Site Address: 20 Fairmead Walk, Waterlooville, PO8 9AL

Proposal: Front porch; gable build up with side dormers.

Application No: APP/21/00318 Expiry Date: 04/05/2021
Applicant: Mr & Mrs C Standen

Agent: Case Officer: Denise Sheath
Ward: Cowplain

Recommendation: REFUSE PERMISSION

Site Description

20 Fairmead Walk, Waterlooville, is a detached bungalow with brick and cream
rendered elevations a hipped hung tiled roof. The front of the property is block paved
with a wall to the front boundary, the rear garden is a laid to lawn with boundary
treatment of 1.8m close boarded wooden fencing to the rear and rear side elevations.

Planning History

01/56102/001 - Roof extension to provide 2 bedrooms and en-suite bathroom.
PERM,19/04/2001

Proposal

Front porch; gable build up with side dormers.

Policy Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework
Havant Borough Council Borough Design Guide SPD December 2011
Havant Borough Council Parking SPD July 2016

Havant Borough Local Plan (Core Strateqy) March 2011
CS16 (High Quality Design)

Havant Borough Local Plan (Allocations) July 2014

Submission Version Havant Local Plan

Listed Building Grade: Not applicable.
Conservation Area: Not applicable.

Statutory and Non Statutory Consultations

Developer Services, Southern Water
No comments received

Community Involvement




7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

This application was publicised in accordance with the Council's Code of Practice for
Publicity of Planning Applications approved at minute 207/6/92 (as amended), as a
result of which the following publicity was undertaken:

Number of neighbour notification letters sent: 7

Number of site notices: Not applicable.

Statutory advertisement: Not applicable.

Number of representations received: 0

Planning Considerations

Having regard to the relevant policies of the development plan it is considered that the
main issues arising from this application are:

(i)  Principle of development
(i)  Appropriateness of design and impact on the character of the area
(iii)  Effect on neighbouring properties

(i)  Principle of development

The application site is located within the defined urban area, therefore development is
considered acceptable in principle subject to development management criteria.

(i)  Appropriateness of design and impact on the character of the area

The proposed gable build up will place the appearance of the bungalow at odds with
its neighbours, all of which feature recessive hipped roofs, the proposed dormers are
very large and bulky in scale which will dominate the side elevations of the roofscape.
The proposed gable build up and dormer windows would significantly alter the built
form and visual appearance of the application dwelling. The development would in
effect change the shape, form and massing of the dwelling to a point that would be
significantly incongruous within the existing streetscene and the character of Fairmead
Walk. Therefore, the proposed gable build up and side dormers would be contrary to
Policy CS16 of the Havant Borough Core Strategy and paragraph 5.48 of the Havant
Borough Design Guide.

Many of the bungalows within the streetscene of Fairmead Walk have roof alterations
in the form of dormer windows to the front and/or rear elevations and/or velux windows
within the side elevational roof slopes, | am of the opinion that roof alterations of this
nature would be more suitable and in keeping with the streetscene.

The small porch extension would have little impact on the prevailing character and
appearance of the host dwelling and would therefore be considered acceptable.

The design and appearance of the proposed gable build up and side dormers would
be significantly detrimental and out of keeping with the main building and the visual
amenity of the locality and is therefore considered to be contrary to the requirements
of Policy CS16 of the HBLP (Core Strategy) and the National Planning Policy
Framework.



7.7

7.8

7.9

7.10

7.11

8.1

(i) Effect on neighbouring properties

The neighbouring properties to the rear are in excess of 45m from the rear elevation
of the application site and are screened by high trees along the rear boundary
therefore any impact upon these neighbouring properties would be considered
acceptable.

The neighbouring properties to the front are in excess of 25m from the front elevation
of the application site, the proposed alterations would have a minimal impact upon
these neighbouring properties and the impact is therefore considered acceptable.

The proposed dormer window to the rear of the side dormer along the east elevation
has the opportunity to create a form of overlooking and loss of privacy to the rear
garden of the neighbouring property to the east (No.18). It is noted that No.18 have
extended their roof line to the rear therefore the window to the rear of the side dormer
would potentially only overlook the roof extension and any impact would be considered
acceptable. The proposed porch would have a minimal impact which would be
considered acceptable.

The proposed side dormer window to the west elevation would be obscurely glazed as
this would serve an ensuite bathroom. The proposed porch to the front would not be
visible due to it location. Therefore the impact of the proposals would be considered
minimal and acceptable.

Consequently, it is considered that the proposal will not appear overbearing or lead to
overlooking and would have limited and acceptable impact on the properties
immediately adjacent to the application site and the properties opposite or to the rear,
meeting the requirements of Policy CS16 of the HBLP (Core Strategy). It is noted no
letters of objection were received with respect to the scheme.

Conclusion
The scale, siting and design of the proposal would have a detrimental impact upon the

character of the area and is therefore considered to be inappropriate and
recommended for refusal

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Head of Planning be authorised to REFUSE PERMISSION for application
APP/21/00318 for the following reason

1 The design and appearance of the roof alterations including the side
dormers would be significantly detrimental and out of keeping with the
main building and the visual amenity of the locality and is therefore
considered to be contrary to the requirements of Policy CS16 of the
HBLP (Core Strategy) and the National Planning Policy Framework.






