Appeals Received:

i. Application No. 03/46570/FUL – J Kamali – 8 Vine Street, Salford 7 – Demolition of existing building and erection of a four storey block comprising 21 apartments including alterations to existing vehicular access.

ii. Application No. 03/46963/HH – Mrs O’Shea – 20 Overlinks Drive, Salford 6 – Erection of part single/part two storey rear extension and first floor rear extension.

iii. Application No. 03/46496/FUL – Bellway Homes Manchester Ltd – The Coppice, Chatsworth Road, Worsley – Demolition of four dwellings and erection of one – four storey block of 12 apartments, one two storey block of two apartments and 16 three storey dwellings.

iv. Application No. 03/47452/FUL – J Sloyan – Land at rear of 2A Vernon Avenue, Eccles – Continued use of land as vehicle repair centre.

v. Application No. 03/47314/HH – Mr and Mrs Herreran – 13 Hereford Drive, Swinton – Erection of first floor rear extensjon and two storey rear extension.

vi. Application No. 03/47356/HH – Mrs A Mandel – 284 Leigh Road, Worsley – Retention of fencing along front boundary

vii. Application No. 03/47243/FUL – R J Burke – Rear of 69 Manchester Road, Clifton – Retention of canopy over rear yard

viii. Application No. 02/43914/FUL – Kenny Skip Hire Ltd – Land on west side of Lester Road, Little Hulton – Continued use of land as a waste transfer and management station incluing erection of office, maintenance, processing and storage sheds and removal of material from site

ix. Application No. 03/47533/HH – P Whitworth – 36 Longview Drive, Swinton – Erection of part single/part two storey rear extension

x. Application No. 03/47181/FUL – F Evans – 1A Church Road, Eccles – Erection of first floor extension over existing workshop area

xi. Application No. 03/47195/HH – Mr and Mrs Lord – 1 Mardale Road, Swinton – Erection of two storey side extension and front porch

xii. Application No. 03/47195/COU – Mr and Mrs S Sanders – The Oddfellows Arms, 4 Manchester Road, Clifton – Change of use of ground floor flat to form extension to existing pub lounge.

Appeal Decisions

Application No. 03/46231/HH – A Pines, 6 Cheltenham Crescent, Salford 6

Appeal Allowed

Planning permission for the erection of front porch and two storey side/rear extension was refused in July, 2003 on the grounds the amenity of the neighbouring residents would be harmed thus conflicting with the Council’s guidance on house extensions.

The Inspector concluded that the arguments were finely balanced, but with the appeallants offer to reduce the size of one extension to comply with policy the Inspector allowed the appeal and granted permission.

Application No. 03/46404/COU – Mr Khalid, 213 Bolton Road, Salford 6

Appeal Dismissed

Planning permission for a change of use from shop to shop for the sale of hot food was refused in July, 2003 on the grounds that amenity of neighbouring residents would be harmed and this would conflict with the Council’s policy.

The Inspector identified the main issues as being the effect of the development on the living conditions of the occupiers of nearby properties, in particular 211 Bolton Road, by reason of smell and fumes, noise and disturbance and general activity.

The Inspector agreed with the City Council that the proposed takeaway in such close proximity to terraced properties would result in an unacceptable level of noise and disturbance, due to the comings and goings of customers.  The appeal was dismissed.

Application No. 03/46176/FUL – Blackthorn Homes Ltd – 151 Bury Old Road, Salford 7

Appeal Allowed

Planning permission for the demolition of existing dwelling and erection of a five storey block of 12 apartments with undercroft parking was refused in November, 2003, following a site visit, on the grounds that the proposal would harm the amenity of residents (overbearing and dominant) and a Beech tree would be felled.

The Inspector considered the main issues were (I) the effect of the scheme on the lviing conditions with particular regard to visual impact and daylighting; and (ii) whether or not removal of tres would cause unacceptable harm to the character and appearance of the surrounding area.

The Inspector appreciated the concerns of the Council and residents about the visual impact of the scheme – he thought the arguments were finely balanced.  However, he felt the need to achieve redevelopment at a higher density in line the national policy outweighed these objections to the scheme.

With reference to the Beech tree, the Inspector concluded because it is set back 50 metres from Bury Old Road and views mof it are restricted by existing tall buildings, the removal of the tree would not cause undue harm to the character and appearance  of the surrounding area.

The appeal was allowed.

