
Agenda Item No.6     APPLICATION NO:  F/YR15/0949/F 
 
DESCRIPTION: Erection of 6 x 2-storey, 3-bed dwellings involving demolition 

of existing buildings within a conservation area. 
 
SITE LOCATION:   Land at Church Street Garage, Church Street, Whittlesey 

 

UPDATE 
 
Comments from a neighbouring property at Horsegate Lane have been received.  They 
are summarised as follows: 

- Strongly object to plot 6; 
- Plot 6 is too close to the southern boundary of 1b Horsegate Lane and will 

overlook and overshadow the neighbouring outdoor living space and will overlook 
the dwelling; 

- The development will improve the area however 6 dwellings is too many, there is 
very little garden space proposed resulting in encroachment on neighbouring 
properties; 

- Request that the steel fence retained on the southern boundary of 1b Horsegate 
Lane and a new fence erected infront of it; 

- The ground level of 1b Horsegate Lane is lower than the development site; 
- Seek assurance that the asbestos on the existing buildings is removed correctly. 

 
The comments raised by the neighbouring property are noted and are considered to 
support the proposed reason for refusal. 
 
Further information has been provided by the Agent attached as Appendix A. 
 
The Agent has provided amended drawings in an attempt to overcome the reason for 
refusal.  Plots 2 and 3 have been amended to result in all 6 plots now having 33% garden 
space.  The second bedroom window and the bathroom windows have been swapped for 
plots 4, 5 and 6.   
 
The proposed changes have been noted.  However as they are such subtle differences 
they will not overcome the fundamental harm relating to the overlooking and loss of 
privacy to neighbouring properties or within the development itself.   
 

The Agent has also suggested a comparative development at Whittel Close, Windmill 
Street.  However, as this was approved before the current Local Plan was adopted and is 
a 30 dwelling development, it is not considered to be a fair comparison to the current 
application.  In addition, the properties in the Whittel Close development are more 
sensitively laid out and as such there is no issue in terms of overlooking or 
overshadowing new or existing properties. 

 



 

Resolution: Refuse as per page 7 of the Agenda. 

The comments received from the Agent have not overcome the proposed reason for 
refusal and it therefore remains that the application is refused. 



Appendix A 

 



 





 



 


