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Re-submission of previously refused Retrospective                            Planning Application reference 22/00358/HOUS

Erection of front boundary wall and fencing including installation of
gates for vehicle and pedestrian access                                                                          9 Brooklands Court, Rochdale, OL11 4EJ


1. The application this Planning Statement seeks to support is a resubmission of a previously refused application relating to boundary treatment at this dwelling.

2. The works were completed as a matter of urgency further to an incident that occurred at the dwelling in 2020. 

At around 6 p.m. on a Sunday evening in October the applicant was in the house with his then 8 months pregnant wife and their young son when they were forcibly broken into by a gang of four men wielding weapons and threatening physical abuse and harm towards the family to obtain cash and valuables. This went on for 2 hours until the family were left as can be imagined petrified and devastated. Especially as the applicant's wife was in her late stage of pregnancy and their young son was in the house. The applicant's wife never really got over that incident and is still traumatised by it.
As a result of this the applicant concluded that it was as a matter of urgency important that the dwelling was made as secure as was possible which generated the upgrading of the original boundary walls and access points to their current form. He felt he had to carry out these work as soon as was practically possible after this incident to maintain some sort of feeling of security to allow them to carry on living in the property.
3. It is very much the applicants view that the impact of what work has been done on what was in place previously and had been for many years is to an acceptable level. 
As is demonstrated on the submitted elevations the major amount of the brickwork that is there is original. It was constructed as a series of brick piers with low brick walls between and with one opening to the front elevation which is the general access into the property from the highway. 
Alterations for which approval is sought impacts on only three of the total 18 piers. The first is on the corner where Brooklands Court turns up the side of the dwelling into the cul-de-sac. It is raised by 300mm. The second is to the front next to the gate pier and this is raised by 400mm. The third is the corner where the wall turns towards the gable of number 9 that faces towards number 7's garden and this is raised by 600mm.
Generally the major upgrading of the wall has been the insertion between the brick piers of horizontally boarded panels all of which have been restricted to the height of the existing brickwork other than the 3 instances referred to above.
A pair of entrance gates also has been constructed clearly because of their need to maintain the security that the applicant sought.
4. It is the applicants view very much that the upgrading for which planning permission is sought does not represent an incongruous form of development.  When compared with what was there previously the general form now in place is not very different. The major form of the elements of the walling as has been said are original.

5. There has been no objection from Highways in terms of the wall impacting upon highway safely and as previously stated the applicant is very much of the opinion that the work that have been done doesn't increase significantly the impact of the original wall on the street scene. 

For all the above the applicant requests that this application be re-considered and the above comments taken into account.
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