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Ms ShellaiRob 'rtson, .
ﬁPlanmn nd Sustalnable Development

Aberdeen Clty ,“uncll
Marlschal College,~ B S o
Aberdeen. R L ':_.'A S o B ',

Appllcatlon 120120 Alteratlons & Rear Extensu:n to 20 Devonshlre Rd '_ s

De'ar-_.M_s. RObeﬁ,son,' '
o Further to our recent telephone conversatlons I am mhng on behalf of Queen ] Cross &
- Harlaw Commum‘ry Council in connection with the, proposal to’ s1gmﬁcantly alter the .
existing rear apmexe of no; 20 DCVOHShlI‘e Road. The property. is currently divided into. .
“two flats, occupylng ‘the ground and ;ﬁrst floor respecuvely The planmng application has
. been lodged by the owner of the. first floor property, and’ mvolves substantive alterations -
~ tothe gable-end of the existing anneke, together with the' mstallatlon of a balcony whlch
will overlook both the garden and sun'oundmg propert,les St
‘Followmg approaches from local re51dents, and subsequent mternal d1scus31on the _
.Commumty Councﬁ has. found the xappheatlon 1o be unacceptable ofi’several grounds and’
" has’ resolved to ra1Se obJ ecﬁon accordmgly Our comments are as: follows SIS ' '
1. The proposed balcony and new access stalrcase w1lI overshadow the wmdows
B '.;‘of thé downstairs flat at 20 Devonshlre Road The staircase in partlcular will .-
_, '-“ : also be’ ‘ stndent V1sual mtrus1on ﬁom the perspeetlv' -of the downsta1rs ﬂat




Would be greatly reduced Also, as the balcony is mtended for recreatlonal
use, it is highly hkely that nmse will resalt in nuisance to nelghbourmg
. propertres : : C -
. 3. . Atpresent;a certain degree of privacy is prov1ded to re31deneres in the area by
" the high stone walls that separate each garden, and -which border the'rear
. access lane between Devonshire Road and Gladstone Place. The helght of the
' -proposed balcony and glass-fronted gable-end however, will mean that it w111
overlook gardens in- Devonshlre Road, and both- gardens and opposing rear
'Wmdows 1n Gladstone. Place. This will result in ‘an invasion of privacy. The
affected in Devonshlre Road are nos. 18 and 22; butnos.' 16
4 affected to a sagmﬁcant extent. The propert;es most
affected in Gladstone Place are nos. 3 5,7,'9.and 1:1.

- 4. The proposed development is out of keeprng with, and unsympathetrc to, the
" established charactei of housmg in the nelghbourhood While most of the
properties in the street have rear annexes as part of the onglnal de51gn, none-
‘have been embelhshed’ with balconies. Furthermore, theproposal 1nvolves
 raising the: roof height of the existing annexe and replacing the ex1st1ng gable-
-end with an. enlarged glass frontage. The alteration of the roof line would
‘break the visual symmetry with the. mirror-image annexe' or the burldmg next
- door; and the glass-fronted gable end would be a stark contrast to every other ~
property in'the street. As such, it would be an incongruous anomaly within the
context of both street and nelghbourhood and th1s should be sufficient reason -
to refuse the apphcatron : : :

5. This property is Tocated within Conservatlon Atea 4 Protectron afforded by
) such status-applies not only to property frontages, but also tg rear elevations; _
- rear gardens and associated access lanes. This proposed development would
starid out as an aberration to the established bulldmg pattern, and would have
an adverse effect on both neighbours and general vrsual amenity. A§ it would
‘neither enhance nor preserve the Conservatlon Area settmg, itis therefore at
odds with conservation principles and should therefore be rejected;

[ Approval of this apphcatmn would set a precedent for s1m11ar developments
: wlnch would further erode Aberdeen s archltectural hentage L

- The above summary is a fa1r reﬂectlon of the views of Queen s Cross and Harlaw
' Communlty Council, and we frust that you will give.our comments-chie Welght in the - o
. determination of this apphcatlon We are of the firm behef thatthis plamnng apphcatron
~ should be rej jected for the reasons outhned above. Should Comrmttee Members feelin
.any way inclined to doubt ouf assessment however then we recommend that a site v181t
-be undertaken to resolve matters, : :

Should you. reqmre clanﬁcatlon on any of the above pomts please do not hes1tate to
contact me.




Dr Rlchard Athawes and Dr Lesley Malcolm
9 Gladstone Place _
Queen s Cross S S

o Aberdeen AB10 6UX -

Co Dear SlI'

12t March 21012
Aberdeeri Clty Council
~ Planning Reception, -
Planning and. Sustamable Development
Marischal College, : :

- Broad'Street, - o
_ Aberdeen AB10 1AB L

Dy " .
. o v

Plannmg Appllcatlon No 120120 20 Devonslnre Road Aberdeen, AB10

We wish to obJect to the proposed development at 20 Devonshlre Road Aberdeen, AB10 .
" 6XR. , _ ‘ : : *

'We have 2 maln ob] eetrons to the development Fxrstly the size of the glazed gable end
of the property especrally as thls is ata. ﬁrst ﬂoor level Secondly to the large balcony

; 'whlch wﬂl 0verlook many gardens and 1nvade the prwacy ofo our home

B et

>

- Our property and that of the apphcant lre wrthln a conservatlon area — tradrtlonal
- granlte houses The proposed changes are totally out of keepmg w1th the . | | .
' | | nelghbourhood Had the proposal been related to the ground ﬂoor of the property we
.‘ :‘would have had no 1ssue w1th 1t 'I‘hese changes are to the first ﬂoor and asa result w111

be hlghly visible to a great number of propertles

L The amount of glazmg 1s tremendous in fact excesswe 1 1/2 story herght ( as the roof is

| 4to also be ralsed) and ful - ;



© view through the glazmg W1th l1ght1ng on the whole room wrll be v151ble tous from all
~ rooms at the rear-of our home ThIS w1ll cause a loss of prrvacy to our home Nowhere in

"the area 1s there a s1rn11_arly large area of glazmg at ﬁrst f_loor level

A large decked balcony 1s also proposed Th1s lends itself to outdoor 11v1ng and
"entertalmng Agam 1f th1s development were at ground ﬂoor level thrs would not: be of
. 'concern to us. However at ﬁrst floor level 1t w1ll overleok us (and many other properues)i :
=and wﬂl prOJect out’ into the apphcants garden Noise will travel further as there wﬂl not._ ,
, be the dampemng effect of the stone gar)den walls These 1ssues wrll be mtrusrve to the '
_ 'pnvacy of our famlly Wlthll‘l our home and garden There are no ether balconles of thlS
7' | .type in'the area We strongly object to any ﬁrst ﬂoor property havrng a stand alone
balcony The balcony is not bemg used for access to the garden, it is purely an extensmn -

o

ofhvmgspace S ., |

' Our ob3 ectlons are based on a number of factors Some relate to the prox1m1ty ofthe -
. prop osed development to our property, and some relate to the effect any such
: development could have on thls area of Aberdeen We feel that 1f this’ development is

) ;approved it w1]l seta precedent for future developments in the area; Surely t]:ns is no

. way of conservmg the exterlor of these beautlful gramte bmld;lngs

We urge you to re]ect thls apphcatron We would wrsh to be kept fully 1nformed of any

. appeal or alteratlons whlch may relate to tlns development in the future

Yous ffé.i:thfl_iﬂr' .

*'DrRichard Athawss, and Dr Les




11 Gladstone Place
.Queens Cross, .
- "Aberdeen.
AB10 8UX

Aberdeen City: Councrl
Plarining and Sustainable Development
. Marischal Collége ,
Broad-Street '
- Aberdeen

AB10 1AB

.

13" March, 2012 ..

Dear Srn’Madam

. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AT: 20 DEVONSHlRE ROAD, AB‘IOI GXR
--APPLICATlON NO 120120 T

‘ With. reference to the Notrce we have received regardlng the above proposed development,
~ we wish to register our. objectron and ask that the' proposed aIterahons are re]ected on the'
grounds of the followrng . .

Desrg R ,\" _ " o T " S

The proposed alteratrons whrch we object to, are located at f' rst and second floor elevatrons '
and the scale of the external alterations to the rear of the property are substantial for a -

double upper property. This'is out of keepmg with the remainder of the properties in the
rmmedlate Conservation Area, and could pos3|bly, set'a precédent for simitar developments :
at fi rst and second ﬂoor levels wrthrn these tradltronal Vrctorlan gremte propertres :

The scale of the glazmg and balcony on the rear elevatron would have a srgmt" icant vrsually e
dominating rmpact and Toss of amen[ty, due to its flrst ﬂoor elevatlon for the followrng '
reasons: r . : .

. Srgnrfrcant I|ght pollutlon due to the srgmfrcant new gable end glazmg area and
- increased rear window.area.
e Significant noise polidtion, as the proposed balcony prowdes an extensron to the
"+ dining room and numbers of people can be expected to congregate on- the’ balcony, .
during perrods of good weather.
» . Signific icant loss of privacy. to the rear.of our property and garden as well as that to
: 'adjornrng nerghbourmg propertres _ . S v :
- The orrgrnal des:gn for the area afforded adjommg nerghbours a degree of prrvacy due to the .
high granrte boundary walis- and addrtronal plantmg of shrubbery whrch helped to reduce lrght '
and norse pollutidn.- ‘ ] . ‘

BN

' Plans -
L We have a number of observatlons regard[ng the: submrtted plans

) The property concerned is located on. the flrst and second floors of the burldrng
© - rather than as marked ground and first floors and this should be taken into
consideration when the plannrng application is revrewed We bélieve this is -
o rmsleadlng and causes confusron thls type: of property is classed as a double upper
property :



. Wmdows and doors are currently whlte pamted frames not dark-wood stain as
_ proposed '

. There appears tobea dlscrepancy between the exrstmg and proposed North
-+ .glevation plan. The current ground floor- storage area currently has only one wmdow-
to the rear and door to the srde _ _

.‘_- _ Wlth reference to the stated eXIStlng stalr and balcony the property does not have a
current balcony, this we believe should oorrectly be descnbed as stalrs and top
landing.

However, had the proposed development been planned at ground ﬂoor level then the above
_concems regardmg llght and hoise pollutlon and loss-of privacy would not have been raised. '.




S -Fiona Mathleson :
5 Gladstone Place, Queens Cross, Aberdeen. AB10 GUX

"mobile: S

| '7*'“'Fe'bruary'2012 ,

i Aberdeen Clty Councll Plannmg Department :
‘Marischal Coliege, - , :
. Broad Street .

Aberdeen

.~ ABtO 1AB -

N .-Dear Srrs

Obi ection to Plannmq Apgllcatron No 120120 at 20, _Devonshrre Road, Aberdeen
AB10 BXR , e

| hereby wrsh to note my objection to the above plannlng' appllcatlon and"‘ask‘.?that the |
' Japplrcatron be fully rejected and that | be kept 1nformed of the proceedrngs .

"1 refef back to my original. Ietter of: objectlon dated’ 15t May 2012 and object again’ now for
* the very same reasons. Not only do | object to the total concept of the proposed size and
_scale of the burldmg WOrks, l also object most strongly that the neighbourhood notification
- has been done in such a way that we have riot been. made adequately aware of the.
- massive scale 'of the changes fo .the exrstmg building .at 20 - Devonshire Road: The

notif catron was very low key and drd not fully outline the massrve building works proposed -

[ now object even more strongly that the appllcant Nlr Herron has been able to resubmlt. |

the plans to the Planmng Department ~ albeit with due alteration and medification: | would . -

~ like to draw to yoir attention that i have actually tried, on several occasions, to visit 20
- .Devonshire Road to. ask that { may view the proposed site to see for myself the extent of
. the impact to the. surroundrng nelghbours On each occ:asron there has been no one at

S home to meet wrth me. ' : : . '

_ ,Agarn lobject as before as follows

: 1. The proposed development is-at fi rst floor. level and fully v;srble frorn nerghbourmg1
~ homes. Had the building works been at ground fioor level it- would not have been

80 overpowenng and intrusive., As it is. first floor level the occupants will.be able .

to overlook many of the nelghbourmg gardens totally destroying any- nerghbours» _

- privacy ‘and quality of lifé. The walled gardens in Devonshlre ‘and- Gladstone are -
~ sheltéred and tranqurl with no need for an elevated “garden area" Thrs proposal
o in fact goes agalnst the concept of prlvat;e and secluded l

'2.',The proposed burldmg has a large percentage of - wrndow glass whrch wrll .
- significantly add to the light. pollution in the area.. nghtrng up such a large. area-of
space will ‘also signifi cantly affect the occupants in the bedrooms m the rear of

. Gladstone Place propertres : : -

3 1 Cont



3 The plans note an exterior starrcase which wﬂi add to the noise poltutlon in the
area. This is not acceptable to nelghbourmg propertles and simply adds to the.
security issues. . Security. is a]ready an: lssue |n the area of: the lane runnmg

~ between Devonshlre and:Gladstone. : A L : A

L4, The proposed bu;ldlng work is of such a helght and. size and modernlty that lt
- totally alters the skyline of the orrgmai property, destroying the: original design of -
the burldmg We are” of course; talking about building: such a large scale
~extension in what is a conservation area.. This will. fotally alter the look of the
__property and set.a precedent If this plannmg application were to go ahead; what -
is there to, say that: other property owners in the area wouid not do so too.. The' -
area of the west end is so small and so preclous that it should be preserved‘ '
 atalt ceste Madern: buuldmg works come and go over yéars, but the traditional
: gramte bulldmgs of the west end are part of our- Aberdeen herltage and
"-‘“shouid be preserved mtact at aII costs T

L Yours farthfully

Fiona Mathieso‘nr' R
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. Claire $utherland'- Planniné App]ication 120120 - 20 VDevon.sh_ire Road, Aberdeen ' : :

~ From: Jennifer Carder |

To: - | "shrobertson@aberdeencity.gov: uk" <shrobertson@aberdeencrty gov uk>
Date:  3/9/2012 14:22
Subj'ect Planmng Apphcatlon 120120 20 Devonslnre Road Aberdeen

~ Dear She'ila,

With reference to the above noted apphcatlon for proposed alterations & extenswn atno. 20
‘Devonshire Road Twrite to formally note and record my ob]ectlons on the followmg grounds

The plans 1nclude the construction of a baIcony and extended stalr access to the. garden at the
. rear of the site. Asthe owner of the downstalrs property, I'am both dlrectly and adversely
affected by this proposal ' T : :

I believe it will catise a srgnlflcant loss of amemty to me, both in terms of the actual size of the
construction(s) = the staircasé and the balcony -and in their general intended, purpose of use. -
Primarily, I mean loss of privacy, loss of light, increase in noise levels and loss of fac1]1ty and

N ,en]oyment in the use of the garden area.

_The eXIStmg stair access has no direct overlook inté the rear wmdows of my ﬂat whereas the

. new construction(s), w11] not only. allow anyone ascendmg the (open) stairs be able to view
into my property, but via the proposed ‘landing’ area, have direct line of srght and a'static

' vantage’ pomt from Wthh to look- stralght into my bedroom wmdow (from helght]

- In add1t10n fo.this i invasion of prlvacy, the de51gn location and construction of the stalr is-such:

- thatit will impede light access to the bedroom, which current]y has no obstruction or -

: stiuctural impairment. Italso-appears the design of this stair has been compromised by the
requirement to have the supporting structure located-in ground owned by the upstairs flat. .
This has-affected: the srze of the structure (the requirement to maintain adequate access and
Height above areas of commori ground) particularly in relation to the extent of its protrusion
‘into the garden area and the disproportionate domination of the outside space. The garden -
could no longer be en]oyed as a garder amenity by myself, affected hot only by belng

- completely overlooked from the-extensive metal stalr constructron but an. over51zed
cantllevered balcony : : :

‘ The proposed cantllever balcony is shown on the planat 2. 1m wide and running the entire -

" ‘width of the property, a 51gn1f1cant incursion into the garden area, rendering the space beneath -

'dark and shaded. This includes hght restriction to the room at the extreme rear of my
property "As the exrstmg stairway. can be seen from this. room and affects the light, itis

. undemable that a construction: 31gn1f1cant1y larger will worsen the SItuatlon (refer proposed

, mZ) : C

N otw1thstand1ng this 1ntru51on, the surroundlng noise Ievels w1ll be mcreased by the proposal )

*for balcony doors that open / fold /slide, and allow 1nd1v1duals / 51gn1f1cant numbers to be

heard from inside the. property or sitting out onthé balcony The balcony and staxr trafflc '
dlrectly overhead isanewand. adverse feature affectmg amemty '

- Both propertles fall well w1th1n the a Conservatlon area and thlS isa further materlal plannmg

- ‘consideration on which'l objéct to the apphcatlon The ektent of glass windows/sliding doo¥

access, stairway access and cantilever balcony size and de51gn at the rear of the property are -
inot in keepmg w1th the general character of the area. .

e ﬁle//C\DocumentsandSettrngs\CSutherland\Local Settings\'fenrp_\}if?g_rpvri_se\_é}l? SA.. 09/‘013"{_20‘12 el
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From: - <webmaster@abe'rddencity.gov.uk>'

To: . <pi@aberdeencity.gov.uk> .
Date: - 15/03/2012°09:29 . ) '
) Subject' Pianning Comment for. 120120

Comment for Planmng Applrcatlon 120120 .

Name : Jason Hilder _

"Address : 22A Devonshire Road SRR
Aberdeen N _ e . _ o -

Telephone____:

i

Emari _
type -

developmentwﬂhrnaclose proxrmrtycommunlty e . N

S Number 20 already extends back beyond the boundary of the. other houses ‘This extension &amp;
_balcony (something. similar has previously. been presented and rejected) will impose upon not only the
ittle privacy of the nelghbours that remains, but it will also create an eyesore protrudrng '
dtspropor’ﬂonately |nto the already small garden W|th|n a conservat[on area. .

" The proposed plans also include enfargement. of wmdows dlreotly looklng |nto the property of number "
22, which [ find unacceptable when they are onIy 6-8it away R :

__How much living space does a 2 bedroom flat need" Thrs wrtl provrde more space than wou]d be

found ina 4 5 bedroom fam|ly house _ :

Comment : | wish to object to-this applrcatlon on the grounds that | cannot accept this as a reasonable -




(15/0312012) Pl - OBIECTION - Application Number 120120 No. 20 Devenshire Road

From:" . " JOYCE WYNESS

"To: . "Pl@aberdeencity.gov.uk" <Pl@aberdeehcity.gov.uk$ -
Date: - - 14/03/2012 20:27 . - '
- Subject: : ~OBJECTION Applrcatlon Number 120120 No. 20 Devonshlre Road
Dear SlrIMadam

Re F‘Ianntng Proposal at 20 Devonshlre Road ABERDEEN AB10 6XR Appllcatlon Number 120120
1 would Ilke to object to the above plannlng permtssmn appllcatlon on the followrng grounds

It will W|Idly mfnnge on privacy by drastlcally overlooklng my garden where [ Irke 1o spend quret tlmes
relaxrng and sunbathlng in pnvate durlng school teaching hoildays

Norse Ievels of people 5|tt|ng on a large. balcony (rather than qwet ina confmed walled garden) and

also noise ‘coming from Iarge doors at-a h:gh level will be augmented and will be heard in bedrooms in’ -

my home especially the bedroom on the first floor at the rear. Thrs addltlonal noise WI|| greatty dlsturb
the peace health and well bemg of all nelghbours ' .

. 'The proposéd large balcony wrll have a vrew through the w:ndow of my fear bedroom on the first floor

~ of the property:

Ttisa grossly'di's_proportiona_te over exten'sion of the property.'
Itis hot in keeping with the princ‘:iples and feel of -the -conserva'tion area -
- This proposal altering the look of the tradlttonal granite rooﬂlne would be unsrghtly and be detnmental

_ to the value of all properties in thls area.

| believe that such agrand’ proposal at flrst floor height of a property which |nvades thie pnvacy of all .
‘people it overlooks should not be. passed : . T

[ think it essential that the commlttee visit the site to actually see the scale of thrs proposal and the-
" massive rmpact it would have on, pnvacy and weII belng .

. Thank you for notmg my objechons and | ask you to. reject this proposal

i
EE

Yours faithfully, E
‘ JoYCe Wyness '

Joyce Wyness o - _
22 Devonshlre Road .~ . Co -
ABERDEEN e B -
. "AB10BXR: = . .



§ (09/03/2012) ﬁlaii’e §uiheri"and =20 Devonshire Road -planning abplic‘aﬁon 1271120 ~ —— Page 1

.. From: ‘ 'StdartPate'rse‘

- To:. <shrobertson@aberdeencrty gov uk> c o P
‘Date: - 3/9/2012 10:30 am - £#\20 \C
' Subject: . 20 Devonshire Road ptannlng application 121120

From : Stuart M Paterson 31 Gladstone Place Aberdeen AB10 GUX
We have recewed an mformal v0|ce V|a Councnllor Jennn‘er Stewart re the above p]annlng appllcatlon
: ThIS preposa] w1]| affect our privacy since the alteratlon lnvolves a balcony and external stalr WhICh is
above the enclosed wall height,
“The garden of 20 Devonshlre Road- backs on to the Iane at the south of Gladstone Place and is
dlagonally oppos:te our rear. garden - )
I w:sh to subm|t an objectlon to the-application

_.Do ¥ need o cemplete a form‘? If so, will you kindly send thls to.me elther in emall form or for normal
posting. : . . :

~ Many t‘h‘anks

- Stuart M Paterson

‘C'jt):._r‘ GHEK l"’i Seivices
Loy | e, esantation
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- 7 Gladstone Place .
- Aberdéen

AB10 6UX
26" February 2012
~ Dear Sirs,
Pl g Proposal at 20 ] 20 Devonslure Road Aberdeen AB10 6XR. No 120120 -

' We object to the above planmng permlssxon apphcatlon on the- followmg pomts -

(1) the size of the rear north: facmg end-gable roof, its helghtemng and ‘
fenestratlon is out of scale and: archrtectural character to the surroundmg area.

. (2) the rear rooﬂmes of the property ‘will be altered so as to destroy the original
archltecmral harmony of the bmldmg and its adJ acent twin. ’

(3 the domest1c design « of these: dwellings was always mtended to be one where
" the sheltered rear gardens were enjoyed by the occup1ers (the enclosing’ and .
sheltering granite boundary walls are just one piece-of this des1gn) To erect .
an external-stairwell and balcony, partlcularly at first ﬂoor level is, completely
: agamst thrs ethos. o

(4) the. rlsk of mcreased noise and noise dlsturbance from the rear starrwell and
balcony is s1gmﬁcant : o T e S .

(5) the overlookmg aspect and mcreased v1s1b1hty both from and towards the rear

" stairwell and balcony from other dwellmgs is detnmental to the dwellmgs and
their garden areas, v A ' ‘

‘We ask thatl_ our obj ections are noted and that the‘proposal is rejected. Lo




From: Marjorie- [nglts N

To: pl@aberdeenmty g _@aberdeenclty gov uk>
Date: 4/3/2012 6:53 pm .
Subject: = - 20 Devonshlre Road 120120

It- seems very strange to thlnk that someone ¢an build a balcony over someone elses garden especually

as it is north facing and blights a window. The suggestion of a cantilever design would tertainly démage

- the integrity of what is a.very old'building. The lower flat would be likely to suffer. The roof is, | suppose, a
shared liability and so chariges should bea shared respon3|blllty ’ S . .

This seems a very. flawed appllcatton ‘ L

o Sent fram my iPad



-Mr & Mrs WG Laver
13 Gladstone Place
Queen s Cross
Aberdeen»
‘ AB10 _6UX
: 2 March 2012
' P[anmng Applications . '
Planning & Sustainable Development
) Aberdeen City Council "
. Manschal College
Broad Street
‘Aberdeen
ABI01AB

Dear Sir ‘ - o : T e T :
oo . Planning Application No 120120 —20 Devonshire Road, Aberdeen, AB10 6XR

| Welwrite to object to the above planhlng'-applicatio"n for the f'ollowi'fng reas_on's.'

1 ThIS property isina conservatron area and we feel that sucha development is thus 1nappropnate asitisnot -
of a character whrch enhances the area. Thisisa major change to the skyllne of the north side of Devonshire :
Road and not i in keepmg with the rest of the area. If this apphcatlon was approved it could lead to further -
major developments in the gardens on the north side of Devonshire Road whlch affect adjacent propertles
and propertles on the south. srde of Gladstone Place : :

- 2. The proposéd 'external balcony area ‘will have a‘ major effect on the privacy of the. gardens in Gladstone Piace ) '
" and adjacent properttes and is again, out of. character with the rest of the area. In good weather this could - '
be potentially used for parties with attendant norse pollution and dlsruptlon to other resrdents Sound ,
‘would not be absorbed because of the helght of the stairs and balconv There are no other balconies where -
people can sit out (at first floor level) in either Devonshire Road or Gladstone Place so we see no precedent

for thrs facmty and feel that this. part of the. appllcat:on should be rejected

"3, In the past the existing smiall stalrwell has been used for gathermgs and the subsequent noise has been _
: conslderable This can only be. |ncreased as the balcony and stairs could potentlally accommodate a much
. larger number of people and the doors could be left open: -

‘We strongly oppose thls appllcat|on and ask that it be rejected for the above reasons Please acl\nse us of the
; progress of this app!lcatlon : : v ‘

Yours faithfully -

| Mr& Mrs W G Laver

cc 'Counci_ll_er_ J.ennifer S_tewart '



