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Culter Community Council, following representations from the community, objects to the
proposal submitted.  
The applicant has apparently drawn confidence from comments made at the Local Review
Body which heard the appeal against the refusal of planning permission for their previous
application 181783.  The fact remains that the LRB upheld the original determination
decision – to refuse permission – because:

The proposed extension would serve to dominate the original dwelling in terms of scale and
massing, in conflict with the Supplementary Guidance: 'The Householder Development
Guide' and Policies D1 - Quality Placemaking by Design and H1 - Residential Areas of the
Aberdeen Local Development Plan, which can be demonstrated by its significant footprint,
the width of its gable relative to that of the original dwelling and its significant projection from
the principal elevation of the dwelling which would be greater than overall length of the
dwelling. The proposal would be more than double the footprint of the original dwelling
house, in conflict with the Supplementary Guidance: 'the Householder Development Guide'.

The proposed extension would be contrary to the pattern of development and the character
of the surrounding area, in conflict with Policies D1 - Quality Placemaking by Design and H1 -
Residential Areas of the Aberdeen Local Development Plan given that the extended dwelling
would be approximately the same size as the primary 108 North Deeside Road and would
have the appearance of being significant back land development whereas the existing
character has the appearance of being an ancillary building within the curtilage of number
108.

The current application proposes exactly the same extension as was refused permission
under 181783, and whilst the applicant’s choosing to remove the existing garages will
change the arithmetic underlying the final sentence of the first paragraph above, all of the
other reasons above apply specifically to the proposed new extension, which has not been
changed in any way.
The neighbours’ concerns about loss of privacy have not been allayed in any way, as the
extension remains unaltered from the previously-refused application.  The primary glazing
for the principal living area is floor-to-ceiling across the east facade.  The occupants’ gaze
will be across the rear gardens to the east, causing loss of privacy – especially with today's
fashion for no curtains.    
We understand the applicant’s wish to improve 108a, but in our view this proposal is over-
development of the site and an inappropriate precedent for the immediate area.
Should the Planning Authority be minded to grant permission, we request that a condition
be imposed forbidding security lighting or other lighting (i) spilling over into neighbours’
property and (ii) causing nuisance by intermittent operation.

For and on behalf of Culter Community Council,

-- 
Andy Roberts Planning Liaison Officer
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