
 

LATE REPRESENTATIONS FOR COMMITTEE 

 
Committee Date: 6th June 2019 

App No:  SL/2019/0207 

Site Address:  27 Kirkstone Close, Kendal  

Proposal:   Two storey rear extension 

 

Applicant Representation  

Due to myself and Gary not been able to attend the committee meeting on Thursday 

please can this be circulated to the committee members on our behalf.  

The extension would provide us with a third much needed bedroom and dining space, 

we have applied for this application as our family is growing and we are desperate for 

extra space. This would enable our 2 year old daughter to have her own bedroom. We 

are a young family on a low income and see this as a great opportunity to provide our 

growing family with a suitably sized home in a nice area of Kendal.  

By doing this we would also be providing an affordable 3 bedroom house in Kendal 

which would be much needed for future buyers in years to come.  

The extension will only protrude 1 metre beyond our neighbour’s properties on our right 

hand side. We have changed our plans due to the objection from our adjoining 

neighbour at number 26 so that the window in the dining room was moved from the left 

hand side to the right hand side to ensure that there was no issues with privacy, since 

the amendments number 26 have said they have no further objections, we are also not 

aware of any objections whatsoever from our other immediate neighbours at number 

28.  

Our extension would not stop sunlight from entering our neighbouring properties 

gardens, the cause of this is the overhanging trees from the back of Asda Supermarket. 

Also there would be no privacy issues whatsoever regarding the upstairs bedroom as 

there is no side windows, we would be looking directly in to Asda's yard.  On Kirkstone 

Close all the houses are staggered and not much privacy has been given to the 

properties when built.  

The concerns regarding the appearance of the building would not affect any 

neighbouring properties in any way due to us solely overlooking Asda's yard hence no 

other properties overlooking us.  



We have lived in this property since it was first built in 2005 and have lots of great 

memories, we don't envisage moving as we love our house, it is also in the vicinity of 

our son’s school. 

 

Neighbours/Other 

Since the Committee Report was published there has been 4 additional representations 

from respondents who are either previous neighbours to 27 Kirkstone Close or from 

addresses within the locality but do not currently directly neighbour 27 Kirkstone Close. 

Further comments relate to the following matters: 

Neighbours: 

 As a previous owner of 26 Kirkstone Close Kendal, of 7 years, I would like to 

support this application. I don’t believe from living next door No.26 (attached) the 

planning extension would cause any issues to the neighbouring houses I think it 

would be a good idea. This will help a family continue to live in Kendal at an 

affordable price. 

 As a previous owner of a neighbouring property I fully support the application to 

extend. After living next door for several years it soon became clear that extra 

space would be needed due to a growing family. This is an opportunity for them 

to gain additional space, giving each of their young children a room of their own, 

without needing to relocate off a sort after, popular estate.  

 Whilst I fully support the building of affordable housing, I feel that there is a need 

for more 3 bedroomed affordable houses in the South Lakeland area, in order to 

accommodate growing families on a low income. I support the application for the 

erection of a two-storey extension at 27 Kirkstone Close. This couple, who have 

a son and daughter, are now struggling to live in the property, and the creation of 

extra living space downstairs and an extra bedroom upstairs would be of 

enormous benefit to them, enabling them to create a dining area downstairs and 

a much needed bedroom for their two year old daughter upstairs.  

 I have previously lived in this row of houses (No 29) and whilst ownership of one 

is an amazing opportunity for local couples, we had to move out when we 

became the parents of twins, as the house was too cramped for our needs. 

Because of the 70/30 clause, and having to sell for a fixed price, we lost money 

when we sold, which as a new family, was a bitter blow. To allow a growing 

family to make their existing house more sufficient for their needs seems a 

sensible option. Number 27 has a lager footprint in the back garden (and front 

parking area) than the house that I used to live in, and having heard the plans I 

can see what benefits it would bring them. 

There has always been low light in the rear of number 29, purely due to the 

overly tall spruce trees on Asda land backing up to the property, and whilst the 

occupants of the garden can see into number 28’s and 30’s garden (especially 



when number 30 installed full length French doors in place of a window (and vice 

versa) I have never had any sight of 27. I would like to add that, now living 

elsewhere on the estate, that the planners and house builders gave little 

consideration to privacy and lines of sight, as I can now see into about 10 of my 

neighbour’s gardens, living in one of the taller town houses. You do not buy a 

house on this estate if you are very keen on privacy or of sitting in the sun.  

 

Officer’s comments  

It is the Officer’s opinion that the responses received do not raise further material 
planning considerations. No further comment or alteration to the report or reason for 
refusal is therefore proposed. 
 


