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Appeal Decision 
Site visit made on 25 November 2022 

by S Poole BA(Hons) DipArch MPhil MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State  

Decision date: 22 December 2022 

 
Appeal Ref: APP/A1720/D/22/3300427 

18A Church Road, Locks Heath, Southampton SO31 6LU 

• The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 

against a refusal to grant planning permission. 

• The appeal is made by Mr Steven Hook against the decision of the Fareham Borough 

Council.  

• The application Ref P/21/1534/FP, dated 13 September 2021, was refused by notice 

dated 28 March 2022. 

• The development proposed is described as the raising of the roof to create rooms in roof 

space, the installation of rooflights, internal alterations and the erection of a porch. 
 

 

Decision 

1. The appeal is dismissed. 

Main Issues 

2. The main issues are the effects of the proposals on: 

(i) the character and appearance of the surrounding area, and  

(ii) the living conditions of the occupiers of 16A Daisy Lane, with particular 

regard to privacy. 

Reasons 

Character and Appearance 

3. The appeal property is a detached bungalow with a garage to the front and a 
small garden to the rear.  It forms part of a group of bungalows of similar age, 

appearance and size that occupy land to the rears of the dwellings facing 
Church Road and Daisy Lane.  These bungalows have hipped roofs which gives 
them a degree of visual unity and well as ensuring that they are relatively 

diminutive features in views from surrounding properties and gardens.   

4. The proposal would primarily comprise the raising of the roof to enable the 

formation of 3 bedrooms and a bathroom within the expanded roof form.  
Whilst the roof would retain its hipped form, the increase in height and bulk 
would result in the appeal property having an uncharacteristically top-heavy 

appearance that would be at odds with the scale and appearance of the group 
of bungalows of which it forms part. 

5. For these reasons I conclude that the proposal would have an unacceptable 
effect on the character and appearance of the surrounding area.  It therefore 

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate


Appeal Decision APP/A1720/D/22/3300427 
 

 
https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate                          2 

fails to accord with Policy CS17 of the Fareham Borough Core Strategy 2011 

which, amongst other requirements, seeks to ensure that new development is 
of high quality design and respects the key characteristics of the area including 

scale, form, spaciousness and built form. 

Living Conditions 

6. The appeal property has a small and shallow rear garden beyond which is 16A 

Daisy Lane, a bungalow with living space looking out over a similarly small rear 
garden.  The pair of gardens are separated by a fence that provides a good 

degree of privacy between these closely spaced dwellings.   

7. The proposed first floor level bedrooms would each gain natural light and 
outlook via rooflights positioned in the rear roof slope.  Due to their elevated 

position these rooflights would allow views towards the rear elevation of 
No.16A.  It was apparent from my visit to No.16A that the degree of 

overlooking resulting from the proposal would be oppressive, particularly in the 
context of the high levels of existing privacy afforded to the group of 
bungalows. 

8. For this reason, I conclude that the proposal would have an unacceptable effect 
on the living conditions of the occupiers of 16A Daisy Lane.  It therefore fails to 

comply with Policy DSP3 of the Fareham Local Plan Part 2: Development Sites 
and Policies (2015).  This policy states that development proposals should 
ensure that there will be no unacceptable adverse impact upon living conditions 

on the site or neighbouring development, by way of the loss of sunlight, 
daylight, outlook and/or privacy. 

Conclusion 

9. For the reasons set out above, and having regard to all other matters raised, I 
conclude that the appeal should fail. 

S Poole 

INSPECTOR 
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