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Full Planning Permission for Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and
Erection of Boundary Walls and Gates at Land at 3A Mid Street, Cairnbulg,
Aberdeenshire, AB43 8WJ
Applicant:
Agent:

Mr James Sutherland
Lovie Construction Ltd

Grid Ref:
Ward No. and Name:
Application Type:
Representations
Consultations
Relevant Proposals Map
Designations:
Complies with
Development Plans:
Main Recommendation

E: 404185 N: 865245
W03 – Fraserburgh & District
Full Planning Permission
109
3

Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan 2017
Conservation Area
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.

6I
1

Item:
Page:

1.

Reason for Report

1.1

The Committee is able to consider and take a decision on this item in terms of
Section B.9.1 of Part 2A List of Committee Powers and Section C.3.1f of Part
2C Planning Delegations of the Scheme of Governance as there have been
valid objections from six or more individuals or bodies with separate postal
addresses or premises. Additionally, an objection has been received from a
Community Council.

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

This application is for full planning permission submitted retrospectively in
respect of unauthorised amendments to a previous approval of permission
(details below) and also to a boundary wall at 3a, Mid Street, Cairnbulg. A
location and site plan is attached as Appendix 1. Although the boundary wall
was also the subject of a previous application, it has come to light that the
plans submitted and approved were not accurate. Following investigation by
Planning and Enforcement officers it was concluded that the best way to
proceed was for all matters to be covered in an application for retrospective
permission.
Planning History

2.2

In 2007, an application was received under APP/2007/4274 for detailed
permission to alter and extend an existing property at 3a, Mid Street,
Cairnbulg. The application was reported to the Banff & Buchan Area
Committee on the 12 February 2008 with a recommendation of refusal as the
proposal was deemed to be inappropriate in terms of scale and character with
the surrounding Conservation Area. Details of the site layout and elevations of
the house as approved are illustrated in Appendix 2 to this report.
Consideration was deferred for a site visit which took place on 19 February
2008. The application was returned to Committee on the 4 March 2008 and
notwithstanding the recommendation of refusal, Members voted to approve
the application and the Decision Notice was issued on 11 March 2008.

2.3

A second application was received under APP/2009/0147 to change the use
of open space to garden ground, erect a garage, and demolish an existing
building on the application site. This application included an area of open
ground between the house at no 7 Mid Street and Shore Street, to be
enclosed by a 1m high wall. This was reported to the Banff & Buchan Area
Committee on 15 June 2010 with a recommendation to refuse due to
unresolved drainage issues and concerns over material finishes. It was
deferred by Committee in order for these matters to be addressed, and
returned for consideration on 20 July 2010. As the principal issue (drainage)
had been resolved, the Planning Service was able to amend the
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recommendation to that of approval, subject to conditions of permission. The
application was approved and the decision issued on 23 July 2010.
2.4

The discrepancies between the approved plans and what is being built on site
were originally brought to the attention of the Planning Service in May of
2016, and a site visit was conducted by Enforcement officers of the Council
shortly thereafter. This concluded that the boundary wall was not being
constructed in accordance with approved plans and conditions of permission.
In particular sections of the wall exceeded the approved height, and the plans
originally submitted and approved for walls enclosing ground between the
neighbouring property of no 7 Mid Street and Shore Street were found to be
inaccurate. At the Council’s request, the height of the wall has been reduced
to one metre or below – confirmed by subsequent site visits. During
investigations it was also noted that there were significant amendments to the
design of the new house. None of these matters could be addressed by
means of a Non Material Variation as the works were already either complete
or well in hand.

2.5

While it was agreed quite quickly that a revised application should be
submitted to regularise the discrepancies to the design and layout, in the
interim a Civil Action had been initiated between the neighbouring proprietors
with regard to a disputed Right of Access (more detail below). After taking
legal advice on the matter, the Planning and Enforcement Services concluded
that the submission of a retrospective application to regularise the
unauthorised works should not be pursued until such time as the Civil Action
between the neighbours was resolved, as this could have a bearing on any
planning application.
Current position

2.6

As Committee will note when comparing the current plans attached as
Appendix 3 with those for the original scheme (Appendix 2), there is little
difference to the footprint of the building, or to its overall dimensions. There
are, however, significant alterations to the elevational details of the property;
especially to the north and south elevations. By comparing the plans,
Committee will note a significant increase in the amount of glazing on both of
these elevations. There is also a significant increase to the size of the canopy
to the Mid Street frontage of the house, and a first floor balcony has been
extended from the northern elevation along the eastern (Shore Street)
elevation.

2.7

The application plans submitted also correct details with regard to the position
of the walls erected between no 7 Mid Street and the Shore Street roadway. It
is accepted that the plans as submitted and approved for the 2009 application
were inaccurate, and that the walls could not have been built in accordance
with this as a result. This does not, of course, justify progress with the
development on that basis. The particular measurement in question is the
distance across the mutual lane from the boundary of No 7 to the first of the
Shore Street walls. This was originally shown as 3m on the approved plans,
but as built was only 2m. In the interim it has been confirmed that the
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applicant’s ownership boundary is (at a distance of 2m from no 7’s boundary)
correct, and the current plans reflect this. Other sections of the site and the
position of walls have been re-measured to reflect the actual dimensions on
site, and the layout plan drawn to reflect this. The boundary walls remain at a
height of 1m all around the site.
2.8

The other change to the site plan is the positioning of gates in the walls to
permit a direct access line between Mid Street and Shore Street. Without
these gates in position a Right of Access to the intervening lane for the
proprietor of No 7 would be compromised, although pedestrian access would
still be possible.

3.

Representations

3.1

A total of 109 valid representations (80 objecting/29 supporting) have been
received as defined in the Scheme of Governance. This does not include
multiple representations from the same household which equate to 137 letters
in total. All issues raised have been considered. The letters raise the following
material issues:
Support






The disputed lane between the properties is not blocked by the wall;
The modernising appearance of new development is welcome;
Design of the new house is good;
Proposed gates in the wall will improve road safety;
The wall may help to prevent flooding of properties.

Objection









Boundary walls not built as per approved plans;
Adverse impact on road safety;
Boundary walls inhibit public and private access to the lane;
Wall height is unacceptable;
The design and scale of house are not in keeping with the surrounding
area;
The walls are uncharacteristic of the Conservation Area;
New walls make it difficult for cars to pass on Shore Street;
Walls may lead to flooding of the roadway.

3.2

A great many more representations were received both for and against the
development, but were invalid because they did not refer to Planning
considerations and/or made inappropriate comments.

4.

Consultations

4.1

Infrastructure Services (Archaeology) requested a photographic survey of
the existing house on the site. However, as this has long since been
demolished, a condition requiring this cannot be applied.
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4.2

Infrastructure Services (Roads Development) has no objection to the
application, subject to conditions of permission and appropriate informatives.

4.3

Invercairn Community Council objects to the application for the following
reasons;








The Shore Street wall is considered to be a road safety concern due to
the lack of pavements;
The garage details do not accord with the approved plans;
Vehicular access to both nos 3a and 7 will be hampered by walls to
Mid Street;
Restriction to use of lane between nos 3a and 7;
Development is out of character with the Conservation Area;
Potential flooding issues due to walls; and
Precedent for unauthorised works by developers.

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 2014
The purpose of this Plan is to set a clear direction for the future development
of the North East. It promotes a spatial strategy. 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
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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.
5.3

Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan 2017
Policy P1:
Policy P3:
Policy HE2:
Policy C4:
Policy RD1:

Layout, Siting and Design
Infill and Householder Developments within Settlements
Protecting Historic and Cultural Areas
Flooding
Providing Suitable Services

5.4

Other Material Considerations

6.

Discussion

6.1

As this application relates to a development which is already to all intents &
purposes complete, the assessment must focus primarily on those aspects of
the development which are unauthorised and/or were the subject of
inaccurate plans when initially submitted and approved. Given that the
development is located in a built up area and within a designated
Conservation Area, the principal considerations will thus be whether the
elements concerned are appropriate to the location and whether they impact
adversely on neighbouring properties and the character of the Conservation
Area. The application will therefore be assessed primarily against Policies P1
for Layout, Siting and Design, and HE2 for Protecting Historic and Cultural
Areas.
Principle

6.2

As detailed in the site history in Section 2 of this report, the principle of
development on the site has been established through the approval of
planning permission for residential development. The current application does
not fundamentally change that position, and thus the continued use of the site
and its development for domestic purposes is acceptable in principle.
Layout, siting and design

6.3

The main purpose of Policy P1 for Layout, Siting and Design is to ensure that
new development is appropriate to its surroundings and compatible with
neighbouring land uses. In the first instance the property is a residential one,
and located within a residential area, so it accords with the siting requirements
of the policy. In terms of plot layout, the orientation of the house is such that it
reflects the prevalent pattern of properties on the shorefront where the
majority of houses are gable-end on to the sea – albeit that some have been
altered and extended to provide a frontage to the sea and take advantage of
sea views. The orientation of the house with gable at right angles to the shore
is thus compatible with the pattern of development prevalent in the area.
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6.4

In terms of the siting and design, these elements were also established by the
original application which was – as noted elsewhere in this report –
recommended for refusal by the Planning Service. Although details of the
house design have been amended without authorisation, it is not considered
that these have any greater impact on the character of the surrounding area
than the details shown on the original plans, and thus there is considered to
be no conflict with Policy P1 in this respect.

6.5

Although the principle for the development was already established, it remains
the case that the proprietor could carry out further amendments to both the
house and the surrounding feu under permitted development rights, although
these are very limited due to the Conservation Area status. Notwithstanding
this, a condition would be recommended for any grant of permission
withdrawing permitted development rights in respect of boundary walls or
fences.
Built Heritage

6.6

The aim of Policy HE2 for Protecting Historic and Cultural Areas is to ensure
that new development respects its surroundings and does not detract from the
character of Listed Buildings or Conservation Areas.

6.7

As detailed in the background to development of the site as highlighted at the
beginning of this report, the Planning Service recommended refusal of the first
application to alter and extend an existing property on the site on the grounds
that the proposals were considered to be out of character and scale with the
surrounding Conservation Area. That application was, however, supported by
Area Committee. As such, the principle for a design of this nature on the site
was established. Whilst the Service would maintain the view that the house as
built is out of character and scale with the surrounding area and forms a
discordant note in the immediate townscape, it is not considered that the
unauthorised amendments to the design detract from the surroundings any
more than the design as originally approved. The changes to the house
design are thus considered acceptable and in accordance with Policy HE2.

6.8

The boundary wall as built/proposed is in itself not inappropriate in the context
of the site in terms of height and finish. There are similar examples
surrounding nearby properties. This Service would, however, concur with the
view that it would be inappropriate to erect a wall or any other type of
boundary enclosure exceeding 1m in height around the property, as this
would be out of character with the surrounding area and would further impact
on the character of the Conservation Area. On the basis that the wall will be
no higher than the 1m stipulated, the Planning Service considers it to be in
accordance with Policy HE2.

6.9

The most contentious aspect of the wall as erected is the fact that it extends
in front of a neighbouring property on the seaward side, and several of the
representations make reference to this. It is accepted that as a feature of the
surrounding area this is unusual, although in itself this is not a reason to
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recommend refusal of the section of wall concerned, and as noted above,
other properties have erected enclosures around their land ownership. There
is thus considered to be no conflict with Policy HE2.
Technical Issues
6.10

For the purposes of this application, the technical issues relate principally to
road safety considerations, and again this is one of the main issues raised in
the representations which object to the development. Several of the letters
received have stated that the wall as erected will be a hazard to pedestrians,
and to small children in particular as it restricts the visibility of those exiting the
lane onto either Shore Street or Mid Street, and also the visibility for vehicles.
Further reference is made to the loss of road verge which acted as an
informal pedestrian refuge and facility for cars to pass each other on Shore
Street.

6.11

As will be noted from the Consultations section of this report, the proposals
have been assessed by colleagues in Roads Development, and there is no
objection to the details, although conditions of consent are recommended.
The application is therefore considered to be in accordance with Policy RD1
Providing Suitable Services.
Representations

6.12

As highlighted earlier in this report, this application has been the subject of a
significant number of representations both for and against, and the issues
have been summarised above. Most of these are dealt with in the preceding
paragraphs of this section of the report. All the valid representations and the
issues contained within them have been considered and taken into account in
the assessment of this application.

6.13

The majority of the objections received refer to the provision of the new
boundary wall around the property, with particular reference to the sections
fronting Shore Street and those proposed to Mid Street. In the first instance
the matter of road safety has been considered by Roads Development
colleagues and no objection is made, although conditions of permission are
recommended.

6.14

Another matter which warrants further clarification is with regard to the use of
the lane which runs between Nos 3a and 7, Mid Street. Some of the
representations refer to this as a Right of Way, although it should be stressed
that this has not been proven to be the case. This matter was investigated in
detail at the time of the previous applications and no conclusive case was
proven; the lane is not recorded as a Right of Way, and no conclusive
evidence submitted to prove that it is/was. However, the occupants of No 7
Mid Street do have an established Right of Access to the lane. This is a Civil
Matter in which the Council has no locus, although it has had a bearing on the
plans submitted hence the inclusion of gates in the walls at both the Shore
Street and Mid Street ends of the lane.
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Conclusion
6.15

Development of the site at 3a, Mid Street has undoubtedly become a very
contentious one; especially with regard to the construction of boundary walls.
Notwithstanding this, the Council must take an objective view of the matter
and make a recommendation based on the Planning merits of the application
and current Local Development Plan policies.

6.16

As detailed in the discussion section above, the application has been
assessed against the relevant policies of the Aberdeenshire Local
Development Plan 2017 and the conclusion reached in each case is that it is
in accordance with these. Notwithstanding this, the Service takes the view
that further development of the site has the potential to be of additional
detriment to the character and appearance of the surrounding Conservation
Area. Accordingly, although the recommendation is for approval of this
application it is considered that a specific condition should be attached to any
grant of permission withdrawing permitted development rights for walls &
fences; even though the Conservation Area status restricts permitted
development rights. This will ensure that any proposals for additional works
within the site and to the property as built will be subject to detailed
assessment by the Planning Authority before commencing.

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 Equality Impact Assessment is not required because the proposal does
not have a differential impact on any of the protected characteristics.

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.

9.

Sustainability Implications

9.1

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.
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10.

Departures, Notifications and Referrals

10.1

Strategic Development Plan Departures
None.

10.2

Local Development Plan Departures
None.

10.3

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

10.4

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.

10.5

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.

11.

Recommendation

11.1

GRANT subject to the following conditions:1. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning
(General Permitted Development) (Scotland) Order 1992 or any order
amending, revoking or re-enacting that Order no means of enclosure,
other than that shown on the approved plans shall be erected on the site
under the terms of Class 3E of Schedule 1 to that Order without an
express grant of planning permission from the Planning Authority.
Reason: In the interests of the character and appearance of the
development.
2. The access and parking arrangements for the site shall be in accordance
with the following criteria;
a) The maximum gradient of the first 5m of the access must not exceed 1
in 20;
b) The first 5m of driveway (measure from the edge of the road or the
back of the footway) is to be fully paved;
c) Off-street parking for 3 cars, surfaced in hard standing materials must
be provided within the site;
d) Visibility splays measuring 2.0m x 25m are to be formed on either side
of the junction of the vehicular access with the public road. The visibility
splays so formed shall thereafter be kept free of all permanent
obstructions above adjacent carriageway level;
e) A refuse bin uplift/store area shall be constructed (behind any visibility
splay) so as to be accessible for bin uplift & shall be secure enough to
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prevent empty bins from being windblown. Details must be submitted to
Roads Development for approval;
f) A suitable vehicle turning area, measuring not less than 7.6m x 7.6m
must be formed within the site to enable all vehicle movements onto or
from the public road to be carried out in a forward gear; and
g) The height of the boundary wall to the south where vehicles access to
and from must not exceed 0.9m
Reason: To enable drivers of vehicles using the access to have a clear
view of other road users and pedestrians, and in the interests of road
safety.
For noting:Part 2C (Planning Delegations) states at Section C.3.2b for Local
Development, that following consultation with the Chair and Vice-Chair of the
determining Committee, the Head of Planning and Building Standards can
refuse planning applications for which Section 75 Agreements are not
completed or Developer Obligations are not paid within four months from the
date of the Committee at which the application is determined. Local Ward
Members shall be notified of any such refusal.
Please note that this power may be exercised in respect of the application
which is the subject of this report if the application is approved by the
Committee.

Stephen Archer
Director of Infrastructure Services
Author of Report: Jim Martin
Report Date: 16 April 2018
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APPENDIX 1
Location and Site Plan
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APPENDIX 2
Previously Approved Drawing
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APPENDIX 3
Proposed Elevations
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Robert Baigrie
Address: 31 Monument Close Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I whole heartedly reject this proposal as some one from a small community i believe
what has taken place here is out of charachter to the village potentially creating larger issues down
the line which needs very careful consideration by all who will make this decision the walls already
erected create an undesired look on both properties giving the conservation area on which these
are built still applies today the neighbouring property at number 9 was made to keep his wall 1m
back from the road edge to allow for pedestrians to step in why has this wall been allowed to break
away part of the very public road leaving nowhere for pedestrians i feel the roads saftey standards
need to investigate this any further building should be rejected also how can a wall be built in close
proximity to the neighbouring garage and not create safe access and egress also blocking right of
access to the owners of the lane which i believe belong to number 7 Mid Street
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Claire Black
Address: 12 Auchtygall Avenue Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to the proposal because in my opinion the walls do not match the conservation
status within the village on Shore Street and any further walls on Mid Street would have an effect
on the safe use of the neighbouring garage
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr David Buchan
Address: Gowan hill Cottage East Rathen Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I too am a born and bred villager and agree that 3 a Mid Street is a fine house as is 7
mid street in my opinion these walls have spoiled the look of both properties and the very ethics of
village life have been comprimised it is my understanding this development lies in a conservation
area which again brings questions in itself as for the lane that seperates the two homes i often
used it to access the shore when looking for washed up creels i use Cairnbulg harbour daily for my
boat and travel along shore street often and am saddened to see what has taken place here i
object to the building of any further walls on the basis that they would have a detremental effect on
how the neighbours use the lane which i believe is owned by 7 mid street
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Kirsteen Cardno
Address: 12 Cairnhill Road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this following application, as a visitor to this village and user of the lane
frequently, because it restricts public access and carries a high risk of causing road accidents for
residents of the village. The wall spoils the beautiful view and has caused detrimental affects to
the owners of 7 Mid Street.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Chloe Cruden
Address: 5 Shore Street Cairnbulg
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Neighbour
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I grew up on Shore Street, throughout my entire life and to this day I have used and still
use the lanes throughout the village. It is part of the culture of growing up and living in a friendly
little village. Everyone always says hello and watches out for kids playing around the village and at
the shore. I can see the house and lane in question from my mums kitchen window and it looks
completely out of place on the quaint shore line. To put up a wall up around a tiny piece of grass in
front of your neighbours window simply "because you can" does not echo the values of the village
I have grown up in and love. The wall itself is small, out of place and blocking a right of way which
has been used for hundreds of years. I urge you to strongly object to this wall that should never
have been built in the first place.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Emma Cruden
Address: 17 Main Street Cairnbulg Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I have been a resident in cairnbulg all of my life (24 years) i lived on shore street for 20
years and would regularly use the lanes when walking to school and gaining acces to the shore as
did all of my school friends including the access in question, we always felt it safer than walking on
the roads as there are no pavements nearby this area. Living now on main street 2 streets back
from the property in discussion, i can say having 2 children of my own now that i still use all lanes
as entrance to the shore. For us it is a way of life we are proud of and that has been used for
hundreds of years and one i hope that can be passed down to our children and theres after. My
concern is if one person is allowed to block this access just because they can who is to stop
anyone else doing it in the future. Therefore i strongly object to the access being closed to protect
our heritage and way of life so it can be enjoyed by future generations to come.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Mary Dixon
Address: 49 Philorth avenue Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this as the privacy of number 7 would be affected
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Richard Duthie
Address: 52 Broad Street Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:The public lane has been blocked off, the wall that has been built doesn't match the
plans submitted. What is the point of submitting plans if they are not going to stick to them???
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Alan Eddie
Address: Rattray House Rattray St Fergus
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a born and bred villager the access lanes have been in use for as long as anyone
can remember they are used to access the washing lines that run the entire length of Shore Street
i would often use the lane between the 2 properties to go to the shore it is probably the widest lane
within the village i have also witnessed the 3 annual walk parades use this particular lane for
people coming up from the shore to block it off at the Mid Street side would only cause further
restrictions on the neighbours right of access to the land they own and hamper there ability to
access and egress there garage safely consideration for any small child walking along Mid Street
must be considered as there have been incidents within the village in the past involving children
and lanes
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Lorraine Ewen
Address: 37 Mill Crescent Buckie
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I would like to object to the wall which has been erected round 3a Mid Street, it is
stopping public access which has been allowed for many years and the wall is also encroaching
on the neighbours privacy. The wall is also an eyesore for neighbours and the public .
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Scott Falconer
Address: 73 union grove Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to the following proposal on the basis that I believe that the two walls already
built on shore street do not comply with planning regulations because the inner wall already built
across 7 mid streets property according to the past and approved plans state that it should be 3
meters when in fact it is less than 2 meters. The proposed walls on the mid street side create
safety concerns for accessing and egressing the neighbouring garage.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr John Findlay
Address: 149 Hope Street Peterhead Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As some one who regulary drives along shore street to Cairnbulg harbour i have had to
reverse to allow other cars to pass and have had to drive on to the sea wall opposite this wall
surley a saftey issue lies here for both drivers and pedestrians i fully object to this application
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Lee Findlay
Address: 173 Prunier Drive Peterhead Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I fully object to this development in a conservation area all walls can be no higher than 1
m and parts of these already erected boudary walls are above also the passed and approved
plans clearly state 3 m from the neighbours and parts of the walls are less than 2 m clearly out of
keeping with the surrounding properties any further building should also be rejected on the basis
that it will obviously create access issues both for the lane and garage that sits close to the
proposed plans
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Stewart Fisher
Address: 4 Charles Street Inverallochy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I strongly object to the erection of the boundary wall at 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg. This is
another example of recent planning applications in the conservation villages of Cairnbulg and
Inverallochy where the unique character of these historic villages is being eroded.
The character of the villages is made up of cottages gable ended to the sea and separated by
historic walkways.
The house built on the plot is not in keeping with the surrounding buildings, although the potential
for Aberdeenshire Council to ensure the walkway between properties being safeguarded remains.
The erected wall as it stands is built close to the neighbouring property and looks odd and out of
character.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr John Flynn
Address: 36 Back Street Peterhead aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a frequent visitor to the villages of Inverallochy and Cairnbulg i srongly object to this
development on the basis that no one would want walls built across the front of there home this
planning application should be refused
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr George Fraser
Address: 1 Frederick Street Inverallochy Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a dog owner and regular walker along Shore Street i object to the proposal on saftey
issues these walls have limited the clearance for pedestrians and cars alike when walking and
driving the proposed walls on Mid Street would also create saftey issues to walkers and cars
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Andrea Gray
Address: 5 Shore Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Neighbour
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Having been a Cairnbulg resident all my life (50yrs), 26 of which have been spent on
Shore Street looking over the Shore line which includes a clear view of the said property, I would
like to state that myself and my family have used and continue to use all the lanes on Shore Street
to gain access to Mid Street.
My daughters used this lane daily on their journey to school, having walked along the shore then
up through the lanes. Being able to walk to school is an advantage of village life, and on Shore
Street there is no pavement, so using the lanes keeps the children off the busier street and is
safer.
These lanes are part of the village heritage which we are incredibly proud to be part of.
From our house, I continue to watch children walk along and use lanes on a daily basis. I
personally have seen adults and children enter the shore through this lane especially in summer
months when they come to walk by/play on the shoreline. This shore line is a beautiful natural
environment of which people come to enjoy daily and I am a witness to this.
We also now have the added attraction on Shore Street of the Fisherman's Memorial Statue,
again which is visited by many walkers, some of whom also use the lane for access.
I find that the planning regulations for this property and its boundary seem to have been bypassed
in many areas, and does not seem acceptable.
Apparently we are in a conservation area, which part of conservation does this belong to? Why
come to a village that has had traditions and values of going through lanes for hundreds of years
and want to close them off. Why want to build in front of a neighbour just because it is yours!
There is an argument of safety of children coming onto the roads from lanes...Children learn very
early here the aspect of safety and it learns them to be vigilant to the aspect of danger...the speed
limit is 20 on Shore street. In 50 years no child has been run down on shore Street.
I object strongly to this access being closed. Please protect our heritage.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Kevin Gray
Address: South Pitblae Farmhouse Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:This building in my opinion should never have gotten to this stage, not even started, a
total eyesore on fishing heritage and what councils are build upto to stand against and form the
voice of the community it makes difference too. Any site visit would clear this matter up that this
building should never have began. Clearly not taken from a open sided debate without favouritism
in whatever green eyed form this story has came from
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Stanley Gray
Address: 5 Shore Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Neighbour
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I have lived on Shore street for the last 10 Years and used to use the said access until it
was blocked off in recent years..I find that this planning application is unacceptable for a
conservation area which prides itself in heritage. These lanes have been used as access for
hundreds of years. My stepdaughters used this lane as a shortcut to school on a daily basis and I
regularly see other children using accessible lanes along shore street for the same purpose. There
are no pavements in this part of the village so using the lanes keeps children off the busier street
and is safer for them.
There are many adults/children/visitors who visit this part of the village who gain access through
said lanes. I am witness to this. In my opinion For conservation this property is not in keeping with
the surrounding area and I am confused as to why initial planning was ever granted.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Stuart Gray
Address: 91 Berryden Road Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I fully object to this development the already erected walls on Shore Street are out of
charachter for the strip of land they are built upon restricting free access to the whole village who
use the lane between the 2 properties any walls on Mid street would also look out of charachter
being built in close proximity to the neighbouring garage common sense needs to be used in my
opinion i fully reject this proposal
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Jordan Guild
Address: 4 Castle Place Ellon
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal because evidence clearly shows planning permission has not
been followed as per site plan documents.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Patricia Guild
Address: 7 Meadow Vale Ellon
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal based on review of the site plan layout which clearly shows a
distance of 3 metres from boundary wall to the adjacent property of 7 Mid Street. However, this is
only 2 metres and is not in accordance with planning permission. Clear evidence that planning has
not been followed and also demonstrates a complete disregard for neighbouring properties.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Peter Guild
Address: 4 Castle Place Ellon
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal. It is evident that the planning permission has been breached on
more than one occasion. Firstly, the site plan layout illustrates 3 metres from the boundary wall to
the property at 7 Mid Street. This however, is only 2 metres. Furthermore, the boundary wall was
initially built to a height of approximately 1.3 to 1.4 metres. The site plan layout states this must be
no more than 1 metre. It is acknowledged that retrospective remedial work has been completed to
lower the height of the boundary wall however this demonstrates again that planning requirements
are not being closely monitored.
It should also be noted that the site layout plan does not correspond with the actual distance from
the roadside to the property at 7 Mid Street. This unfortunately adds more confusion and raises
questions on the actual validity and accuracy of the site plan layout.
It would be prudent for the current site plan layout to be reviewed, revised, approved and issued to
all interested parties to ensure everyone is clear on the site plan and that the key elements /
dimensions within it are accurate.
Any future planning applications for the rear and the front of neighbouring properties should be
kept separate as stand-alone applications to ensure there is a clear, consistent and methodical
approach to the planning process. This will help to support that all requirements of planning
permission are strictly adhered to. This will be of great benefit to all parties involved and the village
as a whole.
On reflection, I am well placed to comment on this case based on my 30 years experience in the
Construction Industry and as a Health and Safety Professional. I would ask that that we apply
some logic, common sense and be practical. In simple terms, when something doesn't look or feel
right, that tells us it isn't right. This case is a prime example of that.
Peter Guild.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Jamie Hagen
Address: 87 Mid Street Fraserburgh Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a born and bred villager this development does not fall in line to the conservation
that still applies to Shore Street the walls already built are too close to the road edge leaving no
clearance for pedestrians to pass the walls at number 9 had to be kept back 3 feet from the road
edge consistency needs to be kept not rules for one and rules for another i object to this proposal
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Derek Hamilton
Address: 1 Fornety cottage Ellon
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this application on the basis the walls that have already been constructed do
nothing to the conservation status that applies to Shore Street in my opinion the look of both
homes have been effected the walls do nothing to improve the shore line they have blocked off
access to and from the shore because no one will walk past the windows of number 7 the
proposed walls at Mid Street should be rejected because access will be lost the walls will create
safety issues when using the garage

Item:
Page:

6I
42

Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Ali Hay
Address: 16 Dales View Drive Peterhead Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal because the walls on Shore street have been built out of
charachter to the surrounding area and across the face of the neighbouring property obstructing
there view and ability to use there property to the full.The proposed walls on Mid Street will cause
further restrictions on the neighbouring property accessing the land they own between the two
properties this development has already caused unrest within the village and if this proposal is
granted then will obviously cause more we also understand that court action has been raised in
this issue regarding the blocked access and any further blockages on the mid street side will add
fuel to the fire
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Michael Hewlett
Address: 30 Woodlands Drive Ellon
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I have read a number of supporting comments and objecting comments claiming the
lane between the properties which belongs to Mr and Mrs Stephen is not used is used in my
opinion it really matters not used or not used the 2 walls already erected on Shore Street clearly
block the Stephens right of access and the proposed walls on Mid Street will again if granted
clearly block right of access at both ends having visited the village on a number of occasions to
fish out of Cairnbulg harbour and traveled along Shore Street i object to this development Mr
Stephen used to store his boat on his land against his home that ability has clearly been taken
away with the 2 walls the also are not in line with conservation do nothing for the area and are not
built in accordance with the passed and approved plans neither in location or height
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Jordan Jamieson
Address: 16 main street Inverallochy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Neighbour
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object the following proposal for erection of boundary wall & gates the access is
already blocked due to a wall being build right across a legal public users access/lane to and from
the sea front, and this proposed boundary walls & gates will congest the public lane even more
and put members of the public who use the lane frequently at a greater risk from everyday vehicle
road users , that being said mid street is getting used more day by day with a very popular
hairdresser just in front of property 3A mid street the collision potential between pedestrians and
vehicle road users are at the highest and will be even more so if this proposed application goes
ahead.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Julie Knowles
Address: 53 Prunier Drive Peterhead Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Object due to the detrimental effect it will have on 7 mid street.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Florence Lawrence
Address: 15 West road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Very out place house eye sore to the village

6I
46

Item:
Page:

6I
47

Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Kevin Lawrence
Address: 34 Ives Road Peterhead Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Having been present in the kitchen of Mr and Mrs Stephen anyone who comments that
the view has not been effected has obviously not seen these two walls which not only block view
but shut out light also im my opinion this is totally against all that village life stands for i object to
any further building which again effects the neighbours ability the full use of the land they own
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Niomi don Lawrence
Address: 67 Gallowhill road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I objest to this application for the detrimental affect on number 7 privacy
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Robert Lawrence
Address: 15 West road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object for the privacy of number 7
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Samantha Lawrence
Address: 67 Gallowhill road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this application because it has a detrimental affect on number 7 privacy.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr John Macdonald
Address: 19 Manse road Hatton Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this application on the basis this does nothing for conservation the already
built walls clearly serve no purpose other than spoil the cairnbulg shoreline in my opinion any
further building should be rejected as the walls and gates would only create issues for the safe use
of the garage next door
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Jamie Masson
Address: 35 Buchan Road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a frequent visitor to Cairnbulg visiting both family and friends i feel this proposal
should be refused i believe what has already been allowed to happen is out of place in a
conservation area both walls on shore street are an eyesore to the passer by never mind the
owners of number 7 who have had to deal with this for over 18 months and to allow further walls
and gates on Mid Street would look out of place being so close to a garage access would be
hampered to and from the garage but access to the lane which is owned by number 7 would be
restricted in all honesty no one would like walls built all around there home i strongly object to this
development
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Davey Mcdougall
Address: 13 Seaview Road Boddam Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a villager i believe we need to protect our heritage and history these walls are very
obviously out of charachter for the surrounding area giving the conservation status which applies
to Shore Street built across the neighbouring property and across the neighbours access to the
lane which they own any further building work needs to be thought about very carefully in my
opinion
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr George McKenzie
Address: 21A, Fraser Crescent Inverallochy FRASERBURGH
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I would first say I have no objection to the dewllinghouse erected at 3A Shore Street while it is not completely in character with the surrounding area, I think in the modern world we
and the planners have to accept that the younger generation do not want to live in traditional
design small fishing cottages and for the future of our villages we need to accept the construction
of larger more modern design buildings.
I do object to the loss of the public access lane down to the shore, and although the requester has
said this will be maintained through their property, it will be through gated access, with the
operation of 4 gates required to pass through, and this will put people off using the lane access,
which is why the gates have been added I feel.
I think we have to retain the old access lanes, which are used by children, to retain the historic
character of our village.
The original plans submitted and which were passed clearly left the old lane in place, with a
normal boundary wall.
I find it extremely worrying, that any person can then purchase land in front and behind another
persons property, and then effectively box in the property, especially when this land has been
used for no other purpose historically. I feel the council in cases like this has a duty to ensure the
affected property owner is treated fairly, and the affected property owner should actually have had
the option to purchase the said land first, as it significantly affects their property, and the area of
said land would almost have been perceived to belong to the property of 7 mid street.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Rebekah McKenzie
Address: 49 Lochpots Road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I would like to object to this planning application as I feel that these plans will make the
area unsafe. In such a small community, I believe that people would like to think that their children
could go out and play without worrying about their safety.
As a driver, I would also feel uncomfortable driving in the area.
Also I feel that the plans have already gone too far considering this is a conservation area.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Ann Mclean
Address: 65 Allochy Road Inverallochy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I have spent my whole life living in the village and at least my first 12 years down the
shore.
The lanes give quick access to houses and shops and should not be blocked or altered.
Every time I walk by I shake my head. It's wrong on every level and to be put simply, regardless of
legalities- not very neighbourly.
I feel quite sorry for all parties involved.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr John Mclean
Address: 28 rather road Cairnbulg Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:The wall is a complete eyesore, and is just complete ignorance building infront of
someone's window.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Jazmine Milne
Address: 87 Mid Street Fraserburgh Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a regular visitor to the village i regulary walk along shore street when you pass these
two walls and there is any cars you have to step off the road two cars cannot pass safley one has
to reverse or climb on to the sea side surley unacceptable the walls at the mid street side would
further create saftey issues in my opinion
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Sarah Mitchell
Address: 127 Strichen Road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:The 2 walls on Shore Street look ridiculous and spoil all aspects of conservation. They
also greatly affect the owners of 7 Mid Street Especially their view
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr stuart mitchell
Address: 21 lilacgrove peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a regular visitor to the village i object to this application on the basis that it has a
detrimental effect on the neighbouring property also any village children accessing shore street
between number 7 and number 9 will not be visible to any cars driving along shore street due to
the proximity of the already built walls .The walls that are proposed will further restrict any
pedestrian wishing to access shore street via mid street

6I
60

Item:
Page:

6I
61

Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Ian Mowat
Address: 4 Queens Cresent Roshearty Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As someone from a tightknit community i object to this proposal the walls on Shore
Street are not in keeping with the conservation in the village both 3 a and 7 mid street have been
ruined with these walls and any further walls will block access and create saftey issues in my
opinion
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Martin Murry
Address: 6 Pinewood Place Peterhead Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:The walls already erected on Shore Street are an eyesore built across some one elses
home has created big privacy issues in my opinion giving the conservation statue this application
should be refused to allow further building on Mid Street will only create further issues down the
line i strongly object to this
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Susan Murry
Address: 89 Hope Street Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this Proposal as it does nothing for the conservation status or the village as a
whole the already built walls are an eyesore do Not comply with the passed and approved plans
and block of number 7 access to the land they own any further building works should also be
rejected as they again will block off the right of access which belongs to Mr and Mrs Stephen
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Kristoffer Nicol
Address: Roanheads Peterhead Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I strongly object to this application because the 2 x walls on Shore Street have Not been
erected according to the already passed and approved plans neither in height or location and
further walls should be rejected on saftey grounds because they will obstruct the neighbours
access to the land they own reduce the clearnce to the garage and create blind spots for
pedestrians and veichals alike
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Amanda Noble
Address: 48 Glenbuchty Place Fraserburgh Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to the proposal as the already built walls on Shore Street have created a danger
to the public when walking along the seafront part of the public road has been broken away to
build the wall the planning application clearly states the wall to be 3m from the neighbouring
property when in fact it is less than 2 m from number 7 mid street patio doors both walls have
blocked the access belonging to number 7 and have restricted the ability to the use of there land i
believe conservation status is still applicable to Shore Street which means no walls can be above
1m in height when clearly parts of the walls are over 1m the proposed plans to build at the Mid
Street side are ridiculous the wall would block all access which is an illegal act and would create
blind spots when reversing out of garage on to a public road
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr George Noble
Address: 25 Witchhill Road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal the walls already built on Shore Street have an undesired effect
on the seafront are not in keeping with the conservation status which applies the privacy of the
neighbours has been significantly compromised do not comply with passed and approved plans
and the proposed walls on Mid Street will again have a detremental effect on the owners of
number 7
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr John Noble
Address: 8 Mid St Cairnbulg Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Neighbour
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to the proposal of building more gates and walls around this property, As a
father I already worry about kids running out of the lanes between the houses on the street, I have
seen first hand that kids run out between the houses giving motorists minimal time to react, Surely
Building more walls will only make it harder for the drivers to see kids!! It would also have a
detrimental effect on the neighbours at 7 Mid St who have spent a lot of time and money to
refurbish their home. They have already had the probably the most ridiculous wall I have ever
seen built across their new extension at one side of the house don't let it happen to the other side!!
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Chelsea Osler
Address: 12 Captain Gray Place Peterhead Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I strongly object to the application because the conservation within the village has been
effected with these walls and any further walls will would look out of character to the surrounding
properties i dont live in the village but i also walk along shore street from time to time and think it
should be refused
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Daniel Paterson
Address: 57 Kirkburn Drive Peterhead aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal on the basis that this has caused the neighbouring property
avoidable stress this should have been dealt with over 1 year ago and to grant further permission
will create more stress to the neighbouhood the walls on Shore Street are an eyesore and serve
no purpose at all other than to intimadte the village also out of charachter to the seashore disgrace
this was ever authorised to start with shame on all who allowed it
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr James Pearson
Address: 24 Quarry road Hatton Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I strongly object this proposal on the basis the already erected walls on Shore Street do
not fall in line with neither the approved height or the approved position any further walls should
also be rejected as saftey issues are real and there are a number of objectors who actually live on
Mid Street and have done for many years
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr John Platt
Address: 1 Fathlie Street Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I submit this objection as public right of way lane should not be blocked and walls is
across neighbouring property and not built as per the approved plans.
The application to build wall at mid street would obstruct nesidents livinjng on mid street.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Alexander Reid
Address: 4 Greenbank road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I think it's a disgrace that they should be aloud to block a public path. And it's also not
very nice for the neighbours. It looks out of place.

6I
72

Item:
Page:

6I
73

Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Megan Reid
Address: 2 buchanness Place Boddam Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a villager and frequent visitor to the village and been present in the home of the
Stephen family i feel i have to object to what has been allowed to happen in a conservation area
the 2 already built walls are so out of touch with the surrounding area spoil the seafront view block
off village access to the shore block of the owners of number 7 ability to fully use the land they
own are built closer to number 7 than the past and approved plans clearly state and now proposed
plans to even further restrict access on the mid street side build walls to run alongside a garage
are setting a dangerous precedent in my opinion this should be rejected
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Gary Robinson
Address: 39 copelandhill Cresent Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal these walls look ridiculous as anyone who knows the truth all
past and approved plans have not been adhered to in relation to height and location any further
works should also be rejected
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Ally Skene
Address: 50 Pittendrum Gardens Sandhaven
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a villager these already built walls are a disgrace blocking out access built out of
spec to the passed and approved plans do not tie into the conservation status that is applicable to
Shore Street restricting both pedestrians and cars when approaching the walls any further building
will again block out access and create issues when using the garage restrict visibility to both car
driver and pedestrians this application should be refused in my opinion
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Samantha Skene
Address: 20 Main Street Cairnbulg
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As someone who lives within the village i object to this proposal because in my opinion
we need to hold on to our historic views this develeopment falls within a conservation status area
and are not build in line with past and approved plans any further building works should also be
rejected on the basis the proposed walls at Mid Street will further restrict the neighbours full use of
the access lane they own and hamper there ability to freely access and egress the garage
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Alex Stephen
Address: 7 Tormentil Crescent Balmedie
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this Erection of boundary wall and gates. With family still located in the village
i and my family still visit regularly and use the available access to the shore via this said planning.
If a wall is errected this can and will become a blind spot and unsafe crossing for children and
adults a like.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Andrew Stephen
Address: 4 Robbies walk Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object as it does nae comply with planning regulations and can cause saftey concerns
for members of the village
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr ANDREW-SCOTT STEPHEN
Address: 4 CAIRNDENITY PLACE INVERALLOCHY FRASERBURGH
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal for the following reasons,
As born and bred in the village myself and friends frequently used this lane to gain access to and
from the shorey but now it has been blocked off by the wall erected on shore street,
The application for gates to be intalled for public access and egress from shore, The walls have
already been erected without gates installed and i ask myself why was this not included in past
approved plans, There have been observations and breaches of previous plans with both the
height and distance, The distance previous approved plans clearly state wall to be 3mtrs from
number 7 Mid street when actual measurement is 2mtrs,
Looking at the plans of the land purchased for £7000 pounds back in October 2008 the shaded
area does not include the area covering the lane exit to shore street,
There is 37 lanes running along the length of shore street with the only lane i observed to be
blocked was the one between number 9 & 11 shore street with both properties owned by resident
at number 9, No other house in the village has Wall built across and encroaching neighbouring
properties,
Building a wall on the Mid street side would cause additional Blind spots and narrow the street
further giving all neighbouring properties problems to access and egress their driveways &
garages,
For the reasons stated above I strongly Obejct to this planning application,
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Eunice Stephen
Address: 29 Main Street Inverallochy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:It is with reluctance that I write this objection like many residents who live nearby I just
want a quiet life, however, the right of access to the the lanes is a matter close to my heart. I
object to the potential loss of two lanes either side of 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg and the most
'unneighbourly' wall in front of 7 Mid Street.
Whilst the wall is perhaps of matter of conscience, the access through the lanes is a legal issue
and should be upheld. I have regularly used the lane which is now currently blocked between 7
and 3A Mid Street, historically from 1970 to the early 90's to visit my grandmother and since 1994,
as a short cut down to the shore from my current residence to visit my parents in Cairnbulg.
I have now refrained from using the lane nearest the garage, which in fairness is open as it feels
due to the layout as if I am intruding on the privacy of Mr and Mrs Sutherland and the resident(s)
living above the double garage. This surely emphasises the need for the other lane between 3A
and 7 to be out-with the boundary wall for free access to all.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr George Stephen
Address: 10 Glenbuchty Place Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:i object to the proposal because the walls on Shore Street are built out of scale to the
land they are built upon do not match the surrounding area look ridiculous in a conservation area
block access to the lane block access to the shore obstructs the ability to use the washing lines on
shore street creates problems for any emergency services that may need to access number 7 and
increases the potential for flooding shore street lies in a flood plain
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Jill Stephen
Address: Rattray House Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I wish to object to application for walls being built on 3 Mid Street Cairnbulg. They spoil
the view of the residents at number 7 & restrict them from using their land accordingly.
The wall now causes restrictions for locals who have used it for many years to access the shore.
People who do use and would use the lane have to walk past the people at 7 Mid Streets kitchen
window , the walls are too close and too high and not in line with rules and regulations of planning.
The walls look out of place in an area which has not had walls built at the roadside of the main
street on the shore, which for many many years children and adults alike have used these lanes to
access the shore with children and grandchildren. I do believe there is no need for a wall of this
scale as it looks out of place on the sea front.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Marie Stephen
Address: 4 Cairndenity Place Inverallochy Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:On review of the proposed plans I Object this application for the following reasons
The 7 x Drains mentioned on site plans have never been installed and if they was it would cause
flooding to shore street with potential hazard for drivers,
The current and previoud Plans detailing measurements of walls are of Incorrect distance,
The height of the wall is still abve 1mtr in certain areas,
The building of this wall has blocked off Public Access to an from the shore and even with the
proposed NEW plans to install gates this would disencourage the public to use the lane,
This is the first wall ever to be built acorss a Neigbouring property that is not owned by same
proposer.
The application to install additional wall on Mid street would cause problems to all neighbours and
drivers using the street cusing additional Blind spots and narrowing the road further
For this Valid reasosn stated i strongly object tothis application,
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs MARIE STEPHEN
Address: 4 CAIRNDENITY PLACE INVERALLOCHY FRASERBURGH
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this planning application as the Wall on the shore side has been built and not
as per approved plans with many flaws including being 1meter to close to the Neighbours house at
7 Mid street which has impacted their view,
I have 3 children that have grown up in this village visiting the shore frequently using this and other
lanes, Its was also used for Dog walkers prior to being blocked off by the applicants of 3A Mid
Street,

The wall built at shore side has been the talk of the village since it was erected as not only built on
conservation area but right across a neighbouring property which is the first of its kind in the
villages of cairnbulg and inverallochy, Athough you will see some lanes have been blocked in the
past these was agreed with neighbouring properties and completed as per approved planning
applications but has not obstructed or had any impact on neighbouring properties,
The blocking of the lane is unacceptible as it not only blocks off public access to and from the
shore but built across land owned by 7 Mid street,
Regarding the planning for additional wall to be built up at Mid street side, The Owners of 7 Mid
street have 3 young granchildren and again this would block any clear sitting for drivers in this
street for young children coming back from the shore using this lane and greatly restrict the
owners of 7 Mid Street,
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Marie Stephen
Address: 4 Cairndenity Place Inverallochy Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:On review of the proposed plans I Object this application as the lane has been used for
Public Access to and from the shore as long as i can remember, This is the first wall ever to be
built acorss a neigbouring property on Conservation land in the village which has had detremental
effect with Obstructed views and Privacy taking away from the owners of 7 Mid street and not in
keeping with the surrounding area,
The inclusion of the 7 x Drains mentioned on site plans would cause flooding to Road with
potential hazards for driver,
The application to install additional wall on Mid street would cause problems to all neighbours and
drivers using the street cusing additional Blind spots and narrowing the road further,
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Mike Stephen
Address: 56 Dingwall Drive Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this application because i believe what has been built on the shore is a
disgrace conservation area the wall is on a main public road creating hazards and the possibility of
flooding 7 Mid Street water has no where to go other than in to the property there has been in the
past serious flooding where the water was running along Mid Street i strongly object to this
proposal
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Robert Stephen
Address: 22 Allochy Road Inverallochy Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I strongly object to the proposal of 3 A Mid street Cairnbulg on the grounds the walls
that have already been built look out of proportion to the land they are built on creating a danger to
the public pedestrians and the village children are at risk of being run over when accessing to
shore street .I also think the proposed walls at the Mid Street side will create more risk to the
owners of 7 mid street when using there garage accessing and egressing The village also have a
gala each year when they hold a treasure hunt for the children who use all lanes in the village
during that time these proposals increase risk to all participants.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Scott Stephen
Address: 4 Cairndenity Place Inverallochy Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I submit this letter of Objection to the proposed plans and of boundary walls currently
erected which encroaches neighbouring property at 7 Mid Street with obstructed views. The
boundary walls erected have not been completed as per original plans previously passed and
have also blocked access lane to and from the shore. This lane is used quite frequently by
children and dog walkers and has been in place for over 100 years.
Please give consideration to this Objection and advise further updates regarding the application.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Scott Stephen
Address: 56 Dingwall Drive Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal because the walls on shore street do not comply with the
approved plans these walls are built out of spec for the size of land they sit upon and are too close
to the neighbouring property
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr stuart stephen
Address: mid street cairnbulg
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object the following proposal for erection of boundary wall & gates the access is
already blocked due to a wall being build right across a legal public users access/lane to and from
the sea front, and this proposed boundary walls & gates will congest the public lane even more
and put members of the public who use the lane frequently at a greater risk from everyday vehicle
road users , that being said mid street is getting used more day by day with a very popular
hairdresser just in front of property 3A mid street the collision potential between pedestrians and
vehicle road users are at the highest and will be even more so if this proposed application goes
ahead.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Yvonne Stephen
Address: 10 Glenbuchty Place Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal because in my opinion what has been allowed already is wrong
the walls already built are not as per approved plans and any further walls on mid street would
have an adverse effect on the safe use of garage next to a wall
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Bruce Storrier
Address: Flat 4 16 Harbour Street Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this proposal on the basis that this does not look right the owners of number 7
have no privacy with these walls running along the front of there home 3a will be looking straight in
through the windows anytime they use this land obviously something not right here
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Andrea Strachan
Address: The Beeches Woodside of Cairness Lonmay, Fraserburgh.
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to this application as there is no place for boundary walls and gates to be added
to this monstrosity of a development. The lanes are part of the character of the village and should
remain open for members of the public to gain access to the seashore. The whole development is
totally out of character for this area of the village.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Andrew Strachan
Address: 33 rathen road Inverallochy Inverallochy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:This wall shouldn't be allowed. It is encroaching the neighbours privacy, even if it is their
ground. It looks ridiculous.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Isobel Summers
Address: 4 Rathen Road Cairnbulg Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I strongly object to this application on the grounds of safety of our community,
conservation and respect for our neighbours.
Having lived in Cairnbulg all my life the lanes are part of the tradition of the village and should be
kept open without restriction.
There are no footpaths on the shore road and as planners have recently approved the walls of 3a
Mid Street to be built right up to edge of the road I strongly believe blocking up a century's old lane
will be a road safety hazard.
During winter storms the shore road is often flooded, as has been well documentated. Taking into
account that there is a steep bank at one side of the narrow road and walls at the other, I strongly
feel children and adults are in danger of being swept away or indeed ran over with no lanes or
means of escape.
As with many of our traditional coastal fishing villages, Cairnbulg is made up of gable ended
cottages separated by historic lanes and walkways. The already erected walls surrounding 7 Mid
Street is totally out of place and not in keeping with the surrounding buildings and in line with the
character of the village.
I also believe not only is Mr & Mrs Stephen's (7 Mid Street) vehicular access obstructed with the
height and positioning of the walls but the main access to their property has been blocked. The
walls on Mid Street have also a detrimental effect on the restriction of visibility for the neighbouring
residents and road users as there no pavements. This is another road safety issue.
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Yet again this application appears to be another retrospective planning permission and amended
building warrant. I fully trust you will carefully take into consideration all factors in this matter as a
past retrospective planning application was passed which allowed the applicant, Mr Sutherland to
demolish the oldest cottage in the village without obtaining a certificate of demolition.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Mary Sutherland
Address: 5 Invercairn Court Cairnbulg Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:we cannot allow the building of boundary walls which are so high it restricts oncoming
traffic from seeing the bairns that play freely in the village - the wall should be no higher than 3 foot
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Mary Sutherland
Address: 5 Invercairn Court Cairnbulg Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:you cannot allow the blocking of a public access which has been in use for over 100
years
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Gareth Tait
Address: 26 rathen road Cairnbulg Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:The erection of the wall will restrict neighbouring houses access to their garages and
also will be of a danger to the public including children looking for a safe passage to the shore .
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Bob Thomson
Address: 101 HiltonRoad Aberdeen Aberdeenshire
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:How could any one be able to erect a boundary wall across the face of a neighbours
property i strongly object to this proposal as it sends out the wrong messages for a small village
any further building should be rejected also on saftey grounds
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Kevin Thomson
Address: 6 Sycamore row Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I object to detrimental affect on number 7 privacy

6I
107

Item:
Page:

6I
108

Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Jennifer Walker
Address: 70 Charlotte Street Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I am writing this letter as a friend to the family. I do not stay in the village but I am a
frequent visitor. I think the wall that has been build is ridiculous. It's blocking a public lane for
people to use, which is where I would walk quiet often and I am now unable to use. The wall has
also been build very close to the Stephen household. The house that has been build just looks
very out of place and there's no need to build such a pointless wall which just ruins the beautiful
scenery to the shorey.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs A Watt
Address: Hopton Memsie Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I wish to strongly object to this application.
Having been brought up in Cairnbulg I hold fond memories of daily visiting my late Grandparents
who resided at 7 Mid Street, Cairnbulg. The issues surrounding this application has spanned over
many years and unfortunately was the cause of unmeasurable grief and concern to my late elderly
Grandparents in their last remaining years.
The lanes were commonly used then and continue to be used today to gain free access to the sea
shore not only from Mid Street to Shore Street but also for the occupants of 7 Mid Street from their
main house entrance.
The proposal to block this lane would have detrimental effects on the safety of pedestrians. Shore
Street is a narrow street with no footpaths and is often prone to seasonal floods.
Vehicular access to and from the garage of 7 Mid Street would also be comprised and visually
restricted. Again another road safety issue.
The walls erected by Mr & Mrs Sutherland in my opinion are not only an eyesore but an
encroachment on the lives and well being of the residents of 7 Mid Street.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Emma White
Address: The Willows Craigston Turriff
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:That it has a detrimental effect on the village and the owners of 7 mid street and it is a
conservation area
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Wilma-jane Baxter
Address: 15 Rathen road Inverallochy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Will stop flooding in bad weather
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Ann Bell
Address: Orchard Lodge New Aberdour
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I was born and bred in Inverallochy and know this house and the house it replaced. I
spent most of my childhood playing down on the rocks in front of the house, I also brought my
children to okay there and now my grandchildren. In all the years I have known this house I have
known the walkway behind the old house ever be used. Some walkways are used if the house
backing onto a walkway has windows in the back and need to be cleaned. That not the case with
this house.
Mr Sutherland has gone back to where he was born to enjoy his latter years looking out onto a
wonderful view. As a former fisherman being close to the sea is important. Both Mr and Mrs
Sutherland have worked hard all,their lives and now wish to enjoy the house they planned and had
passed by Aberdeenshire Planners.
I do not understand the objection to their having a wall around their property, particularly as it not
obstructing anyone.
I am quite surprised to see that many of the objectors do not come from the village and the history
of walkways.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Peter Bruce
Address: 5 Langley Road St Fergus Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I fully support the erected walls on 3A Mid Street. As far as i am aware these have been
built on their own ground. I dont see any issue with these walls and in my time spent in the village
have not seen anyone using any lanes to gain access to the shore. I dont think this makes
anything dangerous, as there are other lanes between houses that you cant see between so an
erected wall of 1 meter is safer in my opinion. Again i fully support this application.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Audrey Buchan
Address: 113 charlotte street Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I strongly support this, As this will in my own opinion improve safety for the children
whom may use these lanes. These gates slow down the process of getting to the road therefore
meaning they wont be able to just run out into the road which I see as a major concern. There
should be no reason why people should object to this ' for the safety' of their children, a child
should not be left alone on the streets without an adult or someone supervising them if they are
liable to run out into the street without looking to see if there is a car coming or not. These gates
and wall wont cause any danger to not being able to see out onto the road clear enough to see a
car, it is you yourself who is responsible to make sure there is not a car coming before stepping
out onto the road and alike with the children. However, in my time visiting the village i have never
really seen anyone using these lanes so i cannot understand why a gate that will in fact improve
safety is a problem. I also cannot see the problem with the erection of the boundary walls as these
walls are of a suitable height. There is no safety hazard because of this wall as you can clearly
see over it.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Carol Buchan
Address: 23 Barrasgate Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I support this as the gates will stop people walking onto the road unlike many other
lanes. The wall is only one meter in height so not high and does not prevent the neighbours from
seeing out. To access their patio doors they have steps which demonstrates the internal floor
level. The wall is the same as the other Neighbour at the other side of the lane so the design is
consistent.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Jennifer Cheyne
Address: 69 BRUCE CIRCLE Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I have no issues with this application and I'm in support of it.
The wall which the Facebook campaign is opposed to is fine in my opinion. It's low enough for
people and children who are out playing to see over. (Any young child smaller than this wall
shouldn't be out playing on their own).
With the design of this wall it is safer in my opinion to access the road than those which have full
height walls or buildings at point of entry. (I have no issue with them either as this is how it's
always been). I also believe the height of walls in built up areas are often much higher than this
wall.
The proposed gates are creating a route for anyone to walk through and reach the Shore directly.
These gates would in fact slow down the pedestrian user before going onto the road so making
the route safer - not there is any real danger in my opinion. I'm surprised the openings and gates
are being put in place as the current wall would not prevent anyone from accessing the Shore
Street.
The owners of 3a had permission for the wall long before the owners of 7 Mid Street decided to
change the look of their house by adding windows and doors to the Shore side of their property as
per planning applications site. It seems very unfair that 3a is being spoken so badly of with this
being the case. If someone changes their property knowing a wall would be in front of it them
surely they have no right to complain. Contrary to what is being said in my opinion, it is also clear
there is no obstruction to their view of the shore or the road
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Brandon Corbett
Address: 23 barrasgate road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I support this becausea the gates will stop kids / folk walking onto the road unlike many
other lanes. The wall is just one meter in height so not high and does not prevent the neighbours
from seeing out. To access their patio doors they have steps which demonstrates the internal floor
level. The wall is the same as the other Neighbour at the other side of the lane so the design is
consistent.
Keeps athing the same
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Lee anne Corbett
Address: 40 water mill road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I support this as wall is only 1m high and does not Obstruct any views from
neighbouring houses. The wall is the same as the Wall on the opposite of the lane so the design is
in keeping.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Shaun Corbett
Address: 23 Barrasgate road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I support this as the gates will stop people especially kids running / walking onto the
road preventing a road accident unlike many other lanes. The wall is only one meter high so not
high and does not block the neighbours from seeing out. To access their patio doors they have
steps which demonstrates the internal floor level. The wall is the same as the other Neighbour at
the other side of the lane so the design is consistent.
Keeps athing in street balanced n the same
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Anne Cowe
Address: 6 Greenbank Road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:This is a lovely new house with traditional and
Modern finishing. I think that some people who are objecting do not know the full facts and are
going by gossip and hearsay. I think that gates are beneficial especially if they exit onto the road
and I am sure that the wall would act as a barrier in inclement weather too.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Tiphanie Duncan
Address: The Old Manse New Aberdour
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Mr and Mrs Sutherland are an elderly couple who wish to enjoy their last years in a
house they have planned (passed by Aberdenshire Council planners) on the site of Mr.
Sutherlands parents house where he was born.
Why would anyone want to object to their having a wall and gate to keep their property safe. How
can this cause problems for any of the objectors most of whom do net even come from or know
the village.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Danielle Foubister
Address: 78 queens road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:It is with support but yet concern I write this.
Support for the plans and concern for the misleading information that is being put into the
community.
The wall as I understand is already passed. The opening up of the wall is to create a lane with a
gate, this is what I understand this application to be for.
This will simply be a direct pathway to either side of 7 & 3a Mid Street , like many of the other
properties. A route inbetween the two buildings.
The gate I believe will then make the route safer. I can't see a big issue with safety here as a by
the way as there is very little traffic.
The previous house was sited on the road and to the left adjoining there was stood wall that built
higher than the new one currently built. The current wall I understand is low at only One meter in
height. Not the height that is being rumoured and said on Facebook.
The new house is now sited back from the road with a lower wall how then can this make the
access more dangerous?
What 3a have done along seems to be very sensible. If a person or younger child now uses
through this route they will have a better view and be able to assess the road earlier than before.
With the added gate they will have to stop and assess again.
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The wall at the Mid Street side of the property which I understand is passed already will be built
lower than the old wall that currently stands therefore the 4x4 that is driven by the occupiers will
tower over this wall. Even with a car there is absolutely no safety issue. Their visibility when
entering and leaving 7 Mid Street will now be improved.
As for the house, it's lovely and done in very good taste. The village has a lovely mixture of
houses and this just adds to it.
There seems to be a description floating around Facebook saying the wall is a monstrosity (the
same comment has a drone image which seems very inappropriate and invasive.) This wall as I
see it is very similar to many walls so I don't know how this can be claimed. One in particular is the
neighbour to 7 Mid Street. If 3 a own this land which seems to be the case on the title deeds
displayed then why should they not enclose their garden? More so as 3a had permission to do so
before 7 applied to change their house.
The shore side windows at 7 are higher than the wall so there is no obstruction of view. With the
new house at 3a being moved back from the road the view from 7 has actually improved.

I fully support this application.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Gordon Foubister
Address: 78 queens road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I am in full support of this.The gates create an access although you never see people
using the lanes, it will be there if needed.
Most of the shorey consists of road and not pavement where the houses are on so this the same.
There is another wall alongside that looks the same and has been passed. As you walk along the
shore there are many different types of houses with extensions and upgrade. I regularly visit the
village and hardly ever see anyone or children using the lanes.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Marc Foubister
Address: 78 queens road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Mr and Mrs Sutherland are really nice people and if they were my neighbours I would be
delighted.
It's cruel what they have had to go through especially at their age.
I've visited their house and there is nothing I could say was out of place.
I have not seen all this traffic which would pose a serious safety threat as claimed. Traffic is few
and far between from what I have seen.
There is also no pavement that I could see from the property so it would seem every lane is onto
the road.
So the gates requested would be a beneficial aspect to any safety campaigner.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Janeen Hay
Address: 30 Cowie Cresent St fergus
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Support this as a garden needs walls and gates. Wall at the front will stop water debrie
when bad weather getting to next doors house
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr David Jack
Address: Rathen Lodge Rathen
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I am in support of this wall as there are many walls both old and new along Shore
street.The properties
And walls have always been built on the road side ,so this is no different.
For the gates being added to the walls ,this is giving the public acces should they wish to use this
Route so not to be veered to the left lane of the house at 7 Mid Street
There are numerous gates in the village coming from lanes and private properties ,
They are directly on the road like the buildings are
no one normally seems to have an issue with this
Gates will slow users down so removes any element of danger that has been written about
Reference :App/2017/3250
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs janeen Massie
Address: 6 summerfield Terrace Inverallochy Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Hi as born and bread in Cairnbulg I'm a bit confused with all the negative comments,
with the public who doesn't stay in the village. About 20 year ago many children run through the
lanes, but this day and age when walking about the village and down the shore with the
grandchildren l have never seen children running through the lanes on there own without parents.
What this application is doing is seeing that the public have still the right of way through there
property which is a good thing. Well done for the applicant thinking of public access. The public
can still walk down the lane and get access to the shore so can't understand why a problem!!!
without opening a gate and walking through the property As they own the top access as well and
hasn't stopped their neighbour having access to garage or lane.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Georgia Miles
Address: 19 School Road Newburgh Ellon
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I see no problem with the walls as they are. I have been regularly visiting the area of
Mid Street and the shore for about 2 years now and have not seen anyone using the lane. Being
that it is on land owned by those at 3A, i believe they are well within their rights to leave it as is,
even more so when they have followed all planning permission as required when building.
Having a gate in the wall gives extra protection for children from walking onto the road as it makes
sure they have to stop and check before crossing.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Caitlin Noble
Address: 271 west road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a regular visitor to the village and the shorey, I see first hand that hardly anyone
including children; which this planning seems to cause a danger to use the lanes in order to get to
the shorey. I also rarely see children playing along the shore and have only seen a few down there
in all my times visiting. I believe the gates allow access to the shorey if anyone would actually care
to use them. I see no reason how this would cause any danger to children wanting to cross the
road. Therefore I strongly support this application.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr ronald noble
Address: 22 pitblae gardens fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I support this application as a former resident of this house, I can say that having lived
here I can see no issue whatsoever.
When I lived there I did not see people using the lane so why access gates are being put seems a
waste of a good dyke.
Also there were very little cars on Shore Street. The road widens at both ends of these houses
that allows cars to pass. Common courtesy would tell you to wait at the wider end of the roads,
this is what happened when I lived there. The then grassed area was not used for cars to mount
and pass each other. This would be dangerous for them do so if the claims that the lanes are used
were true.
If it helps the elderly owners of 3a get a more peaceful life then I fully support this application.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Ronald-James Noble
Address: 271 west road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:
I myself have lived in belgar and have spent my whole life going back and forth to here. I see no
reason why this plan should be objected to because there is another wall close by that seems to
look much or less the same and has been passed, so i cannot see why this shouldnt. There is no
reason i can find why this shouldnt be passed, because having a gate put in place lowers the
danger for the likes of children who may use these lanes (which i never seem to see happening).
Having a gate, puts up a safety measure.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Hilda Rennie
Address: 5 Caigellie circle Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:To whom it may concern, please note that I am in full support of the walls erected on 3A
Mid Street Cairnbulg. I have family in the village and am a frequent visitor spending many
occasion down the shore, in my time there I have never seen the lane in question used for access
by members of the public. The walls which have been erected will deter children from running into
a road as they will have to stop before they get to the road which in my opinion is far better for
safety than they way it was before. The proprietors of 3A Mid Street have built these walls on their
own land and have done so in accordance with the planning permission, I do not see what the big
fuss Is about as there are numberous walls in Shore Street blocked up therefore why the carry on,
I hope common sense prevails, thank you.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Michael Rennie
Address: 5 Craigellie Circle Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Please note that I am supporting the walls erected within land owned by the proprietors
of 3A Mid Street, I have family in the village and visit regularly, I have never at any time during my
visits seen the lane used by the public as an access to the shore. I see no harm in the walls as
they have been built in accordance with planning. The walls are not blocking anyone's view but I
do wonder why the proprietors of 7 Mid Street would build their extension with so many windows
on the Shore Street side knowing full well that there would be a wall erected, the Proprietors of 3A
Mid Street have not broken any laws and have done all work on the property according to planning
permission therefore why the carry on? I also believe that the walls would stop children running
onto the road therefore why the objections surely the safety of children within the village should be
the most important aspect and not because someone is using this excuse for their own agenda!
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs valerie ritchie
Address: balmerino invernorth fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I am writing in support of the application for the following reasons.
The new house at 3a has been moved back off the road from the position of the previous house
on this site. This is evident on Google Maps. You will see on the image there was also a
boundary/garden wall on the edge of the road.
The view if you were to access Shore Street in between 3a & 7 Mid Street is much clearer now as
there isn't a building directly placed on the road like a good proportion of the properties in the older
part of the village.
Just doors down you will see (not on google maps as newer) an approved wall sited on the road
edge in similar appearance to the one at 3a.
Having previously lived down the Shore and now a frequent visitor to the old part of the village
almost 7 days per week I can say I don't see the lanes being used therefore I am not in agreement
with the safety concerns that have been highlighted. It's not a busy area and even in the summer
there are only a handful of children that go to the Shore and not as it was many years ago. In the
handful you will often find my children so I am writing first hand. If a child is too young to have road
sense, they really shouldn't be out on their own especially down in the shore area.
There are many gates on this street fitted at former lanes and gardens which restrict/prevent
public access onto the adjacent street. I have no issue with those whatsoever as ever person
should be allowed to have a boundary wall or gate. Who really wants to walk through a generally
messy route with uneven surface? Should this application for the openings and gates be refused it
will put a big question on all these other properties and lanes who have already made these
changes.
With the clearer view and the low level gates in place any users would be slowed down before
stepping onto the road so making this very safe.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwelllinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Jamie Rutter
Address: 16 William Street Cairnbulg Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I have lived in this village for quite a number of years now and I don't see people using
the lanes as being said. There aren't many children playing on the shore as being claimed either.
What the applicant appears to be doing is to be ensuring the lane is opened up by installing gaps
so I don't understand why their are so many objections. If you walk along the shore front there are
many lanes that are blocked and no one seems to have a problem with them which makes all
these objections very questionable.
This application in my opinion certainly doesn't make anything dangerous.
The lanes along the shore front open up onto the road at the gable end of the houses so this
application seems much safer.
This wall was passed according to the planning system years ago before any changes were made
to 7, this just seems to be the opening of the walls to create a route.
I am in support of this application.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Angela Smart
Address: 26 Victoria street Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I support this project, it's a house that many have envied and admired, with its lovely
design. I really hope the owners are able to enjoy their new home and the spectacular views.
To put a wall around their property should be seen as an asset for security and safety measures,
and from what I have seen, it does not seem to restrict the neighbouring properties view of the
shore. It is suffiently low in height in my opinion.
From what I understand with the repositioning of the new build at 3A, the view is actually clearer
from 7 of the shore and road access. The wall being the same as the neighbours house looks no
different.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Ernie Smart
Address: 26 Victoria street Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I write in support this application
It's strange that so many who do not live in this conservation area or even indeed the village have
such strong views on how it should look and remain in the past.
In order for the village to continue to flurish, there needs to be buildings that have been adapted to
suit the current times.
There have been many houses changed, renovated and replaced in the area for this reason.
3a is an example of this as is 7 with their wonderful triangular window and patio doors.
For most The reason for living on the shore is to access the beautiful views. For this to happen
you need sizeable windows, which do away with any privacy. If privacy is an issue, you wouldn't
have had a large window and glass doors.
Therefore the argument that the walled area has done away the privacy for 7 is nonsensical. The
walled area I feel, has actually improved the privacy there is now an area between them and the
road. (I am told, this has been passed by planning before 7 added their extension so they were
aware of this wall going up)
It's obvious whilst standing in the vacinity, that The walled area does not take anything away from
their view. The wall itself is a normal wall nothing special or different, so I dont understand why
such alarm. The gates also seem to be what others have, again nothing that different.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Jozie Smart
Address: 26 Victoria street Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment::I felt compelled to write and show support, since reading posts on Facebook asking
people to object to this proposal.
Their house is just beautiful, and in fact enhances the area. unfortunately they dont have a bigger
site, but then, in the village this it normal for their not to be much of a garden, therefore Big
house=less garden!
What the problem is with this wall I don't know?
It's not as it was described on social media, yes it IS in front of the neighbours house, but again I
don't see the problem with this. It's doesn't obstruct them in anyway from accessing their property,
or taking in the view of the shore. Surely on title deeds, when purchasing their house, they would
have known they didn't own this land. Most likely they would have known who did own the land
and what the plans were for it, as the village is close knit, where everybody knows everybody's
business!
The owners of 3a would have been silly not to buy this land In front of 7 mid street when the
opportunity arose, for any plans in the future. As for the gates the owners are installing, they are to
open up the lane, but are confused by what exactly the objectors are in fact objecting negatively
to!
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Sean Smart
Address: 26 Victoria street Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I write in support, as I really like the house at 3a Mid Street with its mix of modern and
traditional features.
Many of the objections seem to be from people who have only 'heard' things and not actually read
the actual documentation. The wall has already had planning permission and appears not to have
been breached. The other wall on the original planning application which has yet to be built is
lower than what will become its predecessor. Gates are common sense, if there is an exit point
onto a road then it would be a necessary precaution to have fitted. Also, in this very windy area
that this house is located, it would prevent anything being blown out from the land of both 7 & 3a.
In Stormy conditions, boulders have been known to wash up onto the road, in front of these
properties. This wall acts as a barrier to both houses preventing the boulders from perhaps
breaking windows or damaging property, which can only be a positive thing
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Ian Smith
Address: 40 watermill rd Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I support this as the all is in keeping with neighbouring walls and stands at a Low height
of 1m

Item:
Page:

6I
144

Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Danielle Stephen
Address: 9 Bosies Bank Way Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a frequent visitor to this area I'm in full support of this proposal. This is a beautiful
house that had already had planning permission for the proposed gates and walls prior to the
occupants of 7 Mid Street moving in and also i'm Alsoled to believe that they were made aware of
this when installing patio doors. The walls are low enough that you can see over but also high
enough to protect the property and doesn't block the view of the shore. As for cars passing on
Shore Steet, they shouldn't really be using someone's garden area/land as a passing point and the
road should maybe be considered for a one-Way system. The proposed gates would make this a
safer road to cross as it would slow down pedestrians down and could prevent someone running
on to the road. The occupants of 3a mid street followed all regulations when having these walls
built and I can see no reason why this would be a detriment to the safety of the public or the look
of the shore area.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Barbara-ann Sutherland
Address: 12 Greenbank grove Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I am in full support of this application. I have lived in the village since I was a child and
living down the shorie there are numerous access points to shore street. Over time, there have
been a few that have disappeared over time without required planning.
As a mother, I fully support the addition of the gates. I feel that this would improve safety for young
children accessing the shoreline from very fast moving vehicles that frequent along shore street.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Dean Sutherland
Address: 17 Ringway Road Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:As a member of the public who grew up as a child in the village until the age of 18 and
also regularly visits the area, i have never myself used or seen anyone else use the lane for
access to the shore.
I have also read some of the other comments made by the public who object and their reasons
have me slightly dumbfounded.
One member speaks of washing lines being hung up on that shore line, this may have been the
case once upon a time but i have not seen anyone actively use that lines in over 10 year.
Another says that it is uncharacteristic, this could not be further from the truth. A few homes along
this shoreline are of a modern design like this and I for one welcome it. I welcome the mix of old
and modern designs, it gives a nice charisma to the area instead of an old rustic isolated from the
world look had they all been old, outdated housing.
As a child growing up there I can also tell you that along this shoreline and in the village there are
many of these lanes blocked up with walls, why is this one any different?
The wall if anything is safety positive, should an innocent child for example who is naive to their
surroundings use the lane, the wall would physically stop them running straight onto the road, It
physically makes them slow down, walk around the wall and allow them to look for any vehicles.
The wall is of a reasonable height, there are many other walls in the village that are higher than
this one. This one is low enough for the adjacent house to see over but not only that, its low
enough for pedestrians to see over when approaching the road which also allows vehicles driving
past to see if there is anyone waiting to cross. Should it have been the edge of the house instead
there is no possibility of vehicles seeing someone or someone wanting to cross the road to see
vehicles from the right.
The planning permission for this was also approved before the adjacent house was sold to the
new owners who are objecting this. Before purchasing the house should this not have been

Item:
Page:

6I
147

researched by the new owners.
To summarise, I am whole heartedly in support of this wall. One for the increased safety it brings,
two to preserve the right of the owners of the land to protect their property and three for the
modern appeal it gives to the lacklustre area.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Graeme Sutherland
Address: 91 Allochy Road Inverallochy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I am in full support of the walls erected on 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg, The proprietors of
the property have built the walls in their own land and have done so in accordance with planning
regulations which stipulates that the walls cannot be over one metre in height. Plans for this
development were already passed before Mr & Mrs Stephen of 7 Mid Street bought their property.
I myself lived at 3A Mid Street for many years and saw no one use it as an access to the shore. I
do not see how a one metre wall can in any way endanger the public. After Mr & Mrs Stephen
moved into their property they carried out extensive refurbishment part of which was the
installation of patio doors on the Shore Street side of the house; knowing that there was already
planning permission granted for the erection for walls around the property of 3A Mid Street, it's
very hypercritical to complain that their view has been obstructed with the same wall that had
approved planning permission granted before they undertook the renovations in their own house
which included the patio doors overlooking Shore Street.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr Jason Sutherland
Address: 3 Lingbank Avenue Peterhead
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I am in full support of the wall and feel gates would be a much added safety factor,
gates force you to stop and would stop children running onto the road without due care, I feel all
lanes in cairnbulg should be added with this excellent idea of a safety feature, I understand there
was not gates or walls 100 years ago when there was only a handful of cars in the village, 100
years later every household have 2 cars some with more, we need to move with times to help
protect the community from such avoidable accidents.
As for conservation area, I don't understand why its an issue now, when it hasn't been for so long.
I think the rejuvenation of 3a mid street has added to the area and makes it look great.
as a regular visitor unlike a lot of the opposers who have never stepped foot in the village in their
life there only connection being work mates of the main opposer, I would feel much happier and
fear a lot less for my children's safety with these improvements.
I strongly feel the owners are pioneering with step changes in safety, and urge the village to follow
suit,
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs June Sutherland
Address: 12 Greenbank Avenue Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I am writing to support the boundary wall on this property, I can not see any reason why
anyone should oppose this. People have a right to erect a wall round their property, I believe that
the neighbours should have looked at the plans of 3a Mid Street before they bought their property,
as this was all passed beforehand, also a boundary wall helps to keep all your outdoor
possessions from getting blown about in the windy conditions that we experience in the North East
of Scotland. I also think the boundary wall looks lovely and has no effect on conservation
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Lois Sutherland
Address: 91 Allochy Road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I grew up in cairnbulg and never have I seen anyone using the ground between the
houses. There is a street a few yards back that takes you to the shore. I actually used to stay in
the old house that was previously built on 3A mid street and Never saw a problem with using the
road. It's really nice to see something being brought to the village that modernises it a little.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mrs Lorraine Sutherland
Address: 91 Allochy road Inverallchy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:To whom it may concern,
Please note that I am in full support of the walls erected on the property of 3A Mid Street, I do not
see the walls as an eyesore or threat to public. I lived at the property for many years and during
this time saw no one using the lane as an access to the Shore, I believe that the walls would
increase the safety for children in the village as it would stop them running straight onto the road.
The proprietors of 3A Mid Street have built the walls in accordance with planning permissions on
their own ground therefore I am in full suport of the development.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Ms Marie Sutherland
Address: 271 West Road Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Having visiting cairnbulg since i was a child; I have spent a great amount of time along
the shore line. I have also previously lived in the house that was there before whilst at home with
young children, during this time I had never seen anyone using the lanes. I have also visited family
and friends that lives on the shoreline upon moving out of this house and had still never seen a
soul use these access routes. There is not heavy traffic in this area as it is a small village and
most if not all lanes go straight on to the road, the use of a gate in my opinion limits the danger if
children were to use the lane as a route to get to the shoreline as it will mean they cannot run
straight onto the road, which could be seen as a danger.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Lisa Marie Taylor
Address: 56 Allochy Road Inverallochy
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I support this application.
In order for the village to continue to have life there needs to be buildings that have been adapted
to suit the current time. There have been many houses changed or replaced in the area for this
reason.
The wall itself is a normal wall nothing special or different. The gates seems to be what other
people have, again nothing really different.
As for the argument of children running out onto the road, I don't think is a valid point. As someone
who grew up in the village and used lanes as a child, I would never have just ran out from a lane
onto a road. There are many houses in the village that you cannot see the road from the lane
unless you stop and look which is road safety knowledge that children are taught. As far as I am
aware there is still access to the lane just that there will be a gate which I would understand to be
safer for children anyway.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Mr alexander watt
Address: 15 Bracoden Terrance Gardenstown
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Coming from a fishing village I know the importance of ensuring future generations are
accommodated for and not just the retention of small fisher style holiday let cottages that do not
accommodate modern day family life.
This is a beautiful house that I've heard many a person compliment the appearance and design.
Being a regular to the village I see no reason why this application should be turned down.
The view has not been obstructed from 7 Mid Street as the wall in front is not of sufficient height to
do so.
The previous house at 3a that stood before being replaced with this one was sited directly on the
road where the boundary wall is positioned. Now it's sited approximately 2-3 meters back from the
road which allows a clearer view for those on the left looking towards the sea front. If there had
been an issue of danger, this wall and house has made this route much safer with the clearer view
and prevention from running straight through a lane onto the road
There are gates sited along the shore front coming from both lanes and gardens. I cannot see why
this application is any different to that which exist already.
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Comments for Planning Application APP/2017/3250
Application Summary
Application Number: APP/2017/3250
Address: 3A Mid Street Cairnbulg Aberdeenshire AB43 8WJ
Proposal: Erection of Dwellinghouse (Amended Design) and Erection of Boundary Walls and
Gates
Case Officer: Jim Martin
Customer Details
Name: Miss Natalie West
Address: 11 Greenbank Gardens Fraserburgh
Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of Public
Stance: Customer made comments in support of the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I see no reason why this should not go ahead. From what I have read there will be a
gate anyways which will make the shorey still accessible and also in my view actually safer for
children and public having to stop before the road crossing. There is plenty routes to access the
shorey.

