
APPEALS SUMMARY- AUGUST 2019

3PL/2019/0005/HOU 24 Quebec Road (Rear extension)

DISMISSED

The key issues of consideration was the effect of the proposal on the living conditions of the 
occupiers of No 26 Quebec Road, with particular reference to visual impact, daylight and 
sunlight. The Inspector concluded that due to the siting, scale and depth of the extension the 
proposal would appear unacceptably overbearing when viewed from the neighbouring 
property. In addition, due to the orientation of the properties and tunnelling effect likely to be 
created by the proposal, there would be an unacceptable loss of both sunlight and daylight 
to the neighbouring property and would make the kitchen a significantly less pleasant place 
to use. The proposal would be contrary to Policy DC1 of the Core Strategy. The appeal was 
dismissed.

3PL/2018/1285 /HOU 8 Hale Road Necton (Extend the height of the boundary fence to 
a maximum height of 2.5m)

DISMISED

The key issue of consideration was the effect of the proposal on the living conditions of 
occupiers of no 6A Hale Road, with particular reference to visual impact, daylight and 
sunlight. The Inspector reasoned that due to the close proximity of the fence to the kitchen 
window and door, and height, length and design of the proposal the proposed increase in 
height of the fence would appear unacceptably overbearing when viewed from the 
neighbouring property. It would appear as an oppressive and significantly dominant 
structure. In addition to the orientation of the properties and tunnelling effect likely to be 
created by the proposal, there would be an unacceptable loss of both sunlight and daylight 
into the kitchen. The proposal would be contrary to Policy DC1 of the Core Strategy. The 
appeal was dismissed.

3PL/2018/1389/Hou Fields Den, Slough Lane, Attelborough (Construction of garage in 
front garden)

DISMISSED

The key issue of consideration is the effect on the character and appearance of the area. 
The appeal site lies within a group of dwellings along Slough Lane where garages are 
characteristically integrated into the design of the dwelling, to the side or in a forward 
projection. Detached garages are characteristically setback from the frontage. The proposed 
garage would be situated very close to the front boundary of the property. The Inspector 
reasoned that due to the scale, design and siting of the proposed garage that it would 
appear unacceptably prominent within the street scene. It would be out of keeping with the 
surrounding pattern and form of development, to the detriment of the character and 
appearance of the surrounding street scene contrary to Policies DC1 and DC16 of the Core 
Strategy 2009. The appeal was accordingly dismissed.



3PL/2018/1373/F 3 Fengate Drove, Weeting (Proposed replacement dwelling)

ALLOWED

The Inspector considered the main issues were (i) the effect on the character and 
appearance of the area and (ii) the living conditions of No 4 Fengate Drove with regard to 
privacy. There is a predominance of two storey dwellings in the area, including a limited 
number on the northern side of the highway adjacent to the bungalows that enclose the 
appeal site. The pairs of semi-detached bungalows are of charm with no common style, roof 
form or character. With other land uses and buildings in proximity, the street scene has 
mixed appearance. The Inspector concluded that the proposal would not appear out of 
keeping with the character of the area taken as a whole in terms of height or scale and 
would not harmfully affect the character and appearance of the area and would be compliant 
with policy DC16 of the Core Strategy. In terms of impact on number 4 Fengate Drive, the 
Inspector considered that the development would not cause harm to the living conditions of 
No 4 Fengate Drive. The appeal was accordingly allowed.

3PL/2017/1475/F Church Farm, Church Lane Gressenhall ( Change of use of land to 
camping site with shepherds huts, disabled pods, bell tents, tent pitches, internal 
road and parking areas, shower and toilet facilities, together with house and cart shed 
for site warden, landscaping and access)

DISMISSED

The main issue of consideration was the effect of the proposal on the character and 
appearance of the countryside. The Inspector concluded that the cumulative effect of the 
proposal including the proposed dwelling would represent a significant and harmful 
encroachment into the open countryside. The appeal site is an integral part of the 
countryside setting of Gressenhall and there is a clear physical and visual separation 
between the site and built up area of the village. The proposed development would contain a 
range of different elements spread thought the site, including permanent buildings, areas of 
hardstanding, the internal roadway, plus the new dwelling and cart shed. These elements, 
together with the presence of parked vehicles and other associated paraphernalia, would 
unacceptably result in the loss of the site’s open character and it would be harmful to the 
rural setting of the village.  The Inspector dismissed the proposal.

3PL/2017/0899/F- Erection of 7 single storey dwellings and garages/ carports. Green 
Lane/Mill Lane, Rockland All Saints NR17 1UA

ALLOWED

 The main issues area (i) Whether the proposed development would provide a suitable 
location for housing, having regard to accessibility of services and facilities in the area (ii) 
The effect of the proposed development on the character and appearance of the area and  
(iii) Whether the proposed development would be safe from flooding.

In terms of the location of the development, the appeal site lies adjacent to the settlement 
boundary for the village, and is therefore in the countryside for policy purposes. Rocklands 
has a village hall, primary school, post office community shop, pub, church, pavilion, play 
area and playing fields. These all lie within a short walking or cycling distance from the 



appeal site. Employment opportunities would exist at some of the local facilities, and wider 
opportunities in the settlement boundaries of Great Ellingham and Attleborough a short car 
journey away. The Inspector concluded in this respect the proposal would provide a suitable 
location for housing, having regard to the accessibility of services and facilities in the area. In 
terms of impact on character and appearance.

 With regards impact on the character and appearance of the area the Inspector concluded 
that the appeal scheme would not harm the character and appearance of the area and 
would accordingly comply with Policies DC16 and CP11 of the Core Strategy, which require 
development to preserve or enhance the existing character of an area.

 In terms of flooding the Inspector was satisfied that the site’s limited risk of flooding can be 
addressed through mitigation measures proposed. The FRA and other appeal evidence 
demonstrates that the proposal is appropriately flood resistant and resilient and that it would 
not increase flood risk elsewhere.

The appeal was accordingly allowed.


