
APPEALS DECISIONS (FOR INFORMATION) 
 
APP/F2605/A/14/2219652:  GREAT ELLINGHAM: Town Green Farm:  Appeal by 
Mr. G. Puttock against the refusal of planning permission for the conversion of a 
redundant outbuilding to form a 3 bed dwelling:  Reference:  3PL/2013/1195/F 
Decision:  Appeal dismissed 
Summary:  The Inspector concluded that the evidence overall did not come close to 
demonstrating that commercial use of the appeal building would be unviable.  The 
proposal failed to respect and would be detrimental to the character of the building 
and harmful to the appearance of the locality.  The proposal would not amount to the 
appropriate re-use of a countryside building and fails to make a contribution to 
outdoor playing space. 
 
APP/F2605/Q/14/2217340:  BEESTON:  Horizon Windows site, Herne Lane:  Appeal 
by Mr. Keen against the refusal to discharge a planning obligation requiring that the 
appeal building not be used for residential purposes after the first occupation of a 
dwelling approved in June 2006 on land south of the appeal site.  The appeal 
building was to be used as office accommodation in connection with the business :  
Reference 3OB/2013/0008/OB 
Decision:  The appeal succeeds and the Planning Obligation is discharged. 
Summary:  The Inspector concluded that the main issue is whether the obligation 
continues to serve a useful purpose having regard to the effect of residential use of 
the building on the amenity of its occupiers. 
The appeal building has all the physical characteristics of a substantial detached 
dwelling, it is well screened and the Inspector concluded that there would be no 
material harm from overlooking or loss of privacy.  Having regard to the position of 
Horizon Windows buildings, they do not give rise to over dominance or 
overshadowing.  There is no substantive evidence of likely harm from odour or 
vibration or other forms of pollution. 
Having regard to another large site in employment use to the south of the appeal site, 
the Inspector concluded that occupiers of the appeal building are likely to experience 
a significant degree of noise disturbance.  Future occupiers are likely to be aware of 
the potential for noise and measures could be taken to mitigate the effects.  
However, noise effect would impinge on enjoyment of the gardens.   
The effect of residential use of the building on the amenity of the occupiers would be 
acceptable.  The occupiers of the building would enjoy a good level of residential 
amenity and the requirements of Policy DC1 would not be infringed. 
 
APP/F2605/C/13/2210794:  NEW BUCKENHAM:  Castle Hill Garage, Castle Hill 
Road:  Appeal by Mr.Holland against an enforcement notice alleging the following 
breach of planning control: 
(1)  Erection of a residential dwelling connected to the garage premises and petrol 
station 
(2)  Change of use of land from petrol station and commercial garage premises to a 
mixed use of petrol station, commercial garage premises and residential dwelling 
unit. 
Reference:  ENF/2013/0116/PAR 
Decision:  The appeal succeeds. The enforcement notice is quashed and planning 
permission is granted subject to conditions 
Summary:  The Inspector concluded that there would be no material harm to the 
character and appearance of the surrounding area.  The effect on the Conservation 
Area would be neutral so that its character and appearance would be preserved. 
 
 



Costs application in relation to Appeal Ref. APP/F2605/C/13/2210794:  NEW 
BUCKENHAM:  Castle Hill Garage, Castle Hill Road:  Application for a partial award 
of costs against Breckland District Council 
Decision:  The application fails and no award of costs is made 
Summary:  The appellant claimed an appeal could have been avoided if the Council 
had entered into a dialogue and given the chance for submission of a planning 
application.  Action was taken on the basis of the partially completed extension.  The 
basis for the notice was the extension's appearance - a further consideration of 
residential amenity was introduced.  The appellant was denied time to prepare an 
application. 
The Inspector concluded that the period of six weeks between informing the 
appellant that enforcement action was being considered to the service of notice gave 
an opportunity for the appellant to seek professional advice or discussion with the 
Council.   The Council did not unreasonably refuse discussion prior to issuing the 
notice. 
Details of the proposed appearance of the building were not available when the 
notice was issued or when the appeal was made. The Council was entitled to 
exercise its planning judgement in respect of the building's effect on the area and 
failure to preserve or enhance the character of the area. The Council did not behave 
unreasonably.  It was reasonable for the Council not to invite an application and not 
to withdraw the notice. 
Issues of amenity introduced in the Council's appeal statement were subsidiary to 
this case, the appeal was dealt with by written representation and it has not been 
shown that their introduction prolonged proceedings.  There was no unreasonable 
behaviour with regard to these matters.   


