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1. the first part of the Planning Officer's decision states: ' the proposed rear 
extension, by reason of its size and design, would appear incongruous on the 
existing property and out of keeping within the wider streetscape. As such the 
proposal would be seriously detrimental to the amenities of the area and conflict with 
policies of the Bury Unitary Development Plan.'  Whereas it can be seen with 
reference to the existing and  proposed plans and photographs the appearance of 
the buliding is in fact improved and enhanced by the addition of a new pitched roof 
over the existing rear flat roof and that it is in scaleand proportion with it and not 
over-bearing on the neighbouring properties.  Describing it as being seriously 
detrimental to the amenities of the area without any further explanation is in our view 
an unreasonable and unfounded statement.

2. the proposed gable dormer window to the front is of a scale and design that 
complements and enhances the appearance of the existing building and it's 
prominent location on the corner of Bury Old Road and St. Margaret's Road and also 
therefore adds to the amenity of the building in the local area and the street scene.

3. the second part of the Planning Officer's decision states that 'the proposal would 
not improve the economic, social and environmental conditions of the area nor does 
it comply with the development plan and therefore does not comprise sustainable 
development.'  Again we believe that with reference to the as existing and as 
proposed plans and photographs this statement does not accurately represent or 
describe the proposed development either accurately or reasonably. Again it is a 
statement that is not explained. On the contrary we believe that it would measureably 
improve the economic, social and environmental conditions of the area as it would 
provide additional much -needed residential accommodation, improve the visual 
appearance of the roof scape and would be built to current building regulations and 
therefore comprise sustainable, energy efficient new building and also improve that 
of the existing two storey rear building.
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