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Written Submissions

Roger Dilley 

I believe the statement that the renewed application has addressed all of 
the previous objections is far from true.  I believe the applicants intention 
was to initially submit an application that would be rejected and then to 
submit a second slightly reduced application in a cynical attempt to 
obtain approval for a still unsuitable application.

The application repeatedly refers back to the neighbouring planning 
application as a justification to approve this application.  There are a 
number of points to make about that now lapsed application.  

58’s plot size is larger than plot 56 and that was for only 6 flats not 
7

The number of parking slots and hence metaled surface was also 
significantly less in direct contravention of ENV12.

The new application doesn’t mention excessive free water runoff 
caused by heavy down pours which has caused major flooding 
issues along Preston Road and has been assessed by the 
Highways Manager as saturated and unable to support additional 
loading.

There is no reference to the collection of recycled waste.

The whole development is still very close to the rear of the plot with at 
least 6 higher floor bedroom windows looking directly over the bungalow 
at the rear.

Preston Road is saturated with new flats remaining unsold for over a 
year.  EVN10 calls for new developments to contribute to maintaining 
and enhancing local identity.  We don’t need more flats.  HOUS3 calls 
for recognition of the mix of the current range of house types.  HOUS4 
calls for new developments to be compatible with the existing character 
of the surrounding area.  Preston Road has a reputation for large family 
housing and more flats will negatively impact that character.



COM7 concerns road safety, this application makes absolutely no 
redress for the serious increase of traffic joining Preston Road close to a 
busy junction.  It negatively impacts the existing hazardous line of sight 
from the mature Poplar tree and the high road verge at the entrance to 
the plot.  Construction vehicles have historically parked on nearby 
verges, blocking traffic and causing hazards to road and pedestrian 
traffic alike.

The Arboricultural Impact Assessment appears to hide the fact that 5 of 
the 6 trees currently on the plot will be removed.  It is worrying there are 
no details given as to the location or size of the replacement trees.  The 
application makes no mention of TPOs which I would be surprised if 
none existed for the current plot.



John Liles

It's hard to believe developers feel profit can still be made from flats 
along the Preston Road. The once beautiful tree-lined approach to 
Weymouth is looking more like entering an industrial estate. Developers 
are keen to use previous developments as a precedence for their own, 
this was denied by Weymouth & Portland planning authority at a 
previous case. They clearly stated, no such precedence exists

Flats are fine in the right place but to destroy perfectly good properties in 
the process makes no sense, other than for money.

There are currently two other sites along Preston Road back on the 
market, instead of being developed, one where the house was 
demolished and left as a building site. If, as I believe, the market is 
saturated with flats we could end up with another empty plot.

Apart from my objections on moral and grounds of aesthetics, there are 
planning matters on which I feel this fails.

This proposal is a gross over-development of the site which will impinge 
on properties either side and especially to the rear. The now "patio 
doors" (assume Juliette Balconies) are still large windows looking into 
the bedroom of the rear property. It will clearly block light from No 58.

There is the loss of some trees and potential risk to others on the site, 
once diggers start maneuvering.

Although Preston Road is now a "B" road, the traffic volume is no less, I 
live there, any additional vehicles would not be welcome, certainly by 
cyclists and pedestrians.

Wessex Water are on record as stating that the old sewage pipes are 
already at full capacity.

Same applies to the Doctors surgery, already pretty stretched.

Please think very hard about what legacy such development leaves 
behind. Rather than pander to a developers greed, think for a moment 
about what this wanton destruction does to the lives of the people who 
live here.



Christine McManus

I object to the above planning application because I disagree with many 
of the developer’s claims, some of which are definitely inaccurate.

* The developers claim a precedent has been established by repeatedly 
likening their proposals to other flatted developments along the road. 
However, their accompanying diagrams show that nowhere along 
Preston Road has such a large building been crammed into such a 
relatively small plot. Therefore, due to it’s close proximity, it 
compromises the light and privacy of existing residents. This 
contravenes NPPF guidelines.

* The ecological report the developers submitted was very inconclusive 
and inaccurate.  It claims an Ariel Survey showed no ponds within 250 
metres of the proposed site and therefore no amphibians likely to be 
foraging. Our pond, less than 10 metres away, is full of amphibians. 
(proof was supplied at Initial meeting). This is yet another possibility of 
guidelines being ignored re nature conservation.

* The developers include a daylight survey. How can a building, much 
larger and only 8metres away from the South facing windows of the 
house next door, not adversely affect the light entering the house?

 Are these surveys merely paying lip service to requirements? Does 
anyone with relevant knowledge actually check their validity? 

* The developer’s misleading diagrams claim the rear bungalow will only 
see the ridge of the new roof. This is also untrue. The large back 
windows of the top flats will overlook the garden and bedrooms of the 
bungalow. (proof at previous meeting)

* The developers claim to be making the best use of available land, but 
this is a gross overdevelopment of the site. There would be little outdoor 
space for potential residents. The excessively large car park would add 
to road flooding. The extra cars crossing the footpath would increase the 
likelihood of a serious accident. 

*   The NPPF promote maintaining an area’s prevailing character, 
enhancing local identity. The developers claim their building fulfils these 
obligations. 

However, the latest block of flats hasn’t sold after more than a year. 
Obviously not the best use of land! Definitely not enhancing the local 



area with a huge tarmac car park at the front and permanent sale 
boards.

Previously, blocks have been attractive, have had sufficient inside and 
outside space to meet the needs of the elderly residents and ensure 
their wellbeing. They supported requirement for strong, healthy 
communities.

Preston Road doesn’t need more flats that are not fit for purpose just 
because developers want to cram in as many as possible regardless of 
suitability.

The developers should ‘properly’ decrease the number of flats and 
building size in order to comply with NPPF guidelines to make best use 
of land and protect neighbouring amenities.



Linda Brown

My objections are twofold :-

A. The height of the proposed block of apartments; I would like a further 
reduction in height

B. The number of apartments; I would like five apartments in the block.

Character of Area and the Future
The above development should be a positive addition to the attractive 
tree lined Preston Road, with its varied styled houses and bungalows 
inter dispersed with several infill apartment blocks that are an 
appropriate scale to the size of their plots, except one 38 Preston Road 
which like the proposed is a cramped development supporting a large 
tarmac car park. Not surprisingly, completed Summer 2019- only one 
sold Nov 2019.  It is worrying that should the Council’s future planning 
be to demolish every detached house that comes up for sale with ever 
more dominating blocks of apartments Preston Road will no longer be 
that “attractive tree lined road”. Is that the Council’s Future Policy Plan? 
The reduction in scale and number of flats to the proposed block was 
welcomed but still when looking out of the back windows of 4 Furzy 
Close, the roof of the existing bungalow can be clearly seen despite the 
rising land to the rear, which means the windows of the first and second 
floors of the proposed block will have an uninterrupted view into their 
home. This doesn’t happen quite so overbearingly on the other 
developments along Preston Road as they have substantially longer rear 
gardens. Reducing the number of apartments to five would take away a 
floor, the block would then be an appropriate scale to the plot size, the 
roof line in keeping with the neighbouring houses and so have a 
minimum impact on existing residents. 

Highway Safety Issues
Preston Road is:-
A. An all year round busy approach road to Weymouth 
B. A bus route for No 4, 4a, 5, 201, X54.
C. Used by cyclists and pedestrians, locals and visitors.
By reducing the number of flats to five the impact on an already busy 
approach road would be minimized, pedestrians, often families, and 
cyclists who Dorset Council are encouraging to “walk and cycle” down to 
the beach would stay as it is, a free flowing safe approach road into 
Weymouth for everybody



Adam Keene

The proposals are contrary to Policies SUS2, ENV16, COM7, HOUS 3 
and HOUS4 of the Adopted Plan 2015, detrimental to the character and 
appearance of the area and harmful to the residential amenities of its 
neighbours. The Biodiversity report submitted is inaccurate, there is a 
pond within 250m of the development site and so the proposals could 
affect nature conservation. 

The LPA rely on the lack of a 5 year land supply to recommend 
approval, this is the wrong approach to take in justifying the proposals 
and does not outweigh the material harm caused to character and 
amenity. It is inconceivable that the LPA found the previous proposals 
for 8 x 2 bedroom flats unacceptable and yet the insignificant reduction 
to the size of the building and parking area in the current proposals now 
acceptable? The LPA’s objections in relation to the previous scheme still 
stand. 

The proposals are harmful for the following reasons- 

Overlooking (privacy)- The ‘Juliet’ balconies and windows result in 
harmful views of 4 Furzy Close. The minimum accepted distance 
between the 2 properties at 2 or 3 storey height is 21m, the proposed is 
20m. 

Loss of light- The light survey shows that the levels of light received 
only just meet the BRE guidelines for what is considered acceptable. 
The accuracy of this survey is contested and if time allowed 58 would 
have submitted their own evidence to show the contrary. A decision 
should be deferred for this additional evidence to be commissioned and 
considered. The photos attached to this statement clearly show the 
garden area of 58 and how the proposed flats will desecrate the amount 
of light and sunlight received to what is currently a well-used and 
pleasant area. 

Outlook- The photographs show the south facing aspect of the garden 
and 56; demonstrating how replacing this subservient bungalow with a 
large 3 storey block of flats will be seen from 58. The increase in scale 
and volume of building in this position will severely affect the outlook of 
58. 



Traffic- Six additional households will result in increased traffic which 
would compromise the safety of pedestrians and other road users. The 
proximity to 2 bus stops is dangerous.

Scale and character- The replacement of a bungalow with a 3 storey 
development adjacent to a single domestic scale, two storey house is 
harmful and out of character. The loss of trees and shrubs is substantial 
and will permanently change the verdant setting of the site and how it is 
seen in the streetscene. 

Residential intensity- Preston Road cannot absorb any more multiple 
occupancy buildings and the site cannot accommodate for the needs 
associated with 6 additional dwellings and the increase from 137m2 to 
782m2 (+571%).



Stuart McHardy

I am writing to confirm that I am fully in favour of the planning application 
to redevelop 56, Preston Road, Weymouth into 7 apartments.

Firstly there are already several similar properties of this type of design 
which have received planning approval and having been built do not in 
any way detract from the other properties in this road.

Secondly the development will bring a much needed financial impact on 
the local area. It is likely to employ local Weymouth people, as well as 
the income to local shops from the new residents.

Lastly having reviewed the concerns expressed, I believe that the 
various reports from the appropriate bodies has adequately answered 
them.

Jonathan Pickard
I am writing to whoever is concerned regarding the proposed 
development of the above address. 

I fail to understand how planning can be refused due to the already 
completed developments from single dwellings to flats that have been 
permitted along that road ,and that the above mentioned site also has 
had highways approval already agreed, and the number of units has 
already been reduced.
 
I feel that I had to express my thoughts as I see no reason why they 
should not grant planning permission.

Claire Woodcock
I am writing to express my strong support and agreement with the 
proposed development of seven, much needed, dwellings on the 
abovementioned site.  

This is a sustainable location in an area that would hugely benefit from 
such a regeneration and would encourage others to upgrade in a similar 
way, bringing economic growth and improvement to the whole area.
I look forward to hearing a positive outcome in relation to this site.



Cllr Tony Ferrari (Dorset Council - Littlemoor and Preston)

I am the ward Councillor for this location on both the Town Council and Dorset 
Council.  I object to the application.

The principle of conversion of single family homes into multiple dwellings is 
well established on Preston Road.  The concern with this application is not the 
principle but the scale of development.

There are issues that exist with the current dwelling but these are enormously 
magnified because of the size of the development, replacing one dwelling with 
7.  As I am limited to 450 words I will address some of them.

Vehicles exiting this site onto Preston Road represent a traffic hazard.  The 
view from the drive up the hill is limited.  High speed traffic could reach an 
exiting vehicle before it could clear the near carriageway when turning right.  A 
vehicle exiting turning left will be a slow moving obstacle to a fast descending 
vehicle.  This problem exists with the current house occupants.  It is likely to 
be 7 times worse with this number of dwellings.  The fewer dwellings, the 
lower the risk.

The building is built right up to the boundaries to the north and south and 
extends further back on the plot towards the houses behind compared to the 
house it replaces.  It is a storey higher than the building that precedes it and 
the adjacent neighbours.  The application makes note of earlier permission to 
develop a block of flats at number 58.  That permission was never built but it 
was in substance the same height as the existing house so this block is a 
storey taller.

The bulk and height of this new proposal would be extremely intrusive looking 
down, or perhaps it should be described as looming over, the adjacent 
properties on all sides.  There is a huge issue of intrusion and loss of privacy.  
These flats will look down into the windows and gardens of the houses that 
surround it.

I believe the key problems with this proposal are simply the result of the scale.  
A building which matched the height of surrounding homes and had fewer flats 
would be less intrusive and safer and would be worthy of support.  This one is 
too large.

I recommend that the committee reject the application.



Gary House - Director of Nylo Homes Ltd (Applicant)

Hello, my name is Gary House and I am the director of Nylo Homes Ltd, 
the applicant for this application. Nylo homes are well established 
property developers based in Dorset and currently building at various 
sites within the county including a 23 units scheme at 66 Dorchester Rd, 
Weymouth. 

We acquired 56 Preston Rd last year and appointed award winning 
David James architects to design an attractive scheme which we believe 
would be a positive contribution to the community and a betterment to 
the street scene if approved. 

We, along with our consultants have worked very hard with the planning 
officers and his consultees over the last 9 months, we have listened, 
respected and overcome any potential harm to vehicular and pedestrian 
movements, Trees and ecology on site and amenity to our neighbours. 

Members, you will hear a number of negative comments from objectors 
today- covering almost every negative claim that can be said against a 
proposed development. You may hear that we have mislead, lied or 
abused the planning system. This is simply untrue and very 
disappointing to hear.

You may today hear or have previous read neighbouring objections 
stating that the development has windows which directly overlook elderly 
residents and children’s bedrooms or a swimming pool Again, this is 
untrue. Your officer has confirmed that there would be no significant 
adverse impact on any of the neighbouring properties sufficient to 
warrant refusal of permission.

There may be concern over other flats already for sale in the road or 
other sites already approved and yet to be developed but that is quite 
normal and gives those seeking new homes a wider choice. 

We sympathise that change can be difficult to accept but every flat, 
bungalow or house we live in was once a previous planning application 
and construction site. 

We build desirable high-quality homes and if approved today, this 
scheme will commence later this year creating economic benefits to the 
area in this uncertain time. I thank you for your time and hope you 
support your officer’s recommendation to approve this application.



Neil McKeon - Agent

My name is Neil McKeon and I am a Senior Planning Consultant at Pure 
Town Planning, speaking on behalf of the applicant. 

The proposal for a reduced 7unit scheme follows a withdrawn 
application for 8 units in 2019. Having met the Officer on site, concerns 
were raised in respect of the scale of the building and the potential 
impact on amenity of 58 Preston Road and 4 Furzy Close. It was agreed 
the best approach would be a revised application which addressed these 
specific objections, working in collaboration with Officers. 

The height and massing of the 2nd floor rear projection has been 
considerably reduced. This fundamental change has two impacts. 
Firstly, the front elevation ridge line and gables have been lowered, 
which are more reflective of their neighbouring properties in the Preston 
Road streetscene. Secondly, the reduced massing to the rear 
safeguards against any harmful impact upon the privacy and amenity of 
58 Preston Road or 4 Furzy Close. The application is supported by a 
Daylight Impact Report, demonstrating that the reduced height, reduced 
front and rear projections and absence of windows to this northern 
elevation prevents the building appearing overbearing to No. 58. The 
existing 8m gap between side elevations is retained. A similar 
arrangement is seen to No. 54, which the Officer’s Report confirms will 
not impact their privacy or amenity. 

The amended rear elevation removes the previously proposed rear 
gable and upper floor balcony, whilst also setting the building further 
away from the shared boundary to 4 Furzy Close. There is no outdoor 
space which can overlook the eastern neighbour. The plans create a 20-
22m separation to 4 Furzy Close, which not only prevents the building 
from being overtly visible, but also safeguards the privacy and amenity 
of both properties. 

Despite objections from properties on the western side of Preston Road 
in regard to potential overlooking, it is noted that said properties are 
positioned between 55m and 74m from the proposal, set behind an 
established tree-lined boundary, providing only glimpsed views of the 
building. 



The revised application has the support of the Highway Authority. 
Following extensive consultation in respect of landscaping and trees, the 
Tree Officer fully supports the revised proposal, establishing that the 
neighbouring and protected trees on site will be unaffected by the 
proposal.

This high quality development is a product of extensive collaboration 
with Officers. All aspects of the withdrawn application have been 
addressed. The proposal is respectful of the Preston Road streetscene, 
the character of the area and neighbouring amenity – resulting in the full 
support of respective Planning, Highways, Trees and Biodiversity 
Officers.

With this recommendation in mind, I ask that you please take this into 
consideration and offer your support today.


