
Dear Sirs/Madam,

Additional Comments the applicant/  

Ref: 190128/DPP 7 Airyhall Place AB15 7RH

We would like to state for the record that this has been a rather stressful situation to 
deal with.

This planning application, has not been a fair process due to the ongoing campaign 
by certain individuals drumming up animosity within the community. If the process 
could flow with an application put in and refusal based on people sending in their 
own objections we would understand this, but going around knocking on doors, 
getting a petition signed or printing off identical letters and getting people sign on 
their door step, has in our views been rather unfair and discriminating which has 
undermined the process.
We were told by council staff that in all their years of working in planning that they 
have never seen a petition being set up against planning for a fence.

There is no point in showing the fence in the photos from additional comments from 
A Taylor as it is now, as this is not what we are proposing in our amended plans to 
the council. We have planned to lower the neighbouring fence to 2m and front to 
1.5m. We were unaware when we started the process that corner properties had 
different planning rules to other simple front and back properties within the street and 
we admitted that straight away to yourselves the council. If the neighbours had 
approached us and spoke to as directly they would have realised this but 
unfortunately none of our neighbours have spoken to us and the first we heard of it 
was seeing a petition sent in to the planning department, not a very nice welcome 
from the community.

We offered at the beginning to cut the fence down to the height that we would be 
applying for of which we were advised by the council to not do any amendments until 
the whole process had been finished so we find the personal vendetta by certain 
members of the community rather disappointing as we were only following the advice 
given. 

There are no concerns for safety, as outlined in the roads department report that was 
done when the fence was erected they stated they do not object to the fence. If we 
are going about safety concerns we would say a bigger concern for safety in the 
immediate area is the large hedging which surrounds the side and front of 2 Airyhall 
Gardens which means that the occupants must come out of their driveway onto the 
pavement blind. We believe that everyone should look at the safety aspect of their 
own property before passing comment on others, we have left a 5-metre view when 
exiting our property to protect pedestrian safety.

We cannot see why there would be objections on the grounds of being detrimental to 
this area, as things stand, there are walls and fencing on Airyall Place that are 
similar and in some cases taller than our fence that are also on corner sites. 
We have planning application in place to lower our fence to 1.5m at front and 2m at 
neighbouring that will bring it well below what some of our neighbours have in place. 



There have been no objections to fencing and walls that are greater to our fence in 
height, this seems to be driven by a couple of people who clearly have issue with our 
property of which we are at a loss of why we are being singled out. 

Braeside Community Council have come back and said they would support our 
amended plans if roads deemed it safe, which they have and the last application 
there was no objections from Braeside Community Council

Michael Cowie has submitted a report on behalf of ACC Roads Development team 
on our property with proposed fence and deemed it safe on original planning 
application, let alone our amended plans to reduce height. See below

“Note this application for the erection of fence to front and side (retrospective) at 7 
Airyhall Place,
Aberdeen AB15 7RH.
I can confirm that the proposed erection of fence shall not impede directly within the 
required
visibility splays when exiting the junction of Airyhall Gardens/Place given the wide 
nature of
existing footpaths.
I note that a stretch of low level existing wall shall be retained for 5m north of the 
access at which
point the fence shall be erected, therefore retains adequate pedestrian visibility when 
exiting
the driveway.
I can confirm that Roads Development Management have no objection to this 
application”.

The statement that some properties close to 7 Airyhall Place have been on the 
market for some time, is pulling at straws. We refuse to accept that properties are 
not selling in the area due to our fence.  The property market in Aberdeen has seen 
a big downturn in recent years with last year showing a 6.8% drop in house prices in 
Aberdeen compared to a Scottish average rise of 3.7% over the same period. This is 
mainly due to the drop-in population in the city and the drop-in oil prices and nothing 
to do with a fence being put up in Airyhall Place. We do think this is a rather unfair 
statement to blame us for. We have tried our best to update a property and create a 
safe and secure home to raise a family but this whole process has left us rather 
disheartened about this area. 

We were advised by a planning officer when the fence was put up not to take it down 
and to go through the whole planning process before touching the fence. We have 
the security and safety of our young family to take into consideration and do not see 
why people in the streets around our property have been allowed to have fencing or 
walls of a greater height than our amended proposal. 
We have never shown a lack of respect of the planning process we have been in 
regular contact both by phone and in person at Marishal college with planning 
officials for advice and to ensure due process is followed in a fair and unbiased 
manner. 



We thank you for taking your time to help in this process and hope that we can come 
to fair solution for everyone.

Yours sincerely 

Mr and Mrs S Mearns


