
SCHEDULE ITEM 1



SCHEDULE ITEM 6:  HARDINGHAM, LOW STREET 

Erection of six dwellings with associated access and open space 

Applicant: Mr Roy Dunthorne 
Reference:  3PL/2016/0946/F 

REASONS FOR REFUSAL 

9900 Outside settlement – unsustainable location 
9902 Harm to the setting of adjacent listed building 
9904 Planning balance – harm outweighs benefits 

CONSULTATION RESPONSES 

The Ecologists have updated their previous comments on the submitted 
ecological survey.   An Ecological Impact Assessment is required, prior to the 
determination of the application. 

In addition to an assessment of the nearby ponds for Great Crested Newts, a 
further survey to establish the presence or absence of reptile species, and a 
bat transect survey is required.    An assessment of the impact of the 
development may have on the adjacent Lowland Mixed Deciduous woodland 
and hedgerow has also been requested.   



SCHEDULE ITEM 7:  ATTLEBOROUGH: WARRENS LANE 

Change of use from agricultural to burial site and outline for 8 dwellings 

Applicant:  Righetti 
Reference: 3PL/2016/0486/H 

Consultation Responses 

Highways Authority – It has not been adequately demonstrated that the 
developer can provide a suitable mitigation scheme to address concerns.   
The development will result in an increase in vehicle and pedestrian activity, 
all being reliant on using Warrens Lane and its junction onto Attleborough 
Road to access the wider highway network and local services.  Given the 
substandard nature of Warrens Lane and the severely restricted visibility at 
the junction with Attleborough Road the likely increase in pedestrian and 
vehicle activity would result in danger and inconvenience to highway users to 
the detriment of highway safety.  Consequently the residual impacts of this 
development would be severe. 

Case Officer Note:  

The applicants have responded and advised: 

- The visibility splays proposed would meet the policy and guidance 
requirements. 

- The information submitted is sufficiently accurate. 
- Improvements to widen and resurface Warrens Lane along with 

footpath could be delivered and secured by way of conditions. 

Additional information and evidence has been requested to demonstrate the 
necessary visibility splays could be provided; the off-site highway works could 
be delivered; and provide off-site pedestrian linkages to wider network. 
Information is awaited and will be reported to committee.  

Tree Officer - Not concerned by the proximity of plots to T5 which would be 
pollarded due to weak unions and an existing crack.  I would like to see 
some adjustment of the proposed parking area to allow the retention of 
T8 and ideally G5. 

Case Officer Note: The amended scheme would allow for the retention of T8 
and G5 being located within rear gardens of proposed dwellings.  A condition 
has been recommended requiring a revised arboricultural impact assessment 
and scheme of pretention measures be submitted within reserved matters 
applications. 

Representations 



Attleborough Town Council – Approve subject to clarification of parking, 
suitability of the site for burial, that highways conditions are met and costs. 
 
Additional representations have been received from four separate members of 
the public raising the following matters with respect to the amended scheme: 
 
- The access from Warrens Lane is not safe or suitable with inadequate   
   visibility on to Ellingham Road. 
- Warrens Lane is of inadequate width to allow two vehicles to pass and would  
   need complete rebuilding, and has no footpath, lighting. 
- The proposals would require removal of part of a hedgerow and drainage  
   ditch, and other privately owned land. 
- There is no widened footpath along Ellingham Road being proposed. 
- The proposals would result in an additional 60 vehicle movements a day,  
   when it currently serves approximately 40 movements. 
- Proposals would still give rise to conditions detrimental to highway safety. 
- Inaccuracies in supporting information submitted, an weight should not be  
   given to lack of alternative burial sites in the area. 
- No suitable drainage for surface water. 
- No need for additional houses which would be detrimental to the surrounding  
   area and countryside. 




