
APPENDIX 4

The PVC panelled flat roof dormer and conservatory at the rear of our property 
have now reached the end of their lifespan.

As other major works are also required we would now like to modernise and 
improve the house to better suit our lifestyle.

The neighbours to the east have told us that when the front bedroom was 
added they had significant input into the planning and design of the 
adaptations with both the occupants of the property and the planning 
department to ensure that the end result was acceptable to them.  

Their objections at that time prevented the walls of our house being built 
straight up with a more conventional roof style as chosen by most nearby 
property owners. 

This has left our house with a dominant roof, of many differing angles and 
facets and as a result it has been challenging to produce a design to extend 
and improve the property. 

Conscious that we would be unlikely to get planning permission for either a 
contemporary design or alterations to eliminate the roof slopes as we would 
like, we have worked hard with our architect to produce an extension design 
that is both in proportion and sympathetic to the style of the current building, 
well within the plot boundaries on all sides, and without significantly reducing 
the size of our garden.  

In addition, the submitted proposal for the most part meets the rules of 
permitted development, and Mrs Gill’s report has recommended it for approval 
because of this.

Town planner, Mr Sennitt, the Perkins son in law, has raised an objection in 
relation to a compromised outlook from No 40’s first floor bedroom window 
stating the owners have a very good outlook at present.

Our existing conservatory projects approximately 2.4m from the rear wall of 
our house and the proposed extension is only an additional 60 cm.  

Excluding the conservatory, No 40 sits forward of the rear of our property by 
approximately 1.2 m. 
We accept therefore that by extending slightly forward of their property line 
there will be a slight change in outlook from our neighbour’s upstairs window 
which currently overlooks our conservatory, patio area and garden. 

I would like to point out again that the criteria for permitted development has 
been met in relation to this extension and planning permission is not required 
to undertake this work.

Currently there are 2 people living in the property- we have 2 cars.  There is a 
double garage, enough parking for 3 vehicles on the drive and there are no 
parking restrictions on the street. 
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Being an on-call fire officer I need clear exit from our driveway at all times.   
Parking is not a problem and we do not believe that the proposal will have any 
impact on parking provision.  

Finally Councillor Joy has commented that the committee will only remove its 
objection to our plans if we were to build a single storey extension.  

Alton Town Council, Town Hall

Comment Date:
OBJECT for the following material reason:

(i) The proposed two storey development represents the unacceptable 
enlargement of this dwelling and the amenities of adjoining resident

With the following additional comment:

(ii) Should amended plans be submitted for a single storey extension only 
then the committee would remove its objection.

Alton – Ashdell – Councillor A I P Joy

As we understand it current permitted development rules, would allow us to 
build a single storey extension up to 8m in depth.  As an alternative we don’t 
think this would be any more acceptable in terms of scale, or as sympathetic 
towards our property as the design we are currently proposing.  

Our two storey proposal also falls within permitted development and it has 
already been recommended for approval by the planning department, we 
therefore ask you to please accept these recommendations and grant planning 
permission.

Thank you for your time.


