
AGENDA ITEM No. -.. Z-lS) 

DaylighffSunlight 

9a Bowling St 

Coatbridge 

ML5 1PP 

Due to the distance, location and difference in site level, it is considered that there are 
no daylighffsunlight issues. 

1 7Ih Oct 201 3 

Boundary Treatment 

Privacy 

Adjacent Levels 

Dear Catherine, 

The site has a stone wall boundary approximately 1.8 metres high which encloses the 
rear and side garden. 

Due to the distance, location and difference in site level, it is considered that there are 
no privacy issues. 

The location of the proposed outbuilding is slightly higher than the remaining garden 
ground. 

In response to the letters of representation from Charles & Katrina McGhee and Michelle Craig and their noted 
points of objection I hereby provide my responses, which unlike their points of objection, are based on objective 
evidence: 

Charles & Katrina McGhee ... “this development will not only invade the privacy of my dwelling but be 
completely out of character with the Blairhill conservation area.. , . . . . . . . . ... is not in any way in sympathy with its 
surroundings and will block light casting considerable shadow over my property and that of my immediate 
neighbour ..... it will also invade my privacy; have a detrimental impact on the amenity of the area ...” 

Michelle Craig I ‘ .  . .this planned proposal will have a detrimental direct impact on my property; it will completely 
block out light into my small courtyard area.. ... the proposed development is a two storey stand alone 
property. ..which is completely out of keeping with the conservation area of Blarhill” Michelle Craig. 

Point of Objection: The proposed two storey building will overshadow the neighbouring properties. 

Comment: The proposed outbuilding is located in north west corner of the site and tight against the 
existing boundary wall to the north and west, immediately to the west is an existing similar outbuilding 
on the neighbouring property, to the north is Lefroy Street, while to the south and east is the garden 
ground of the applicant. Due to the height and position of the proposed outbuilding, there are no issues 
of overshadowing the neighbouring properties or garden ground. 

Point of Objection: The height of the proposed will block daylight to properties 22 and 22a Blairhill Street. 

Comment: The proposed outbuilding will be at least 10 metres from properties 22 and 22a Blairhill Street which 
is sufficient distance to not result in a loss of daylight. 

Point of Objection: The proposed outbuilding will result in a loss of privacy as the windows of the 
proposal will look into neighbouring properties and invade privacy. 

Comment: The windows of the proposed outbuilding will be approximately at 90 degrees to the windows 
of the neighbours meaning that the minimal required distance is 2 metres from facing windows and in 
this instance, the distance from neighbouring windows are between 13.5 and 12.5 metres which is 
sufficient distance to not result in any impact on the privacy levels currently enjoyed by this property. 
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In conclusion I would like to note that these objections have been proven- in the Planning departments own 
delegated report- to be without substance and are 100% subjective with no objective merit. 

I would also like to note that both objectors have considerable extensions within the grounds of their own 
property, in fact one has a turret, and another is not far from the height of my proposed development ( a couple 
of feet) so for them to note that my proposed development would not be in keeping with a conservation area 
when “The proposed finish materials of the proposed outbuilding will in natural stone, timber windows and slate 
roof to match the original house.”and it is no larger in height or scale than my existing extension to the right side 
of my property is quite frankly ludicrous. 

Yours Sincerely 

Joe Commins 
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