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Environment and Infrastructure Services

Marr Area Committee Report 14 December 2021
Reference No: APP/2021/2435
Full Planning Permission for Erection of Garden Room (Retrospective)
(Amendment to Planning Permission APP/2020/2267) at Belton, Edingight
Wynd, Torphins, Aberdeenshire, AB31 4JH
Applicant:
Agent:
Grid Ref:
Ward No. and Name:
Application Type:
Representations
Consultations
Relevant Proposals Map
Designations:
Complies with
Development Plans:
Main Recommendation

Mr Cyril Bell, Belton, Edingight Wynd, Torphins,
Aberdeenshire, AB31 4JH
No Agent
E:362440 N:801603
W15 - Aboyne, Upper Deeside and Donside
Full Planning Permission
2
1
Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan 2017
Rural Housing Market Areas
Yes
Approve

NOT TO SCALE
Reproduced from Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of the Controller of Her Majesty’s Stationery Office © Crown
copyright and database rights. Ordnance Survey Licence Number 0100020767.
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1.

Reason for Report

1.1

The Committee is able to consider and take a decision on this item in terms of
Section B.8.1 of Part 2A List of Committee Powers and Section C.3.1g of Part
2C Planning Delegations of the Scheme of Governance as there is an
unresolved objection from a consultee.

1.2

The Head of Finance and Monitoring Officer within Business Services have
been consulted in the preparation of this report and had no comments to
make and are satisfied that the report complies with the Scheme of
Governance and relevant legislation.

2.

Background and Proposal

2.1

Full planning permission is sought for the erection of a garden room within the
rear curtilage of the dwelling Belton, at Edingight Wynd, Torphins. The
proposed garden room is largely already erected on site, and this application
follows a previous grant of consent (approved via Local Member notification,
following the Council’s Scheme of Governance), which was also retrospective,
for the original structure. Since that approval, it came to light that some
details of the structure that was being built were omitted from the previous
application. This application therefore seeks to further rectify the situation,
with the drawings now including two rooflights on the south facing elevation of
the building and depicting the roof/eaves overhang on the floorplans. The
floor/site plan also details drainage outlets from the building, with foul and
surface water connections tying into those of the main dwelling, which in turn
connect to the public infrastructure.

2.2

The triangular shaped plot contains a large storey and a half detached
dwelling in the centre of the site, with car parking and a small garden area to
the front/north west. The rear garden, to the south east of the dwelling,
contains an area of lawn, existing large shed, and the partially built garden
room in the north eastern corner of the plot. The original dwelling contained a
sun lounge on the rear elevation, and a further single storey extension has
been largely completed on the south western elevation.

2.3

The proposed garden room slots into the angled eastern corner of the site,
infilling the gap beyond the existing outbuilding and the corner walls that
define the boundary. The garden room measures 3660mm wide and 5500mm
at its longest point, with its eastern elevation having a chamfered edge to fit in
with the boundary line and plot shape. The roof overhangs the footprint on
the northern and southern sides, inclusive of the chamfered edge which faces
south. The untreated larch clad garden room will have a pitched roof, with a
maximum ridge height of 4437mm, with an eaves height of 2284mm. A
window is shown on the east facing chamfered edge of the garden room,
however appears to be clad over on site currently. In the previous application
during discussion with the applicant it was agreed that this window would be
fitted with obscure glazing to allow light in but prevent any views out of the
garden room, however mitigation in the form of a raised boundary treatment is
now proposed (which can be carried out up to 2m in height without the need
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for planning permission). The south west facing elevation shall have double
glass doors with near-full length window panes on either side, allowing for
access from the garden. The roof shall be finished in natural slate, and now
includes two rooflights on the southern pitch of the roof compared to the
previous grant of consent.
2.4

In terms of planning history on the site, the following applications are noted;
APP/2006/3853 – erection of outbuilding, approved.
APP/2009/2600 – dormer extension to dwellinghouse, approved.
APP/2013/1197 – single storey extension to dwelling, projecting out the south
western elevation, approved
APP/2020/2267 – erection of garden room (retrospective), approved.

3.

Representations

3.1

A total of 2 valid representations (objection) have been received as defined in
the Scheme of Governance. All issues raised have been considered. The
letters raise the following material issues:















Overdevelopment of the plot.
Boundary fence never provided, increasing the impact on amenity.
Inaccuracies on submitted plans.
Building is supposed to be 1m from the boundary but is closer as built.
Roof overhang has an overbearing impact.
Building dominates neighbouring properties, particularly due to sitting on
higher ground levels.
Window on east elevation, and door and windows on south elevation, will
overlook neighbouring properties, particularly the accessible living space
at 2 Inchley Terrace.
Existing vegetation on the boundary does not mitigate the overlooking, and
a fence on the boundary would be overbearing.
Addition of velux rooflights further adds to the overlooking concerns.
Building may pose a risk to neighbouring properties due to fire spread.
Building as built appears to include drainage outlet pipe, but this is not
detailed on the plans.
Building is said to be intended for use for dog grooming and would require
change of use to a business unit.
Building causes loss of sunlight, and overshadowing analysis should be
carried out.
Proposal is contrary to Policies P3 and P1, due to impacting amenity and
having an overbearing impact.

The representations, which replicate the same concerns, also raises issues
relating to planning process and civil matters relating to land ownership/title
deeds/boundary lines, which are not material to the determination of the
application.
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4.

Consultations

4.1

Torphins Community Council object to the proposal raising concerns about
the large scale of the building, concerns about the future use, and overlooking
issues.

5.

Relevant Planning Policies

5.1

Scottish Planning Policy
The aim of the Scottish Planning Policies is to ensure that development and
changes in land use occur in suitable locations and are sustainable. The
planning system must also provide protection from inappropriate
development. Its primary objectives are:




to set the land use framework for promoting sustainable economic
development;
to encourage and support regeneration; and
to maintain and enhance the quality of the natural heritage and built
environment.

Development and conservation are not mutually exclusive objectives; the aim
is to resolve conflicts between the objectives set out above and to manage
change. Planning policies and decisions should not prevent or inhibit
development unless there are sound reasons for doing so. The planning
system guides the future development and use of land in cities, towns and
rural areas in the long term public interest. The goal is a prosperous and
socially just Scotland with a strong economy, homes, jobs and a good living
environment for everyone.
5.2

Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Development Plan 2020
The Strategic Development Plan (SDP) was approved on 12 August 2020.
The purpose of this Plan is to set a clear direction for the future development
of the City Region. It sets the strategic framework for investment in jobs,
homes and infrastructure over the next 20 years. All parts of the Strategic
Development Plan area will fall within either a strategic growth area or a local
growth and diversification area. Some areas are also identified as
regeneration priority areas. There are also general objectives identified. In
summary, these cover promoting economic growth, promoting sustainable
economic development which will reduce carbon dioxide production, adapt to
the effects of climate change and limit the amount of non-renewable
resources used, encouraging population growth, maintaining and improving
the region’s built, natural and cultural assets, promoting sustainable
communities and improving accessibility in developments.
The Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan 2017 will continue to be the
primary document against which applications are considered. The Aberdeen
City & Shire SDP 2020 as approved forms part of the Development Plan.
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5.3

Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan 2017
Policy P1: Layout, siting and design
Policy P3 Infill and householder developments within settlements (including
home and work proposals)

5.4

Proposed Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan 2020
Aberdeenshire Council on 5 March 2020 resolved to agree the Proposed
Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan (LDP) 2020 as the ‘settled view of the
Council’ on what the final adopted content of the LDP 2021 should be. A
period during which representations on the Proposed LDP 2020 could be
made took place between 25 May and 31 July 2020.
The Proposed LDP 2020 is a material consideration in the determination of
planning applications. The Planning Authority must therefore assess what
weight it should have in the context of this particular application. The
Proposed LDP has been subject to public scrutiny and has now been
submitted for Examination by an independent Reporter. Nevertheless, it is
considered that the level of weight that should be applied to the Proposed
LDP 2020 remains as not significant at this time. The Aberdeenshire LDP
2017 remains the up-to-date LDP for the area and the primary document
against which planning applications should be determined until such time as a
new LDP for the area is adopted.

6.

Discussion

6.1

The proposal, described in section 1 above, promotes a modest sized garden
room within the domestic curtilage of a dwelling, within an established
residential area. Consent already exists for the structure, this application
seeks to capture, retrospectively, differences in the built structure to those
within the consented application – namely the inclusion of rooflights on the
south elevation and showing the roof overhang to the north and south on the
floor plan, aswell as identifying the drainage connections of the building. The
application has come forward for the garden room as a whole due to the
allowance within planning fee regulations which allow a “free go” within 1 year
from the date of a previous decision, in this instance the 2020 consented
application for the garden room. This application could alternatively have
come forward for “alterations to roof and formation of 2 rooflights,” but that
would have been fee payable, therefore the applicant has opted to proceed in
this manner. However in the simplest sense, taking account of material
planning history which has already consented the structure, this application is
proposing 2 new rooflights to the south facing plane of the garden room roof,
with clarity provided to show the roof overhang on the floor plans.

6.2

The garden room is sited in the corner of the plot, leaving a modest sized
lawn area remaining. Whilst an outbuilding previously existed on site, and the
original dwelling benefitted from a sun lounge and has since had another
single storey extension approved and largely built, this does not preclude
further ancillary development within the curtilage. In this instance the garden
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room is already consented, therefore the consideration about the principle and
siting is already resolved. For completeness, overdevelopment has been
raised again in representations, however the proposed development sits in a
tight corner of the plot, with angled boundary walls forming a narrow point
beyond the rear of the existing outbuilding. Whilst there is an existing sun
lounge, extension and outbuilding, the specific siting of this garden room is to
sit in an otherwise unusable narrow corner of the garden, thus not impacting
on the more functional and usable area of lawn. Furthermore, with the garden
room being for ancillary functions of the main dwelling, it is fulfilling the
applicant’s needs on how they wish to best utilise their plot and curtilage. The
proposal is not considered to overdevelop or reduce the amenity offered to
the application property.
6.3

The boundary treatment beside the garden room is a relatively low stone wall.
The outlook from the doors and windows facing into the applicant’s garden do
also face towards the common boundary with 2 Inchley Terrace, albeit it is
partially screened by both the applicant and neighbours’ boundary treatment
and planting. The view from within the garden room to the neighbouring
property allows an angled view of the top of the neighbouring French doors.
There is a small degree of overlooking between these windows, and in the
previous application it was considered that the door is a point of ingress and
egress, and that for large portions of the year the intervening shrubbery
between the garden room and neighbouring French doors shall have foliage,
therefore there was limited exposure to overlooking between the neighbouring
French doors and the proposed garden room. The concern has been raised
again in relation to this matter, with the concerned neighbour providing
additional information on the nature of the use of the room served by French
doors. The applicant has since agreed to increase the height of the boundary
wall to provide a more substantial screen between properties to remedy the
concerns of the neighbour. A condition shall be attached to ensure the
boundary is increased to a minimum of 1.8m in heights to avoid any potential
overlooking from the garden room, however it should be noted that the
boundary treatment can be increased to up to 2m in height at any time without
the need for planning permission.

6.4

Due to the siting in the corner of the plot, there is potential for overlooking or
overshadowing impacts on adjacent properties and such concerns were also
raised in representations against the previous application. The window on the
chamfered eastern elevation of the garden room would have potential to
overlook the neighbouring property Woodhall House on Inchley Terrace, albeit
whilst the direct view from the window is towards the neighbour’s outbuilding,
there could be potential for overlooking of the rear paved area of the
neighbouring property and towards the windows of the neighbouring property.
The Planning Service previously suggested the removal of this window, and
discussed the matter with the applicant under the previous application. The
applicant stated at that time the window was required for light and natural heat
from the sun, to which the Planning Service suggested a roof-light could be a
better option to let light in but not allow for any views out. The applicant, as a
compromise, offered opaque glazing of the window, which would retain light
entering the property but prevent views out from within. That solution was
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considered to address the potential overlooking issue from that window, and a
condition was attached to the previous decision notice to ensure that the
window is fitted with opaque glazing and retained as such in perpetuity –
however in light of the condition to increase the boundary height along the
common boundary to the east of the garden room, glazing treatment is no
longer considered necessary.
6.5

The concerns of the neighbours are noted, however the building already has
consent and the additional rooflights, sitting well above eye level, do not pose
any potential to add to or create any overlooking issues. Furthermore the
mitigation from the side window and main doors shall be enhanced to provide
additional intervening boundary treatment, which when coupled with the
juxtaposition of existing neighbouring outbuildings which obstructs a large
portion of the outlook from the garden room, the proposal is not anticipated to
give rise to any significant levels of overlooking.

6.6

Similar to overlooking, concern has been raised about the garden room
having an overbearing impact on the neighbouring properties. The building
remains in the same location and of the same scale as that approved in 2020.
The elevations remain the same, however the floor plans now better depict
the overhanging eaves on the north and south elevations. This is as
previously approved in terms of elevations of the building. Contrary to the
statements in the objecting representations, the building is sited correctly and
in accordance with the submitted plans. The annotated site plan shows the
structure sitting 1m off the far side of the boundary wall, not the near side as
is suggested in objections, therefore the quoted figures in the representation
about separation distances are accurate in that sense, and are also what was
previously approved. Similarly there is a misunderstanding of the plans in
terms of the roof overhang which is shown as a hatched line on the garden
room floor plan – the overhang is on the north and south and chamfered
sides, but not the eastern side elevation (the overhang is to the south, not the
east). The south elevation shows some separation from the common
boundary, which as a single 2 dimensional plan is again accurate – but the
reality is due to the angle and siting of the garden room the boundary wall
would actually run across the front of the chamfered edge with the southern
overhanging roof running to the inner edge of the boundary treatment. This is
clear from the submitted floor plans, and when viewed alongside the
elevations is accurate in terms of what is built on site, and remains acceptable
in terms of siting and design.

6.7

Returning to the concerns about the design, scale and potential for
overbearing impacts, whilst the structure already has consent, the proposed
larch cladding will greatly soften appearance of the structure and blend in with
the vegetation on the boundary. The slate roof finish provides a recessive
finish similar to the existing adjacent outbuilding, and helps visually reduce the
massing. The change in levels between the adjacent plots is noted, however
the orientation and sensitivity of the neighbouring garden space immediately
adjacent, which represents a modest area of the neighbouring plots, is not
considered to be overly affected through loss of light or overshadowing. The
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Planning Service therefore do not consider the garden room to have any
substantial impact with respect to overbearing
6.8

In terms of the proposed use of the garden room, the applicant previously
stated this will be for their home working purposes, which is supported under
Policy P3. Regardless of whether it is for home working or any other
domestic use, the building is of a scale and nature that is ancillary to the
functions of the main dwelling. This application proposes no change to the
general scale, form and function of the garden room. Suggestions about
business use, such as dog grooming, are not material, and in any case an
individual can operate a modest business, such as dog grooming,
hairdressing, beauty treatments etc from their home as an ancillary function of
how they wish to use their dwelling. Consent is not typically required to use a
room in a house for a small scale business, and the same applies to an
outbuilding. The proposed form and function of the garden room is not
considered to offer any noise or amenity impacts due to being a small
structure that would be for ancillary domestic purposes.

6.9

Turning to the final points of concern raised, the drainage pipe noted by
objectors was raised to the applicant and was asked to be detailed on an
amended site plan. It is understood this pipe shall serve a small wash hand
basin within the garden room, and also take the rainwater to tie in with the
existing drainage outfall serving the house to connect to the public sewer.
This is now shown on an amended site plan. In terms of potential fire spread,
this is not specifically a planning matter – and as the objectors suggest if there
is water infrastructure that triggers the need for a building warrant, then
consideration would also be had to ensuring the materials meet requisite
standards. No change in materials are proposed in this application in any
case, therefore the structure remains as previously consented in that regard.

6.10

The material points raised by representees have been fully considered,
however it is worth emphasising the structure already has consent and this
application is primarily focussed on the additional of two rooflights to the south
elevation, which given their location are not considered to pose any impact on
neighbouring amenity through overlooking. A number of civil matters were
raised in the representations, however such matters have no materiality or
bearing on the determination of this planning application. The garden room
remains to be considered of an appropriate scale, design and finish to
successfully integrate into the corner of the application site, and the additional
measures of increased fencing will further improve potential overlooking and
amenity concerns in relation to the consent that already exists. The Planning
Service are satisfied that the proposed garden room is of an appropriate
scale, design and finish, does not have any significant detrimental impact on
the amenity of neighbouring properties, and therefore complies with Policy P1
and P3 of the LDP.
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7.

Area Implications

7.1

In the specific circumstances of this application there is no direct connection
with the currently specified objectives and identified actions of the Local
Community Plan.

8.

Implications and Risk

8.1

An integrated impact assessment is not required because the granting or
refusing of the application will not have a differential impact on the protected
characteristics of the applicant or any third parties.

8.2

There are no staffing and financial implications.

8.3

There are no risks identified in respect of this matter in terms of the Corporate
and Directorate Risk Registers as the Committee is considering the
application as the planning authority in a quasi-judicial role and must
determine the application on its own merits in accordance with the
Development Plan unless material considerations justify a departure.

8.4

No separate consideration of the current proposal’s degree of sustainability is
required as the concept is implicit to and wholly integral with the planning
process against the policies of which it has been measured.

9.

Departures, Notifications and Referrals

9.1

Strategic Development Plan Departures
None

9.2

Local Development Plan Departures
None

9.3

The application is not a Departure from the Local Development Plan or
Strategic Development Plan and no departure procedures apply.

9.4

The application does not fall within any of the categories contained in the
Schedule of the Town and Country Planning (Notification of Applications)
(Scotland) Direction 2009 and the application is not required to be notified to
the Scottish Ministers prior to determination.

9.5

The application would not have to be referred to Infrastructure Services
Committee in the event of the Area Committee wishing to grant permission for
the application.

10.

Recommendation

10.1

GRANT Full Planning Permission subject to the following conditions:-
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01.

Prior to the garden room coming into use, full details of the location, length
along the boundary, and style and design of boundary treatment to deliver an
increase in height, to a minimum of 1.8m, on the southern boundary of the
site, shall be provided for further written approval by the Planning Authority.
The garden room shall not come into use until the agreed boundary treatment
has been put in place, and once erected shall be retained in perpetuity unless
otherwise agreed in writing by the Planning Authority.
Reason: In the interests of protecting the residential amenity of neighbouring
properties.

10.2

Reason for Decision

01.

This application is considered by the Planning Authority to comply with the
Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan (2017). The garden room is of an
appropriate siting, scale and design to not significantly impact on
neighbouring amenity or the amenity of the application property, fully
compliant with Policies P1 Layout siting and design and P3 Infill and
householder developments within settlements (including home and work
proposals) of the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan (2017).

Alan Wood
Director of Environment and Infrastructure Services
Author of Report: Neil Mair
Report Date: 26 November 2021
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Planning Application Reference : App/2021/2435.
For the attention of the Responsible Planning Officer..
At the most recent meeting of the Torphins Community Council (TCC) held on Thursday 4th
November 2021 the subject Planning Application was discussed.
This Retrospective Planning Application is the latest of several previous retrospective applications
by the applicant.
TCC understands that works have progressed over a few years and the resultant and yet unfinished
property is causing concern for near neighbours to the property.
The neighbours have expressed their concerns to the TCC and have asked us to give consideration
to supporting their objection.
Having studied the plans and information provided , the TCC would offer objection to the subject
Planning Application for the following reasons.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

The title of the application and drawings do not make it clear what this application covers.
Is the application for the roof-lights and extended eaves or the building in general in
amendment to the original application
The drawings should be clouded to reflect the above scope of the application.
The proposed plan shows extended eaves towards (but not overhanging ) the stone wall ,
however this has not been updated in the elevations meaning the drawings need to be
revised
The issue of development overhanging the boundary wall has been raised with the TCC.
Although the drawings show the wall belongs to the applicant , this has been contested by an
objector
Boundary walls can be a complex matter which the TCC is not qualified to comment on, but
we would like to note that it can be very contentious and cause stress for all parties.
Photographs provided to the TCC show that the eaves overhang the wall , which is not
reflected in the plans or elevations
The drawings need to be re-issued to reflect the as-built condition with sufficient time to
allow further comment
The TCC notes that whilst sometimes unavoidable , retrospective applications are not in the
spirit of the Planning process and limit the nature of the comments we feel we can make.
The TCC would like to OBJECT to this application on the basis that the TCC can not
properly discuss this application due to incomplete / unclear information. It may be that this
objection can be removed when the correct information is available.
Why is the existing structure built to a height in excess of 4.00 metres and termed a Garden
Room ? Standard Garden rooms are nominally constructed with a height in the region of
2.5 to 3.0 metres. It could be construed that this structure with an apex of just over 4.0
metres is designed for future internal change, such as addition of a mezzanine floor. Any
person standing on this mezzanine would be able to have vision through the roof-lights and
over the properties owned by the objectors. Clearly an invasion of privacy.
The TCC is extremely concerned that this series of Retrospective applications has not been
the subject of scrutiny by the planning authorities.
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Torphins Community Council trusts that the above comments will be taken into consideration
when Planning Application APP/2021/2435 is reviewed.

Yours sincerely
Eric W. Day - Planning representative : Torphins Community Council
14th November 2021.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Lesley Tierney
Planning Online
Objection to APP/2021/2435 Erection of Garden Room (Retrospective) (Amendment to Planning Permission
APP/2020/2267) Belton Edingight Wynd Torphins Aberdeenshire AB31 4JH
17 November 2021 12:45:39
image002.png
image004.png
5730 - Objection Planning Ltr - 20211117 (C Argo).pdf

Good afternoon
Please find attached an objection letter to the above planning application. I would be pleased if
you could acknowledge receipt and confirm that the letter will be taken into account in the
consideration of the planning application.
With thanks
Lesley
Regards

Lesley Tierney
Associate + Chartered Planning Consultant
T: 01467622785
lesley@lippe-architects.co.uk
| 4 St. James Place Inverurie Aberdeenshire AB51 3UB
| www.lippe-architects.co.uk
| LA+P Facebook
IMPORTANT NOTICE: This e-mail (including any attachment to it) is confidential, protected by copyright and may be privileged. The
information contained in it should be used for its intended purposes only. If you have received this message in error, you are
requested to preserve its confidentiality and advise the sender of the error in transmission. It is the responsibility of the addressee to
scan this email and any attachments for viruses or any other defects

From: Dawn Sim
Sent: 17 November 2021 12:34
To: Lesley Tierney <lesley@lippe-architects.co.uk>
Subject: 5730 - Argo
Regards

Dawn Sim
Clerical Assistant
Lippe Architects + Planners
4 St James Place
Inverurie
AB51 3UB
01467 622785

The GDPR
As you may aware the GDPR (General Data Protection Regulation) comes into force on May 25th and affects all
businesses who keep their clients' and contacts personal data. The GDPR directive replaces the 1998 Data Protection
Act and fits well with Lippe Architects + Planners ethos of confidentiality, honesty and transparency.
Your Personal Information
You are on Lippe Architects + Planners data base. Your personal details always have and always will be important to us
therefore they are kept securely, are never shared without your express permission, and never sold on.
To be Withdrawn from our Database.
If you'd prefer us not to contact you again, we will delete your information from our database. Please email
admin@lippe-architects.co.uk now or at any time in the future.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Lesley Tierney
Planning Online
Objection to APP/2021/2435 Erection of Garden Room (Retrospective) (Amendment to Planning Permission
APP/2020/2267) Belton Edingight Wynd Torphins Aberdeenshire AB31 4JH
17 November 2021 12:46:28
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5730 - Objection to Planning Ltr - 20211117 - (G Young).pdf

Good afternoon
Please find attached an objection letter to the above planning application. I would be pleased if
you could acknowledge receipt and confirm that the letter will be taken into account in the
consideration of the planning application.
With thanks
Lesley
Regards

Lesley Tierney
Associate + Chartered Planning Consultant
T: 01467622785
lesley@lippe-architects.co.uk
| 4 St. James Place Inverurie Aberdeenshire AB51 3UB
| www.lippe-architects.co.uk
| LA+P Facebook
IMPORTANT NOTICE: This e-mail (including any attachment to it) is confidential, protected by copyright and may be privileged. The
information contained in it should be used for its intended purposes only. If you have received this message in error, you are
requested to preserve its confidentiality and advise the sender of the error in transmission. It is the responsibility of the addressee to
scan this email and any attachments for viruses or any other defects

From: Dawn Sim
Sent: 17 November 2021 12:38
To: Lesley Tierney <lesley@lippe-architects.co.uk>
Subject: 5730 - Young
Regards

Dawn Sim
Clerical Assistant
Lippe Architects + Planners
4 St James Place
Inverurie
AB51 3UB
01467 622785

The GDPR
As you may aware the GDPR (General Data Protection Regulation) comes into force on May 25th and affects all
businesses who keep their clients' and contacts personal data. The GDPR directive replaces the 1998 Data Protection
Act and fits well with Lippe Architects + Planners ethos of confidentiality, honesty and transparency.
Your Personal Information
You are on Lippe Architects + Planners data base. Your personal details always have and always will be important to us
therefore they are kept securely, are never shared without your express permission, and never sold on.
To be Withdrawn from our Database.
If you'd prefer us not to contact you again, we will delete your information from our database. Please email
admin@lippe-architects.co.uk now or at any time in the future.
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