
PLANNING COMMITTEE - 16TH November, 2015

APPEAL DECISIONS (FOR INFORMATION)

APP/F2605/W/15/3081114:  NORTH LOPHAM:  Land behind 29 and 31 Kings Head 
Lane:  Appeal by Mr. Atkins against the refusal of planning permission for the 
erection of a single one and a half storey dwelling with associated parking and 
amenity areas.
Reference:  3PL/2014/1212/F

Decision:  Appeal allow and planning permission granted subject to conditions

Summary:  The Inspector considered that, although the layout of the proposal, which 
would amount to backland development, would not be consistent with the pattern of 
adjoining development, its inconspicuous siting would ensure that the character and 
appearance of the area would not be harmed.

In respect of other issues, the Inspector considered that the number of vehicle 
movements generated by a single dwelling is unlikely to materially affect the 
condition or operation of the road.  In respect of precedent, each application must be 
considered on is merits.  The site is considered to be sustainably located.  Occupiers 
would make a small contribution to local services and facilities and make a minor 
contribution to the supply of dwellings in the District.

APP/F2605/W/15/3028172:  DEREHAM:  9 Brook Grove:  Appeal by Tudor Property 
Agents against the refusal of planning permission for the erection of a new two  
bedroom bungalow
Reference:  3PL/2014/0542/F

Decision:  Appeal allowed and planning permission granted subject to conditions

Summary:  The Inspector considered that the proposal would not be harmful to the 
living conditions of occupiers of the proposed or donor properties with regard to the 
provision of external space.  The proposed layout and site coverage would be in 
keeping with the local pattern of development and would not result in 
overdevelopment of the site.  The provision of a parking space in front of No. 9 would 
not be out of place in the street scene.

In respect of other issues the proposal would make a minor contribution to the supply 
of dwellings, there is no evidence of particular biodiversity value and any noise and 
disturbance would be temporary. 

APP/F2605/W/15/3028172:  As above:  Application for an award of costs based on 
unreasonable behaviour in refusing the application contrary to advice of officers and 
highway authority.:

Decision:  Application refused

Summary:  The Inspector considered that unreasonable behaviour resulting in 
unnecessary or wasted expense has not been demonstrated.


