
 
APPLICATION NO: 17/02402/CONDIT OFFICER: Miss Michelle Payne 

DATE REGISTERED: 8th January 2018 DATE OF EXPIRY : 5th March 2018 

WARD: Benhall/The Reddings PARISH:  

APPLICANT: Mr Harry Madeley 

LOCATION: Ragged Stone, Old Reddings Road, Cheltenham 

PROPOSAL: Variation of condition 2 (approved plans) on planning permission ref. 15/01673/FUL to 
allow for an increase in parapet heights 

 
 

REPRESENTATIONS 
 

Number of contributors  9 
Number of objections  9 
Number of representations 0 
Number of supporting  0 

 
   

19 Allington Drive 
Bristol 
BS30 7AS 
 

 

Comments: 13th December 2017 
You have given permission to the original plans now they want more. I object on the grounds that 
it will block the view from 10 old reddings close. If they get this planning permission, what next 
even bigger. Enough is enough 
 
   

Crossways 
Old Reddings Road 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 6RZ 
 

 

Comments: 2nd January 2018 
Letter attached.   
 
   

6 Rowan Way 
Up Hatherley 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 3YF 
 

 

Comments: 28th December 2017 
After visiting the site overall the building is not in keeping with the area and is an eyesore. It is not 
being built in the manner in which planning permission was granted. 
 
It is evident that they have already increased the height of the building despite being told not to 
proceed any further with work until this has been resolved. They have done substantial work on 
the build in the hope/anticipation that as it will cost them a lot of money to reduce the height back 
to the original plan the council will agree the new plan - this appears to be a blatant breach of the 
planning regulations. 



Looking at the dates on the plans, these were drawn up over two years ago surely the architects 
who designed the property and those approving them must have seen/known that the original 
height would not be sustainable. 
 
Not only do the new plans show an increase in the height of the building, but an increase in the 
height in the steel flue. The doors in section A have changed. Plus cladding has been added to 
section C - this was not highlighted on the original plan and the cladding they have already put on 
is black bricks which makes the building look awful and unsightly. The view for the neighbours is 
horrendous. 
 
What the plans to do not show is just how close to the neighbours' fences the property has been 
placed, it is not just near, it is right up against the fences/trees. 
 
My other concern is that with all of this new hard standing, where will any excess water drain 
away to? This piece of land and the neighbours is renowned for flooding in the winter. The roof is 
flat and there are pipes coming out of it. I am guessing this is to ensure that the water drains 
away - but again where is it supposed to be draining away to? Should an adjacent property 
become flooded which had not done so in previous years until this hideous building was erected I 
assume I can sue the owners for any damage caused by the flood water? 
 
 
   

Greenfields 
Old Reddings Road 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 6RZ 
 

 

Comments: 14th December 2017 
Objection due to  
- increase in visual impact from our property, 
- loss of privacy affecting our property. 

 
Also a negative effect on our home's resale value 
 
   

17 Old Reddings Close 
The Reddings 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 6SD 
 

 

Comments: 30th December 2017 
I am writing in response to your letter dated 11 December 2017 which outlines the variation of 
condition 2 (approved plans) ref: 15/01673/FUL to allow for an increase in parapet heights to the 
construction in the garden of Ragged Stone, Old Reddings Road, Cheltenham. 
 
I am lodging an objection and feel the raising of the parapet heights unacceptable as the extra 
25cm (10 inches) in height will have serious visual impact to neighbours living in close proximity 
with not only the design of the building but more importantly the height. The materials used in this 
build is already proving to be out of character with surrounding properties. I understand the 
reason outlined for the new height is for larger roof supports, but again, as throughout this 
process find the information to hand to be misleading and has masked the reason and extent of 
proposed changes. The updated diagram or "slight amendment" suggests to reinforce the roof 
structure BUT beg to ask the question why was a serious design error/fault passed the scrutiny of 
planning officers at application stage or by building inspectors during the build. 
 



 I am concerned at the lack of transparency throughout the process of this development and as a 
resident who will be affected by the lasting effects of this construction, wondering what else the 
applicants to the new build will impose on those living close by. So far and contrary to the report 
submitted by SF Planning of 12 Royal Crescent, who stated the development along with the final 
landscaping planned would not have a negative impact on the landscape. They also stated the 
dwelling will sit relatively low within the site and will have a height and mass that will be 
unobtrusive, they add, given its single storey nature will ensure the development is well screened 
with a high quality contemporary design that will compliment and respect existing development in 
the area.  
 
This is not the case, in fact from our view it looks like an industrial building which would fit more 
comfortably on a farm. Residents feel strongly that since the build started the applicants have 
kept us in the dark about proposed changes to planning and have demonstrated to be 
underhanded giving no consideration to residents, flouted planning consent, roughshod over 
planning rules and not complying to building consent conditions resulting in numerous 
complaints. As you may be aware the roof is almost complete.  
 
When it was first realised the height exceeded planning consent the builders were told to carry on 
regardless employing a roofing firm to go on site to finish. It is felt they carried on completing the 
roof regardless of planning permission knowing it would be passed. If planning officers find this 
acceptable then why ask if we have an objection? Surely if the flouting of planning laws be 
allowed to win Cheltenham Borough Planning controls will lose integrity? I am now wondering 
what else they are proposing to do which will increase visual impact making the development 
more unacceptable.  
 
We have yet to witness what they will do with the hedgerow on the east aspect of the boundary 
fence which has been in situ for 40 years or more. If this mature vegetation is allowed to be 
removed it will further expose the building to the whole surrounding area. As residents of 
Reddings Close are only too aware they underhandedly do work to change an outlook to suit 
themselves before getting permission. An example of this is they completely destroyed an 
orchard which had significant visual impact and also made out they had rear access to their 
property. During this process they were rude to some residents and kept insisting that we had to 
move our cars to accommodate them getting access to their garden, when in fact the plans of the 
area showed there was no rear access.  
 
  

8 Old Reddings Close 
The Reddings 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 6SD 
 

 

Comments: 28th December 2017 
Letter attached.   
 
Comments: 28th December 2017 
Letter attached.   
 
   

Roebuck 
Old Reddings Road 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 6RZ 
 

 

Comments: 10th January 2018 
Letter attached.   



 
   

11 Old Reddings Road 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 6SD 
 

 

Comments: 10th January 2018 
Letter attached.   
 
   

6 Rowan Way 
Up Hatherley 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 3YF 
 

 

Comments: 28th December 2017 
The building in question is not in keeping with the surroundings and is unsightly. The increase in 
height has done nothing to improve that. I am wondering where any water will drain away to as 
there is now a lot of hard stand. There are pipes coming out of the side of the building which are 
not on the plans so I have no way of identifying what they are for. They appear to have continued 
to carrying on working on the building in full knowledge that the height of the roof is in excess of 
what they were given planning permission for. 
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