
APPEAL DECISIONS (FOR INFORMATION)

APP/F2605/A/14/2228737:  COLKIRK:  "Azure", Market Hill:  Appeal by Mr. & Mrs. 
Cram against a grant of planning permission subject to conditions,  The condition 
required a scheme of planting to mitigate the visual impact of the dwelling 
Reference:  3PL/2014/0252/F
Decision:  The appeal allowed and planning permission varied to delete Condition 1.
Summary:  The Inspector considered the main issue to be whether the condition was 
necessary and reasonable having regard to the living conditions of the occupiers of 
Lawrence House.  The Inspector concluded that there would be no significant 
adverse impact if the condition were removed due to the modest increase in height 
compared with the originally approved plans, the separation distance, orientation and 
mitigating effect of the timber fence. 

APP/F2605/A/14/2227539:  NECTON:  Land adjacent to 25 Chantry Court:  Appeal 
by A.C. Williamson & Son against the refusal of planning permission for the 
conduction of two new two-bedroom house:
Reference:  3PL/2014/0776/F
Decision:  Appeal dismissed
Summary:  The Inspector concluded that the introduction of two storey buildings into 
the street scene would be at odds with, and harmful to, the character and 
appearance of the surrounding area.  The proposal would have an adverse effect on 
the living conditions of occupants of No. 25 by virtue of its excessive presence over 
the adjacent shallow back garden.

APP/F2605/E/14/2211363:  DEREHAM:  3 London Road:  Appeal by Gorgate 
Limited against refusal of planning permission for residential development, 
comprising 7 new apartments and one replacement apartment and a car parking 
court, following demolition of the existing building.
Reference:  3PL/2013/0625/F
Decision:  Appeal dismissed
Summary:  The Inspector concluded that the development would not preserve or 
enhance the character and appearance of the Conservation Area.  The Inspector 
supported the Highway Authority view that some widening of the northern end of the 
footway would be required.  No evidence was provided to set aside the requirement 
of policies in respect of provision of affordable housing

APP/F2605/A/14/2227309:  GRESSENHALL:  Land at Chequers Lane:  Appeal by 
Mr. & Mrs. Greenwood against the refusal of planning permission for residential 
development (2 dwellings)  
Reference:  3PL/2014/0461/O
Decision:  Appeal dismissed
Summary:  The Inspector concluded that the site was not in an unsustainable 
location, the effect of the development on the character and appearance of the area 
or the setting of the village would not be such as would warrant dismissal of the 
appeal.  However, it was not demonstrated that safe and suitable access could be 
achieved without loss of or harm to the tree.



APP/F2605/A/14/2212506:  APP/F2605/A/14/2212514:  APP/F2605/A/14/2212523:  
APP/F2605/A/14/2212530:  APP/F2605/A/14/2212533:  APP/F2605/A/14/2212533:  
STOW BEDON:  Breckland Farm Site, Land near Breckles Heath:  Appeals by 
Traditional Norfolk Poultry Limited against refusal of planning permission for:-
Appeals A, B & C:  retrospective applications to retain Spanish-type polytunnel, 
retention of associated feed silo, water tank and access road and turning area
References:  3PL/2013/0733, 0736 and 0737
Appeals D & E:  retrospective applications to retain 2 small poultry arcs in moveable 
locations within roaming area and associated feed silo.
References:  3PL/2013/0731 and 0730
Decision:  Appeals dismissed
Summary:  The Inspector concluded that the two main issues were the effect of the 
traffic movements generated by the uses on (i) the visual character of Peddars Way 
and minor roads between the appeal sites and the A1075 and (ii) on the amenity 
value of these routes for recreational users and on highway safety and  whether 
there would be harmful effects on the Breckland Special Protection Area and the 
Special Area of Conservation.
The Inspector was unable to conclude that the developments would be unlikely to 
have any significant effects on European protected sites.  Further Appeals A, B and 
C together and appeals D and E together, and even more so when these groups are 
combined, would harm the rural character of the area and its enjoyment by 
recreational users as a result of tractor and trailer movements along the Peddars 
Way and Great Hockham Road.


