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i 3C Eagle Wing Direct Line: 0303 444 5356
i Temple Quay House Customer Services:
The Plannlng 2 The Square 0303 444 5000
Inspectorate Bristol .
BS1 6PN Email:
west2@planninginspectorate.gov.u
k
www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate
Ash Parish Council Vol hek
Ash Parish Council Our Ref: APP/Y3615/W/19/3240532
The Ash Centre Ash Hill Road, Ash
ALDERSHOT
GU12 5DP

04 March 2020

Dear Sir/Madam,

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
Appeal by Mr M Newton
Site Address: 124 Longacre, Ash, ALDERSHOT, GU12 6RR

I enclose a copy of our Inspector’s decision on the above appeal(s).
If you have queries or feedback about the decision or the way we handled the appeal(s), you

should submit them using our “Feedback” webpage at https://www.gov.uk/government/

organisations/planning-inspectorate/about/complaints-procedure.

If you do not have internet access please write to the Customer Quality Unit at the address
above.

If you would prefer hard copies of our information on the right to challenge and our
feedback procedure, please contact our Customer Service Team on 0303 444 5000.

Please note the Planning Inspectorate is not the administering body for High Court
challenges. If you would like more information on the strictly enforced deadlines for
challenging, or a copy of the forms for lodging a challenge, please contact the Administrative
Court on 020 7947 6655.

The Planning Inspectorate cannot change or revoke the outcome in the attached decision. If
you want to alter the outcome you should consider obtaining legal advice as only the High
Court can quash this decision.

We are continually seeking ways to improve the quality of service we provide to our
customers. As part of this commitment we are seeking feedback from those who use our
service. It would be appreciated if you could take some time to complete this short survey,
which should take no more than a few minutes complete:

https://www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/Planning inspectorate customer survey
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> The Planning Inspectorate

Appeal Decision
Site visit made on 5 February 2020

by David Wyborn BSc(Hons) MPhil MRTPI
an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State
Decision date: 4 March 2020

Appeal Ref: APP/Y3615/W/19/3240532
124 Longacre, Ash GU12 6RR

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 M Newton against the decision of Guildford Borough Council.
The application Ref 19/P/01393, dated 7 August 2019, was refused by notice dated

7 October 2019.

The development proposed is a two bedroom dwelling with associated access.

Decision

13

The appeal is dismissed.

Preliminary Matter

2

The plans and information that the Council had before it when the decision was
made show a 2 bedroom dwelling. The above description reflects the 2
bedroom nature of the proposal which is also the description of the
development used on the appeal form. I am satisfied that no one would be
prejudiced by this wording of the description and I will determine the appeal
accordingly.

Main Issues

3.

The main issues are the effect of the development on:

» the character and appearance of the area, and
» the Thames Basin Heaths Special Protection Area.

Reasons

Character and appearance

4,

Longacre, in the general vicinity of the site, is characterised by semi-detached
and terrace residential properties. There are reasonably generous spaces
between these building groups at first floor level and a broad consistency with
the design and external materials of the buildings, with most front gables flush
with the front face of the properties. The spacing between buildings and the
generally consistent pattern of development, together with front hedges and
the occasional tree, provides a pleasant and reasonably verdant appearance to
the area.

The site forms a corner plot within Longacre where the spacing between
buildings is fairly typical of the surroundings and the gap makes a positive
contribution to the character of this part of the road. The erection of a two

https://www.qov.uk/planning-inspectorate
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Appeal Decision APP/Y3615/W/19/3240532

Other Matters

11. The scheme would not materially impact on the living conditions of
neighbouring residents, satisfactory off-road car parking would be provided,
the external and internal living spaces would be acceptable and the dwelling
could be constructed to high environmental standards. Furthermore, a dwelling
would be delivered within a built-up area, on a windfall site, in a general
location with good access to services and facilities. There would be social and
economic benefits to the area during construction and in subsequent
occupation. The development would provide an additional unit to the housing
supply but as only a single dwelling would be delivered I afford cumulatively all
these benefits of the proposal limited weight.

12. The harm I have identified above are matters that I attribute substantial weight
and it is such that the harm that would result from the proposal would not be
outweighed by the benefits.

Conclusion

13. Having regard to the above, and taking all other matters into account, I
conclude that the appeal should be dismissed.

David Wyborn

INSPECTOR

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate 3









