
27 View Terrace, Aberdeen  AB25 2RS - Notice of Review 

As indicated in the application, and shown in the supporting photographs, the glazing pattern on 
the rear elevation of the house has a strong vertical emphasis.  The existing rear window is the 
only one on that elevation of the property which is divided horizontally and it is now out of keeping 
with the character of the rear of the house.  The replacement window is intended to fit the existing 
aperture with minimal adjustment.  Consequently, the statement in the decision notice, that the 
replacement window “would not match … the dimensions of the existing frame” is inaccurate and 
misleading.  Also, other than the omission of a transom bar to emulate the other windows on that 
elevation, the overall proportions of the window opening are not materially different from the 
current, or indeed, historic proportions.


As can be seen from the photographs below, owing to the height of the walls, and the growth of 
vegetation, the visibility of the window from public space is severely restricted.  Even at the point 
of maximum visibility, only part of it can be seen.  


Along the rear elevations of both View Terrace and Loanhead Terrace, there is a wide variety of 
windows.  The materials, proportions and glazing patterns vary.  There are already many examples 
of uPVC windows.  There are windows in single panes from the Doctors’ Surgery at the southern 
end of the lane to No. 57 at the northern end and on numerous buildings in between.  Colours of 
the windows also vary: most are white, a few are painted or stained brown, and a few are in 
simulated wood grain uPVC.


Directly across the rear lane from No. 27 is another example of an upper floor window in a single 
pane.  This is clearly visible from the upper floor at No. 27 but the planning technician declined an 
invitation to inspect the area from the rear bedroom window during her brief visit.


The foregoing points, taken together, indicate that, contrary to the reasons given in the decision 
notice, there is no materially incremental loss to the historic design of the property from the 
replacement of the window as proposed.  It is equally clear that the proposed work would not be 
“incongruous to the architectural integrity of the original dwelling and the character and 
appearance of the Rosemount Conservation Area “:  the very restricted external visibility of the 
window means that it has negligible impact on the character of the area.  Also, far from 
representing an unacceptable degradation of the character of the house, the proposed 
replacement window would harmonise with the rest of the elevation and present a unified and 
cohesive scheme of glazing.



Rear lane, looking north


Rear lane, looking south




Rear lane, looking north opposite southern boundary of 27 View Terrace (on right)


Rear lane, looking south opposite northern boundary of 27 View Terrace (on left)




Maximum visibility of window to be replaced from centre of rear lane, viewpoint approx 1.7 m 
high.


Examples, at Nos 43, 45, 47 View Terrace of similar dormer windows to proposed replacement.



