


Invalid and Inconsistent Submission
Plans contradict each other on boundaries, cable routes and camera locations. Rights of
way have not been properly acknowledged. The heritage information is inaccurate. The
application is not robust enough for approval.

Policy Conflict
The proposal conflicts with multiple policies and statutory duties, including:

Sections 66 and 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act
1990 – requiring special regard to preserving the setting of listed buildings

NPPF Section 16 – which requires great weight to be given to conserving heritage
assets

Bristol Local Plan policies including:

BCS21 (high-quality design and protection of amenity)

BCS22 (conservation of heritage assets)

DM17 (protection of Important Open Space – development must be ancillary,
which 24/7 surveillance is not)

DM26, DM27, DM31 (heritage, character and landscape protection)

The applicant has not demonstrated an overriding public benefit nor considered less
harmful alternatives. As such, the proposal does not comply with adopted planning policy
and should be refused.

Conclusion

The proposal would cause clear and lasting harm to heritage, visual amenity, community
wellbeing, ecology, privacy and public access — without meaningful public benefit.

I therefore respectfully request refusal.
If permission were ever considered, it should only be temporary and subject to strict
conditions.

Thank you for considering my objection.

Yours faithfully,

Nimisha Birmingham




