Your name 
And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Date
Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01241/FUL
I  am writing to object to the above planning application on the following grounds:

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3, CD4, CD5, CD11, CD12, CD13, CD17 and CD19.

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· Policy T10 of the Central Edinburgh Local Plan (Pedestrian Environment).

· There will be a loss of amenity to existing residential properties due to the design, layout and mix of uses. The addition of proposed restaurant and licensed premises in combination with the leisure uses will severely affect the quality of life for local residents and the amenity of the area generally.

· The scale and design of the building which rises above Jeffrey Street is out of character with the buildings in the immediate area and with the Old Town in general. It will greatly affect the current view up and down Jeffrey Street to the detriment of the Old Town. The view down Jeffrey Street is an important tourist attraction. It is a panoramic view.

· The Arches being converted into studio and retail premises – should be Class 4 use, small business and workshop units for local artists, craftspeople and small businesses. This partly to provide units for those displaced from the previous workshop space and to attract new businesses to the area. Edinburgh City Centre is lacking in small business spaces. The smaller arches could be converted into space for off-street recycling facilities, which are lacking in the area.

· If the arches were to be converted into retail units this would result in significant retail drop for primary retail facilities on the Royal Mile and Jeffery Street. Small workshops and start up businesses will attract different people to the area and make it more vibrant with a better mix of people and businesses.

· The realignment of Cranston Street is going to result in a gradient which would be inaccessible for people with mobility issues. Additionally, it is not clear if the proposed route is to be stepped or not – the computer generated images are unclear – if it is to be stepped; this changes a fully accessible road to a route which would be inaccessible for people with mobility issues and vehicular traffic. In a modern city, changes to existing routes and creating new routes should be accessible for all people, by design. This would reduce ‘permeability’ as promoted in the Masterplan. This development reduces the usability of this connection. Furthermore the plan states increasing permeability increases public safety but this development reduces permeability and therefore public safety.

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision. 
Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer
City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01288/FUL
I am writing to object to the above planning application on the following grounds:

· The case for demolition of the buildings on East Market Street in a Conservation Area has not been made. At the very least the boundary walls should be retained and incorporated into the new build. My understanding is that as much as possible of the original building should be retained. Additionally, the internal structure of these buildings is in good repair. Structurally the buildings are sound.

· The realignment of Cranston Street is going to result in a gradient which would be inaccessible for people with mobility issues. Additionally, it is not clear if the proposed route is to be stepped or not – the computer generated images are unclear – if it is to be stepped, this changes a fully accessible road to a route which would be inaccessible for people with mobility issues and vehicular traffic. In a modern city, changes to existing routes and creating new routes should be accessible for all people, by design. This would reduce ‘permeability’ as promoted in the Masterplan. This development reduces the usability of this connection. Furthermore the plan states increasing permeability increases public safety but this development reduces permeability and therefore public safety.

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD4, CD5, CD12 and CD13.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· Policy T10 of the Central Edinburgh Local Plan (Pedestrian Environment).

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision. 
· Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01289/LBC
I write to object to the above numbered planning application on the following grounds:

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)
·  It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD4, CD5, CD11, CD12, CD13, CD17 and CD19.

· The change to the arches will have a detrimental impact on the appearance of the Listed Buildings.

· The excavation of the deeper arches is likely to undermine the structure of the adjoining Listed Buildings and tenements on Jeffery Street and the scale and design of the proposed buildings will detract from the character of existing buildings and the area in general.

· The scale and design of the building which rises above Jeffrey Street is out of character with the buildings in the immediate area and with the Old Town in general. It will greatly affect the current view up and down Jeffrey Street to the detriment of the Old Town. The view down Jeffrey Street is an important tourist attraction. It is a panoramic view. Additionally the proposed use for this building, as a restaurant and licensed premises, in combination with the leisure uses will severely affect the quality of life for local residents and amenity of the wider area.

· Arches being converted into studio and retail premises – should be Class 4 use, small business and workshop units for local artists, craftspeople and small businesses. This partly to provide units for those displaced from the previous workshop space and to attract new businesses to the area. Edinburgh City Centre is lacking in small business spaces. The smaller arches could be converted into space for off-street recycling facilities, which are lacking in the area.

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision.

Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01207/LBC
I am writing to object to the above planning application on the following grounds:

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3 and CD4.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision. 
Yours sincerely

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01237/FUL
I write to object to the above numbered planning application on the following grounds:

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3, CD4, CD5, CD12 and CD13.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· Policy T10 of the Central Edinburgh Local Plan (Pedestrian Environment).

· The change of New Street from a fully accessible route to a stepped route would make this route inaccessible for people with mobility issues. In a modern city, changes to routes and new routes in a city should be accessible for all people, by design.

· The change of 2 fully accessible routes, New Street and Cranston Street, to routes with major design changes limiting accessibility to certain groups, including emergency services and residents, will significantly increase the traffic on Calton Road and on the Canongate. This decreases the permeability of the site which is a principle requirement of the Masterplan.

· The provision of private parking spaces in the residential area goes against the principles of reducing traffic in the City Centre. One of the benefits of City living is the increased availability of public transport and the lesser requirement for private transport compared to outside the City. There are no private parking spaces provided for the social housing in the development. Parking should be limited to Blue Badge holders, City Car Club users and metered parking.

· No provision has been made to include/extend the ground source heating for any of the social housing, as noted in the CEC Development Quality Sub-Committee of the Planning Committee Report for the meeting held on 18 April 2007, regarding planning application number 07/00101/FUL. This report stated ‘a retro-fit may be possible’. In terms of sustainability this is a considerable omission by the CEC since the provision of social housing and sustainability are priorities. I objected at that time on this point, as did the Old Town Community Council in their submission about planning application number 07/00101/FUL

· The case for demolition of the buildings on the Canongate in a Conservation Area has not been made. My understanding is that as much as possible of the original building should be retained. Additionally, the internal structure of these buildings is in good repair. Structurally the buildings are sound and the tenement flats are still in use for their original purpose.

· There will be a loss of amenity to existing residential properties due to the design, layout and mix of uses. The additional proposed restaurant and licensed premises in combination with the hotel and leisure uses will severely affect the quality of life for local residents.

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision.

Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01287/FUL
I write to object to the above numbered planning application on the following grounds:

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3, CD4, CD5, CD12 and CD13.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· The design of the building is out of character with the buildings in the Old Town. It will greatly affect the character of the area, to the detriment of the Old Town. Tourists come to Edinburgh to see thee ‘Old Town’ not a square and buildings that could be in any major, younger city.

· The provision of parking spaces for office workers goes against the principles of reducing traffic in the City Centre. Part of City living/working is the increased availability of public transport and the lesser requirement for private transport compared to outside the City. Parking should be limited to Blue Badge holders, City Car Club users and metered parking.

· No provision has been made to include/extend the ground source heating for the social housing.

· The design of the square promoting outside catering and drinking facilities is out of character for this part of town. I would also question the viability of such a development due to our climate and the lack of sunshine which permeates this area. The sunshine calculations are inaccurate, as a resident I am very aware of the sunlight patterns across the site.

· Policy T10 of the Central Edinburgh Local Plan (Pedestrian Environment).

· The changing of a perfectly good road, New Street, a fully accessible route, at an appropriate gradient, to a stepped route would make this route inaccessible for people with mobility issues. In a modern city, changes to existing routes and creating new routes should be accessible for all people, by design. The idea of suggesting people can take another, much longer, route that ends in a different location, is not acceptable. Additionally this change would reduce ‘permeability’ as promoted in the Masterplan. The Masterplan states New street is a ‘major connection’ in the area. This development reduces the usability of this connection. Furthermore the plan states increasing permeability increases public safety but this development reduces permeability and therefore public safety.

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision.

Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01235/FUL
I write to object to the above numbered planning application on the following grounds:

· The case for demolition of the flats at 221-225 Canongate and retail units on the ground floor in a Conservation Area has not been made. My understanding is that as much as possible of the original building should be retained. Additionally, the internal structure of these buildings is in good repair. Structurally the buildings are sound and still in use for their original purpose.

· Policy T10 of the Central Edinburgh Local Plan (Pedestrian Environment).

· The changing of a perfectly good road at an appropriate gradient to a stepped route would make this route inaccessible for people with mobility issues. In a modern city, changes to existing routes and creating new routes should be accessible for all people, by design. The idea of suggesting people can take another, much longer, route that ends in a different location, is not acceptable. Additionally this change would reduce ‘permeability’ as promoted in the Masterplan. The Masterplan states New street is a ‘major connection’ in the area. This development reduces the usability of this connection. Furthermore the plan states increasing permeability increases public safety but this development reduces permeability and therefore public safety.

· The increased traffic on Calton Road would be a problem and  have a detrimental affect on the quality of life for existing residential properties along Calton Road.

· The design, layout and height of the buildings will severely affect the daylight and sunlight of residential properties on Calton Road and the local anmenity.

· The design of the building is out of character with the buildings in the Old Town. It will greatly affect the character of the area, to the detriment of the Old Town. Tourists come to Edinburgh to see thee ‘Old Town’ not modern looking buildings that could be in any major, younger city.

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3, CD4, CD5, CD12 and CD13.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision.

Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01208/LBC
I write to object to the above numbered planning application on the following grounds:

· The case for demolition of the Category C Listed building, Canongate Venture at 5 New Street in a Conservation Area has not been made. My understanding is that as much as possible of the original building should be retained. Additionally, the internal structure of the building is in good repair and the property is let to businesses which wish to continue using the building. Structurally the building is sound and of long life construction.

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3, CD4, CD5, CD12 and CD13.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· There will be a loss of amenity to the small businesses in the area. Edinburgh is lacking this type of property for small businesses and workshop spaces.

· The issue about selling Common Good Land to private developers has not been resolved.

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision. 
Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01290/CON
I write to object to the above numbered planning application on the following grounds:

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3, CD4, CD5, CD12, CD13 and CD17.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· The case for demolition of the buildings on East Market Street in a Conservation Area has not been made. At the very least the boundary walls should be retained and incorporated into the new build. My understanding is that as much as possible of the original building should be retained. Additionally, the internal structure of these buildings is in good repair. Structurally, the buildings are sound and capable of being adapted for a new use.

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision.

Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01206/CON
I write to object to the above numbered planning application on the following grounds:

· The case for demolition of the flats at 227-229 Canongate in a Conservation Area has not been made. My understanding is that as much as possible of the original building should be retained. Additionally, the internal structure of these buildings is in good repair. Structurally the buildings are sound and still in use for the original purpose.

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3, CD4, CD5, CD12 and CD13.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in this development, from both the sale of Common Good land on East Market Street and the 20% gained from the development profits. I understand the development is dependant on the sale of this land. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision. 
Yours sincerely 

Your name 

And  address 

Bruce Nicolson, Planning Officer

City Development

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

Dear Mr Nicolson

OBJECTION to Planning Application Number 07/01231/LBC
I write to object to the above numbered planning application on the following grounds:

· The case for part demolition of the Old Sailors Ark at 231 Canongate and 2 New Street in a Conservation Area has not been made. My understanding is that as much as possible of the original building should be retained. Additionally, the internal structure of this building is capable of repair. Structurally the building is sound and part is still in use for its original purpose.

· It does not accord with the spirit and principles of the existing Central Local Plan (Conservation and Design) Policies CD2, CD3, CD4, CD5, CD12 and CD13.

· NPPG 18 (Planning and the Historic Environment)

· Policies ENV1C and ENV1D of Edinburgh & The Lothians Structure Plan (World Heritage Site and Conservation Areas)

· The demolition of this building is based on the developers building a hotel in which The City of  Edinburgh Council have a financial interest in the 20% gained from the development profits of the whole site. Therefore, this application should be referred to Scottish Ministers for a decision. 
Yours sincerely 

