :  P111140 
Application Date : 08/09/2011 
Officer   : Gavin Evans 
Ward: Lower Deeside (M Boulton/A 
Malone/A Milne) 

Advert   :  
Advertised on :  
Committee Date : 16 February 2012 
Community Council : Comments 
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DESCRIPTION 
The application site is located on the northern side of Hillview Road, adjacent to 
its junction with Craigton Crescent, and comprises an existing 1 ¾ storey semi-
detached dwellinghouse, with associated garden grounds and freestanding single 
garage. The site is in a position of some prominence, adjacent to the road 
junction and facing down Craigton Crescent. 
 
The existing dwellinghouse is costructed in pink granite ashlar, with a smooth 
cement finish to detailing around windows, doors and quoins. The property has a 
hipped’ slated roof, with a single upper floor window partially built into the roofline 
in a ‘3/4 floor’ style. An existing pitched felt-roof garage sits to the west of the 
existing property. 
 
 
HISTORY 
There is no relevant planning history on this site, though it is noted that there are 
examples of similar extensions further along Hillview Road. 
 
A7/1412 - Consent was granted in August 2007 for the construction of a 1 ¾ 
storey extension to 12 Hillview Road. This proposal involved the use of natural 
granite to on the principal/front elevation, with synthetic granite/fyfestone to side 
and rear elevations. This applicaton was approved under delegated powers. 
 
A8/0059 – Consent was granted (in accordance with officer recommendation) at 
the 5th June 2008 meeting of the Development Management Sub-committee for 
the construction of a 1 ¾ storey extension to 20 Hillview Road. This extension 
was approved initially with rendered walls, though a non-material variation to that 
consent later permitted the use of natural granite walls and cement dressings. 
 
 
PROPOSAL 
This application proposes the construction of a 1 ¾ storey off the western (side) 
wall of the existing dwellinghouse.  The proposed extension would maintain the 
line of the existing rear wall, and would be set back around 200mm from the front 
face of the building. At 4.5m wide, the extension would be constructed to within 
approximately 1m of the western site boundary. The existing freestanding garage 
would be removed to make way for the extension. 
 
The extension would be constructed with synthetic granite/fyfestone on its front 
elevation, pink harled side and rear walls, and a hipped slated roof. The applicant 
has stated that the roof slates would match those existing, or as close as could 
be obtained. An upper floor window would be formed to match the existing ¾ 
style dormer. Windows and doors would be in white upvc, while no mention has 
been made of window/door surrounds and quoin detailing. 
 
 
REASON FOR REFERRAL TO SUB-COMMITTEE 
This application appears before members due to the representations made by 
the local Culter Community Council. Under the Council’s scheme of delegation, 
applications subject to objection from the local community council require 
reference to the Development Management Sub-committee. 
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CONSULTATIONS 
 
ROADS SECTION – No observations 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH – No comments received 
COMMUNITY COUNCIL – Culter Community Council wrote to advise of their 
pleasure at the design of the proposed extension being in keeping with the 
original building, though noted their concern at the absence of any details on 
construction and finishing materials at that time. The Community Council advised 
that they would support the application should it utilise natural granite from 
downtakings on its frontage, and natural slates on the extended roof. However, it 
was also stated their possible objection to the proposal, asking that conditions be 
attached to require the use of such materials. 
 
 
REPRESENTATIONS 
No letters of representation were received in relation to this application. 
 
 
PLANNING POLICY 
 
Aberdeen Local Plan (2008) 
 
Policy 1: Design 
Requires that new development be designed with due consideration for its 
context and make a positive contribution to its setting. In assessing this, factors 
such as scale, massing, colour, materials, details, the proportions of building 
elements and landscaping will be of relevance. 
 
Policy 8: Design & Policy Guidance 
Policy 8 states that all development is expected to be designed with regard to 
any of the City Council’s published supplementary guidance which is of relevance 
to the proposal. In this instance, relevant guidance is contained in the Dwelling 
Extensions in Aberdeen document. 
 
Policy 40: Residential Areas 
Within areas zoned R40 on the proposals map, the predominantly residential 
character and amenity will be retained. Proposals for residential development 
within such areas will be considered favourably subject to applications being 
satisfactory in terms of all other relevant policies contained in the local plan and 
in terms of siting, design end external appearance of buildings, means of access 
thereto, landscaping of the site and on the further considerations of amenity, 
public and community safety, drainage and the need for community facilities. 
 
Proposed Aberdeen Local Development Plan 
 
The Aberdeen Local Development Plan Proposed Plan was published for 
consultation on 24th September 2010, with comments on the plan invited until 
17th January 2011. The examination of the local development plan by the 
Scottish Government Reporters took place between 20th June and 21 December 
2011. The Reporters Examination Report was considered by the Council on 25th 
January 2012 when it was resolved to proceed towards adoption of the local 
development plan on 29th February 2012. Accordingly, the Proposed Plan is a 
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significant material consideration in the assessment and determination of this 
planning application.   
 
 
EVALUATION 
The proposed development would take place within an area designated as a 
‘Residential Area’ (R40) in the Aberdeen Local Plan (2008). The relevant zoning 
policy seeks to protect the amenity of existing residents by restricting alternative 
land uses which are not compatible with residential use and by controlling any 
development which would result in an adverse impact upon that amenity. 
  
Policy 1 (Design) of the local plan requires that development be designed with 
due consideration for its context and make a positive contribution to its setting. 
 
This proposal must therefore be assessed on its likely impact on the existing 
residential amenity of the area and also on whether the design approach taken 
demsonstrates due regard for the site and its context. The supplementary 
guidance on ‘Dwelling Extensions in Aberdeen City’ states that extensions to 
semi-detached properties will normally be restricted to 4m along a common 
boundary. This is taken to mean a boundary which is also directly adjoined by a 
neighbouring dwelling. 
 
In its scale, massing and proportions, the extended dwelling would adequately 
reflect the existing house. The presence of similar extensions in Hillview Road 
indicates that this approach has been accepted previously by the planning 
authority. Nevertheless, those examples incorporate appropriate natural granite 
frontages to complement the original buildings. It is considered that, while 
synthetic granite may be accepted in some instances, it would not stand up to the 
direct comparison which would result from an extension which appears to 
arrurately reflect the original building in most other ways. It is felt that the use of 
these materials in such close proximity would only serve to underline the 
distinction between the two, resulting in a poor match and a jarring appearance. 
 
Due to the arrangement of the respective dwellings, it is not considered that there 
would be any adverse impact on daylight or sunlight to adjacent dwellinghouses. 
The scale, proportions, massing and siting of the proposed extension are 
accepted. The proposed extension would be constructed in synthetic granite, 
commonly known as ‘Fyfestone’ which is a brand name. Such products are 
designed to resemble natural stone, and are generally formed through mixing a 
granite aggregate and a cement-based binding. This material has been used 
extensively across the city, though it has generally considered to be unwise to 
utilise the product where is likely to be seen in the same context as natural 
granite. While the product can be a good mimic from distance, it is not 
considered to be appropriate for use on the same frontage as natural granite. 
This is highlighted by the extension at 12 Hillview Road, where natural granite 
was used on the frontage of an extension, but synthetic granite was permitted on 
the less prominent side and rear elevations. This would be an acceptable 
proposition in this instance also. 
 
While it is acknowledged that the inappropriate use of fyfestone is one matter 
among many, the resulting visual impact of this seemingly minor detail would be 
readily discernible, would detract from the character of the wider area, and would 
risk setting a precedent for the acceptance of inappropriate and poorly Page 4



considered building and finishing materials in the surrounding area, to the 
detriment of residential amenity. 
 
The Council’s supplementary guidance on ‘Extensions in Aberdeen City’ sets out 
size restrictions for dwelling extensions along shared boudaries, but does not 
include any such specific guidance on gable extensions such as that proposed. 
The proposal does not therefore result in any conflict with the relevant 
supplementary guidance and by extension complies with policy 8 (Design and 
Policy Guidance) of the Aberdeen Local Plan (2008). 
 
No material considerations suggest that this application should be determined 
other than in accordance with the Aberdeen Local Plan (2008). As detailed 
above, the residential nature of the proposed development would accord with the 
zoning of the site within a designated residential area, but it is further considered 
that the adverse visual impact resulting from the proposal would be to the 
detriment of the wider residential amenity, and therefore the proposal would not 
accord with policy 40 of the Aberdeen Local Plan. The proposal accords with the 
size restrictions set out in the relevant supplementary guidance, and is therefore 
consistent with policy 8 of the local plan. 
 
In using an a synthetic stone on the same principal elevation as natural granite, 
where the two would be seen in the same context, the proposal fails to comply 
with the requirements of Policy 1 (Design, which states that all development 
should be designed with due regard for its context and make a positive 
contribution to its setting.  This proposal is considered likely to result in an 
adverse impact on the setting of the existing building, and by virtue of 
inappropriate design, would not demonstrate due regard for its context.  It is 
therefore recommended that this application be refused.  
 
In the event that members resolve to approve this application, it is recommended 
that conditions be applied in relation to the following matters; submission of 
samples of proposed blockwork and slate; submission of a scheme 
demonstrating the detailing of window and door surrounds and quoins. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Refuse 
 
REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION 
 
1. The proposed development would, by virtue of its inappropriate use of 
unsympathetic materials on the principal elevation of a traditional granite 
property, represent a failure to demonstrate due regard for its context, and is 
therefore considered to be contrary to policy 1 (design) of the Aberdeen Local 
Plan (2008). 
 
2. The visual impact of the proposed extension, which is exacerbated by its 
prominent location and the presence of better considered and more sympathetic 
extensions of a similar type in the immediate area, is considered likely to result in 
an adverse impact on the character of the surrounding residential area, contrary 
to policy 40 of the Aberdeen Local Plan (2008). 
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3.  The approval of this extension would risk setting an unwelcome precedent for 
similar proposals involving poorly chosen materials, potentially resulting in a 
cumulative erosion of the character of the townscape in the surrounding area. 
 
 
Dr Margaret Bochel 
Head of Planning and Sustainable Development. 
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12 CARDEN PLACE, ABERDEEN 
 
FORM ADDITIONAL FLOOR OF OFFICES 
TO REAR EXTENSION, RE-CLADDING OF 
EXISTING EXTENSION AND 
INSTALLATION OF RAILINGS AT FRONT 
BOUNDARY    
 
For: James Hay Pension Trustees Ltd 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Application Ref. :  P111480 
Application Date : 03/10/2011 
Officer   : Matthew Easton 
Ward: Hazlehead/Ashley/Queen's Cross(J 
Farquharson/M Greig/J Stewart/J West) 

Advert   :  
Advertised on :  
Committee Date : 16 February 2012 
Community Council : Comments 
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DESCRIPTION 
 
The application site is a Victorian mid 19th century two storey and basement 
detached villa, situated on the north side of Carden Place.  
 
The original part of the building is constructed in course rough faced granite, with 
a 3-bay symmetrical appearance to the Carden Place elevation. To the rear is a 
two storey extension which was constructed in two phases during the 1970’s and 
1980’s.  
 
The building has an overall gross floor space of 760m2 and is currently occupied 
by a firm of accountants (Meston Reid and Co.).  
 
The building is category C(S) listed (December 2000) and is within Conservation 
Area 4 (Albyn Place / Rubislaw). 
 
The trees at the front of the property are included within Tree Preservation Order 
15 and the trees at the rear of the site are protected by virtue of being within a 
conservation area.  
 
There are 10 parking spaces at the front of the property accessed from Carden 
Place and 18 spaces to the rear of the property which are accessed from Albert 
Lane. The site is within Parking Zone L, which requires drivers to purchase a 
parking ticket or be in possession of parking permit in order to park between 
0800 and 1800, Monday to Saturday. There are also parking restrictions on 
Albert Lane and Carden Place. 
 
To the east and west of the site are mid 19th century 1½ storey buildings. No. 13 
is an office premises with a modern extension to the rear and No. 11 is in 
residential use. 
 
  
HISTORY 
 
Permission (111662) was granted for tree works at the site in November 2011. 
 
 
PROPOSAL 
 
Planning permission is sought for the creation of an additional floor above the 
existing two storey extension at the rear of the property. The mansard style roof 
of the extension would be removed and a steel framework would be constructed 
around the existing walls in order to support the additional floor which would sit 
above the existing floors. 
 
The extension would have a contemporary appearance, with the first floor being 
15.5m in length and 12m in wide. The second floor would be set back 0.5m from 
the first floor on the north, east and west elevations and be 14.9m in length and 
11m wide. The extension would have a flat roof and be between 9m and 9.5m in 
height depending on which side of the structure measurements are taken. 
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The first floor would be would be re-clad using muted green and grey cladding 
panels with grey framed aluminium windows on all elevations. The second floor 
would be largely glazed with aluminium grey frames and glazing with a slightly 
green tint. The aluminium corner panels and a brise soleil shading louvres would 
be a lighter grey. The existing grey blockwork on the ground floor of the 
extension would be retained. 
 
Overall an additional 187m2 of floor space would be created, 140m2 on the new 
second floor and 32.6m2 on the existing first floor. The remainder would be for 
the link between the second floor and a new disabled toilet on the lower ground 
floor. 
 
At the front of the property on Carden Place cast iron railings would be installed 
on the low granite boundary wall, either side of the car park entrance. The 
railings would be painted black and have the same appearance as those found a 
short distance away at 14 Carden Place. 
 
A separate listed building consent application (111481) has also been submitted. 
 
 
REASON FOR REFERRAL TO SUB-COMMITTEE 
 
The application has been referred to the Sub-Committee because Queen’s Cross 
& Harlaw Community Council have objected to the application. 
 
 
CONSULTATIONS 
 
ROADS SECTION – No objection to the application, a maximum of 1 space per 
30m2 should be provided for office development. No additional parking has been 
provided however the proposed development would not have a significant effect 
on parking in the area. The site is has good access to public transportation and 
located within a controlled parking zone which would prevent indiscriminate 
parking on nearby streets. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH – No observations. 
 
COMMUNITY COUNCIL – Supports resident’s objections to the application. In 
summary the Community Council consider the glazed upper storey and cladding 
panels for the middle storey would not sit comfortably with the traditional 
architecture of the area, the ground floor would be visible from outside the site, 
the design features incorporated into the extension in order to reduce its visual 
impact do not work,  the extension would affect the amenity and privacy of the 
occupants at 11 Carden Place and the proposal does not complement or 
preserve the character of the listed building. 
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REPRESENTATIONS 
 
Sixteen representations from fourteen addresses have been recieved from 
residents in the surrounding area, the majority of which live on Osborne Place. In 
summary the following matters are raised –  
 

� The proposal represents overdevelopment of the site, and is inappropriate 
in its context, scale and its proposed materials which would affect the 
conservation area. 

 
� The proposed extension would obscure the north elevation, affecting the 

appearance of the listed building. 
 

� The proposal would affect house prices on Osborne Place. 
 
� The proposal would impact upon the privacy of residents on Osborne 

Place. 
 
� There would be road and pedestrian safety implications due to an increase 

in traffic in Albert Lane which has no pavement. 
 
� No additional parking has been provided which would lead to parking 

problems in the surrounding area. 
 
� Neighbour notification was not received. 

 
� There would be increased noise pollution through and increase in traffic. 

 
� There would be increased damage to property on Albert Lane by vehicle 

trying to pass. 
 

� The proposal would set a precedent for similar proposals. 
 

� There would be an increase in light pollution. 
 

 
PLANNING POLICY 
 
Aberdeen Local Plan (2008) 
 
Policy 1 (Design) – To ensure high standards of design, new development must 
be designed in due consideration for its context and make a positive contribution 
to its setting. Factors such as scale, massing, colour, materials, details the 
proportions of building elements and landscaping will be considered in assessing 
this. 
 
Policy 70 (West End Office Policy Area) – In this area applications for change of 
use for office purposes will be given favourable consideration. Where there is 
scope to provide access to businesses/properties from rear lanes this will only be 
considered acceptable, if satisfactory traffic management measures are in place 
along the rear lane.  
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The Aberdeen Local Development Plan 
 
Proposed Plan was published for consultation on 24th September 2010, with 
comments on the plan invited until 17th January 2011. The examination of the 
local development plan by the Scottish Government Reporters took place 
between 20th June and 21 December 2011. The Reporters Examination Report 
was considered by the Council on 25th January 2012 when it was resolved to 
proceed towards adoption of the local development plan on 29th February 2012. 
Accordingly, the Proposed Plan is a significant material consideration in the 
assessment and determination of this planning application. 
 
Policy T2 (Managing the Transport Impact of Development) – New developments 
will need to demonstrate that sufficient measures have been taken to minimise 
traffic generated. Maximum car parking standards are set out in Supplementary 
Guidance on Transport and Accessibility and detail the standard that different 
types of development should provide. 
 
Policy D1 (Architecture and Place Making) – Re-iterates Policy 1 of the Aberdeen 
Local Plan (2008). 
 
Policy D5 (Built Heritage) – Proposals affecting conservation areas or listed 
buildings will only be permitted if they comply with Scottish Planning Policy 
(SPP). 
 
Policy BI3 (West End Office Area) – Re-iterates Policy 70 of the Aberdeen Local 
Plan (2008). 
 
National Policy 
 
Scottish Planning Policy (2008) / Scottish Historic Environment Policy (2011) 
 
Listed Buildings – Planning authorities are required when determining 
applications for planning permission or listed building consent, to have special 
regard to the desirability of preserving the building, its setting or any features of 
special architectural or historic interest which it possesses. Change to a listed 
building should be managed to protect is special interest while enabling it to 
remain in active use. The layout, design, material, scale, siting and use of any 
development which would affect a listed building or its setting should be 
appropriate to the character and appearance of the building and setting. 
 
Conservation Areas – A proposed development that would have neutral effect on 
the character or appearance of a conservation area (i.e does not harm) should be 
treated as one which preserve that character or appearance. The design, 
materials, scale and siting of new development within a conservation area, and 
development outwith the conservation area that will impact upon its appearance, 
character or setting, should be appropriate to the character and setting of the 
conservation area. Planning permission should normally be refused for 
development, including demolition, within a conservation area that fails to 
preserve or enhance that character or appearance of the area. 
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Managing Change In The Historic Environment Series (Historic Scotland, 2010) 
  
Extensions – Most historic buildings can be extended sensitively. Extensions 
must protect the character and appearance of the building, should be subordinate 
in scale and form, should be located on a secondary elevation, must be designed 
in a high-quality manner using appropriate materials. 
 
 
EVALUATION 
 
The site is located within the west end office area where offices and business 
uses are generally supported. Although not explicitly mentioned in the policy, it 
can reasonably be concluded that extension to existing offices uses would also 
be acceptable. Therefore the matters to be assessed are the size, scale and 
deign of the extension and any impact it may have on the surrounding area. 
 
Impact in Relation to the Listed Building and Conservation Area 
 
The rear of properties on Carden Place which face onto Albert Lane, between 
Albert Street and Prince Arthur Street are characterised by extensive areas of car 
parking and extensions which are generally unremarkable. The stretch between 
Prince Arthur Street and Blenheim Place does however have larger more 
contemporary extensions to the rear, which introduce modern materials such as 
composite cladding and timber panels to the area. 
 
The principal elevations of buildings facing onto Carden Place are often 
intricately detailed, remain largely unaltered and contribute significantly to the 
streetscape and the character of the conservation area. In contrast the rear 
elevations are relatively simple and lack the architectural detailing which the front 
elevations possess, allowing interventions to these elevations to take place 
without a significant impact upon the character of the building or its special 
features. 
 
In this instance the architect has chosen to design the extension as an assertive 
contrast to the existing building. The extension makes a bold contemporary 
statement, but at the same time respects the status of the original building. It 
would be set back from the main façade at the rear of the building by 3.5m, 
creating a visible separation between the old and the new. It should also be 
noted that the rear elevation is already largely obscured by the existing 
extension. The new extension would be around 3m higher than the existing and 
when finished be 3.5m lower than the top of the original building (excluding 
chimney stack). This would allow the original building to remain as the main built 
feature on the site.  
 
Historic Scotland’s guidance note on extensions describes how it is often 
preferable to take a modern approach to design when intervening in historic 
buildings, rather than attempt an unconvincing imitation of a traditional building 
style. In this instance it is considered that the proposal would preserve the 
character and integrity of the listed building and improve its setting by removing 
an extension with little architectural merit and replacing it with a more interesting 
example of contemporary architecture. 
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In relation to the conservation area, there is a mix of extensions along Albert 
Lane, with a substantially less formal appearance than Carden Place. Modern 
extensions completed in the last five years can be found between Prince Arthur 
Street and Blenheim Place, however in the stretch in question, most extensions 
are relatively modest and nondescript,  
 
The proposed extension is terms of its footprint would be no larger than the 
existing extension and would project from the rear of the property largely in line 
with those already present along this side of Albert Lane. Owing to the drop in 
level between the front of properties on Carden Place and their rear, it is possible 
to create a substantial extension which is lower in height than the original 
building, ensuring that the structure reads as an extension to the building. In 
these respects it is considered that the proposal would respect the dominant built 
form along Albert Lane.  
 
Whilst the massing of the extension does give it a more bulky appearance than 
the existing extension, this has been broken up into distinct parts by the different 
finishing treatment for each of the floors. The second floor would also be set back 
slightly, in an attempt to reduce its mass. Whilst it is arguable whether this 
feature would achieve its aim, it is considered that it would not result in an 
unsatisfactory appearance. The extension would largely be viewed from a 
distance, most prominently from Albert Street when looking west at a distance of 
approximately 80m away. Whilst travelling along Albert Lane from the east, when 
glimpses are available between boundary walls and out-buildings, the extension 
would appear against the backdrop of Carden Church which dominates the 
surrounding area. Furthermore, the area between the back of Carden Place and 
the properties on Albert Place is approximately 80m wide, which allows an 
extension of this size to sit comfortably in the space without having undue 
prominence in the townscape.  
 
On balance, when the surrounding context is taken into account it is considered 
that a contemporary extension which clearly distinguishes itself from the historical 
buildings beside it can be accommodated on the site whilst preserving the 
character and visual amenity of the conservation area. This would accord with 
Scottish Planning Policy and local plan policy on design. 
 
The applicant also proposes to reinstate cast iron railing along the Carden Place 
boundary which is welcomed. The specific design of the railings would match the 
railings at 14 Carden Place. This addition would enhance the character of the 
conservation area. 
 
Neighbourhood Amenity 
 
The overwhelming majority of objections are from residents on Osborne Place, 
whose rear gardens back onto Albert Lane, with issues such as privacy, noise 
and light pollution being raised.  
 
This distance between the closest part of the proposed extension and the rear of 
the buildings on Osborne Place is generally around 62m. The distance to the rear 
boundary walls of their gardens would be 32m. Although there are no specific 
regulations with regards to window to window distance, the planning authority 
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generally take between 18-20m as being an acceptable distance between 
windows. Therefore in terms of privacy it is considered that that there would be 
no adverse impact upon privacy for residents on Osborne Place. Furthermore the 
properties which are directly on front of the application site would both have 
garages facing onto Albert Lane, with trees beyond, which obscure views into 
these gardens, which in any case would be insignificant. It should also be noted 
that although higher, the extension would be coming no further closer to the lane 
than the previous extension. 
 
The neighbouring property at 11 Carden Place is in residential use and at present 
the garden of this property is overlooked by several windows within the 
extension. The architect has made efforts to reduce the number of windows on 
the east elevation in order to minimise any overlooking and several of the 
windows on the top floor will be fitted with obscure glazing. The extension would 
be 3m back from the boundary wall and given the context this is considered to be 
an acceptable distance in terms of daylight. No objection has been received from 
the occupier of this property. 
 
Similarly, there would be no impact on properties due to lights within the building 
due to distances involved and the nature of light coming from within a building 
being diffuse rather than being projected directly into neighbouring properties. 
 
In terms of noise pollution, there is no indication that any further noise would be 
generated by the presence of the extension, either from the building itself or from 
traffic associated with the development (see below). 
 
Parking / Traffic 
 
The City Council’s parking standards require 25 spaces to be provided for the 
overall site once the proposal is completed; 1 space per 30m2. The site already 
accommodates 28 parking spaces and therefore the standard has been 
exceeded and should provide sufficient parking for the development. However, 
there is evidence of double parking taking place within the rear car park of the 
site, which indicates that at times parking demand and the premises may exceed 
the number of allocated spaces at the site.  
 
The site is within a controlled parking zone and there are parking restrictions in 
force on Albert Lane (Mon – Fri, 0800-1800) and Carden Place (Mon – Sat, 
0800-1800) which discourages indiscriminate parking should the car parks be 
full. Any contravention of these regulations would be for the City Wardens to 
enforce.  
 
Although the comments from the Roads Service indicate that the applicant 
should provide five parking spaces for the additional floor space, these five 
spaces already exist as described above and no further spaces are required. 
 
Given that there would be no increase in the amount of parking spaces at the 
property and there is limited spaces for further vehicles to double parking if they 
so wished, it is difficult to see how the development would generate substantial 
levels of traffic in Albert Lane as suggested by many of the objectors.  
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The applicant has advised that there are around 44 staff operating from the 
building, however many of these work outside of the office the majority of the 
time. It is possible that in the future that a new occupant of the premises would 
have more staff but it is considered that as the new floor space would be 
relatively small in comparison to the overall building, that any increase in staff 
numbers which may occur in the future as a result of this, would be within 
tolerable levels. Furthermore the site is easily accessible by sustainable transport 
means such a bus, walking and cycling which provides a range of options for 
those working or visiting the premises. 
 
In these circumstances it is considered that there would be no adverse impact 
from the proposal in terms of parking demand, traffic generation, safety or traffic 
noise and that it would be unreasonable to refuse the application on any of these 
grounds.  
 
Other Matters 
 

� The neighbour on Osborne Place, who noted that they had not been 
alerted to the development as part of the neighbour notification process, is 
located outwith the 20m buffer zone around the application site within 
which neighbours are notified, so did not receive notification. This distance 
is specified in national legislation and the correct neighbour notification 
procedure was carried out by the planning authority. 

 
� Each planning application is assessed on its own merits so it is not 

considered that the application would set a precedent. What is acceptable 
at one site may not be acceptable at another. 

 
� Any impact which a development may have on house prices is not a 

material planning consideration. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Approve subject to conditions 
 
 
REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION 
 
The principle of an office extension at this site is supported by the West End 
Office Area Policy. 
 
It is considered that a contemporary extension which clearly distinguishes itself 
from the historical buildings beside it can be accommodated on the site whilst 
preserving the character and visual amenity of the conservation area. The setting 
of the listed building would be preserved as the extension would be subservient 
in position and size in relation to the original building and it's important features 
would remain intact. The reinstatement of railing on Carden Place would enhance 
the character of the conservation area. 
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There would be no adverse impact upon the surrounding area either due to 
issues of amenity such as privacy, noise, and daylight or road safety. 
 
 
it is recommended that approval is granted with the following condition(s): 
 
(1)  that no development shall take place unless a scheme detailing all external 
finishing materials (including samples) to the roof and walls of the extension 
hereby approved has been submitted to and approved in writing by the planning 
authority and thereafter the development shall be carried out in accordance with 
the details so agreed - in the interests of visual amenity and character of the 
conservation area. 
 
(2)  that the extension hereby approved shall not be occupied unless a scheme 
detailing cycle storage provision has been submitted to and approved in writing 
by the planning authority, and thereafter implemented in full accordance with said 
scheme - in the interests of encouraging more sustainable modes of travel. 
 
(3)  that the extension hereby approved shall not be occupied unless the cast iron 
railings on the Carden Place elevation hereby granted planning permission have 
been installed in accordance with drawing No. 1318.PD.005 of the plans hereby 
approved or such other drawing as may subsequently be submitted and 
approved in writing by the planning authority - in order to enhance the character 
of the conservation area. 
 
(4)  that the windows as indicated on the east facing elevation of the extension 
hereby approved shall not be fitted otherwise than with obscure glass unless the 
planning authority has given prior written approval for a variation - in the interests 
of protecting the privacy of adjoining residential properties. 
 
(5)  that, except as the Planning Authority may otherwise agree in writing, no 
construction or demolition work shall take place: 

(a)  outwith the hours of 7.00 am to 7.00 pm Mondays to Fridays; 
(b)  outwith the hours of 9.00 am to 4.00 pm Saturdays; or 
(c)  at any time on Sundays, 

except (on all days) for works inaudible outwith the application site boundary.  
[For the avoidance of doubt, this would generally allow internal finishing work, but 
not the use of machinery] - in the interests of residential amenity. 
 
 
 
Dr Margaret Bochel 
Head of Planning and Sustainable Development. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 18



 
 
  
 

Page 19



Page 20

This page is intentionally left blank



Page 21



Page 22



Page 23



Page 24



Page 25



Page 26



Page 27



Page 28



Page 29



Page 30



Page 31



Page 32



Page 33



Page 34



 
12 CARDEN PLACE, ABERDEEN 
 
FORM ADDITIONAL FLOOR OF OFFICES 
TO REAR EXTENSION, RE-CLADDING OF 
EXISTING EXTENSION AND 
INSTALLATION OF RAILINGS AT FRONT 
BOUNDARY    
 
For: James Hay Pension Trustees Ltd 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Application Ref. :  P111481 
Application Date : 03/10/2011 
Officer   : Matthew Easton 
Ward: Hazlehead/Ashley/Queen's Cross(J 
Farquharson/M Greig/J Stewart/J West) 

Advert   : Listed Building 
Advertised on : 19/10/2011 
Committee Date : 16 February 2012 
Community Council : Comments 
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RECOMMENDATION: Approve subject to conditions 

Agenda Item 3
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DESCRIPTION 
 
The application site is a Victorian mid 19th century two storey and basement 
detached villa, situated on the north side of Carden Place.  
 
The original part of the building is constructed in course rough faced granite, with 
a 3-bay symmetrical appearance to the Carden Place elevation. To the rear is a 
two storey extension which was constructed in two phases during the 1970’s and 
1980’s.  
 
The building has an overall gross floor space of 760m2 and is currently occupied 
by a firm of accountants (Meston Reid and Co.).  
 
The building is category C(S) listed (December 2000) and is within Conservation 
Area 4 (Albyn Place / Rubislaw). 
 
The trees at the front of the property are included within Tree Preservation Order 
15 and the trees at the rear of the site are protected by virtue of being within a 
conservation area.  
 
There are 10 parking spaces at the front of the property accessed from Carden 
Place and 18 spaces to the rear of the property which are accessed from Albert 
Lane.  
 
  
HISTORY 
 
Permission (111662) was granted for tree works at the site in November 2011. 
 
 
PROPOSAL 
 
Planning permission is sought for the creation of an additional floor above the 
existing two storey extension at the rear of the property. The mansard style roof 
of the extension would be removed and a steel framework would be constructed 
around the existing walls in order to support the additional floor which would sit 
above the existing floors. 
 
The extension would have a contemporary appearance, with the first floor being 
15.5m in length and 12m in wide. The second floor would be set back 0.5m from 
the first floor on the north, east and west elevations and be 14.9m in length and 
11m wide. The extension would have a flat roof and be between 9m and 9.5m in 
height depending on which side of the structure measurements are taken. 
 
The first floor would be re-clad using muted green and grey cladding panels with 
grey framed aluminium windows on all elevations. The second floor would be 
largely glazed with aluminium grey frames and glazing with a slightly green tint. 
The aluminium corner panels and a brise soleil shading louvres would be a 
lighter grey. The existing grey blockwork on the ground floor of the extension 
would be retained. 
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Overall an additional 187m2 of floor space would be created, 140m2 on the new 
second floor and 32.6m2 on the existing first floor. The remainder would be for 
the link between the second floor and a new disabled toilet on the lower ground 
floor. 
 
At the front of the property on Carden Place cast iron railings would be installed 
on the low granite boundary wall, either side of the car park entrance. The 
railings would be painted black and have the same appearance as those found a 
short distance away at 14 Carden Place. 
 
A separate listed building consent application (111481) has also been submitted. 
 
 
REASON FOR REFERRAL TO SUB-COMMITTEE 
 
The application has been referred to the Sub-Committee because Queen’s Cross 
& Harlaw Community Council have objected to the application and thus falls 
outwith the scope of the Council’s Scheme of Delegation. 
 
 
CONSULTATIONS 
 
ROADS SECTION – No observations. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH – No observations. 
 
COMMUNITY COUNCIL – Supports resident’s objections to the application. In 
summary the Community Council consider the glazed upper storey and cladding 
panels for the middle storey would not sit comfortably with the traditional 
architecture of the area, the ground floor would be visible from outside the site, 
the design features incorporated into the extension in order to reduce its visual 
impact do not work,  the extension would affect the amenity and privacy of the 
occupants at 11 Carden Place and the proposal does not complement or 
preserve the character of the listed building. 
 
 
REPRESENTATIONS 
 
Three representations which relate specifically to this listed building consent 
application have been received. However sixteen representations from fourteen 
addresses have been received in relation to the planning application (111480), 
with many of the issues raised relating to the listed building consent also. The 
matters raised in both applications which relate to this application are 
summarised below –  
 

� The proposal represents overdevelopment of the site, and is inappropriate 
in its context, scale and its proposed materials which would affect the 
conservation area. 

 
� The proposed extension would obscure the north elevation, affecting the 

appearance of the listed building. 
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� The proposal would set a precedent for similar proposals. 

 
 
PLANNING POLICY 
 
Aberdeen Local Plan (2008) 
 
Policy 1 (Design) – To ensure high standards of design, new development must 
be designed in due consideration for its context and make a positive contribution 
to its setting. Factors such as scale, massing, colour, materials, details the 
proportions of building elements and landscaping will be considered in assessing 
this. 
 
The Aberdeen Local Development Plan 
 
Proposed Plan was published for consultation on 24th September 2010, with 
comments on the plan invited until 17th January 2011. The examination of the 
local development plan by the Scottish Government Reporters took place 
between 20th June and 21 December 2011. The Reporters Examination Report 
was considered by the Council on 25th January 2012 when it was resolved to 
proceed towards adoption of the local development plan on 29th February 2012. 
Accordingly, the Proposed Plan is a significant material consideration in the 
assessment and determination of this planning application. 
 
Policy D1 (Architecture and Place Making) – Re-iterates Policy 1 of the Aberdeen 
Local Plan (2008). 
 
Policy D5 (Built Heritage) – Proposals affecting conservation areas or listed 
buildings will only be permitted if they comply with Scottish Planning Policy 
(SPP). 
 
National Policy 
 
Scottish Planning Policy (2008) / Scottish Historic Environment Policy (2011) 
 
Listed Buildings – Planning authorities are required when determining 
applications for planning permission or listed building consent, to have special 
regard to the desirability of preserving the building, its setting or any features of 
special architectural or historic interest which it possesses. Change to a listed 
building should be managed to protect is special interest while enabling it to 
remain in active use. The layout, design, material, scale, siting and use of any 
development which would affect a listed building or its setting should be 
appropriate to the character and appearance of the building and setting. 
 
Managing Change In The Historic Environment Series (Historic Scotland, 2010) 
  
Extensions – Most historic buildings can be extended sensitively. Extensions 
must protect the character and appearance of the building, should be subordinate 
in scale and form, should be located on a secondary elevation, must be designed 
in a high-quality manner using appropriate materials. 
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EVALUATION 
 
The rear of properties on Carden Place which face onto Albert Lane, between 
Albert Street and Prince Arthur Street are characterised by extensive areas of car 
parking and extensions which are generally of little architectural merit. The 
stretch between Prince Arthur Street and Blenheim Place does however have 
larger more contemporary extensions to the rear, which introduce modern 
materials such as composite cladding and timber panels to the area. 
 
The principal elevations of buildings facing onto Carden Place are often 
intricately detailed, remain largely unaltered and contribute significantly to the 
streetscape and the character of the conservation area. In contrast the rear 
elevations are relatively simple and lack the architectural detailing which the front 
elevations possess, allowing interventions to these elevations to take place 
without a significant impact upon the character of the building or its special 
features. 
 
The original part of the building would remain unaltered, thereby preserving its 
architectural features and its character. The only work which would take place 
would be to the modern extension to the rear of original building. 
 
In this instance the architect has chosen to design the modified extension as an 
assertive contrast to the existing building. The extension makes a bold 
contemporary statement, but at the same time respects the status of the original 
building. It would be set back from the main façade at the rear of the building by 
3.5m, creating a visible separation between the old and the new. It should also 
be noted that the rear elevation is already largely obscured by the existing 
extension. The new extension would be around 3m higher than the existing and 
when finished be 3.5m lower than the top of the original building (excluding 
chimney stack). This would allow the original building to remain as the main built 
feature on the site.  
 
Historic Scotland’s guidance note on extensions describes how it is often 
preferable to take a modern approach to design when intervening in historic 
buildings, rather than attempt an unconvincing imitation of a traditional building 
style. In this instance it is considered that the proposal would preserve the 
character and integrity of the listed building by replacing the vast majority of the 
existing extension which has little architectural merit and replacing it with a more 
interesting example of contemporary architecture. 
 
Owing to the drop in level between the front of properties on Carden Place and 
their rear, it is possible to create a substantial extension which is lower in height 
than the original building, ensuring that the structure reads as an extension to the 
building. 
 
Whilst the massing of the extension does give it a more bulky appearance than 
the existing extension, this has been broken up into distinct parts by the different 
finishing treatment for each of the floors. The second floor would also be set back 
slightly, in an attempt to reduce its mass. Whilst it is arguable whether this 
feature would achieve its aim, it is considered that it would not result in an 
unsatisfactory appearance.  
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The extension would not be seen from Carden Place and therefore the 
prominence of the Carden Place elevation of the building would not be diluted. 
 
On balance, it is considered that a contemporary extension which clearly 
distinguishes itself from the historical buildings beside it can be accommodated 
on the site whilst preserving the character and integrity of the listed building. This 
would accord with Scottish Planning Policy and local plan policy on design. 
 
The applicant also proposes to reinstate cast iron railing along the Carden Place 
boundary which is welcomed. The specific design of the railings would match the 
railings at 14 Carden Place. This addition would enhance the setting of the listed 
building. 
 
Each listed building consent is assessed on its own merits so it is not considered 
that the application would set a precedent. What is acceptable at one site may 
not be acceptable at another. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Approve subject to conditions 
 
REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION 
 
It is considered that a contemporary extension which clearly distinguishes itself 
from the historical buildings beside it can be accommodated on the site whilst 
preserving the character and integriry of the listed building. The extensin would 
remain subservient in position and size in relation to the original building. There 
would be no work to the original part of the building and it's important features 
would remain intact. The reinstatement of railing on Carden Place would enhance 
the character of the conservation area. 
 
 
it is recommended that approval is granted with the following condition(s): 
 
(1)  that no development shall take place unless a scheme detailing all external 
finishing materials (including samples) to the roof and walls of the extension 
hereby approved has been submitted to and approved in writing by the planning 
authority and thereafter the development shall be carried out in accordance with 
the details so agreed - in the interests the character of the listed building. 
 
(2)  that the extension hereby approved shall not be occupied unless the cast iron 
railings on the Carden Place elevation hereby grantedplanning permission have 
been installed in accordance with drawing No.1318.PD.005 of the plans hereby 
approved or such other drawing as may subsequently be submitted and 
approved in writing by the planning authority - in order to enhance the setting of 
the listed building. 
 
Dr Margaret Bochel 
Head of Planning and Sustainable Development 
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