
AGENDA ITEM 9 

SCHEDULE OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS   

Item. C: Page 38-45   

LOCATION: CARBROOKE: The Crown House, Meadow Lane

PROPOSAL: Erection of one bungalow

REFERENCE: 3PL/2018/0190/F

APPLICANT: Mr T Coppen

AUTHOR: Lisa O’Donovan

REPRESENTATIONS

An additional letter of representation has been received raising the following points:

 Raising concern regarding the Parish Council raising ‘no objection’ due to previous 
objections.

 Inaccuracies in the submission, namely:
- The application is stated as being partly within the Settlement Boundary when it is 

entirely outside.

Response: The application is partly inside the Settlement Boundary, please refer to 
presentation.

- The form states there are no trees or hedges.

Response: This is noted, however the Officer’s site visit is the opportunity to pick these 
issues up.  The plans clearly indicate the retention of the boundary hedging and a boundary 
screening condition has also been added to the permission to ensure that we can retain 
control over this.  There were no significant trees within 12 metres of the development to 
warrant a full Arboricultural Impact Assessment.

- Highway issues raised.

Response:  The application was sent to Norfolk County Council Highways Team for comment 
and they have raised no objection subject to conditions.

- There is no revised application form relating to one bungalow only.

Response:  There is no requirement to submit a revised planning application form following 
amendments.

- Conditions relating to turning and boundary hedging protection



Response: In terms of the turning area, the amended plans clearly indicate adequate space 
for turning and parking and the proposal has be built in accordance with these plans if 
approval is granted at Committee.  In addition, the Highways Authority has requested a 
condition to ensure that the access, parking and turning area is provided and retained.

Boundary screening/hedge retention – I will amend the boundary screening condition to one 
that requires full details to be agreed.

In relation to the infill comment, the application was originally for three dwellings which was 
considered an unacceptable form of development.  However, we cannot stop applications 
being submitted in the future.  Any further applications will be assessed on their own merits.


