Appeal Decision Report

9th July  - 6TH  August 2008
MAIDENHEAD 

	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60027/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/01336/FULL
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2062853

	Appellant:
	Dr M Keune c/o Agent: Carter Planning Ltd 85A Alma Road Windsor Berkshire SL4 3EX

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Construction of 3 x 1 bedroom  dwellings following demolition of existing

	Location:
	45A Queen Street Maidenhead SL6 1LT

	Appeal Decision:
	Dismissed
	Decision Date:
	15 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	The proposal would be materially harmful to the living conditions of residents in Queen Street due to

 loss of outlook.  It would have a cramped relationship with existing development contrary to Policy 

DG1 of the Local Plan.




	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60046/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/03270/FULL
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2068779

	Appellant:
	Ms L Dearlove c/o Agent: Cooper  Environmental Planning 12 Homers Road Windsor Berkshire SL4 5RG

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Detached timber outbuilding (Retrospective)

	Location:
	14 Northfield Road Maidenhead SL6 7JP

	Appeal Decision:
	Dismissed
	Decision Date:
	11 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	Structure would have an adverse effect on both the free flow of water and the storage capacity

 of the flood plain.  Although the latter would be small, taken cumulatively with other buildings, if

 not controlled by the Council, this could have implications for and exacerbate flooding elsewhere

 in the vicinity.




	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60049/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/03203/FULL
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2066332

	Appellant:
	Flodrive Holdings Ltd c/o Agent: Mr F J Kyriacou 136 Sylvan Avenue London N22 5JB

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Change of use from retail to financial services (A1 to A2) on the ground floor and from

 offices to flats on first floor

	Location:
	12 High Street Maidenhead SL6 1PZ

	Appeal Decision:
	Allowed
	Decision Date:
	31 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	The changes that have taken place in Maidenhead, which clearly as a town centre continues

 to have high vitality and viability, justify a more flexible approach. It is important to avoid empty

 units wherever possible and to encourage further investment into an area. There is no benefit to

 the Town Centre from prolonged vacancy which is now occurring with some units. The appellant 

has argued pragmatically that there are material considerations in this case that outweigh the strict 

criteria in Policy MTC9.  A further factor in favour of the appeal proposal is the proposed conversion 

of the upper floor into two flats. I regard this as a most beneficial use bringing residential use into the 

Town Centre, consistent with government policy in PPS6 and PPS3 Housing, and positive 

encouragement in Local Plan Policy MTC4.




	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60055/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/01722/FULL
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2069068

	Appellant:
	Mr And Mrs Bennett c/o Agent: Jeffrey Charles Emmett Stable Court Studio 12A Bell Lane Thames 

Oxon OX9 3AL

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Two storey part single storey rear extension

	Location:
	Ashley View Milley Road Waltham St Lawrence Reading RG10 0JR

	Appeal Decision:
	Dismissed
	Decision Date:
	30 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	Appeal dismissed due to harm caused to the openness of the  Green Belt, Inspector reiterating

 that what has been allowed in the area previously should not set a precedent.




	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60057/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/02444/TLDTT
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2069137

	Appellant:
	Orange PCS Ltd c/o Agent: Mono Consultants Ltd 96-98 King Street London W6 0QW

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Application to determine whether prior approval is required for the siting and design of an 

11.8 metre tall slimline telecommunications pole supporting 3 no. shrouded antennas and

 4 no. equipment cabinets

	Location:
	Highway Verge Opposite Fane Way Norreys Drive Maidenhead SL6 4BU

	Appeal Decision:
	Allowed
	Decision Date:
	21 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	The appeal was allowed as the Inspector concluded that there is at present no suitable or visually preferable alternative to the appeal proposal.  The development would not have a significant adverse visual impact and is sited and designed so as to minimise obtrusiveness.




	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60060/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/01809/FULL
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2067590

	Appellant:
	Mr And Mrs N Runnicles Westering Cottage The Causeway Bray Maidenhead SL6 2AD 

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Part ground floor side extension part first floor side extension

	Location:
	Westering Cottage The Causeway Bray Maidenhead SL6 2AD

	Appeal Decision:
	Dismissed
	Decision Date:
	1 August 2008

	Main Issue:
	The Inspector concluded that a 97% increase in the floor area would be disproportionate to the 

core building and that the large garden and the personal circumstances of the applicant do not 

amount to very special circumstances. Also the degree of forward projection would be unduly 

prominent in the Conservation Area and it would be contrary to Polict CA2.




	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60062/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	08/00036/FULL
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2068233

	Appellant:
	Mr And Mrs A Cownley Claycroft Bracken Road Maidenhead SL6 3EF 

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Two storey side extension with roof conversion with rear dormer

	Location:
	Claycroft Bracken Road Maidenhead SL6 3EF

	Appeal Decision:
	Dismissed
	Decision Date:
	30 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	The inspector considered that the design of the proposed extension would upset the existing 

symmetry of the houses and it would create a terracing effect. The proposal would seriously

 harm the character and appearancof the original property as well as the street scene.

The inspector considered that the proposal would not be significantly harmful to road safety.


	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60065/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/02863/FULL
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2067672

	Appellant:
	Kilmartin (Maidenhead) Ltd c/o Agent: Michael Sparks Associates 11 Plato Place 72-74 St Dionis Road London SW6 4TU

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Erection of a 4 storey office building (B1a) use with associated car parking and landscaping 

following demolition of existing buildings

	Location:
	72 - 80 Moorbridge Road Maidenhead 

	Appeal Decision:
	Withdrawn
	Decision Date:
	31 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	


	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60063/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/01934/TEMP
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2067745

	Appellant:
	Mr N Chbat c/o Agent: Ms Deirdre  Wells Redlands Wing Maidenhead Court Park Maidenhead

 Berkshire SL6 8HN

	Decision Type:
	Committee
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Retention of a marquee structure and change of use from agriculture to car washing for a

 temporary period of 2 years

	Location:
	Crown Farm Eton Wick Road Eton Wick Windsor SL4 6PG

	Appeal Decision:
	Dismissed
	Decision Date:
	29 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	1. Despite the marquee being small, it is by definition inappropriate development in the Green Belt,

 conflicting with the fundamental aim of Green Belt policy, which is to keep land permanently open.

 The proposal  therefore fails under Local Plan policies GB1 and GB2. 2. The application was not 

accompanied by a flood risk assessment, and therefore does not meet the minimum requirements 

as set out in Annex E of PPS 25 Development and Flood Risk. 3. However, the proposal would not

 unduly harm the character and appearance of the area. 4. Questions about established use of 

hardstanding for parking fall outside the scope of the appeal. 5. The petition in support of a valuable 

local asset does not outweigh planning policies which seek to protect the wider public interest.




	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60069/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/02240/FULL
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2069796

	Appellant:
	Mrs Elizabeth M Brown 5 Hamfield Cottages Lower Road Cookham Maidenhead SL6 9HQ 

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Construction of a dropped kerb for vehicular access

	Location:
	5 Hamfield Cottages Lower Road Cookham Maidenhead SL6 9HQ

	Appeal Decision:
	Dismissed
	Decision Date:
	23 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	The Inspector was concerned that the proposal would increase risk of danger to users of 

the highway.  Substandard length of parking space could result in car overhanging pavement 

with consequent risk to safety of passing pedestrians.  Cars would need either to reverse into

 the site from the road or off the site on to the road, with increased risk to highway users, 

particularly as visibility on this bus route and quite heavily trafficked road would be impaired 

by vehicles parked on street.  The Inspector did not consider that the presence of other 

crossovers in the vicinity justified a further one due to the increased risks to the safety of highway 

users.


	Appeal Ref.:
	08/60098/REF
	Planning Ref.:
	07/02538/VAR
	PIns Ref.:
	APP/T0355/A/08/2076411

	Appellant:
	Eastwick Holdings c/o Agent: Turley Associates Brunswick House 8 - 13 Brunswick Place 

South Hampton Hampshire S015 2AP

	Decision Type:
	Delegated
	Officer Recommendation:
	Refuse

	Description:
	Variation of condition 18 of permission 05/00894/Full to allow property to be used as residential 

care home not solely used for the elderly

	Location:
	Apple Hill Nursing Home Henley Road Hurley Maidenhead SL6 5LH

	Appeal Decision:
	Withdrawn
	Decision Date:
	14 July 2008

	Main Issue:
	


