
APPEALS SUMMARY- NOVEMBER

3PL/2016/1301/F

Bronze Lodge, Herne Lane Beeston, Norfolk- Residential development two houses

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded that the benefit of two houses would be relatively small. These 
benefits would be significantly and demonstrably outweighed by the adverse impacts of the 
proposal in respect of highway safety, a high dependence upon private car use to meet daily 
needs and the failure to provide for acceptable living conditions. Therefore the proposal 
would not gain support through the presumption in favour of sustainable development set out 
in paragraph 14 of the Framework. The proposal would conflict with the aims of CSDCP 
policies SS1, CP14, DC1and DC2 and paragraph 32 of the Framework. Consequently, 
having taken into account all other matters raised, the Inspector concluded that the appeal 
should be dismissed.

3PL/2016/1260/O

 Land accessed from Rectory Road, Lyng- 4 Eco houses

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded the social and economic benefits of four houses would be relatively 
small. These benefits would be significantly and demonstrably outweighed by the significant 
adverse impacts to highway safety and the moderate harm to the character and appearance 
of the village. Therefore the proposal would not gain support through the presumption in 
favour of sustainable development set out in paragraph 14 of the Framework. The proposal 
for four dwellings outside of the defined settlement boundary for Lyng would conflict with 
CSDCP policies SS1, CP14 and DC2 and consequently, having taken into account all other 
matters raised, the Inspector concluded that the appeal should be dismissed.

3PL/2017/0654/O

45 Oakdeane, Quebec Road, Dereham  - Erection of a dwelling

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded the proposal would detract from the existing spacious arrangement 
of larger houses there would be material harm to the character and appearance of this area. 
This would conflict with the aims of policies DC1 and DC16 of the Council’s adopted Core 
Strategy and Development Control Policies1. These aims include having regard to the visual 
amenities provided by the quality of the townscape and for new development to complement 
its surroundings. These policies are consistent with the core principles in the National 
Planning Policy Framework that planning should always seek to secure high quality design, 
taking account of the different character of different areas.

3PL/2017/0208/F

Land at 2 Middlemarch, Toftwood, NR9 1EQ- Erection of 1 Dwelling



DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded the proposed development would be harmful to the living 
conditions of future occupiers. Such that it would fail to comply with Policy DC 1 of the Local 
Plan which, amongst other things and along with one of the core principles of the 
Framework, seeks to protect the amenities of future occupants of a development site and 
ensure that they provided with a good standard of amenity more generally.

3PL/2016/1229/F

 Land to west of 2A Beeches Lane, Hardingham- Erection of detached dwelling

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded that whilst there would be no harm in respect of the character and 
appearance of the area or the living conditions of existing or future occupiers. This however 
did not override the harm that would be caused by the principle of the development in 
particular the release of the appeal site for a new dwelling would serve to encourage 
unsustainable patterns of development.

3PL/2016/1291/O

 Development site south of Griston Road, Watton- Residential development 9 bungalows

ALLOWED

The Inspector concluded that the moderate harm found to the character and appearance of 
the area would not significantly and demonstrably outweigh the presumption in favour of 
sustainable development set out in the Framework . This is a material consideration to which 
significant weight is given. The Inspector concluded that the appeal should be allowed.

3PL/2017/0479/HOU

Kilmorie, Elsing Road- First Floor extension

APPEAL DISMISSED IN RESPECT OF CONDITION (5) AND ALLOWED IN RESPECT OF 
CONDITIONS (4) and (6)

In respect of condition (5) regarding hedges and trees, the Inspector concluded that this 
condition meet the tests set out in paragraph 206 of the Framework and was both 
reasonable and necessary to ensure that trees and hedges are retained in the interests of 
visual amenity and to accord with Policy DC12 of the Core Strategy. In respect of condition 
(4) the removal of Permitted development rights regarding the addition of further windows 
and condition (6) regarding external lighting. The Inspector was not persuaded that 
exceptional circumstances applied to justify the necessity of the restriction and allowed these 
two aspects.

3PL/2017/0401/F

6A Keats Close, Thetford- Erection of 1 dwelling



ALLOWED

The Inspector concluded, the proposed development would not be harmful to the character 
or appearance of the area. Consequently,  he  found  no conflict with Policy DC 16 of the 
Local Plan1. This Policy, amongst other things and along with section 7 of the Framework, 
seeks to ensure that new development is of a good quality and contextually appropriate 
design and appearance and considers local character, form, density, height, massing and 
scale.

3PL/2016/1017/O

SITE adjacent Pakers Primary School, Pound Hill Saham- Proposed residential development

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded the proposed development would be in conflict with Policy CP11 of 
the Local Plan  which seeks to protect landscape character by ensuring that development is 
of the highest quality. It would also be contrary to one of the core principles of the 
Framework which seeks to recognise the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, 
thus protecting it from harmful development.

3PN/2017/0016/UC

Agricultural Building, Popular Farm Chequers Lane- Convert agricultural building to a 
dwelling

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded the  appeal scheme would not be permitted development for which 
Class Q, of Part 3, Schedule 2 of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted 
Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended) grants a deemed planning permission. 
The appeal therefore failed.. 


