
9 Princes Square

BH2024/02834

7th May 2025
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• Erection of single storey rear extension with 
rooflights to replace existing rear extension and bay 
window, 

• roof replacement and alterations to include hipped 
roof and rear dormer extensions, construction of 
basement, 

• revised fenestration, 

• alterations to boundary wall to include enlargement 
of vehicle access, 

• landscaping alterations and any associated works.

Application Description
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Map of Application Site

SITE
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Existing Location Plan

SITE
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Aerial Photo of Site

SITE
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3D Aerial Photo of Site

SITE
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Street Photo of Site – Taken from Princes Square 
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Front Photo of Site to each side – Taken from Princes Square

SITE
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Rear Photo of Site
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Rear Photo of Site to each side of boundary
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Existing Block Plan

SITE
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Proposed Block Plan

SITE
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Existing Front & Rear Elevations
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Existing Side Elevations
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Proposed Front & Rear Elevations
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Proposed Side Elevations
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Existing Streetscene
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Proposed Streetsene
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Proposed Site Section
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Proposed Basement Floor Plan

2333(20)000    
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Proposed Ground Floor Plan
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Proposed 1st Floor Plan
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Proposed 2nd Floor Plan
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Proposed Roof Plan
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Original Scheme 

Fifteen (15) representations were received objecting to the application for the following reasons: 

 The works harm historic character of the building and the conservation area/poor design 

 The basement will cause instability to ground/steam venting

 Construction work will be noisy/dusty

 The works will cause amenity harm (overdevelopment, overshadow, overlooking, noise, overlooking)

Eight (8) representations were received supporting the application for the following reasons: 

 Good design  

 Sensitive to neighbours, no amenity harm

 Respects heritage assets

 Similar schemes approved and built with no objections

Revised Scheme

Eight (8) representations were received objecting to the application for the following reasons

 Design still harmful

 Dormer too big still

 The basement will cause instability to ground/steam venting

 The works harm historic character of the building and the conservation area/poor design 

Representations
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• Heritage impacts

• Design

• Amenity impacts

Key Considerations
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 No harm to the setting of the surrounding heritage assets, the 
dormer would be to the rear and not highly visible in the wider 
public realm.

 Overall improvement to appearance of host property in the wider 
public realm, due to the replacement of the flat roof and contrasting 
window styles.

 Would increase the amount of residential floorspace and flexibility 
of existing house.

 No significant amenity harm should occur from the development, 
the ground floor extension is set back from neighbours and single 
storey, and the dormer would introduce higher views, but not 
considered harmful, as area already surveilled at first floor and 
higher.

 Recommend: Approval 

Conclusion and Planning Balance 
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