
APPEAL DECISIONS (FOR INFORMATION)

APP/F2605/W/15/3130572:  SOUTH LOPHAM:  Land adjacent to Low Common 
Road, South Lopham:  Appeal by Mr. March against the refusal of planning 
permission for the proposed change of use of an agricultural building to holiday 
letting.
Reference:  3PL/2015/0226/F

Decision: The Appeal is dismissed

Summary: The Inspector concluded favourably with regard to accessibility and to the 
“other matters” set out above. However, these conclusions are outweighed by those 
on the effect on character and appearance and on sustainability with regard to re-use 
of an existing building. Having regard to the above and to all other matters raised the 
appeal should not succeed. 

APP/F2605/W/15/3129404:  GRESSENHALL: 8 Bittering Street; Appeal by Mr 
Errington against the refusal of planning permission for two new dwellings, cart shed, 
garage and sun room
Reference:  3PL/2014/1345/F

Decision:  The Appeal in dismissed

Summary:  The Inspector concluded that the proposal would be a cramped form of 
development which would be out of character with the more spacious nature of the 
properties in the area. The proposal would also require the parking and manoeuvring 
of vehicles to the rear of the existing properties which would also potentially cause 
unwanted disturbance to adjacent residents

APP/F2605/W/15/3028008:  DEREHAM: Land rear of 1 and 2 Yaxham Road; 
Appeal by Mr Oliver Slinn against refusal of planning permission for a new dwelling.
Reference: 3PL/2014/1230/O

Decision: The Appeal is dismissed

Summary: The Inspector concluded although they have not found harm to highway 
safety, I have found harm in respect of the character and appearance of the area and 
in respect of the living conditions of existing and future occupiers as set out above. 
For these reasons, and having regard to all other matters, I conclude that the appeal 
should be dismissed.

APP/F2605/W/15/3004097: NARBOROUGH: Chalk Farm; Appeal by: chalk Farm 
Clay Ground against condition 7 which states that ‘ Notwithstanding Condition 5 
above there shall be no lit evening shoot during March and April in any year’.
Reference 3PL/2014/1282/CU

Decision: The appeal is allowed and the planning permission Ref 
3PL/2014/1282/CU for change of use of farmland to clay pigeon shooting at Chalk 



Farm, Narborough, King’s Lynn, Norfolk PE32 1HY granted on 29 January 2015 by 
Breckland District Council, is varied by deleting condition 7 and substituting for it the 
following condition: 

1) There shall be a maximum of one lit evening shoot per week during the months of 
March and April in any year. 

Other Matter: The Council has referred to the effect of evening shoots on residential 
amenity. The existing permission allows such shoots to take place and the nearest 
dwellings are some distance away from the site. The condition in dispute was not 
imposed for reasons of residential amenity but I have taken this matter into account. I 
see no reason to alter my conclusion.

Summary: 

The Inspector concluded that the appeal should be allowed and the condition varied.

APP/F2605/W/15/3069986: SPARHAM: Hill Bran Home, Church Lane; Appeal by 
Mrs Smart against refusal of planning permission of proposed six assisted living units 
in conjunction with existing residential care home
Reference: 3PL/2015/0383/F

Decision: The appeal is dismissed.

Summary: The appeal proposal would moderately add to the supply of deliverable 
housing land in the Borough and widen choice for rural housing particularly for older 
people. This is a benefit which weigh on favour of the proposal.  However, the 
proposal would represent development in open countryside that would harm the 
character and appearance of the area.  Overall, for the reasons given, the benefits of 
the proposal would not significantly and demonstrably outweigh the harm to the 
character and appearance of the area. The Inspector concluded that the appeal 
should be dismissed.

APP/F2605/W/15/3084316: SOUTH LOPHAM; Noddle Farm, Blo Norton Road; 
Appeal by Mr Rice against refusal of change of use of agricultural buiding to a 
dwelling( permitted development).
Reference: 3PN/2014/0057/UC

Decision:The appeal is allowed

Summary: 
I have considered the condition suggested by the Council. Paragraph Q.2.(3) 
requires that development permitted under Class Q must be completed within a 
period of three years starting with the prior approval date. Therefore a time limit 
condition is not necessary. Paragraph W (13) is clear that conditions may be 
imposed that reasonably relate to the subject matter of the prior approval. A 
contamination condition is necessary in the interests of environmental protection and 
public health. 
10. I therefore conclude that the appeal should be allowed and that prior approval is 
granted subject to the condition in Annex A.


