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AMENDMENTS AND ASSESSMENT

The agent requested an extension of time to address the reasons for refusal. However, whilst the 
Council, as Local Planning Authority (LPA), seeks to deal with all applications in a positive and 
proactive manner, it was considered that there were no amendments that could be made to allow 
the harm represented by the application proposal to be overcome.

The agent subsequently submitted a revised red line boundary and an email from the adjacent land 
owner confirming their agreement to use the additional land for visibility purposes, which was 
received on 26th June 2018. The agent also submitted the completed Certificate B, given that the 
applicant did not own all of the land outlined in red, on 26th June 2018.

The Highway Authority raises no objection, subject to conditions.

The change to the red line adequately addresses reason for refusal 2, which is now withdrawn.

These amendments do not change reason for refusal number 1, which remains. However, because 
the red line has been revised, the Local Planning Authority has to re-consult on the amendment prior 
to determination.

RECOMMENDATION

As a result, it is recommended that powers be delegated to the Director of Place to REFUSE the 
application on the following ground, following the end of the consultation period:

1) The dwelling, self-contained annex and garage on 0.45hectare of land outside the 
Settlement Boundary of Whissonset represents a design and development pattern that 
would not reflect the existing character and appearance of the area. The proposal would 
result in detriment to the character and visual amenities of the area and be an unwarranted 
intrusion into this rural landscape resulting in the loss of an attractive open aspect that 
positively contributes to the rural character and approach to the village. As a result, the 
proposal is contrary to Policies DC1, DC16 and CP11 of the adopted Breckland Core Strategy 
and Development Control Policies Development Plan Document (2009) and the NPPF.


