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Dear Emily,
Regarding Planning Application Ref: 140557/F0/2023 - Response to comments

Thank you for the time spent reviewing our application, our overall ambition for this low intervention
application is to ensure we are adhering to the planning requirements and maintaining / enhancing the
look and feel of this building and of the area. We believe with the below approach we are achieving this
and do not feel the progress of this development should be prevented any further.

We appreciate your commitment to preserving the historic character of the buildings surrounding Linley
House. However it is worth considering that Linley house is not a listed building; it was built in 1963 as a
home for the North West Electric Board and it has a very different and non-decorative character than
the heritage buildings of the conservation area. Due to its position, the building is hidden from the main
road (Portland Street) and it’s visible only when walking down Dickinson Street. Additionally, due to the
T shape of the building, the proposed louvres are only visible from a certain point from Dickinson street
and they are not within the same vista as the surrounding listed buildings. While we understand the
ambition of decorative screens, we do not think this is an appropriate implementation and we firmly
believe that our proposal is in keeping with the existing building and that it enhances the aesthetic of
the area (by reducing the total surface area of louvres on the facade).

Regarding the policies you mentioned, each emphasizes the importance of preserving or enhancing
heritage assets. Our proposal, which reduces the number of louvres and improves their configuration,
aligns with these objectives. By streamlining the louvre design, we believe we are actively enhancing the
heritage character of Linley House and its surroundings.

Currently, Linley House features existing louvres, albeit in a non-uniform configuration in its existing
condition. Our proposal aims to rationalise and improve this arrangement by using consistent like-for-
like louvres, thereby minimizing any visual disruption. This approach will not worsen the condition of the
surroundings; rather, it will create a more cohesive appearance.

In response to the various applications you referenced, we would like to clarify the distinctions:

1. Application 136539/F0/2023: This application involved replacing windows with louvres on a
more exposed site. In contrast, our project seeks to add windows while rationalising/reducing
existing louvres, thus enhancing the look of the building.

1. Application 140165/F0O/2024: This application focused on replacing windows and doors with
louvres at street level, which has a more significant impact. Our proposal is less intrusive, as it
focuses solely on improving the existing louvres at the upper floors.

2. Application CDN/23/0429: This is not comparable to our situation, as it involves new
developments.

3. Application 137413/FO/2023 (Manchester Central): Similarly, this case is not relevant to our
proposal.

The proposal of this application is to replace the existing louvres with new louvres of matching aesthetic
on the floors that this application relates to, ensuring a cohesive visual impact. Installing decorative
screens only on select louvres would detract from the overall aesthetic and is not a feasible solution with
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existing tenants. To showcase the minimal impact of our proposal we have prepared some quick
photoshop studies of the street view as before and after (attached to this email).

In response to the Environmental Health Services inquiry about ‘Hann Tucker's report and findings’, we
have included our detailed response in the attached document. As demonstrated, we believe that the
testing data we are using is more in tune with the reality of the local area, however, we appreciate that
we still need to implement intervention and therefore are more than willing to introduce some acoustic
jackets to our external units to achieve this. We trust this is an acceptable position and compromise for
the development.

QOverall, | think it’s important to understand the initial reason for the application — ‘to improve the overall
aesthetics of the fagade by reducing the number of louvres as a whole which will aid in providing a more
feasible internal layout to future tenants’. We hope this clarification demonstrates the thoughtful nature
of our proposal and its alignment with the preservation goals for the area.

Yours faithfully,

Andrew McCann
Creative Director
Morey Smith Limited
andrew@morey.co.uk
07771 711937

cc

Angela Leckie, angela.leckie@manchester.gov.uk
James Locke, james.locke@castleforge.com
Murat Mullali, mmullali@quartzprojectservices.com
Joe Walsh, jwalsh@quartzprojectservices.com
Barry Adams, barry@morey.co.uk

Eva Aetopoulou, eva@morey.co.uk

Moiz Khan, moiz@morey.co.uk
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