Appeals Received

04/49507/HH - Mr B Leitner - 8 Cheltenham Crescent Salford 7 - Erection of rear extension at first floor level

05/50163/HH - Mr And Mrs G Blezard - 11 Greylag Crescent Worsley M28 7AB - Erection of first floor side extension (Resubmission of application 04/48976/HH)

05/50392/OUT - Westbury Homes (Holdings) Ltd - Land On Agecroft Road East Of Kilcoby Avenue Pendlebury Swinton - Outline planning application for the development of land for Classes A1,A2,A4,A5, D1 and C2 purposes together with creation of new vehicular access (DUPLICATE APPLICATION)

04/49703/FUL - McDonalds Doors Ltd - McDonald House Cobden Street Salford 6 - Retention of dust extraction unit

05/50650/TPO - J M Hoath - 12 Portland Road Eccles M30 9DP - Fell one silver birch (T1)

05/49928/TPO - 78 Roe Green Worsley M28 2RN - Fell one silver birch (T1)

05/50610/OUT - Land To Rear Of 10-22  Park Road Eccles M30 9JJ - Demolition of existing dwelling and erection of four apartments

05/49895/HH - 481 Ellenbrook Road Worsley M28 1ER - Erection of two storey side and single storey rear extensions

04/49774/HH - 446 Lower Broughton Road Salford 7 - Retention of boundary fencing

05/50293/TEL56 - Castle Irwell Service Station Cromwell Road Salford M6 6DA - Prior Notification for the installation of a 14.7m high slimline telecomunication monopole with three antennas, associated equipment cabinet and ancillary development

04/49752/FUL - Land To The Rear Of 4 Delamere Avenue Salford 6 - Erection of one detached dwelling with detached double garage together with creation of new vehicular access (resubmission of 04/48655/FUL)

ENF. Macdonald Doors Ltd – rear of Macdonald House, Cobden Street, Salford 6 – Unauthorised erection of dust extraction unit

ENF. A Musemina – 486 Great Cheetham Street East, Salford 7 – Unauthorised use of shop as a restaurant/take away

Appeal Decisions

Application No.


04/49376/TEL56

Location:


Grass verge to the South of Queen Anne Drive and North of                             
               East Lancs. Road, Swinton

Description:


Prior Notification for the siting of a 12.5m high flexicell No. 2 

                                                         column together with associated equipment cabinet.

Decision:


Appeal Allowed

Prior approval was refused in December, 2004 on the grounds the mast, in combination with other nearby masts and structures, would harm the visual amenity of the area.

The Inspector agreed the main issue was the affect of the installation upon the character and appearance of the area.

The Inspector commented the slim structure of the mast would not stand out among the long lines of lighting columns and the equipment cabinet would be largely seen end-on and would not be intrusive. He concluded the proposal would not have a materially harmful effect upon the character and appearance of the surrounding area, whether perceived from the East Lancs Road or from neighbouring residential properties.

Some local residents were anxious about exposure to electro-magnetic radiation. The Inspector noted that because of the very low power utilised by telecommunications sites, the emissions will be many times lower that the ICNIRP threshold. He concluded there would be no material harm to the living conditions of neighbouring residents or to others in surrounding areas, including the children attending Ellenbrook Primary School.

The appeal was allowed.

Application No.


04/49287/FUL

Location:


Land at rear of 29 Waterpark Road, Salford 7.

Description:


Erection of a two storey detached dwelling together with 

                                                          creation of new vehicular access.

Decision:


Appeal Dismissed

Permission was refused in December, 2004 on the grounds that neighbouring residents would experience an unacceptable level of overlooking, the proposal would be overbearing and their living conditions would suffer.

The Inspector considered the new dwelling would be an unacceptably dominant feature that would materially harm the outlook from both the house and neighbouring garden. Furthermore, there would also be mutual overlooking.

The appeal was dismissed.

Application No.


04/49496/HH

Location:


1 Eskrigge Close, Salford 8.

Description:


Erection of a timber panel fence to an overall height of 2.4m, to 

                                                          replace existing fence and wrought iron fence.

Decision:


Appeal Dismissed

Permission was refused in December, 2004 on the grounds that visibility would be affected harming highway safety and the fence would be a strident feature detrimental to the visual appearance of the street scene.

The Inspector considered the main issue was the effect on the street-scene. He felt that the fence would, because of its height and prominence, present a very strident feature that would appear most incongruous in its context and, therefore, harmful to the street-scene. Account was taken on the appellants concerns for their personal safety and security of their property. He considered, however, this could be achieved through a better design of boundary treatment and those needs did not outweigh the harm to the street-scene.

The appeal was dismissed.

Application No.


04/49776/HH

Location:


Land Adjacent to 5 Brereton Drive Worsley

Description:


Erection of a detached garage at front of dwelling.

Decision:


Appeal Dismissed

Planning permission was refused in February 2005, on the grounds that the health of the nearby protected trees would be affected and would adversely affect the watercourse in terms of future maintenance, capacity and its function as a wildlife corridor.

The Inspector noted the base of the garage was in place. He was concerned that 3 trees, close to the site of the garage, would be likely to be adversely affected and this was a significant disadvantage of the scheme. He was also concerned that the garage base spanned the brook – there could be future maintenance difficulties and it could reduce the value of this corridor for the movement of wildlife.

The appeal was dismissed.

Application No.


05/50024/ADV

Location:


Land adjacent to Bury New Road, Salford 7

Description:


Display of internally illuminated double sided pole 

                                                          Mounted advertisement unit.

Decision:


Appeal Dismissed

Consent was refused in March 2005, on the grounds that the proposal would be a strident incongruous feature to the detriment of the character and appearance of the area and its visual amenity.

The Inspector considered the main issue was the impact of the poster unit on the site and its surroundings.

The Inspector noted that this part of Manchester and Salford contains extensive advertising – totem signs, flag signs, pole mounted signs and 6 and 48 sheet panels.

From this he concluded the proposal adverts would not be out of place. However, he noted that the appeal site while vacant was not derelict or unsightly and is well maintained grassed land with a fringe of trees making for a pleasant break in the intense commercial development of the locality. The  Inspector felt that by sight the advertisement structure on this site would spoil its contribution to the general amenity of the area.

The appeal was dismissed.

Application No.


04/48775/TPO

Location:


3 Oakdene Swinton

Description:


Fell one beech tree

Decision:


Appeal Dismissed

Consent was refused in August 2004, on the grounds that The Government of North West Inspecting Officer noted that this beech tree was in a prominent location and is an important visual component of the group of beech trees. Felling the tree would result in substantial detriment to the visual amenity of the area.

The Inspecting Officer considered the tree is in sound condition for its age and species.

The appeal was dismissed.

