
APPEALS SUMMARY- JULY

3PN/2017/0078/UC 

Edwards Barn, Themlthorpe Road, Foxley, NR20 4QR (Proposed change of use of 
agricultural building to dwelling) Class Q

 DISMISSED 

The Inspector concluded that the existing building was not capable of functioning as a 
dwelling without further works and those works would, overall be substantial in nature when 
considered in the context of what the existing structure is, particularly the new and amended 
exterior walls. Whilst accepting that extensive works can fall within the scope of Class Q  in 
this instance the works went beyond what could reasonably be described as a conversion. 
Instead, they would be so extensive as to amount to a rebuilding of the pre-existing 
structure. The Inspector concluded that the works necessary to create a dwelling from the 
structure would not fall within the scope of that permissible under class Q of the GDPO. The 
appeal was accordingly dismissed.

3PL/2017/0468/O

Land at vicarage Road, Great Hockham, Thetford (Outline application for a new dwelling and 
garage)

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded in terms of the overall planning balance that the proposal would 
result in a dwelling in an unsuitable location that would cause harm to the character and 
appearance of the area, highway safety and protected species. Whilst, acknowledging that 
the Council cant currently demonstrate a 5 year housing land supply, the Inspector 
considered that the scale of the harm by reason of being an unsuitable location and harm to 
the character and appearance of the area, highway safety and protected species 
significantly and demonstrably outweighs the benefits of a dwelling in this location. The 
Inspector accordingly dismissed the appeal.

3PL/2017/0719/F

Land adjacent Corner house, Chapel, Bridgham, NR16 2SP (Erection of a one and half 
storey dwelling with attached garage)

ALLOWED

The Inspector concluded that when the proposal is assessed against the policies in the 
Framework taken as a whole the adverse impacts of the appeal scheme, to which he 
afforded limited to moderate weight, would not significantly and demonstrably outweigh the 
benefits of the proposal, to which he also afforded limited to moderate weight. This was a 
material consideration of some force that indicates the proposal should be permitted in spite 
of the conflict with the development plan. The Inspector concluded that the appeal be 
allowed.

3PL/2017/0367/0



 Land adjacent to Common Road, East Tuddenham, NR20 3AH (Erection of up to 10 self 
build dwellings with shared access)

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded that the significant adverse impacts of the appeal scheme would 
significantly and demonstrably outweigh its moderate benefits when assessed against the 
policies in the Framework taken as a whole.

3PN/2017/0071/UC

Centaur, Church Lane, East Tuddenham, Norfolk – ( Change of use from light industrial to 
one dwelling)

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded that the change of use would not fall within the scope of that 
permissible under class PA of the General Permitted Development Order. Consequently, the 
proposal is for development for which planning permission is required. The appeal was 
dismissed.

3PL/2017/1349/F

Centuar, Church Lane, East Tuddenham, NR20 3JW (external alterations to existing 
workshop and annex building

ALLOWED

The Inspector concluded that the proposed works would not harm the character and 
appearance of the appeal building or its environs and therefore the proposal would not 
complicit with Policy DC16 of the Core Strategy Development Control Policy or paragraph 58 
of the National Planning Policy. The Inspector accordingly allowed the appeal.

3PL/2017/1152/F

ALLOWED

Bilhams Cottage, The Street Caston NR17 1DD (Proposed conversion of garage to one and 
half storey cottage)

The Inspector noted that the appeal site falls partly within and partly outside the defined 
settlement boundary of Caston. As such, the house itself would be within the boundary 
however the associated rear garden would not, and there is some conflict with the Core 
Strategy in this regard. The Inspector also acknowledged the Council is unable to 
demonstrate a five year housing supply. Paragraph 14 of the Framework indicates that 
where relevant policies are out of date permission should be granted unless any adverse 
impacts of doing so would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits when 
assessed against the policies in the Framework taken as a whole. Whilst,the lack of a five 
year housing supply does not automatically lead to a grant of planning permission. The 
Inspector concluded taking everything into account that the adverse impacts of granting 
planning permission would not significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits. 
Accordingly the application of paragraph 14 of the Framework indicates that permission 



should be granted and the proposal would represent sustainable development. The appeal 
was accordingly allowed.

ENF/193/17/CAS

Land Known as Back Lane, Stanfield NR20 (Appeal against Enforcement Notice) (Material 
change of use of land from agriculture to a mixed use of agriculture/ stationing of two 
caravans for residential purposes, metal shipping containers)

DISMISSED

The Inspector concluded that the development was contrary to Policies SS1, CP11 and 
CP14 and there was also non compliance with Policies DC1 and DC16. Having particular 
regard to the conflict with the overarching spatial strategy and core policies in respect of 
protection of the landscape and sustainable rural communities. The Inspector concluded the 
mixed use of the land and the operational developments were not in accordance with the 
development plan when read as a whole.

In view of the absence of a five year housing supply the tilted balance in paragraph 14 of the 
Framework applies. The identified harm primarily centres on the isolated location of the site, 
the constraints on choice of travel mode and the potential adverse social consequences, the 
erosion of landscape character and the shortcomings of the site layout and design. The 
intentional nature of the unauthorised development has a small degree of weight. The main 
benefits consist of the provision of two homes for local people and the stability in home and 
family life. In addition local services and community facilities may benefit to a small degree 
from increased trade and participation. The Inspector concluded that the adverse impacts of 
granting planning permission would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits 
when assessed against the policies in the Framework taken as a whole. The enforcement 
notice was up held.

.


