
 
1882-4, 1:25” Ordnance Survey map: conserva:on area highlighted yellow; applica:on site outlined in red. 



 
Land as iden:fied by Planning Inspector’s appeal decision APP/F1610/W/16/3159877, regarding applica:on 15/04341/FUL. 
 

Conserva:on Area/ ‘Historic Village’. 

‘more recent housing development’. 

‘open land that separates the 
historic village from more 
recent housing 
development’. 

‘Although there are some small scale 
u9litarian buildings sited between the 
historic and modern development, the 
extent of the historic se>lement is apparent’. 



 



 
Conserva:on Area/historic seTlement; more recent housing development; extent of separa:ng gap. 
Exis:ng building. 



 
Conserva:on Area/historic seTlement; more recent housing development; extent of separa:ng gap.   
Loca:on & footprint of dwelling refused at commiTee, & dismissed by Inspector as the ‘development would erode the separa9on gap and 
would blur the line of the historic development boundary’. 



 
Conserva:on Area/historic seTlement; more recent housing development; extent of separa:ng gap.   
Loca:on & full extent of current proposal (exis:ng building & extension), & proposed parking pergola. 
  



  
Exis:ng floor-plans (prior to any conversion), 17/03060/FUL.  PermiTed floor-plans, 17/03060/FUL, 
Exis:ng building shaded green for clarity.     Quantum of ‘extension’ shaded red for clarity. 



 
Applicant’s submiTed views analysis (limited only to the gate) from refused appeal applica:on (15/04341/FUL). 
Le^: exis:ng view, with current proposal (excluding parking pergola) overlaid in red. 
Centre: applica:on that was refused at commiTee & dismissed at appeal (15/04341/FUL) as it would ‘encroach into the open land that 

separates the historic village from more recent housing development’ & ‘erode the historic se>lement boundary’. 
Right: applica:on that was refused at commiTee (14/05466/FUL). 


