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4. even if the Council pertains it is valid to assess a bike shed in relation to
this set of guidelines, the proposed bike shed will not be detrimental to
neighbourhood amenity and character as:

a) it will not be visible from the street

b) there are numerous other similar structures already in existence in the
neighbourhood, which are visible from the street, as well as those which are
not visible from the street. There are bike sheds, garden sheds and bin sheds
which can already be seen and our shed — while not even visible -~ would be
of a similar wood material to those already in existence and already approved
by the City Council Planning Department.

| draw your attention in particular to 48 Craiglea Drive where planning
permission was submitted for a bike shed, which similar to ours, would not be
seen from the road to due to an established hedge. Planning permission for
this bike shed was granted on appeal and thereby sets a precedent.

Other examples already in existence include:

28 St Clair Terrace ~ garden shed - visible

15 St Clair Terrace — bike shed — visible

6 Plewlands Terrace -~ bike shed - visible

3 St Ninians Terrace ~ bin shed ~ visible

133 Craiglea Drive - bin shed ~ visible

107 Craiglea Drive - large garden shed - visible
29 Craiglea Drive — bike shed ~ visible

93 Craiglea Drive — bike shed — visible

51 Mormingside Drive - bike shed - visible

5. Given the above, contrary to the Council assertion, our proposal can be
seen to positively harmonise with the existing local area.
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Having addressed the Council’s reasons for refusing permission, we
would like to draw your attention to elements of the Edinburgh City
L.ocal Plan which are supportive to our proposal.

In the ‘Strategy’ section of the Plan one of the Key Drivers for Change is to
achieve ‘A More Sustainable City’ through reducing carbon emissions from
motorised transport. indeed the plan states “The planning system has a key
role to play in ensuring that growth is sustainable, in reducing carbon
emissions to manageable levels and in minimising other adverse
environmental effects of development.”

By refusing convenient, suitable storage of commuters’ bicycles the planning
department can be seen to be acting against this stated aim. By approving
cycle storage, similar to that which has already been approved for other local
households, the Council will be enabling residents to reduce carbon
emissions by commuting on bicycle.

In ‘Chapter 9: Transport’ the following objective is stated:

= To minimise the detrimental effects of traffic and parking on
communities and the environment.

The plan further states:

9.2 Edinburgh is a compact city which has managed to sustain relatively high
fevels of public transport use, walking and cycling compared to other cities.
Walking and cycling to the city centre and other places of work are reasonable
options for many people living in its more central housing areas.

9.4 The consequences of excessive car use and dependency are well known,
in terms of congestion and deteriorating air quality, and for the economy, the
environment and people who do not have access to a car. An improved
transport system based on sustainable alternatives to the car is therefore a
high priority for Edinburgh, to tackle congestion, enable everyone to have the
best possible access lo jobs and essential services and provide wider
connections of a quality befitting Edinburgh’s role as a capital city and
gateway into Scotland. This is the central objective of the Council's Local
Transport Strategy, which proposes continued investment in public transport,
walking and cycling and in particular a tram network for the main movement
corridors.

By choosing to commute {o the city centre by bicycle we are positively
contributing to the preservation of the conservation area and the wider
community by not producing carbon monoxide emissions and not using fuel.
To support us in doing this the Council needs to allow convenient storage
which is secure and does not require taking wet bicycles through a house on
a rainy day.
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Further, one of the residents works for the City Council who not only
encourage biking to work but also encourage biking to tings and between
Council venues which this resident has undertaken on behalf of the Council -
both to reduce travel costs and avoid contributing to emissions. The Council
should therefore be supportive of such efforts by allowing convenient and
secure bicycle storage, which in this case would not even visible to other
residents and passers-by.

The plan continues:
Policy Tra & - Private Cycle Parking

Planning permission will be granted for development where the cycle parking
and storage provision to be made complies with the standards set out in
supplementary planning guidance.

9.15 The provision of adequate cycle parking and storage facilities is
important in meeting the objective of the Local Transport Strategy to increase
the proportion of journeys made by cycle. The Council's parking standards set
out the required levels of provision of cycle parking and storage facilities in
housing developments and a range of non-residential developments.

Policy Tra 6 - Design of Off-Street Car and Cycle Parking

Cycle parking should similarly be provided close to entrances, preferably in
covered and secure locations, to encourage cycle use.

9.30 Encouragement of walking and cycling is at the heart of government and
Council proposals to promote more sustainable travel, improve health and
provide equally for people who for whatever reason do not own a car.

As the Council considers cycle parking an important facility for residents of
new housing developments, so too it should consider the needs of residents
in older properties. Just as residents in new properties or offices are neither
expected to leave their bikes on the street, not to carry them through their
property to store them, likewise residents of older, terraced properties should
be allowed off-street, convenient storage which is similar to that already in use
by other residents in surrounding properties.

In addition we draw your attention to the Local Transport Strategy which our
proposal is also supportive of.

Local Transport Strategy 2007-12

4.3Cycling
BACKGROUND

Cycling shares many of the advantages of walking; it is cheap, healthy, and
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does not pollute. Cyclists need very little space and cycling facilities are
relatively inexpensive.

Since 1999, the proportion of all trips made in the City by Edinburgh
residents by bicycle has risen by an eighth, while accidents involving
cyclists have reduced. However, cycle trips, still account for less than 2%
of all trips made, although the percentage of trips to work are up from
1.8% to 3.1%. Edinburgh'’s travel patterns, and experience elsewhere,
suggest there is huge potential for further growth. Increasing cycle use can
reduce pollution and congestion whilst having positive benefits in terms of
health. Increased cycle use is also likely to benefit businesses in the city
centre and traditional local shopping centres, as they are much more
accessible by cycle than out of town stores.

OBJECTIVE
To ensure that cycling is an attractive, safe and secure option for all short and
medium distance journeys.

By approving our proposal the Council is supporting the above objective. By
refusing our proposal the Council is acting against this proposal.

Cycle 12
The Council will take active measures to encourage cycling through marketing
and training.

If the Council is spending budget on actively encouraging cycling, it is then
acting against this budgetary spend by refusing our bike shed.

in summary we make the following points:

~ we are not proposing to act against the Council's objective of “ensuring
that new development is of the highest design guality and respects,
safeguards and enhances the special character of the city”

- we are positively helping to “ensure that the city develops in an integrated
and sustainable manner”

~ there is no published guidance on bike sheds on the Council website and
when we enquired about this prior to making the app ma%wrs the Planning
Department confirmed there is no written guidance on this topic

- by refusing this bike shed the Council is acting against its policy as an
employer and acting against its own budgetary spend to encourage biking
to work, and for work, by not facilitating safe and convenient storage of

bicycles.

Appeal against planning decision re 11/02405/FUL Page 7 of 7




