
TEWKESBURY BOROUGH COUNCIL 

 

Report to: Planning Committee 

Date of Meeting: 17 September 2019 

Subject: Current Appeals and Appeal Decisions Update 

Report of: Development Manager 

Corporate Lead: Deputy Chief Executive 

Lead Member: Lead Member for Built Environment 

Number of Appendices: 1 

 
 

Executive Summary: 

To inform Members of current planning and enforcement appeals and Ministry of Housing, 
Communities and Local Government (MHCLG) appeal decisions issued. 

Recommendation: 

To CONSIDER the report. 

Reasons for Recommendation: 

To inform Members of recent appeal decisions. 

 
 

Resource Implications: 

None 

Legal Implications: 

None 

Risk Management Implications: 

None 

Performance Management Follow-up: 

None 

Environmental Implications:  

None 

 
 
 
 



1.0 INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 

1.1 At each Planning Committee meeting, Members are informed of current planning and 
enforcement appeals and Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government 
(MHCLG) appeal decisions that have recently been issued. 

2.0 APPEAL DECISIONS 

2.1 The following decisions have been issued by the MHCLG: 

 
Application No 18/00797/FUL 

Location Highfield Green Lane Witcombe Gloucester GL3 4TY 

Development Proposed 1.5 storey side extension between garage and 

dwelling and raising of ridge height to provide first floor 

accommodation. 

Officer recommendation Refuse 

Decision Type Delegated 

DCLG Decision Dismiss 

Reason  The main issues with this appeal were the effect of the 
proposal on the character and appearance of the existing 
dwelling and the surrounding AONB. The Inspector 
considered that the elongation of the dwelling by the 
proposed extension would undermine its design integrity 
and pleasing vernacular appearance and character. The 
proposal would also introduce dormer windows which 
would fail to reflect the simple design of the existing 
dwelling. 
 
Whilst the appeal site occupies an isolated position and is 
not visible within the wider AONB, there are clear views 
of the appeal site from a public right of way (PROW) 
which skirts around the boundary of the site. The 
Inspector therefore considered that as the proposal fails 
to reflect the character and appearance of the property, 
the views into the site of this dwelling from the PROW 
would be unacceptably harmed.  
 
Overall, the inspector concluded that the proposal would 
be harmful to the character and appearance of the 
existing dwelling and the AONB. For those reasons the 
appeal was dismissed.  

Date 29.07.2019 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Application No 18/00749/FUL 

Location Newton Farm Natton Ashchurch Tewkesbury 

Gloucestershire GL20 7BE 

Development Creation of construction training centre with parking area 
(retrospective), erection of office/classroom building for 
training purposes with adjoining 7 metre high scaffold 
tower and removal of existing shipping container. 
Proposal to include provision of screening bund and 
associated landscaping. Resubmission following refusal 
of applications 15/01211/FUL and 17/00010/FUL 

Officer recommendation Refuse 

Decision Type Delegated 

DCLG Decision Dismiss 

Reason  The Planning Inspector identified the main issue as the 
effect the proposed development would have on the 
character and appearance of the area. He acknowledged 
that there are views across the site and the surrounding 
area which can be appreciated from public vantage 
points, and that these views provide visual links to the 
wider countryside.  The Inspector noted that the site 
contributes to the rural setting and character of the 
locality with it being relatively inconspicuous. He 
acknowledged that the proposal would extend the area 
occupied by buildings and plant machinery significantly 
further south than at present.  
The Inspector noted that, whilst the proposed tower would 
be located immediately adjacent to, and largely screened 
by, the proposed building, it would be considerably higher 
than the existing features at the appeal site that are 
largely screened by the roadside hedgerow. He 
considered that the tower would appear as an obviously 
industrial feature and that, even where seen against the 
backcloth of the existing development, it would be at odds 
with the agricultural appearance of existing buildings at 
the wider site and the proposed building. 
The Inspector further noted that, if the appeal were to be 
allowed, there would be no control to prevent a far greater 
use of it in the future, and that this would be more harmful 
than the existing appearance of the site. In addition, the 
Inspector considered that the proposed bund would result 
in the excavation area appearing separate from the rest 
of the business park. 
The Inspector considered that, whilst development nearby 
may result in plant machinery being present in the 
landscape, this would be limited to the construction 
period. Moreover, he noted that this does not reduce the 
increased harm that would result from more frequent 
plant machinery at the appeal site. 
The Inspector acknowledged that, whilst the appeal site 
would be seen with the existing development at Newton 
Farm from certain vantage points, it would be prominent 
from several viewpoints. He considered that the 
development would be detrimental to the existing open 
countryside context of the site. 
It was also recognised by the Inspector that any planting 



would take time to mature and soften views of the site 
and that, in any event, it would not be practical to screen 
the tower given its height. While the Inspector 
acknowledged that landscape conditions can be 
appropriate in certain instances, he stated that they 
should not be used to try to hide development which is 
inherently unacceptable. 
Further, the Inspector acknowledged that, while works 
associated with the approved garden and retail outlet 
centre to the west would change the context of the site, 
this would not be the case for the land to the south and 
the east of the appeal site. The Inspector further noted 
that he could not be sure that the proposal at Fiddington 
would be granted permission or proceed and noted that, 
irrespective of this, this would be located on the other 
side of the road from the appeal site. 
The Inspector therefore concluded that the proposal 
would cause unacceptable harm to the character and 
appearance of the area, and that it would be contrary to 
Policies SD1, SD4 and SD6 of the Gloucester, 
Cheltenham and Tewkesbury Joint Core Strategy 2011 – 
2031, and would also fail to accord with the NPPF. 
The Inspector identified that the benefits of the proposed 
development would be the expansion of an existing 
business, support of the local economy, and possible 
environmental benefits resulting from elements of the 
training.  Notwithstanding the fact that there is support for 
economic growth in the NPPF, which includes the 
recognition that there are specific locational requirements 
of different sectors and that in rural areas business needs 
may have to be found adjacent to or beyond existing 
settlements, the Inspector found that the scheme would 
run contrary to the environmental objective of sustainable 
development in the NPPF.  The Inspector concluded that 
the benefits of the scheme would not outweigh the harm 
and policy conflict he identified, and therefore dismissed 
the appeal. 
 

Date 08.08.2019 

 

Application No 19/00159/FUL 

Location 50 Greenways Winchcombe Cheltenham GL54 5LQ 

Development First floor extension over garage to front. 

Officer recommendation Refuse 

Decision Type Delegated 

DCLG Decision Dismiss 

Reason  The Inspector stated that the proposal would be 
unbalanced and top heavy by virtue of its design. 
Likewise, the materials would fail to respect the street 
scene, resulting in harm to the appearance of the area. 
No public benefit was identified to outweigh the harm and 
as such the appeal was dismissed.   

Date 16.08.2019 

 

 



 

3.0 ENFORCEMENT APPEAL DECISIONS 

3.1 None 

4.0 OTHER OPTIONS CONSIDERED 

4.1 None 

5.0 CONSULTATION  

5.1 None 

6.0 RELEVANT COUNCIL POLICIES/STRATEGIES 

6.1 None 

7.0 RELEVANT GOVERNMENT POLICIES  

7.1  None 

8.0 RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS (Human/Property) 

8.1 None 

9.0 SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS (Social/Community Safety/Cultural/ Economic/ 
Environment) 

9.1 None 

10.0 IMPACT UPON (Value For Money/Equalities/E-Government/Human Rights/Health 
And Safety) 

10.1 None 

11.0 RELATED DECISIONS AND ANY OTHER RELEVANT FACTS  

11.1 None 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Background Papers: None 
 
Contact Officer: Appeals Administrator 
 01684 272062 AppealsAdmin@tewkesbury.gov.uk 
 
Appendices: Appendix 1: List of Appeals received   
 

    



 
 

Appendix 1 

 

List of Appeals Received 

Reference Address Description 

Date 
Appeal 
Lodged 

Appeal 
Procedure 

Appeal 
Officer 

Statement 
Due 

19/00078/FUL Doe House 
Main Street 
Dumbleton 
Evesham 
Gloucestershire 
WR11 7TH 

Proposed 
Extensions/Alterations to 
existing dwelling. Retention 
of replacement windows on 
front elevation 
(retrospective) and 
replacement of a bay 
window on the ground floor 
front elevation. (revised 
application following the 
split decision of application 
reference 17/00569/FUL). 

14/08/2019 H JLL  

19/00401/FUL 4 Farm Lane 
Shurdington 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 4XL 

Erection of a two-storey rear 
extension and addtional 
windows at first floor level 
to the south and east 
elevations. 

14/08/2019 H DLL  

 
 
 

Process Type 
 

 FAS  indicates FastTrack Household Appeal Service 

 HH indicates Householder Appeal 

 W indicates Written Reps 

 H indicates Informal Hearing 

 I indicates Public Inquiry 


