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26/06/23 

 
 
Dear Ms Bellhouse 
 
PROPOSED EXTENSION, 4/2 SAUGHTONHALL AVENUE WEST, EDINBURGH EH12 5TJ 
PLANNING APPEAL REF NO 23/00651/FUL 
 
We are writing in response to your letter dated 21.06.23 and would make the following comments: 
 

• We understand from the applicant, Mr Sandy Hyslop, that the individual who responded to 
the Planning appeal, Sarah Unwin, while being the owner of the property, has not lived in 
it since at least the start of 2022. We understand that she is resident overseas. She will 
not be personally affected by the proposed development 
 

• As per the examples provided in our Planning Appeal document dated 30.05.23, there are 
many examples nearby where original ‘4 in a block’ properties have been extended in a 
similar fashion, particularly Nos 15 & 19 Glendevon Park 
 

• The proposed extension has been deliberately designed to have a lower ridge height and 
setbacks in plan so that it is subservient to the original property, in accordance with the 
Guidance for Householders document 
 

• There is an adequate pend which maintains access for the neighbours to the communal 
back garden 
 

• A route for a chimney flue for the ground floor property can be maintained as part of the 
proposed extension. This would be addressed as part of the Building Warrant application 
and is not, strictly speaking, a Planning issue 
 

• It is assumed the applicant will have sole responsibility for maintaining the roof over the 
extension. The maintenance of the communal roof of the 4 in a block property is a legal 
issue to be agreed between the owners. It is not a Planning issue 
 

• The location of the proposed boiler flue is a Building Standards issue, it is not covered by 
Planning legislation or guidance 
 

• The proposed area designated as a workshop on the Planning drawings will be used by 
Mr Hyslop as storage for household items. It will not create any form of disturbance for 
the neighbours 
 

  



 

 
 

• Whatever the use of the workshop space, it will need to fully comply with all relevant 
Building Regulations including noise and fire safety. The comment from the neighbour 
that the workshop presents a fire risk is unfounded as the extension will meet all the 
Regulations regarding fire spread on the boundary and surface spread of flame etc. 
 

• The proposed pend is adequately high and wide to allow domestic gardening items to be 
carried into the back garden 
 

• The Report of Handling for the original Planning application Ref No 23/00651/FUL noted 
that the proposals will not result in any unreasonable loss to the amenity of the 
neighbouring properties in accordance with NPF 4 Policy 16g)ii) and LDP Policy Des 12b) 
& c). The assessment considered the proposals in terms of daylight, sunlight & 
overshadowing and privacy & overlooking and confirmed that all of them are acceptable 
and the neighbours’ rights are not infringed by the proposed extension 
 
 

Please do not hesitate to contact us to discuss further details of the appeal. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Simon Brims RIAS RIBA 
Director 
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